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Lecture 5

1 Other weak schemes

Here, I list out some typical weak schemes. If you are interested in them,
you can read in details.

1.1 Weak Taylor approximations

You can use the Ito-Taylor expansion to generate a lot of schemes. For
example, the Milstein scheme has weak order 1. Previously, we have seen a
weak 2 scheme. For the reference, you can read Chapter 14 of the book by
Kloeden and Platen.

As a side note, for weak approximation, we only care distribution, so
you do not have to use i.i.d Gaussian random variables AW,,. For example,
consider the case d = 1 and the SDE

dX = b(t, X)dt + o(t, X)dW.
Consider
X" = X" 4 b(tn, Xk 4 0 (tn, X" )VkE,

where &,’s are i.i.d Bernoulli random variables, i.e. P(§, = 1) = P(§, =
-1)= % This scheme is weakly convergent.

Ezxercise: Show the above claim by assuming b and o are sufficiently nice.
What is the weak order?

1.2 A second order scheme for stationary distribution

In the work “Rational construction of stochastic numerical methods for
molecular sampling”, Leimkuhler and Matthews obtained a modification of
the Euler-Maruyama scheme

1
X = X" _ kVV(z) + \/25§(AW,1 + AW, 11)
Note that { X"} is not a Markov chain. This scheme solves the SDE still with

first order but for sampling the stationary distribution 7 using averages, it
is second order. Hence, it is good for MCMC sampling.



1.3 Other high order weaks schemes

e In the paper “Weak approximation of stochastic differential equations
and application to derivative pricing”, Ninomiya and Victoir proposed
a splitting type weak second order scheme. The idea behind this is the
Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula.

e In the paper ” A Weak Trapezoidal method for a class of stochastic dif-
ferential equations”, Anderson and Mattingly proposed a Trapezoidal
method which is weak second order.

For those interested, you can read.

2 An approach to obtain high order weak schemes

Besides, the Ito-Taylor expansion and Runge-Kutta type methods, there
are many other methods to obtain high order weak schemes. One way could
be the Romberg extrpolation porposed by Talay and Tubaro (“expansion of
the global error for numerical schemes solving stochastic differential equa-
tions” ), which uses the solutions with different time steps. Here, I want
to introduce the method proposed by Abdulle et al. in the paper “High
weak order methods for stochastic differential equations based on modified
equations”.

2.1 Idea of the method
Suppose that for SDE
dX = bdt + cdW
we have a numerical method
X" =U(b,0, X", k,&)

that has order p.
The idea is to consider a modified equation

dX = bp(X)dt 4 o (X)dW

where
b = b+ kb + k?bs + ..., o =0+ ko, + k209 + ...



We then apply the method to this modified equation and get
Xn+1 == \Ij(bka Ok, Xna k) gn)

The hope is that this new sequence better approximates the original
SDE.

2.2 The condition for improving accuracy

As we have seen before, we only need to look at the one step operator
S
§%7(¢) = Eo(X'|X° = x).

Suppose that the original scheme has local truncation error of order p+1
so that the global order is p:

§"7(9) — o = O(k"*),
Our goal is to find by, and oy, such that
STk () — FLp = O(KPHTHY).
Assumption 1. Assume that the method has the expansion about k as
SP7(¢) = () + kAo(b,0)p(x) + k> A1 (b, 0)p(x) + . ..
where A;’s are differential operators. Moreover, we have
Ailf +efig+eq) = Ai(f,9) + €Ai(f, fr,9.01) + O(€).

Since the scheme is consistent, we must have
1
Ao(f.9)=F-V+5(99"): V2.
For conveneince, denote

bes =b(z) + kbi(x) + ...+ k°bs(x), ops=o0(x)+koi(z)+ ...+ k’c4(x)

Theorem 1. Suppose for some r > 1 that we have found by pyr—2 and
Ok p+r—2 Such that

X = U (b pyr—2, Ok par—2, X" i, ).



has weak (p 4+ r — 1)th order accuracy. If the operator

’ i ekﬁqb _ Sbk,p+r—1,0k,p+r—1¢
_ = 11m
pr=19 k—0 kptr

can be written as

p+r—1

Ep-l—r—l = bp+r—1 . V + 5 Z (040-]72:&—1“—1—[) : VQ
=0

for some smooth byi,—1 and opqr—1, then the scheme
XnJrl = qj(bk,errfla Ok, p+r—15 Xn, k, fn)
has (p + r)th order weak accuracy.

Remark 1. If the scheme with b and o already has pth (p > 2) order
accuracy, we want to improve the order by r = 1, then we can set set
fi,.- ., fp+r—2 to zero. This means the corrected terms appear only at ppr=1 =
h? in b and o.

Proof of Theorem 1. Here, I only provide a sketch. You can refer to the
paper for the details.
With the assumption about the original scheme, we have

Sbk,p+r—2,0k,p+r—2¢(gj) =¢(x) + kAO(ka)_A'_T_Q’ O'k,p+r—2)¢($)
+ ...+ kp+TAp+r_1(bk’p+r_2, Uk,p+r—2)¢)($) + O(kp+r+1)

Inserting the expansions and combining the high order terms into O(kPT"+1),
this should be

k;p—l—r—l

(x) + kLD, 0)p(x) + ... + !ﬁp”*l(b, o)o(x)

(p+r—1)
+ kP By (f, 9)p(x) + O

By the assumption, we know that

(L(b,o))P*T

TR — Bpir(b,0).

£p+r—1 =

Now, b s and oy s are modified with kP*"1b,., 1 and kP*" 1o,y 4,

we find that only Ag will contribute h?*" terms to the new scheme. Other
A; terms contribute to higher orders (including Bp,4+1 and so on).



Clearly, we have

AO(bk,p-i-r—la Uk,p—i—r—l) = AO (bk,p-‘rr—Za Uk,p+7"—2)
p+r—1

+ kp+7‘71(bp+’r‘—l . v + § Z (UZUZ—‘,—T—I—K) . v2) + O(l{j2)
=0

The new terms will cancel exactly % — By (b,0) by the assump-

tion, making
M(a) — SPhrtr1 Tt g(z) = O(RPFTH),
This implies the scheme has (p + r)th weak order. O
2.3 An example
Consider the #-Milstein scheme
Xt = X"+(1—0)k:b(X")+9k:b(X"+1)+o—(X”)AWn+%o—’(X”)J(X”)(AW,f—k:).

Using the fact
E(AW,)? =k, E(AW,)* = 3k?%,

we find

5P (p)(z) = ¢(x) + kAg(b, 0)p(x) + kA1 (b, 0)d(x) + O(h3),

where
Ao(b, O‘) =L
and
A1(b,0)8(x) = B (2)b(a) + b (2)0 ()] (2)
+ 5 I2() + 200 (2)o%(w) + 5 (o' (2)o() )6 ()
+ 5@ (@) + @) (@) + ot (@)D @)

Remark 2. To get this asymptotic expression, we first set

X' =2+ k(1 —0)b(z) + 0kb(X) + o(2)VEkz + gal(x)a(x)(ZQ -1).



So(r) =E¢ <:c + k(1 — 0)b(x) + 0kb(XY) + o(z)VEz + ga'(az)a(a:)(ZQ - 1)>

We then do expansion, about x. As you imagine, in the O(h) term and
O(h?) terms, we have f(X') again. Then, we do expansion again about x.
Do this repeatedly, we eventual will get O(h) and O(h?) terms without X!,

According to the theorem, we perturb
bk,l =b+ kby, Op1 =0+ koy.
Clearly,
A1 (bg,1,061)9(x) = A1 (b, 0)p(x) + O(k).
Hence, the difference for the original O(k?) terms are unchanged
1
Lig(x) = §£2¢> — A1 (b, 0)p(z)
The good thing is that we have new O(k?) terms from Ay = L:
1
Ao(bk71,0k71) = (b + kbl) -V + 5(0 + ]fUl)(U + kO’l)T : Vz.

The new O(k?) terms are
b10; + 0010z,

We require
1
b10; + 0010 = §£2¢ - Al(ba 0')(;5(1‘)
This gives
_17 / 117 /! 2 _17 / 1/ 12//
by = (2 0)b'b + 2(2 N (z)o*(x), o1 = (2 Obv'o + 20b+40 a”.

The 0 = 1 case is suitable for stiff problems.

Remark 3. For Fuler-Maruyama scheme, there is no such modified SDE
to improve to second order.

3 Stochastic stability

The theory here is an analogy of the stability region for ODE schemes.
The model problem for which we apply the scheme is the geometric Brownian
motion

dX = AXdt + pXdW.

(Similar to dX = AXdt for ODEs.)
There are several notions of stability. Here, we consider two of them.



Definition 1. Given A € C and p € C, we say the GBM is mean-square sta-
ble iflimg oo E|X4|? = 0. We say it is asymptotically stable if P(lim;_ o0 | X¢| =
0) =1.

The first is satisfies if Re(\) + 3|u| < 0 while the second is satisfied if
Re(A — %|ul?) < 0.

What is the stability condition for Euler-Maruyama? We have the rela-
tion

X" = (14 Mo+ pAW)X™ = E| X2 = (|1 + Mk]? + |pf*k)E|X"2.
Denote
2= Nk, y=p’k.

We need
1+z?+y <1,

for mean-square stable.
For asymptotic stability, one needs

Elog |1 + Ak + uvVEN(0,1)] < 0.

For deterministic cases, the implicit schemes usually have better stability
conditions. However, for SDE, this is harder. Often, we only make the
deterministic part implicit while the random variable part is still explicit.
For example, the stochstic backward Euler reads,

X = X" 4 p(X"THE + o( X AW,



