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Strong tractability for multivariate integration in a subspace of
the Wiener algebra*
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Abstract

Building upon recent work by the author, we prove that multivariate integration in the
following subspace of the Wiener algebra over [0, 1)¢ is strongly polynomially tractable:

Fui= 4 feco. | If] :k§d|f<k>|max(width@upp(k»,jeggg(k)1og|kj|)<oo ,

with f(k) being the k-th Fourier coefficient of f, supp(k) :== {j € {1,...,d} | k; # 0},
and width : 2{5d} — 1 ... d} being defined by

width(u) := maxj — minj + 1,
VIS JjEU

for non-empty subset v C {1,...,d} and width(@)) := 1. Strong polynomial tractability
is achieved by an explicit quasi-Monte Carlo rule using a multiset union of Korobov’s
p-sets. We also show that, if we replace width(supp(k)) with 1 for all k € Z% in the above
definition of norm, multivariate integration is polynomially tractable but not strongly
polynomially tractable.
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1 Introduction and main results

This paper concerns numerical integration for multivariate functions defined over the d-dimensional
unit cube. For a Riemann integrable function f : [0,1)? — R, we approximate its integral

up= [ fad

by )
Qan(f) = wnf(xn)
h=0

*The work of the author is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 23K03210.
fSchool of Engineering, University of Tokyo, 7-3-1 Hongo, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113-8656, Japan
(goda@frcer.t.u-tokyo.ac.jp)


http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.01541v1

with sets of n sampling points {xg, ..., 2z,_1} C [0,1)% and associated weights {wo, ..., w,_1}. Quasi-
Monte Carlo (QMC) rule denotes a special case of Qg where all the weights wy, are equal to 1/n.

The worst-case error of an algorithm @4 n in a Banach space F' with norm || - || is defined by
e (F,Qan) = sup  |La(f) = Qan(f)l-
feR|IflII<1

In the field of information-based complexity [IT], 12, [I6], we are interested in how the information
complezity n(e,d, F) grows in the reciprocal of the error tolerance £ € (0,1) and the dimension d.
Here, the information complexity is defined as the minimum number of function values, among all
possible Q4 n, needed to make the worst-case error in F' no greater than e, that is,

n(e,d,F):=min{n € N | 3Qq,n : e (F, Qq.n) < €}.

In a recent work by the author [6], it has been proven that the information complexity for the
following unweighted subspace of the Wiener algebra grows only polynomially both in e ! and d:

Fi = fecqond |17l =3 itk |max<, min 1og|kj|><oo ,

ezd jé€supp(k)
with f(k:) being the k-th Fourier coefficient of f, i.e.,
f(k) = / f(x) exp(—2mik - x) de,
[0,1)¢

and supp(k) := {j € {1,...,d} | k; # 0}. More precisely, it has been shown that an upper bound
n(e,d, F}) < Cie—3d?® holds for a positive constant C;, concluding that the problem of multivariate
integration in F is polynomially tractable. We refer to [9] [10] for more recent progress on this line
of research. In this context, an unweighted function space F refers to a space where all variables and
groups of variables play an equal role. Therefore, for any permutation matrix = and f € F, it holds
that fomw € F and ||f o x| = ||f||. The result presented in [6] builds upon the work of Dick [,
who established polynomial tractability for multivariate integration in the intersection of the Wiener
algebra and an unweighted space of Holder continuous functions.
As a continuation of [6], we prove the following result in this paper:

Theorem 1. Let F7 be a subspace of the Wiener algebra defined by

F2.={ fec(o,n)||fll:= Z | f (k)| max (Width(supp(kz)), min 1og|k:j|) <00 P,

jES k
ez jé€supp(k)

where width : 2854t 5 [1 . d} is defined by

width(u) := maxj — minj + 1,
JEU JEU
for non-empty subset w C {1,...,d}, and width(()) = 1. Then, there exists a positive constant Co such
that, for any d € N and € € (0,1), we have

n(e,d, F3) < Coe™3/(loge™).

In comparison to the result of [6] for F}, by replacing 1 (the first argument in taking the maxi-
mum for each k) with width(supp(k)) in the definition of norms, the polynomial dependence of the
information complexity on the dimension d does not show up anymore, meaning that the problem of
multivariate integration in F7 is strongly polynomially tractable. This result is strengthened by the
following theorem on the former space F).



Theorem 2. For any linear algorithm Qq,, using n function values, we have e*" (E}, Qa.n) > d/(2n?)
for any d € N and n > 2d.

Note that there is a significant gap between the lower bound on the worst-case error obtained
above and the upper bound of order dn~'/3 shown in [6]. Nevertheless, this result implies that a
dependence of the information complexity on the dimension d cannot be eliminated for Fjj. Therefore,
the problem of multivariate integration in F is polynomially tractable but not strongly polynomially
tractable. As a future research direction, it would be interesting to study whether an intermediate
space between Fd1 and Fd2 still exhibits strong polynomial tractability for multivariate integration. As
we have 1 < |supp(k)| < width(supp(k)) for all k € Z¢ when defining | supp(0)| = 1, one of the most
natural spaces we can consider is an unweighted space

E3 =< feco,n||fll:= Z |f )| max <|supp(k:)|, min 1og|k:j|) < o0

hezd jesupp(k)

Note that, although the space F7 is weighted, it remains invariant under the reversion of the
variables, i.e., if f € F7, then we have g € F? and || f| = ||g|| where g(z1,...,24) = f(@q,...,21). This
is in contrast to many existing results on strong polynomial tractability for multivariate integration
in the worst-case setting, where weight parameters are introduced to model the relative importance of
each group of variables, and variables are typically assumed ordered in decreasing importance order.
See [2, 5, 1T}, 12} [15] among many others. In fact, it seems not possible to characterize the space F? in
such a way. The author believes that further tractability studies in subspaces of the Wiener algebra
will offer new insights into the field of information-based complexity, particularly regarding (strong)
polynomial tractability in (un)weighted spaces.

2 Proof of Theorem [

This section is devoted to proving Theorem[l by providing an explicit QMC rule that attains the desired
worst-case error bound. The QMC rule considered here is exactly the same as the one discussed in
[6]. For an integer m > 2, let

Py, :={[m/2] <p <m | pis prime}.

It is known that there exist constants cp and Cp with 0 < ¢p < min(1, Cp) such that

< [P < Cpy
log logm’

(1)

for all m > 2, see [13, Corollaries 1-3]. Now, given an integer m > 2, we define two different point
sets as multiset unions:

1 2
Pd,m = U Sd,p and Pd,m = U Td,pa
PEP, PEPm

where Sy, = {mgp) |0 <h<p?tand Ty, = {mgpz | 0 < h,0 < p} are sets with p? points known as
Korobov’s p-sets [1L 5, [7, 8]. These point sets are defined as follows:

o= (85 ()
om (). )

and



respectively, where we write {x} = x — |x] to denote the fractional part of a non-negative real number
x. It is important to note that taking the multiset unions of Korobov’s p-sets with different primes p
is crucial in our error analysis. Trivially we have

Pl =17l = 3 2
PEPm

The following result on the exponential sums refines the known results from [7, Lemmas 4.5 & 4.6]
as well as [l Lemmas 4.4 & 4.5].

Lemma 3. Let d € N and p be a prime with p > d. For any k € Z¢\ {0} such that there exists at
least one index j* € {1,...,d} where kj« is not divisible by p, i.e., p1k, the following bounds hold:

2_1 )
LS exp (2mit- af?) | < Midthlupp()
p? h=0 M P ’
and
_1 .
1S p (ot | < Widthluwp()
a h,£=0 A D

Proof. Let us consider the first bound. As we have {0,...,p?> —1} = {ho + hip | 0 < ho, h1 < p} and,
for each pair of hg, hy € {0,...,p — 1}, it holds that

. 271, .
exp (27mk . w%;)Jrhlp) = exp el Z kj(ho 4+ hip)’
Jjé€supp(k)

- &P % ) kZ()ho’hP -

j€supp(k) a=0

211 i -1
=exp | = Z kj(hy +jhg~ hap) |,
Jj€supp(k)
we obtain
1 P = 1 p—1 211
. S
_Z (27T2k-w§lp)) =5 Z exp | —5 Z kj(hy 4 jhy~ hap)
p h=0 ho,h1=0 p j€supp(k)
-1 . p—1
1% 2711 2mihy Y
== exp | —- Z k hj Z exp Z kjjh
ph0:0 p j€Esupp(k h1—0 Jj€supp(k)
-1 p—1 .
1+ |1 omih i
< - =N e [N kg
Prozol? nizo p Jj€supp(k)
-1
1 p
I SE!
ho=0

2 jecupp (k) kjjhi~'=0 (mod p)

where the last equality follows from the well-known character property for the trigonometric functions
[3 Lemma 4.3]. Here, by denoting jmin = Mincqupp(k) J and jmax = MaX;jesupp(k) J, we have

Jmax Jmax
. q Jj—1 _ .q Jj=1 _ 7 Jmin—1 a J—Jmin
> kighgTi = Y kjjhy T =hy kjjhy =™
jesupp(k) ) J=Jmin ) J=Jmin
Jj€supp(k) j€supp(k)



As the last sum over j is a polynomial in hy with degree jmax — jmin, the number of solutions of the
congruence ZjESupp(k) k:jjhé_l =0 (mod p) is at most jmax — Jmin + 1 = width(supp(k)). Thus the
result follows. Since the second bound can be proven in the same manner, we omit the details. o

Note that, if k; is divisible by p for all j, i.e., p | k, then we only have a trivial bound on
the exponential sum, which is 1. Using this refined result, we obtain the following bounds on the
exponential sums for our point sets Pc},m and Pd27m

Corollary 4. Let d € N and m > 2 with minyep,, p > d. For any k € Z\ {0}, it holds that
! 1 8
exp ( 2mik - :l:(p)) < — (4 width(supp(k)) + — min log |k; ) ,
| dm| peZP };) p( ~m ( pp( )) cp jESupp(k) g| ]|

and

(p) 1 . 8 .
exp | 2mik - x;, ) < — (4 width(supp(k)) + — min log|k; ) .
1PE ol dm| pgr’; h;o p( m (supp(k)) cp jesupp(k) 8lk;|

Proof. The following proof for the first bound is similar to that of [6l Corollary 2.3], and the second
bound can be proven in a similar way, so we omit the details. Using Lemma[3, we have

p>—1 p’—1
1
exp orik - 'V < exp omik - 2P
h Pl h
1Pl dm|p€IP’ | Pdm |p€IP’ h=0
1 .
< 1 Z pwidth(supp(k) =T Z p?
|Pd,m| |Pd |
PEPM, PEP,
ptk plk
m|Pr| .
< 51— width(supp(k) Z 1
PL] IR dm|
bk
m|P,| ) m
< ————— width(supp(k)) + ————— 1
(m/2)%[Pr| (m/2)?[Pr| p;mn
plk

4 4logm
< — width k 1
< L idh(supp(k)) + LET 5y

cpm
F pEPM,
plk

where the last inequality follows from (). To give a bound on the last sum over p € P,,, which divides
k, we use the fact that, for any integers k,n € N, k has at most log,, k¥ prime divisors larger than or
equal to n. With I(-) denoting the indicator function, for any index j* € supp(k), we get

2log |kj+
S 1= T1 Wlik) S 3 el k) < lograran by < 220
p€|ﬂ;;m PEP,, jesupp(k) pEP,, g
p

Since this inequality applies to any index j* € supp(k:), it holds that

1< min log |k;|.
pEZP’ IOg m jesupp(k) & | J |
plk

This completes the proof. o

Now we are ready to prove Theorem [I



Proof of Theorem[dl. Since any function f € F d2 has an absolutely convergent Fourier series, by letting
Qd,n being the QMC rule using Pdl,m (or ij) for some m > 2 with min,ep,, p > d, it follows from

Corollary M that, with n equal to Zpepm 2,

[La(f) = Qan(f) = {la(f) — 57—

| dm! pep, h=0

= |f(0) | Z Z Zf exp(2mk :B;l))

pEPy h=0 kcZd

p 21

= Z f( | | Z Zexp (2mk: :cgl))

kezd\{0} dm! pep,, h=0

p 21

< Z | | | Z Zexp (2mkz :l:;l))

kezd\{0} dm!l pep,,
< 1 Z |/ (k)| (4Width(supp(k)) + 5 ~ min log|kj|)

keZa\ {0} cp jesupp(k)

<20 ST | max (widiupp(l), _min toglls|) < o]

cpm kezan {0} j€supp(k) P

This leads to an upper bound on the worst-case error as
16

WOI‘ F , <
( 4> Q. n) < cpm’

Therefore, in order to make e"(F7,Qq,) less than or equal to ¢ € (0,1), it suffices to choose
m = [16c; 'e7!] and we have

F2) < 2 o [16¢; 'e '] ~1_—17\2
n(e,d, Fy) < E RS S e e Moc e 1] x ([16cp'e™1)7,
peP g

16c; te—1
P

from which the result follows immediately. O

3 Proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[2. We adopt a similar approach as in the proofs of [T4, Theorem 1] and [4, The-
orem 1]. Consider an arbitrary linear algorithm Qg (f ) Yonzo Ywp f(xp). For aset A C Z% with
enough cardinality |A| > n, we define a function g : [0,1)% — C by

g(x) = Z ¢k exp(2mik - x)

kcA
with ¢g € C, which satisfies g(x5) = 0 for all h = 0,...,n— 1. In fact, there exists a non-zero vector of
(ck)keA, as the condition that g(ap) = 0 for all h = 0,...,n—1 forms n homogeneous linear equations

with |A| > n unknowns ck. Let us normalize these coefficients in such a way that

max|ckx| =cg =1 for some £ € A.
keA

With this £ and a positive constant C, we define another function § : [0,1)% — C as follows:

g(x) = Cexp(—27il - m)g(w) = C Y  cxexp(2mi(k — £) - x).
ke A



Then we construct a real-valued function g* defined on [0,1)¢ by taking the average of § and its

complex conjugate: g*(x) = (§(z) + g(x))/2. Regarding the norm of g* in F}, we have

o < gl gl .
o1 < T — g = & 57 e (1.t 11
e Jjé€supp(k)

<C max (1, min loglk; —¥¢;| ] < Cmax max (1, min loglk; —¢;| ).
- kEZ.A < j€supp(k) g| J j|) ZEAICEZ.A < j€supp(k) g| J j|>

To ensure ||g*]| < 1, we set
~1
C= (max max (1, ~min log|k; — €j|)> .
LeA fee j€supp(k)

By construction, we have g*(zp) = 0 for all h =0, ...,n — 1, which implies @, 4(¢*) = 0. On the
other hand, the exact integral is given by

—1
Ii(¢g")=Cce =C = <I}1€z§i<k€Amax <1,j€SI1IJ1Fi);1(k) log |k; — €j|)> .

Since g* € F} with ||g*|| <1, the worst-case error of any linear algorithm Qg is bounded below by
-1
ewor(FC},Qdm) > Ig(9") — Qn,a(g")| = | max max (1, min log|k; — €j|) )
A j€supp(k)
In what follows, let
A={0}U{keZ" | d—1ofk; are all 0 and one non-zero k; is from {1,..., [n/d]|}}.

It is easy to verify that |A| = 1+ d[n/d] > n. For this choice of A, we can restrict ourselves to
£=(¢,0,...,0) for some ¢ € {0,...,[n/d]}. By utilizing the assumption n > 2d and the well-known
inequality logx < x — 1, we have

Z max (1, min( log |k; — €j|)

oA j€supp(k)
[n/d] d_[n/d]
= max (1,log¥) + Z max (1,log [k1 — £]) + Z Z max (1,log k;)
ki=1 §=2 k;=1
[n/d]
<log[n/d] +d Z max (1,log k)
k=1
<log[n/d] + d[n/d]|log[n/d]
2n?

< ([n/d] = 1) (1 +d[n/d]) < .

Since the last bound is independent of ¢, we obtain

-1
d
wor 1 .
e (Fy,Qan) > (I?gi(keAmaX <1,j6£11£(k) log |k, £j|)> > 55

This completes the proof. o
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