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FE R 53 /5 A2 3K D BERGE N

ik B (SEEERTENAS)
= BE (BHEKRE - AR

bS

1. R HBR
2 H15 — EEhE! Tto BIHER 5 H5 12 (SDE) o4 % Mes 14 4RI (SIVP)

aX() = FX)dt+g(X)aW (1), 0
X0) ==z te[0,T]
¥FxD, ST, W(t) 3B Wiener BETH b, ZLid. ROFH 27T IRE Gauss &
BTHs,
() PW(0)=0)=1
(i) EW(@®)=0 all t € [0, 0]

(iii) Cwl(t,s) = E(W(t)W(s)) = min(t, s)
SIVP(1) ix kiR 5 H RN L FMEI R %,

t t
X(t)=z+ [ f(X(s))ds+ [ g(X(s))dW(s)
2T 2HE ORSE to BIERBG L TN AKX TER S D,

-1

/Otg(X (s))dW(s) = ,{g%;i 9(X (t)) AW,

=0

7. AW = W(tep) — W(t), b = max(teps — t) TH 0 BRI 2 RFYOEKRTHS b
NEFT 5o |

HeRAPMERE (1) 0B X (1) 3HEREE X(tw) (we Q) &%b, 2 h, Bt ZEEL
Fok & X(t,) REERERTH Y, T2, BAZHOQOL w2EE LA L & X(,,w) 2HEER
X(t) D RAEHB LTS,

Fig. 112 Wiener 8120 1 2D BAREE % RT

SDE @#J & LT, Langevin /X

dX(t) = —aXdt + bdW (1)
Bbb, 22T, atbREOERTH 5,

2. BHER ¥ — A

BB % — b 3R X (t) DRAEBOEDFI ¥ EBR L, RdB b OIS LT, strong, weak, path-
wise D 3FEEDAF — LAFREEINTVE, T Tikstrong iCOWVWTEELE), bobt b
A7 & LT Euler-Maruyama A ¥ — AXHiFoN 5,

Xn+1 = Xn + f(Xn)Atn + g(Xn)AWn

:@ﬁﬁ%%ﬂg2kﬁ?otﬁb\Hwnx#—hu2&@&m@Kﬂh&@%$M?bé
([5])o SDE(1) izt LT\ HUEAR % — A DFRE & order (strong order) # E&T %,
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£ 1 SIVP (1) 0BG L MBEOB L Ehehn, X(), X, &35, t=t,a2bt=t,
ITORFREe t=020t=T =1ty ETORBEE e, BTLETN, KRD & ) & 5MHAH
FHETERSND, |

= E(|X(ts) — Xa* | X (ta1) = Xn-1 = Tn_q)
eg = E(|X(T) — Xn|*|Xo = Xo = z)
Tiz. BHER % — 4 X, HFF order v, KiRorder B2 b2 L iz EhEN
er = O(R") (h 1 0)
= O(hP) (h 10)
i A AR F 0 3N ,
Remark. ODE T3 %205 WHEHEDOT v =& H L2, L# L SDE Tt
y2 B
Thb, |
ETRRLBERAF— L DFIE LT, Taylor AF— 4 (y=3, 8 =2)
Xot1 = Xo+ fuh+ gnfn,lh%

+519'91n (62, — )R
+%[flg]n(€n,l + 6"2)’1/"
l !/ .1_ " 2 — £n2 h2
+2[g.f+ 29 g ]n(fn,l )
 +39%9 + 9" (€31 — 3bna )b
Hb 5 (IO Taylor A% — AQBMBEEIM]L, 4] BEEL) o STy by, bug BEVICH
V%R0, 7Bl OEREBTH S, ZBKBorder3 12T 270 ITix, KDL H 121 DHFEEM
ZABLENED D, ) ) 1
Xnt1 = Xot fuh+ gﬂé‘n,lh5
+3[g'g)n (€2, — 1)R
-I;%[flg]n(én,l + 6"2)}7’2
+319'f + 39”9 In(bny — 22)15
+397%9 + 9"91n(€3,1 — 36n1)h?

IS + LR
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3. RRET ‘
KIBREZEERBL LI LERELOT, 2EMICFTL L2 ERLABRELA (). Th
AR D & 5 1IC3EE % 2 DD IS (stochastic, deterministic) (25 TEHE S 2 FEETH 5,

IX(T) - Xnll < IX(T) - XNl + I1Xn = Xnl|
(stochastic part) (deterministic part)
ZZ T,
IX1| = {E(IX %)},
Xy 13 realized exact solution(EAMNERICOVWTIREEA 1 ¥ R &) LR L IZT %, de-
terministic part TIZEER ¥ — A DBEYBALEZEDS, stochastic part TIIBEDEINBEEIEIC
A2TLBILEFTFRENLDT, T Tl deterministic part DEREXFMET S LT 5,
BAEA ¥ — b & LCRIET TR L7z 2 00 Taylor A ¥ — A D KR order D4 % BB I HERR
LTHEI, ‘

HAad 1. |
{dx = Xdt+XdW(t), t€][0,0.5] (2)

X(0) = 1
submartingale 523 (2) DB X (t) & realized exact solution X, ¥ Zh €,
X() = expl{bt+W(t))

X, = exp{%tn+Wn}

n—-1
Wn = Z ﬁi,lh%
=0
B (COBOEFET I 7 LI2DHFig. 3TH5). ¥~ 7 Hid 10000, stepsize i& h =
274,275,276 L L, t=0.50&&DKIERED deterministic part IZXRTRED 5 & 2°

T&5%,

e=—— Y (X} - X¥)
10000 N

COEREROS T 7 (Fig. 4) &\ K order DEFFHELIZITRBL T3,

4. BB EWBT
REWICE L TRA G SEROMSERR L2, TFHDITM-BREEIZOWTHRRD,

(1)M-Z5et ([6])
7 A b+ 77#23X (supermartingale eq.)

{ dX(t) = MXdt + pXdW(t) 5
X0) =1, te[0,T),A<0,u>0. (3)
FHEX (3) DEHMHE ,

X(t) = exp{(A - 54*)t + uW (1)}
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Y ho M-REML IR, HER(3) OBOIR2IKE— AV F OBENEELE S5 EATH

%o
(IRE—AY Y =EX ift) ODERBXRKXTHEA LN 5,
dY = \Ydt
LY =1

£oT. COHAIZODE BRI ELERBITICRET 5,
(i)2KRE—XAV}Z=EX?IZit) ODEXXRXTHE L LN B,

dZ = (2A+p)Zdt
{Z(O) = 1

CDEE, IRTDHERRICENS MS-HEHLFALICR S,

(2) MS- %25t ((8])
M- ZER LA RDT R +H#EX (supermartingale eq.)

{dX(t) = AXdt + pXdW(?)
X(0)

PELD, HER (4) OHEBRRL
X(1) = expl(A — 542)t + pW (1))
E%b, COLERD2FEFE I VA
IX1 = {EIX*}2
FEA L. HER () OBROBBERD L, KO EHFEH DB,
IX®)|| =0 (t—o00) if 2X+u2<0
$oT. TOBOEFHITH LT, BIEAF— o3

I Xall = 0(n — o)

1, te[0,T],A<0,u>0.

T rRAND, BEAX L% FA PHER(4) CHEALTTE 2 HUER X, 3L T, 2

RFHTHE, V,=E|X,PtBuvits

17n+1 = R(Z’a k)Y;z.

BRY LD TTTy h=h\ k=—p?/ATh ), BHR%EEEBE (stability function) &

S, Lo TEMERIC LT MS-REBRIRDEICEERIIZ LN TES,

Y, - 0& |R(hk) <1
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CHORWIELT|R(MK)| < 1BENEDLE, (A k) CHLTHEEAX—LIEMS-BETD
&), '

BIZIE, RO2DODAF—HIZOWTEZTHEL D,

(i) Euler-Maruyama A¥— A (y=1,8=1)

X1 = Xn + foh + g AW, | (5)
(ii) backward Euler A% — A (y=1,8=1)
Xot1 = Xo 4 farrh + g AW, (6)

CDEE, BREMBEBIIRDL IR S,
(i) Euler-Maruyama X ¥ — A

R(h,k) = (1+k)? — kh | (7)
(ii)backward Euler X ¥ — A -
- 1—kh

Rk F) = 75 (8)

L OREFRR (= {(h, k); )R, ¥)| < 1}) 2 @R+ 5L 2h€nFig2 & Fig 3Th s, LK
BIF B0 T, KL B 5 MEEROBRESITE )

AEpl 2
{dX(t) = —100Xdt +10XdW(¢),

X(0) = 1, te[0,T]
A7y 78k = 0.005 (i.e. (h,k)=(=0.5,1)),0.01 (i.e. (k,k)=(—1,1)) DEFEDFERE % Table
11ZRY, 2 ¥ ¥ a2 — %3 Macintosh SE/30 2R L. ¥~ 7V i3 20000 & L 7=,

X2
Euler-Maruyama | backward Euler
t (i) (ii) (i) (ii)
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
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I ORREDT S 7% Fig. Ta, Tb & Fig. 8a, 8b IR LTH Lo
(3)T- K=& (9]) o
M- MS-ZEHLFRILELIICKRDTA VFEREEZ 5,

dX(t) = AXdt + pXdW(t) : (9)
{X(O) = 1, te[0,T]

BRI .
X(t) = exp{(A — 5"}t + uW (1)}

L h, OB RAERE LTABAROBERIEKD Lo,
IX(t)| = 0 (t— o0) if /\—%/.c2<0

COBODEMHUE L BEAX -2 ER LIRSV T-EEHTH 5,

EH 2 H 5 driving process Db L THEAF -2 % F XA PHERX () KEHLLZLE, Bbh
7 BUESRE 7,
| Kl =0 (n— oo)

2723 % b, £ driving process 2 E X 72 BIEA ¥ — A T-BETH B LS o
COT-REROBTFES T 71 L1=0% Fig. 9Th b, |

Remark.
MS-#%€ = T-&%E

#) 2 1¥ Euler-Maruyama A ¥ — A:
Xn+1 = Xn -+ f(Xn)h + g(Xn)AWn

DREEERDL > CELD, TTThiZRT Y 7H. AW, = U.VET U, & N(0,1), two-,
three- point distributed random variable(d.r.v.). &% %, two-, three-point d.r.v. EZ#h
FRROBETHIBTRE 2 THERERTH 5,

i)two-point d.r.v.

ii) three-point d.r.v.
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% T, Euler-Maruyama scheme 2343 % T- REHRERD L I,
Y. M-, MS-REW L A%, Rl zEN T2, T-REDHEIERDOL ) ILEZ 5,

X = (1 4+ A4 pAW)X,

= TIQ+ A+ pAW) X

1=0

CCTHROFHELBLERDE S ICET S,
X1 = R0, 1) X,

ERT R(h A, p) & P SN2 REREBEIEER, ORI T- BEREROL > KB AR
néo
Xa—=0 (n—>o00) & [R(hAp)|<1
PEH»S T-REFEBIIANTERSI NS, '
R = {(h; A, ); |R(k; A, p)| < 1}

ZZTCiBIE LT, two-point d.r.v. % driving process & L TEBA XML E XS, COBHAEF
WS h - REHBEBRIRDL I IT% D,

CRYhi A p) = (14 Mh+pvR)(1+ Ak — pv/R)
= (14 A\R)? — p2h
ToT(@)A=0,pu>0nL &
R*(B;0,p) =1 — p*h

2
IR(h;O,p)|<1@0<h<E

(b)A<0DE &
Rk, k) = (14 k) — kh
2

_E
k=5, k=)

&b, (b)IxT A2 REFBDOE% Fig. 10a & Fig. 10b IiRT . REICC ORER X EMIT
2HIEBIE HT %

BAES 3
dX = 2XdW(t) h=0.2,04 stable
(1) { X@0) =1 h=0.6 unstable 0<h<05
@ dX = —2Xdt+2XdW(t) h=02518 stable (—0.5,-2),(~3.6,-2)
X0) =1 h=0.5,2 unstable  (-1,-2),(—4,-2)
@ [4X = 3Xd43XaW()  h=02 stable (0.6,3)
X(0) =1 h =0.5 unstable (1.5,3)



223

(1), (2) & 3) icxt$ 5 79 7 % #h&h (1)Fig. 1la, 11b, 1lc, (2) Fig. 12a, 12b, 12¢, 12d,
(3) Fig 13a, 13b 2R ¥,

5. L ELBOERE

T T 1RILAH T — SDE Zxf L CRREMBIT. BHENRERICOWTERE LIz, 2 LERE
JEHTIZ B\ T stochastic part IZ4 B OFEL LTHE->Twb, T/, £X5TD SDE #£KT
Wiener #fE% b D SDE I3 L THERDEEZITIOb D b 5,

SE X
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wit) Wiener process

2 -
| -
[
-1 T T T T 1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
t
Fig. 1
dX=Xdt+Xdw
X(0)=1

———eXact
—o— Euler

—x— Heun

Fig. 2
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dX=Xdt+XdW,. X(0)=1

= Euler-Maruyama

= realized exact

h=0.0625
0 L) ¥ L] L] L] 1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
¢
Fig. 3
dX=Xdt+Xdw(t)
X(0)=1
-8
-10w
~12 ~ a ﬂ =2
« p=3
=14 4
..]6--
-18
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Fig. 5

7
o~

Fig. 6



Euler-Maruyama scheme (h=0.005)

3=
24
14
0 r v ]
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3
t
Fig. 7a
backward Euler scheme (h=0.01)
3m
2 o
1 =
0 3 L] L

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3

Fig. 8a
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Euler-Maruyama scheme (h=0.01)

2 d
] -
-0 T r y
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3
t
Fig. 7b
backward Euler scheme (h=0.005)
3 -
2 -
-
0 v T J
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3

Fig. 8b
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dX=-10Xdt+3XdW(t)
X(0)=1

—— exact
——0— h=0.25

=¥ h=0.125

-3.6 -3 -2.5 -2 -1.6 -1 -0.5 0

Fig. 10a Fig. 10b



TEST!1 (h=0.2) TEST1 (h=0.4)
21 2 -
] - 1 -
1
O'L 0
-1 17 T T ] -1 15 Y T T ]
0 | 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 S
t t
Fig. 11a Fig. 11b
X
TEST1 (h=0.6)
5-
3-
1 -
-1
'3i T T T T |
0 1 2 3 4 5

Fig. 11c
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TEST2 (h=0.25) TEST2 (h=1.8)
2 30 =
20 A
i
10 -
: N —
"N
-1 T T T T 1 -10 T 1
0 t 2 3 4 5 [0} 20 40
t t
Fig. 12a Fig. 12b
X TEST2 (h=0.5) X TEST2 (h=2.0)
200 + . 40 =
30 -
100
20 =
10
0
0
=100 1 -10 — T 1
0 10 0 10 20 30 40
t t



TEST3 (h=0.2)

231

TEST3 (h=0.3)
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