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1. BLdHic

BRUSFTEARBRCIEINIZEZRREERT 2 HFERATH S, RERNIMDFE
ROBELEKR. A BB ENREINTE, . AR THENEERROEE
BREIDNTVWEREIic, BEMAFERLCH L TCOELBREBEVLBERIESETHS 5,
FRXTCREMDPHTEROHEUNEXEUN OBRSLtBEMSFTERA LK TSI EBhS WV

) v@&%c '

9. BRMHHERN(SDE) L 2o¥fEx+— s> WTHBIcR~RS (2fi). L
T, SHITARTH 2 BHNEERH I DVTRRE I BUICEMSFEROBENEE
HicowTid~R3 (31 TS, TOBKRMATEX~OHETH S MS-EEH
KOoWTHALED (328 /. JloLTETH B T-BEMEIR>VWTHBR~RB (3.3
fiido RERSROFHER~S (4o
2. SDE ¢ #D0¥fHX +— 4

2H5—HE% o KRS HER (SDE) icxtd 2Ry BERE (SIVP)

dX ()= f(X)dt+ g(X)dW(t)

X0)= =z tef0,T]
R2EZXBo T, W(t) 2124 Wiener @8 Td 3. 124 Wiener B L3R03 2D
BER-T1E%E Gauss BEETH %,

(i) P(W(O0)=0)=1

(i) EW(@#) =0 all ¢ € [0, 00)

(ii))Cw(t, s) = E(W ()W (s)) = min(¢, s)

(1)

SIVP(1) iR oBRBEL HBER LM 5,
X)) =+ [ f(X()ds+ [ g(X(s)aW(s)
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ST, 2EBHORA B o HEREA LWL, RATER TN S,

n—1

[ s(X(s))aw(s) = lim 5 sxenam

T, AW, = W(tig1) = W(tk) « h = max(tiy; —tx) TH 0. BBRIL 2 #FIY (mean-
square) O EHIC & B,

HEVWERE (1) O X(t) RERBE X(t,w) (WeER) &1 5. 2, KRt 2E
FLhEE X, ) RERERER S, /2. BAEMOTwEEE LA L & X(,w) 2
i@ X(t) o# @ (sample path, trajectory) & B 35,

Fig. 1 ic Wiener #8201 > O#E %R do

¥t SDEo#l& LT, Langevin 58X

dX (t) = —aXdt + bdW (t)

BhHbd, CCTatbREDEKTH 5,

REBER+— LA IOWTHET 5, R+ — 23R X() oBEOEMFI 2 ERK L.
INEDRERRITIE L T, strong, weak, pathwise ® 3 M »H 3, T I Tidstrong DIFE& %
ZZ1Ed5 BoHEFANLH & LT, Euer-Maruyama 2 % — a0 F5h 3,

#| Euler-Maruyama scheme

Xn+1 = Xn + f(Xn)Atn + g(Xn)AWn
AW, = U,h?

CCTALRBRRT y 7TRERL. UBRSRHIBAicEB LT 5, T, AU RKROD X
SBHRERBESN B,

(1) EHEHK
U, € N(0,1)
(ii) two-point d.r.v.(distiributed random variable)
P(U, = +1) =
2
(iii) three-point d.r.v.
P(U,=+V3) = -(1;
2
P(U, = 0) =3

COMEP %E Fig. 21cRdo 2L, Fig. 2ic 7T % Heun 2 %+ — 443 2 Bt Heun
BERRTH 3,
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3. REREURIT

COMTRERUSHIERNCHEREZLEEALLLE, TOREROKERZ2ERT
0 BEHIRODVT, BRAR2EBHOBMESEZREBE LA, 9. VIHICEMAYSERN LWL
TITHLUTVIBHEEEBITIC>DVTRRE S RIERLBREL L MS-EEH ([7])
ET-ZE® () 2V THALL S, ’

3.1 BB FEAORBEEH BT
RDOESR1IROEMBFEA OB EMNE

d
= = 1@
(2)
z(0) = zo
2EXE >, COVIBEMBIHLT, b-o b BMBELRNKEREEL LT, Euer 8% 3,
Tnt1 =5n+f(fn)h (3)
FhTcid,. COFuler BoYENEERZERELL D A PHFEBRALLT,. ROLS51
BEOMAFEREEZ %,

dz(t) = Azdt
{m(O) 1, te[0,T], A<0 (4)

COYIHERE ORI IL

z(t) = eV
THd, COFRIAHBER @) icEuler 2 @12 &, HERI

Tuo4r = Zpo+ AZ,h
1+ AR)zZ,
= R(Ah)z,

DESICHERTLENTES, ST, ROM) REKTEHEREFIh 2, /-, BN
BA<O0oD &%

z(t)=e* =0 (t = o0)
OUEEE T, £-> T, HiER z. N OUEER T DT
|14 Ah| <1

BUHEBETHTHB, WA
—-2< M <0
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BELh, Chid, FRFABRX Q) 0AicH LT, 2< M<0%2@kd h2Bal
S, Buer Zic X W ZERKIERPBONS, ULE2 I LI LROERIERTH A
Do

E® ;

BB L THREHENYS |[ROAL)| < 1o&#rfcd o, REREKIZEOM I
DWTHENEFEEVS, 53X (a,8) B8H->T. M€ (a,B) 2 5iF ., BIEME K
REDELEXTOXMEBULEXHE & W I,

CORAFEXRMNII2RERAEH T TE
BAEA 1

dz(t) = —100zdt,

z(0) = 1, te[0,T]
h=0.015(A=-15) D& 2 RELEFICR B, h=10.025 (\h=-25) DL & RRLEK
%, COBF% Fig. 3 & Fig. 4 iciRd,

3.2 MS-ZEH
EC, BRAFTBERACH LT~ BHLERBR2ERUSFERNCEEREL L S5, (4)
T 326D ELT, RD&L S5 % b AHBEA (supermartingale eq.) 2% X 3,

dX(t) = AXdt + puXdw(t)
X(0) = 1, te0,T], A<0,u>0.

COFBADOERFR

(5)

X(0) = exp{(A ~ i)t + W (1)}
Thbo CDEE, RD2RLH/ N 4
I1X1| = {E|x|*}s
*HAL, HER(G) oROBHEEL 2L, RO EBbD B,
Xl -0 (¢—o00) if 22+u*<0
EoT,. COROBIH LT, BEXF— o
I Xall >0 (n— o0)

EMETHhEIDANL I COUEE MS-KEREES, B2+ —-2%2F 2 AR
RG)il1x57y 7AALT TS 2 RERX o LT, 2|/ PET B L

Yu1 = R(R, )Y,
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BEDILDe ST Yo=E|X,*T.h=h\ k=—-p2/ATdh %, £/, WY RELEH
B3 (stability function) & FE3:, WA T, HERH MS-LEOREEZH - T ICk

|R(h, )| < 1

BUREFRICR B, BER+— s BT s XEHER Ricxd LT, |R(A k)| < 1 25K
D> & &, (BE)KHLTHEERF— AR MS-RETH LW, FLEHAIFERD
BELEBIE. co(hk)oEER. 2% 0,

R= {(i"a k); |R(B: k)l < 1}

% MS-EREAMEIFIT S,
RD2OOHBHHAF—ALICOWTER B,
(i) Euler-Maruyama 2 # — & (8 =1)

Xps1 = Xo + fuh + guAW, (6)
(i) backward Euler 2 + — & (8 =1)
Xn+l = Xn + fn+1h + gnAWn (7)

CHoOHERA+— 2k L TREREBRBIROL I B,
(i) Euler-Maruyama x #+ — &

R(h, k) = (1+ h)>—kh (8)
(ii)backward Euler = + — & )
- 1—-kh

R(h, k) = (—1—_'}—',—)2 (9)

oo MS-LEHBON% Fig. 5 Fig. 6 Ik;RLTH b, LicdbiFrhfliconwt, &
EUZEHMT 2 BEEROEREHIT 3,

BUE A 2
{dX(t) = —100Xdt +10XdW(t),

X0) =1, tef0,T]
2 5 v 7% (i) h = 0.005 (ie. (h k) = (=0.5,1)) & (ii) h = 0.01 (i.e. (h,k)=(-1,1))
DL E&DfER% Table 1 itR¥o 7 ¥ £ a— % i3 Macintosh SE/30 2 @/ L. #&kid
20000 & L 7=, -
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X |12
Euler-Maruyama | backward Euler
t L0 ® [ 6] 6
0.010 {| 0.5660 | 1.0140 | 0.4503 | 0.5090
0.020 | 0.3289 | 0.9955 | 0.2039 | 0.2527
0.030 || 0.1680 | 1.0696 | 0.0873 | 0.1295
0.040 || 0.1020 | 0.9826 | 0.0429 | 0.0652
0.050 || 0.0444 | 0.9631 | 0.0163 | 0.0303
0.060 || 0.0305 | 0.9724 | 0.0074 | 0.0150
0.070 [ 0.0137 | 0.7908 | 0.0037 | 0.0079
0.080 || 0.0132 | 0.5820 { 0.0009 | 0.0042
0.090 || 0.0008 | 0.4826 | 0.0007 | 0.0016

0.100 {| 0.0001 | 0.7225 | 0.0000 | 0.0009
Table 1

CDEERBZL () OHBAE. EE00RF— AbREIBITVBH, (i) 04, Euler-
Maruyama 2 # — A RLEHEE L OANBZ oD, FAEEKL B, /. D7 5 7 % Fig.
Ta, 7Tb & Fig. 8a,8b ic;R L TH KL,

33 T-L&EH
MS-ZEHEBLEICROFR VP HEBRAEEX 5,

{dX(t) = AXdt + deW(t) (10)

X0) = 1, telo,T]
7-72 L, supermartingale D& H iz oW TRV, & Bvé A TR R R
X(0) = exp{( = 5t + W (1)}
ThB. cOFER (10) OREBMEE LTALBE. ROBMERMKD L0
IX() =0 (t— oo) if /\—%pz<0

CORUNUEEHERA+ - L EBLAREST-RER TS %,

E# 1 5 5 driving process D & THEX+—- 227X P HER (10) c@H L & &5,
8o 1 BUIEE D,
| Xl =0 (n— oo)

147251, # D driving process 2 At MR F— 23 T-EETH B E WS,
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COT-HEEHRLABTRNI MS-ZEERHOBICRROBFEMBKD L Do
MS-&E = T-%EFE

&T. 2fich~7 Euler-Maruyama 2 + — At oW T T-HEHROEE LT 5, 7.

MS-EZEHLEH. TEHHK WG T2 02N L LI T-BEEOHBERIKRDLS
CEX b,

Xn+1 = (1 + Ah + /“AWu)Xn

= JIQ+ X h+ pAW)X,
=0
CCTHROFEHELEZERDEICBERTIENTE B,
Xo1 = R(h; )\,#)Xn

LR T R(hy )\ p) 2R & h - K EH Y (averaged stability function) &BE3:, #ic
T-ZEHRIROLICBERA SN 3,

X,—0 (n>o0) & |RK\p)|<1
MS-%E ERR. T-RERBRKO X > cERE N B,
R = {(h; A, u); | R(R; A, p)| < 1}

TPl E LT, twopoint d.r.v. % driving process & LTRAKE L &% EX B, D
L&, PSS RERER RIROLS5iKE 5,

R (h; M\ p) = (14 M+ pvh)(1+ I h—pvh)
= (14 Ah)? — p?h

-T.(a)A=0,u>00¢ &, PHLENALEHEI
R*(h;0,u) =1 — u?h
L1350 £ T\ CDIPA Euler-Maruyama 2 # — AN T-HEEHR B3R HER

2
|R(h;0,p)| <1 0<h< "

LB, Ric. b)) A£00 e &, PHfbah - RERTHR I

2
R*hk)=(1+h)?—kh, k=£&

—)\—, h=Ah
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133, (b) k¥ 3 REHEEOK % Fig. 9a & Fig. 9b e Fido MEic. COXTEHE
HA T BBIER ST B,

BAEp 3
(1) |
{dX = 2XdW(t) h=0.2,04 =EF
X(0) = 1 h=06 KREE
(2)
{dX = —2Xdt+2XdW(t)
X0 =1
h=02518 =& (hk)=(-0.5-2),(-3.6,-2)
h=1052 REE (hk)=(-1,-2),(—4,-2)
(3)
{dX = 3Xdt+ 3XdW(t)
X0 =1

h=02 %% (hk)=/(06,3)

h=05 R&EE (hk)=(153)
(1), (2) &£ 3) iexd+ 375 7% En¥h (1) Fig. 10a, 10b, 10c, (2) Fig. 11a, 11b, 11,
11d, (3) Fig. 12a, 12b xR ¥o

4. SROB A

RO FEXOBRYELEURBIRIC > VT, MS- B & T-EEHR D2 > 28N L1,
7L, ZRESDE RH LTINS OEEHOEEBER->TWVW3, 70, T-BEH TR,
KBRNERH 202+ —4sicxt LT, %7, driving process & L T Wiener %2 HHL
RBARCOYVWTRITTACLBESHBOBETH 3,

B35
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Wiener process

w(t)
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Fig. 1

dX=Xdt+XdW
X(0)=1
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—O—— Euler
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Fig. 2
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Euler method (h=0.015)
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t
Fig. 3
Euler method (h=0.025)
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Fig. 4



135

e

7

SR
R
R

N

SR

R

S
i

Kk

AN
SRR AR

.

S

e

RIS

2

SRR

ARG
S R

Fig. 6



136

Euler-Maruyama scheme (h=0.005) Euler-Maruyama scheme (h=0.01)
3] 3]
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t t
Fig. 7a Fig. 7b
backward Euler scheme (h=0.01) backward Euler scheme (h=0.005)
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Fig. 8b
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Fig. 9b
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TEST1 (h=0.4)

TEST1 (h=0.6)

Fig. 10b

Fig. 11a
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TEST2 (h=0.5)

TEST2 (h=2.0)
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Fig. 11c Fig. 11d
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