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Abstract

A method is proposed for the numerical solution of Itd stochastic differential
equations by means of a second-order Runge-Kutta iterative scheme rather
than the less efficient Euler iterative scheme. It requires the Runge-Kutta
iterative scheme to be applied to a different stochastic differential equation
obtained by subtraction of a correction term from the given one.

It was observed by Wright [8] that different iterative schemes for the numerical
solution of stochastic differential equations

dx, = a(t,x)) dt+b(t, x,) d&,, )

where £, is a Wiener process, converge to different solutions for the same noise
sample and initial condition. This is in contrast to their deterministic counterparts
for ordinary differential equations, which converge to the same solution.

Strictly speaking stochastic differential equations (1) are really integral equations

X, = Xo+ f‘: a(s, x;) ds+ J: b(s, x,) d¢, )

where the second integral is either an It6 or Stratonovich stochastic integral, in the
definitions of which the functions are evaluated, respectively, at the left-hand
endpoint and midpoint of each partition subinterval (for example, [4], [6], [7,
chapter 3]). Consequently the Euler iterative scheme

Xp+1 = xn+a(tm xn)h+b(tns xn) gn (3)
converges to a sample path of the Ité solution of (2) whereas the second-order
Runge-Kutta iterative scheme

Xp41 = Xpt %{a(tm xn) + a(t'n+1’ Xp+ a(tn’ xn) h+ b(tm xn) fn)} h
+ %{b(tn’ xn) + b(tn+1’ Xn + a(tn’ xn) h + b(tna xn) ffn)} gn (4)

converges to a sample path of the Stratonovich solution of (2). In these iterative
schemes a partition 7,<?; <...<ty is used with uniform step length A =#;,,—¢;
and an N(O, #?) distributed noise sample &, &, ..., £x_y, Where &; represents the
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change in noise between points 7; and ¢, ,,. The above convergences can be proved by
similar arguments to those in Theorems 8.1 and 11.1 of [4]. Moreover, it can be
shown by straightforward but tedious error analysis, as in [5], that the Euler
iterative scheme (3) is of order O, (h!) and the second-order Runge-Kutta iterative
scheme (4) is of order O,,(h%), where O,(#*) for some v>0 means

lim A= Prob{|error|> ¢} =0
h-0

for all £>0. The fundamental feature of such error analysis is that for such noise
changes ¢; as above

E| &;|™ < const him
form=1,2,3,....

Most applications of stochastic differential equations use the It6 solution asitisa
Markov process. Consequently, the Euler iterative scheme is used to obtain
numerical solutions (for example, [1]). The second-order Runge-Kutta iterative
scheme (4) would be more efficient, but leads to the Stratonovich solution rather
than the required It6 solution. However, the Itd solution of (2) coincides with the
Stratonovich solution of a different stochastic integral equation

t ob ¢
X, = Xg+ j ‘a(s, xg) — 3b(s, x;) P (s, xs)} ds+ f b(s, x5) d&,. ®)
b x b
This follows from the relationship

S) L‘, b(s,x)dé, = (I) L') b(s,x)dé,+% ﬁ: b(s, x,) Z—z (s, x.) ds

between the Stratonovich and It6 stochastic integrals [6, equation 7’]. The second-
order Runge-Kutta iterative scheme applied to (5) will converge to a sample path
of the Stratonovich solution of (5) or equivalently to a sample path of the It
solution of (2). Hence it is proposed that in order to solve (2) numerically for its Ité
solution, the second-order Runge~Kutta iterative scheme for (5) should be used.

To illustrate the improved efficiency offered by this proposal, a sample path with
initial condition x, = 1 of the It5 solution of the stochastic differential equation

dx, = x,d§, (6)

was determined numerically by both the Euler iterative scheme for (6) and the
second-order Runge-Kutta iterative scheme for

dx, = —}dt+ x,d¥&, M

over the time interval 0<¢< 1. Equation (6) was chosen because its Itd solution is
known analytically, namely

x = exp(§—31). ®
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In order to compare convergence rates the calculations were repeated for
successively finer approximations to the same noise sample by successively doubling
the number of partition subintervals in such a way that the value of an approxima-
tion to the Wiener process £(f) at any partition point ¢; equalled the values of finer
approximations at ¢;. The computed values of the sample path at time £ = 1 from
both schemes are plotted against the number of partition subintervals in Fig. 1 and
are compared with the analytic solution (8) calculated with the approximation to

the Wiener process at time ¢ = 1. In Fig. 2 the logarithm of the error for each
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Fig. 1. The solution at ¢ = 1, h = . B——, Euler method; A
order; @

, Runge-Kutta second
- - » Runge-Kutta fourth order with Gill’s coefficients.
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Fig. 2. The error in the solution. W, Euler method; A, Runge-Kutta second order; @, Runge~
Kutta fourth order with Gill’s coefficients; ———, corresponds to an error Ou(ht); — - ~~,
corresponds to an error O (ht); - - - -, corresponds to an error O4(kf).
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scheme is plotted against the logarithm of the step length 4. The graphs of the Euler
and second-order Runge—Kutta iterative schemes have approximate slopes % and 3,
respectively, which is in accord with their respective error bounds of O,(h*) and
O, (hY).

The two figures also include analogous results for the fourth-order Runge-Kutta
iterative scheme with Gill coefficients (for example, [2]) applied to equation (8).
This seems to converge to the Stratonovich sotution of (8) with error bound O,(4%)
(the flattening out of its graph in Fig. 2 is due to rounding off the irrational Gill
coefficients). This and other fourth-order Runge-Kutta iterative schemes (for
example, [2}, [3], [8]) converge much more rapidly than the second-order Runge-
Kutta iterative scheme, but it has not yet been theoretically established to which
solution of a stochastic differential equation they converge. For instance, it was
found that the fourth-order Runge-Kutta iterative schemes with Runge [2] or
Kutta [3] coefficients applied to equation (8) did not converge to the Stratonovich
solution of equation (8).
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