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Abstract. We suggest new closely related methods for numerical inversion of Z-transform
and Wiener-Hopf factorization of functions on the unit circle, based on sinh-deformations of
the contours of integration, corresponding changes of variables and the simplified trapezoid
rule. As applications, we consider evaluation of high moments of probability distributions
and construction of causal filters. Programs in Matlab running on a Mac with moderate
characteristics achieves the precision E-14 in several dozen of microseconds and E-11 in several
milliseconds, respectively.
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1. Introduction

The Fourier and Laplace transforms, their discrete analogs and Wiener-Hopf factorization
are widely used in various fields of mathematics, natural sciences, engineering, statistics, finance
and economics. In many important cases of interest, numerical realizations of the integrals in
the formulas for the Fourier/Laplace inversion and Wiener-Hopf factors are far from trivial
due to high oscillation and/or slow decay at infinity of the integrands. Additional difficulties
arise if the integrands are not smooth as in the formulas for probability distributions in stable
Lévy models and transfer functions in causal filtering of highly persistent shocks. In the result,
many popular methods, FFT in particular, produce serious errors and/or are extremely time
consuming. Examples of typical errors in the context of evaluation of probability distributions
and option pricing can be found in [8, 28, 9]. Conformal deformations of the contours of inte-
gration alleviate this problem. See, e.g., [33, 23, 30, 3, 5, 1, 36, 34, 35] and the bibliographies
therein. After an appropriate contour deformation, very efficient quadratures such as Gauss
and Glenshaw-Curtis quadratures are applied. The weights and nodes must be accurately pre-
calculated, and the weights can be rather large. To avoid large rounding errors, the integrands
must be evaluated very accurately. In a number of situations of interest, the integrands are
expressed in terms of special functions or evaluated using the Wiener-Hopf technique, hence,
sufficiently accurate evaluation is difficult and time consuming; high precision arithmetic might
be needed. Finally, generalizations of the constructions to new integrals and multi-dimensional
integrals are far from straightforward.
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In the present paper, we apply the sinh-acceleration and other conformal accelerations to
the inverse Z-transform and Wiener-Hopf factorization of functions on the unit circle T. In
different fields of science, two versions of the Z-transform of a series {un}n∈Z+ are used: ũ(z) =∑

n∈Z+
unz

−n and ũ(z) =
∑

n∈Z+
unz

n. We use the latter version in Sect. 2-4, and the former in

applications to signal processing in Section 5. Replacing Z+ with Z, one obtains the two-sided
Z transform. In examples in Sect. 2-4, we calculate moments of probability distributions, which
is a standard tool for identification of the latter (see, e.g, [24, 32, 22, 27]). The key properties
that we use are the decay of the moment-generating function in a cone around (−∞, 0] or
around the imaginary axis; the efficiency of the numerical schemes increases with the opening
angle of the cone. As it is demonstrated in [9, 14], wide classes of popular distributions enjoy
one of these properties. In examples, we use the distributions of KoBoL processes constructed
in [7]. If the distribution has atoms, then the sinh-acceleration is not applicable but a different
family of conformal maps can be used. In Sect. 5, we consider the Wiener-Hopf factorization of
functions on a circle in applications to causal filtering (see, e.g., [19, 21, 31]), and explain how
the sinh-deformation of the contour of integration in the formulas for the Wiener-Hopf factors
decreases the complexity of the numerical scheme and facilitates the application of efficient
inverse Z-transform to the calculation of transfer functions.

The paper is a natural extension of a series of papers [9, 11, 12, 17, 15], where we used
simple families of sinh-deformations and the corresponding conformal change of variables, in
two versions: ξ = iω1+ b sinh(iω+y) and z = σℓ+ ibℓ sinh(iωℓ+y) for the Fourier and Laplace
inversion, respectively. In the new variables, the integrands are analytic in strips around the
real axis, hence, the simplified trapezoid rule is efficient. In the one-dimensional (1D) case, the
rate of convergence of the resulting numerical scheme is worse than the rates of convergence
in [29, 36, 34, 35]. However, the sinh-deformation technique is easier to apply to complicated
integrals arising in probability and finance, and no precalculation of the nodes and (large)
weights is necessary. Typically, it is possible to choose a deformation such that the integrand
is not very large, and decays exponentially or faster at infinity. Hence, the discretization and
truncation errors are fairly easy to control. The general scheme for the choice of appropriate
sinh-deformations, number of steps and step sizes has been successfully applied to the Fourier-
Laplace inversions in dimensions 1-5, which is a rather challenging task for the methods that are
most efficient in 1D; the integrands are expressed in terms of the Wiener-Hopf factors, and the
latter are calculated using the same family of deformations. With respect to some variables, the
Gaver-Whynn-Rho algorithm for the Laplace inversion is used. The modification of the same
scheme is successfully applied to the evaluation of probability distributions, special functions
and pricing exotic options in stable Lévy models in [10, 18]. Instead of the sinh-deformations,
appropriate rotations of the axis of integration and exponential changes of variables are used;
in some cases such as non-symmetric stable Lévy models of index α = 1 or close to 1, additional
families of conformal deformations are used.

We remind to the reader basic formulas, error bounds and recommendations for the choice
of the number of terms in the trapezoid rule in Sect. 2 (more involved and detailed error
bounds and recommendations can be found in [22]). In Sect. 3-4, we construct several versions
of the numerical scheme for the inverse Z-transform, introduced in [13]. We produce examples
to demonstrate why several versions are needed, and outline additional useful modifications
in Sect. 6. The Wiener-Hopf factorization with applications to filtering of highly persistent
shocks are in Sect. 5. Sect. 6 concludes.
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2. Inverse Z-tranform and trapezoid rule

Let u ∈ l1(Z). Then ũ is continuous function on T, and the inverse Z transform is given by

(2.1) un =
1

2πi

∫
T
ũ(z)z−n−1dz.

Fix n, define h(z) = ũ(z)z−n, denote by I(h) the RHS of (2.1), and approximate I(h) by

(2.2) TN (h) = (1/N)

N−1∑
k=0

h(ζkN ),

where N > 1 is an integer, and ζN = exp(2πi/N) is the standard primitive N -th root of unity.
If h admits analytic continuation to an annulus D(a−, a+) := {z | a− < |z| < a+}, where
0 ≤ a− < a+ ≤ +∞, the trapezoid rule converges exponentially. See [22] for various versions
of the error bounds; we use the simplest one:

Theorem 2.1. Let h be analytic in D(1/ρ,ρ), where ρ > 1, and let the Hardy norm of h

∥h∥D(1/ρ,ρ)
=

1

2πi

∫
|z|=1/ρ

|h(z)|dz
z

+
1

2πi

∫
|z|=ρ

|h(z)|dz
z

be finite. Then

(2.3) |TN (h)− I(h)| ≤ ρ−N

1− ρ−N
∥h∥D(1/ρ,ρ)

.

To satisfy a small error tolerance ϵ > 0, it is necessary to choose N = N(ϵ, n) and ρ > 1 so
that ρ−N is small, hence, we may use an approximate bound

(2.4) |TN (h)− I(h)| ≤ ρ−N∥h∥D(1/ρ,ρ)
.

Remark 2.1. (1) If either 1 ≥ a− < a+ or 0 ≤ a− < a+ ≤ 1, then the rescaling z = rz′

with an appropriate r > 1 and r ∈ (0, 1), respectively, can be used to reduce to the case
0 ≤ a− < 1 < a+.

(2) If either a− = 0 or close to 0 or a+ = ∞ or very large, then the rescaling can be used to
reduce to the case when a large ρ can be chosen. However, then, in the case of large n, the
Hardy norm is very large. Thus, one is forced to use ρ close to 1.

(3) If analytic continuation to an annulus containing T is impossible, then only real-analytical
error bounds are applicable, and the rate of convergence of the trapezoid rule is very poor.

(4) If a+/a− − 1 is small, then, after an approximately optimal rescaling, we can reduce to

the case (a−, a+) = (1/ρ, ρ), where ρ =
√

a+/a− is close to 1: ρ = eδ, where 0 < δ << 1.
Assume for simplicity that ∥ũ∥D(1/ρ,ρ)

< ∞ (if not, one chooses a smaller ρ). Then, as

N → ∞, the RHS of the error bound (2.4) is of the order of e(n−N)δ. Hence, to satisfy a
small error tolerance ϵ, one is forced to use a large N ≈ n + (1/δ)E, where E = ln(1/ϵ).
If N is large, then, to avoid rounding errors, it can be necessary to evaluate ũ(z) with
high precision. This is especially time consuming if ũ is given by complicated expressions
in terms of special functions as in [27] where the moments of probability distributions are
calculated or evaluated using the Wiener-Hopf factorization technique as in [25, 26, 20, 13]
where exotic options are priced. In the latter case, for each value of z used in the trapezoid
rule, ũ(z) is evaluated in terms of double integrals. The integrands are expressed in terms of
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the Wiener-Hopf factors, which are expressed in terms of certain integrals. The evaluation
of the latter is time-consuming.

In the case of the (one-sided) Z-transform, only n ≥ 0 need to be considered. In the general
case, we assume that n ≥ 0. The case n < 0 reduces to the case n > 0 by changing the variable
z 7→ 1/z. Assume that ũ is analytic in the interior of T, and the interior is the maximal disc of
analyticity. Hence, we use (2.1) with integration over {z | |z| = r}, where r ∈ (0, 1). Changing
the variable z 7→ rz and letting ũr(z) = ũ(rz)r−n−1, we obtain

(2.5) un =
1

2πi

∫
T
ũr(z)z

−n−1dz.

We take ρ ∈ (1, 1/r), and apply the bound (2.3) with hr(z) = ũr(z)z
−n. The Hardy norm is

∥h∥D(r−,r+) =
1

2πi

∫
|z|=1/ρ

|ũr(z)z−n|dz
z

+
1

2πi

∫
|z|=ρ

|ũr(z)z−n|dz
z
,

where r− := r/ρ < r < r+ := rρ < 1. The choice of r ∈ (0, 1) being arbitrary, we can use
arbitrarily large ρ. However, if ρ is large, one has to multiply very small numbers by very large
ones, and high precision arithmetic is necessary to avoid large rounding errors.

We make a realistic assumption that one can evaluate the terms in the trapezoid rule suffi-
ciently accurately only if the terms are not too large. We impose the condition on the admissible
size of the terms in the form r−n ≤ eM . The following approximation Nappr = Nappr(ϵ, n,M)
to N = N(ϵ, n,M) in terms of E = ln(1/ϵ), n and M 1 is derived in [16].

Lemma 2.2. Let there exist C0 > c0 > 0 such that

(2.6) c0|1− z|−1 ≤ |ũ(z)| ≤ C0|1− z|−1, z ∈ D(0, 1),

and let r−n = eM , where M is independent of n.
Then, if n >> 1, ϵ << 1, n >> E >> lnn and E >> lnM ,

(2.7) N(= N(ϵ, n,M)) ≈ Nappr :=
n

M
(E + 2M).

For moderately large M ′s and very large n, N is very large.

3. Sinh-acceleration I

3.1. General formulas and bounds. We deform the contour of integration {z = eiφ | −π <
φ < π} into a contour of the form LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ

= χL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
(R):

(3.1) un =
1

2πi

∫
LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ

ũ(z)z−n−1dz,

where bℓ > 0, σℓ ∈ R, ωℓ ∈ (−π/2, π/2), and the map χL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
is defined by

(3.2) χL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
(y) = σℓ + ibℓ sinh(iωℓ + y).

We make the change of variables

(3.3) un =

∫
R

bℓ
2π

χL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
(y)−n−1 cosh(iωℓ + y)ũ(χL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ

(y))dy,

1We write N(ϵ, n,M) ≈ Nappr(ϵ, n,M) if there exist c, C > 0 independent of (ϵ, n,M) such that
cNappr(ϵ, n,M) ≤ N(ϵ, n,M) ≤ CNappr(ϵ, n,M).
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denote by fn(y) the integrand on the RHS of (3.3), apply the infinite trapezoid rule

(3.4) un ≈ ζℓ
∑
j∈Z

fn(jζℓ),

and truncate the series replacing
∑

j∈Z with
∑

|j|≤N . If un are real, then the number of terms

of the simplified trapezoid rule can be decreased almost two-fold. The deformation is possible
and a simple error bound is available under certain conditions on the domain of analyticity
and rate of decay of ũ(z) as z → ∞. For α ∈ (0, π), denote Cα = {ρeiφ | |φ| < α, ρ > 0}.
Condition Z-SINH1(a−, a+;α). There exist 0 ≤ a− < 1 ≤ a+ and α ∈ (0, π) such that

(a) ũ admits analytic continuation to

U(a−, a+, α) := D(a−, a+) ∪ ((a+ − Cα) \ {z| |z| ≤ a−});
(b) for any a− < r− < r+ < a+ and α1 ∈ (0, α),

(3.5) |ũ(z)| ≤ Cũ(r−, r+;α1)(1 + |z|)mũ , z ∈ U(r−, r+;α1),

where mũ depends only on ũ, and Cũ(r−, r+;α1) depends on (r−, r+, α1).

Theorem 3.1. Let Condition Z-SINH1(a−, a+;α) hold and n > mũ. Then

(a) for any ωℓ ∈ (π/2 − α, π/2), there exist σℓ > 0 and bℓ > 0 such that bℓ > σℓ sin(ωℓ), and
σℓ − bℓ sin(ωℓ) ∈ (a−, a+);

(b) if a triplet (σℓ, bℓ, ωℓ) satisfies the conditions in (a), then the distance from LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
to

the origin equals σℓ − bℓ sin(ωℓ), LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
⊂ U(a−, a+, α) and (3.1) is valid;

(c) if α ∈ (π/2, π), then, for any ωℓ ∈ (π/2 − α, 0], bℓ > 0 and σℓ ∈ (a− + bℓ sin(ωℓ), a+ +
bℓ sin(ωℓ)), LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ

⊂ U(a−, a+, α) and (3.1) is valid;
(d) in both cases (b) and (c), there exists dℓ > 0 such that the image of the strip S(−dℓ,dℓ)

under χL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
is a subset of U(a−, a+, α), and the distance from χL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ

(S(−dℓ,dℓ)) to
the origin equals σℓ − bℓ sin(ωℓ + dℓ).

Proof. (a) If ωℓ ≤ 0, we take any bℓ ∈ (0, a−) and σℓ ∈ (a− + bℓ sin(ωℓ), a+ + bℓ sin(ωℓ)). If
ωℓ > 0, we take any σℓ ∈ (a− cos−2(ωℓ), a+ cos−2(ωℓ)). For b0ℓ = σℓ sin(ωℓ), σℓ − b0ℓ sin(ωℓ) =
σℓ cos

2(ωℓ) ∈ (a−, a+). Hence, σℓ − bℓ sin(ωℓ) ∈ (a−, a+) if bℓ − b0ℓ > 0 is sufficiently small.
(b,c) If ωℓ > 0 and σℓ < bℓ/ sinωℓ, then it is straightforward to prove that

(3.6) dist (0,LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
) = σℓ − bℓ sin(ωℓ),

therefore, LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
∪ D(0, a−) = ∅, and D(0, a−) is to the left of LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ

. If ωℓ ≤ 0, the
region to the right of LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ

is convex. We note that LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
intersects the real axis at

σℓ − bℓ sin(ωℓ) ∈ (a−, a+), and we conclude that D(0, a−) is to the left of LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
.

Next, σℓ − bℓ sin(ωℓ) + ei(π/2+ωℓ)R+ is the asymptote of LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
in the upper half-plane.

The asymptote is below the ray a++ei(π−α)R+ since σℓ−bℓ sin(ωℓ) < a+ and π/2+ωℓ > π−α,
and the region to the left of LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ

is convex. Hence, LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
is to the left of the right

boundary of U(a−, a+, α). Thus, LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
⊂ U(a−, a+, α), and since mũ−n− 1 < −1, we can

deform the contour {z = eiφ | − π < φ < π}, first, into ((−∞,−1] − i0] ∪ {z = eiφ | − π <
φ < π} ∪ (((−∞,−1] + i0], and then into U(a−, a+, α) remaining in U(a−, a+, α).

(d) If dℓ is sufficiently small in absolute value then LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ±dℓ ⊂ U(a−, a+, α). The proof
is the same as for dℓ = 0. We take into account that if σℓ < bℓ/(2 sin(ωℓ)) and dℓ > 0 is
sufficiently small, then σℓ < bℓ/(2 sin(ωℓ + dℓ)) as well. □



6 SVETLANA BOYARCHENKO AND SERGEI LEVENDORSKĬI

Let σℓ, bℓ, ωℓ, dℓ > 0 and n satisfy the conditions of Theorem 3.1. Then fn admits analytic
continuation to the strip S(−dℓ,dℓ) and exponentially decays as y → ∞ remaining in the strip.
It follows that fn satisfies the conditions of the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2 ([30], Thm.3.2.1). Let fn be analytic in the strip S(−d,d),

limR→±∞
∫ d
−d |fn(is+R)|ds = 0, and

(3.7) H(fn, d) := ∥fn∥H1(S(−d,d))
:= lim

s↓−d

∫
R
|g(is+ t)|dt+ lim

s↑d

∫
R
|g(is+ t)|dt < ∞.

Then the error of the infinite trapezoid rule admits an upper bound

(3.8)

∣∣∣∣∣∣un − ζℓ
∑
j∈Z

fn(jζℓ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ H(fn, d)
exp[−2πd/ζ]

1− exp[−2πd/ζ]
.

Note that the norm H(fn, d) is similar but not identical to the Hardy norm of fn defined on
S(−d,d). We will refer to H(fn, d) as a quasi-Hardy norm (q-Hardy norm).

Once an approximate bound Happr.(fn, dℓ) for H(fn, dℓ) is derived, it becomes possible to
satisfy the desired error tolerance ϵ > 0 with a good accuracy letting

(3.9) ζℓ =
2πdℓ

ln(Happr.(fn, dℓ)/ϵ)
.

Since fn(y) decays as ((bℓ/2)e
|y|)mũ−n as y → ±∞, it is straightforward to choose the truncation

of the infinite sum on the RHS of (3.4):

(3.10) un ≈ ζℓ
∑

|j|≤Nℓ

fn(jζj)

to satisfy the given error tolerance. A good approximation to Λ := Nℓζℓ is

(3.11) Λ = Λ(n−mũ, Cũ, bℓ, ϵ) :=
1

n−mũ
ln

Cũ

ϵ
− ln(bℓ/2) + Λ0,

where Cũ and mũ are from (3.5), and Λ0 is the length of LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
∪ D(0, 1). Thus,

(3.12) Nℓ ≈ (2πdℓ)
−1(lnHappr.(fn, dℓ) + ln(1/ϵ))Λ(n−mũ, Cũ, bℓ, ϵ).

3.2. Parameter choice. The construction of admissible deformation is simple in the case
α ∈ (π/2, π). Fix a− < r− < r+ < a+, and take ωℓ ∈ (π/2 − α, π/4) and dℓ > 0 such that
0 ≤ ωℓ − dℓ < ωℓ + dℓ < π/2 − α. Since the step of the infinite trapezoid rule increases
with dℓ (provided the q-Hardy norm does not increase too fast), it is approximately optimal

to choose ωℓ so that the ray ieiωℓR+ bisects the angle ei(π−α)R+ ∪ ei3π/4R+. Thus, we set
ωℓ = −π/2+0.5(3π/4+π−α) = 3π/8−α/2, define d0ℓ := 3π/4− (π/2+ωℓ) = α/2−π/8, and
set dℓ = kdd

0
ℓ , where kd < 1 is close to 1, e.g., kd = 0.9. Then we find σℓ ∈ R and bℓ > 0 such

that σℓ − bℓ sin(ωℓ − dℓ) = r+, σℓ − bℓ sin(ωℓ + dℓ) = r−. The straightforward calculations give

bℓ =
r+ − r−

sin(ωℓ + dℓ)− sin(ωℓ − dℓ)
=

r+ − r−
2 cos(ωℓ) sin(dℓ)

,(3.13)

σℓ =
r+ sin(ωℓ + dℓ)− r− sin(ωℓ − dℓ)

2 cos(ωℓ) sin(dℓ)
,(3.14)
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and r := σℓ − bℓ sin(ωℓ) ∈ (r−, r+). Note that we need to choose a− < r− < r+ < a+ so
that the distance from the left boundary LL;ωℓ,bℓ,ωℓ+dℓ to the origin equals σℓ − bℓ sin(ωℓ + dℓ).
As we have proved in Theorem 3.1, an equivalent condition is bℓ > σℓ sin(ωℓ + dℓ). Hence,
the recommendation for the choice of ωℓ, dℓ needs an adjustment. If α > π/2, we choose
ωℓ = (α − π/2)/2, dℓ = −kdωℓ. In Examples 3.3 and 3.4 below, we make this simplifying
choice to compare the complexities of the trapezoid rule and sinh-acceleration algorithm. If
ωℓ + dℓ ≥ 0, we derive an equivalent condition on r±, ωℓ and dℓ:

(3.15) r−(1− sin(ωℓ + dℓ) sin(ωℓ − dℓ)) < r+(1− sin2(ωℓ + dℓ))

using (3.13)-(3.14). If a− = 0 or sufficiently small, we can choose r± so that (3.15) holds.
However, then r− can be small, but if n is large, it is necessary to choose r− < r+ very close
to 1. Then (3.15) can be satisfied only if ωℓ + dℓ is very small. We use an approximation

(3.16) (ωℓ + dℓ)
2 − r−(ω

2
ℓ − d2ℓ ) ≈ δ/2,

where δ = r+− r−. With a simple choice dℓ = 2ωℓ/3, (3.16) gives ωℓ = c
√
δ, where c =

√
9/48.

In Example 3.5 below, it is necessary to choose ωℓ and dℓ > 0 so that ωℓ − dℓ > 0, hence, we
use this prescription.

3.3. Examples.

Example 3.3. In Fig. 1 (A), we plot nodes used for the evaluation of the 100-th moment of

the distribution of a KoBoL subordinator, with the moment generating function M(z) = eΨ(z);
Ψ(z) = cΓ(−ν)((λ−z)ν−λν), c = 0.1, ν = 0.5, λ = 1.01. Moment µ100 = 5.32400799771669E−
05; the difference between values obtained with the two algorithms is smaller that E−15. Solid
line: 1101 nodes used in the trapezoid rule. The number is chosen by hand as an approximately
minimal number which satisfies the error tolerance ϵ = 10−15. Dots: 33 nodes used in the sinh-
acceleration, with the parameters ωℓ = −0.7854, dℓ = 0.7069. Parameters σℓ = 0.978291504
and bℓ = 0.021775623 are calculated using (3.14) and (3.13) with r+ = 1, r− = 0.98. Step
ζℓ = 0.1187 is calculated using (3.9) with an approximation Happr.(fn, dℓ) = r−n

− + 10. The
prescription (3.11) gives unnecessary large Λ, which we decrease by the factor 0.75. CPU times:
146 and 12 microsec. for the trapezoid rule and sinh-acceleration, respectively, the average over
100,000 runs. µ500 = 8.87234294030321E−08 can be calculated with the accuracy better than
E-15 using the trapezoid rule with 1801 nodes and sinh-acceleration with 30 nodes; the CPU
times are 177 and 12 microsec., respectively, the average over 100,000 runs. 2

Example 3.4. We compare the complexity of the trapezoid rule and sinh-acceleration algo-
rithm in the following more general situation. Assume that α ∈ (π/2, π), and the following
condition similar to (2.6) holds: there exist Cũ > 0 and mũ such that

(3.17) |ũ(z)| ≤ Cũ|1− z|−1|z|mũ , z ∈ 1− Cα.
Note that if n is small or moderate, then the sinh-deformation brings small advantages or
none. Hence, we assume that n is large. In this case, the q-Hardy norm is very large unless the
interval [r−, r+] := χL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ

(S(−dℓ,dℓ)) ∩ R ⊂ (0, 1) is very close to 1, and χL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
(S(−dℓ,dℓ))

is at the distance r− from the origin.

2The calculations in the paper were performed in MATLAB R2023b-academic use, on a MacPro Chip Apple M1
Max Pro chip with 10-core CPU, 24-core GPU, 16-core Neural Engine 32GB unified memory, 1TB SSD storage.
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(a) Illustration for Example 3.3

-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

(b) Illustration for Examples 3.5 and 4.2

Figure 1. (A) Solid line: 1101 nodes used in the trapezoid rule, dots: 33 nodes used
in the Z-SINH-I algorithm. (B) Solid line: 901 nodes used in the trapezoid rule. Almost
vertical line and dots: 306 and 55 nodes used in the Z-SINH-I and Z-SINH-II algorithm
in Examples 3.5 and 4.2, respectively.

Algorithm. Let Condition Z-SINH1(a−, a+;α) with α ∈ (π/2, π) and (3.17) hold, and let n
be large. Given M and the error tolerance ϵ,

(1) choose M1 < M close to M , e.g., M1 = 0.9M ;

(2) set r− = e−(M+M1)/n and r+ = e−(M−M1)/n;
(3) define ωℓ = π/4− α/2 and dℓ = kd(α/2− π/4), where kd < 1 is close to 1, e.g., kd = 0.9;
(4) define (σℓ, bℓ) by (3.14), (3.13);
(5) define step ζℓ and number of terms N0 = Λ/ζℓ by (3.9) and (3.11).

To apply (3.9), we need an efficient approximation to the q-Hardy norm. The q-Hardy norm
being an integral one, we may derive an approximate bound working in the z-plane. On the
strength of (3.17), H(fn, dℓ) admits an approximation

H(fn, dℓ) ≈
1

π
Cũ(r

−n−1
+ H(r+) + r−n−1

− H(r−)),

where

H(r±) =

∫ +∞

0

∣∣∣1− r± − tei(ωℓ+π/2∓dℓ)
∣∣∣−1

(1 + t)−n−1+mũdt.

Straightforward calculations show that H(r±) ∼ −2 ln(1− r±) as n → ∞. If r+ is chosen not
too close to 1, then H(fn, dℓ) ≈ (2/π)Cũe

M+M1n/(M +M1), lnH(fn, dℓ) ≈ 2M + lnn, and

(3.18) ζℓ ≈
2πdℓ

E + lnn+ 2M
≈ kdπ(α− π/2)

E + lnn+ 2M
.
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Assuming that α ∈ (π/2, π) is close to π, we have ωℓ + dℓ ≈ 0, ωℓ − dℓ ≈ −π/2,

bℓ =
r+ − r−

sin(ωℓ + dℓ)− sin(ωℓ − dℓ)
≈ 2M

n
,

and (3.11) gives Λ satisfying

(3.19) Λ ≈ Cũ
E

n−mũ
+ lnn− lnM,

where CṼ ,γ is independent of ϵ and n. The number of terms is, approximately,

(3.20) Nℓ ≈ 2
E + lnn+ 2M

kdπ2

(
Cũ

E

n−mũ
+ ln(n/M) + γ

)
.

Assume that n is large but not extremely large so that n >> mũ, n >> E >> lnn, and
E >> M . Then we may use the approximation

(3.21) Nℓ ≈ 2
(E + 2M) ln(n/M)

kdπ2
.

Comparing (2.7) with (3.21), we see that the complexity of the trapezoid rule exceeds the
complexity of the new numerical realization of the inverse Z-transform by the factor K ≈
(n/M)/ ln(n/M). Thus, the sinh-acceleration is more efficient than trapezoid rule if n >> M .

Example 3.5. In Fig. 1 (B), we plot nodes used for the evaluation of the 100-th moment
of the distribution of a KoBoL subordinator with positive drift (in Example 3.3, the drift is

zero). The moment generating function is M(z) = eΨ(z); Ψ(z) = µz + cΓ(−ν)((λ− z)ν − λν),
c = 0.1, ν = 0.5, λ = 1.01, µ = 0.05. µ100 = 5.60408317840114E − 05; the difference between
values obtained with the two algorithms is smaller that E − 15. Circle: 1101 nodes used
in the trapezoid rule. The number is chosen by hand as an approximately minimal number
which satisfies the error tolerance ϵ = 10−15. The almost vertical angle: 306 nodes used in the
sinh-acceleration. 56 dots are nodes used in the modification of Z-SINH algorithm constructed
in the following section - see Example 4.2. Since µ > 0, M(z) decreases as z → ∞ in the
left half-plane but increases as z → ∞ along any ray in the right half-plane. Hence, we may
choose only ωℓ > 0 and dℓ > 0 so that ωℓ − dℓ ≥ 0. We use r− = 0.98 and r+ = 1 close to
1, and the approximate recommendations at the end of Section 3.2. Explicitly, σℓ = 1.005,
bℓ = 0.245, ωℓ = 0.0612, dℓ = 0.0408, ζℓ = 0.0069 (rounded). The prescription (3.11) gives
unnecessary large Λ, which we decrease by the factor 0.8. CPU times: 143 and 87 microsec.
for the trapezoid rule and sinh-acceleration, respectively, the average over 100,000 runs.

4. Sinh-acceleration II and III and Log-acceleration

4.1. Sinh-acceleration II. If Condition Z-SINH1(a−, a+;α) holds with α < π/2 and π/2−α
is not small, then the construction in Section 3 gives a small dℓ, hence, small ζℓ. At the same
time, the truncation parameter Λ is not small. Hence, the number of terms Nℓ is large. We
alleviate these difficulties imposing an analog of Condition Z-SINH1(a−, a+;α) in terms of the
function ṽ(w) := ũ(w2), and modifying the construction of the deformation as follows.

Condition Z-SINH2(a−, a+;α). There exist 0 ≤ a− < 1 ≤ a+ and α ∈ (π/2, π) such that

(a) ũ admits analytic continuation to D(a2−, a
2
+);

(b) ṽ(w) admits analytic continuation to U+(a−, a+, α) := {w ∈ U(a−, a+, α) | Re w ≥ 0};
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(c) for any a− < r− < r+ < a+ and α1 ∈ (π/2, α),

(4.1) |ṽ(w)| ≤ Cṽ(r−, r+;α1)(1 + |w|)2mũ , z ∈ U+(r−, r+;α1),

where mṽ depends only on ṽ, and Cṽ(r−, r+;α1) depends on (r−, r+, α1).

We change the variable z = w2 in (2.1)

(4.2) un =
1

πi

∫
|w|=1,Re w≥0

ṽ(w)w−2n−1dw,

and note that ṽ(−w)(−w)−2n−1 = −ṽ(w)w−2n−1 for w ∈ i(−∞,−1] ∪ i[1,+∞). Hence,

(4.3) un =
1

πi

∫
L0

ṽ(w)w−2n−1dw,

where L0 = i(−∞,−1] ∪ {w | |w| = 1,Re w > 0} ∪ i[1,+∞).
The following theorem is a straightforward modification of Theorem 3.1 (c), (d).

Theorem 4.1. Let Condition Z-SINH2(a−, a+;α) hold and n > mṽ. Then

(a) for any ωℓ ∈ (−α/2, 0], there exist bℓ > 0 and σℓ ∈ (a− + bℓ sin(ωℓ), a+ + bℓ sin(ωℓ)) s.t.

(4.4) un =
1

πi

∫
LL,σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ

ṽ(w)w−2n−1dw;

(b) there exists dℓ > 0 such that χL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
(S(−dℓ,dℓ)) ⊂ U+(a−, a+, α).

The sinh-change of variables, choice of parameters and error bounds are essentially as in Sec-
tion 3. The differences are: 1) only ωℓ ∈ (−α/2, 0) are inadmissible, and dℓ ∈ (0,min{−ωℓ, ωℓ+
α/2}); an approximately optimal choice is ωℓ = π/4 − α/2 and dℓ = −kdωℓ, where kd < 1.
Hence, ζℓ cannot be made as large as in Section 3; 2) in an approximation for the q-Hardy
norm, 2n should be used instead of n, hence, the truncation parameter is smaller, 3) a choice
of r± sufficiently close to 1 is determined by 2n instead of n (the maximum of |z|−n−1 over
χL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ

(S(−dℓ,dℓ)) should be not too large to avoid large rounding errors).

Example 4.2. In Example 3.5, µ100 is calculated with the accuracy better than E-15 using
Z-SINH-II algorithm with Nℓ = 55, the CPU time is 19 microsec., the average over 100,000
runs. See Fig. 1 (B) for illustration.

Example 4.3. The moment generating function is 0.3eµz+0.7M(z), where µ = 2 and M(z) is
from Example 3.3. µ100 = 3.72680559839856E−05 is calculated with the accuracy better than
E-15 using the trapezoid rule, Z-SINH-I and Z-SINH-II algorithms with N = 1101, Nℓ = 306,
Nℓ = 56, respectively. The CPU times are 183, 109 and 23 microsec., respectively.

In some cases, it is useful or even necessary to make a further change of variables in (4.3),

(4.5) un =
p

πi

∫
L1/p
0

ṽ(wp
1)w

−2np−1
1 dw1,

where p > 1 and L1/p
0 := {w1 | Re w1 > 0, wp

1 ∈ L0}, and then apply the sinh-acceleration.
The following theorem is a straightforward modification of Theorem 4.1.

Theorem 4.4. Let Condition Z-SINH2(a−, a+;α) hold and n > mṽ. Then
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(a) for any p > 1, ωℓ ∈ ((π − α)/(2p) − π/2, π/(2p) − π/2), there exist bℓ > 0 and σℓ ∈
((a−)

1/p + bℓ sin(ωℓ), (a+)
1/p + bℓ sin(ωℓ)) such that

(4.6) un =
p

πi

∫
LL,σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ

ṽ(wp
1)w

−2np−1
1 dw1;

(b) there exists dℓ > 0 such that {zp | Re z > 0, z ∈ χL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
(S(−dℓ,dℓ))} ⊂ U+(a−, a+, α).

An approximately optimal choice is ωℓ = (γ+ + γ−)/2, dℓ = kd(γ+ − γ−)/2, where kd = 0.9;
r− < r+ are chosen so that (r±)

p ∈ (a−, a+) are close to 1, and (σℓ, bℓ) are defined by (3.14),
(3.13). In an approximation for the q-Hardy norm, 2np should be used instead of n.

4.2. Sinh-acceleration III. Conditions Z-SINH1 and Z-SINH2 are too restrictive if the mo-
ments of distributions not on R+ but on R are evaluated. To cover this case, we rewrite (2.1)
as

(4.7) un =
1

2πi

∫
|z|=1,Re z>0

(ũ(z) + (−1)nũ(−z))z−n−1dz.

Assume that ũ admits analytic continuation to an open domain U in the right half-plane,
containing i(R \ (−1, 1)) ∪ {z = eiϕ | ϕ ∈ (−π/2 − ϵ,−π/2 + ϵ) ∪ (π/2 − ϵ, π/2 + ϵ)}, where
ϵ > 0. For z ∈ U , we have (ũ(−z) + (−1)nũ(−(−z)))(−z)−n−1 = −(ũ(−z)(−1)n + ũ(z))z−n−1,
therefore, we may rewrite (4.8) as follows

(4.8) un =
1

2πi

∫
L0

(ũ(z) + (−1)nũ(−z))z−n−1dz,

where L0 = i(−∞,−1] ∪ {z | |z| = 1,Re z > 0} ∪ i[1,+∞). If the domain of analyticity of ũ
is sufficiently large, we can deform L0 into an appropriate sinh-contour LL,σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ

. A sufficient
simple condition is the following analog of Condition Z-SINH1(a−, a+;α).

Condition Z-SINH3(a−, a+; γ). There exist 0 < γ ≤ π/2, and 0 ≤ a− < 1 ≤ a+ such that

(a) ũ admits analytic continuation to

U sym(a−, a+, γ) := ((−a+, a+) + i(Cγ ∪ {0} ∪ (−Cγ))) \ {z | |z| ≤ a−};
(b) for any a− < r− < r+ < a+ and γ′ ∈ (0, γ),

(4.9) |ũ(z)| ≤ Cũ(r−, r+; γ
′)(1 + |z|)mũ , z ∈ U sym(r−, r+; γ

′),

where mũ depends only on ũ, and Cũ(r−, r+; γ
′) depends on (r−, r+, γ

′).

Theorem 4.5. Let Condition Z-SINH3(a−, a+; γ) hold and n > mṽ. Then

(a) for any ωℓ ∈ (−γ/2, γ/2), there exist bℓ > 0 and σℓ ∈ (a− + bℓ sin(ωℓ), a+ + bℓ sin(ωℓ)) such
that

(4.10) un =
1

2πi

∫
LL,σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ

(ũ(z) + (−1)nũ(−z))z−n−1dz;

(b) there exists dℓ > 0 such that χL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
(S(−dℓ,dℓ)) ⊂ U sym(a−, a+, γ).

The choice of parameters and error bounds are essentially as in Section 3. The main difference
is that only ωℓ ∈ (−γ, γ) are admissible, and an approximately optimal choice is ωℓ = 0 and
dℓ = kdγ, where kd < 1 is close to 1.
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Example 4.6. Changing the order ν = 1.5 of KoBoL in Example 3.3: M(z) = eΨ(z); Ψ(z) =
cΓ(−ν)((λ − z)ν − λν), c = 0.1, ν = 1.5, λ = 1.01, we obtain a function which does not
satisfy Condition Z-SINH1 but satisfies Condition Z-SINH3(a−, a+; γ) with γ = (π/2)min{1−
1/ν, 3/ν − 1} = π/6 (see [14] for the calculation of the maximal cone of analyticity of M(z),
where M(z) is bounded), mũ = 0, a+ = 1.01, and a− = 0. µ100 = 3.00859241487316E − 07;
the difference between values obtained with the two algorithms is smaller that E − 15. The
number of nodes: 1001 and 72, CPU times: 159 and 25 microsec. for the trapezoid rule and
sinh-acceleration, respectively, the average over 100,000 runs.

Example 4.7. Let M(z) = eΨ(z), where Ψ(z) = δ(λν − (λ2 − z2)ν/2), ν ∈ (0, 2), λ > 1,
δ > 0, be the Laplace exponent of a symmetric Normal Tempered Stable (NTS) process [6].
Then Condition Z-SINH3(a−, a+; γ) is satisfied with γ = (π/2)min{1/ν, 1}, 0 = a− < a+ ≤ λ.
Non-symmetric case is treated similarly but if ν ∈ (0, 1) and the drift µ ̸= 0 is introduced then
Z-SINH3(a−, a+; γ) fails.

Remark 4.1. (1) In some cases, it is useful to change the variable z = wp, where p > 1:

(4.11) un =
p

2πi

∫
L0

(ũ(wp) + (−1)nũ(−wp))w−np−1dw,

and then use a sinh-deformation with ωℓ ∈ (γ−, γ+), where γ+ = π/2(1/p − 1), γ− =
γ+ − γ/p. An approximately optimal choice is ωℓ = (γ+ + γ−)/2, dℓ = kd(γ+ − γ−)/2.

(2) It may be useful to start with the rotation of the complex plane z = z′eiφ in (2.1) so that
ṽ(z′) = ũ(z′eiφ) satisfies Condition Z-SINH3(a−, a+; γ) with a larger γ, and then apply
(4.8) or (4.11).

Example 4.8. Let ũ be a rational function without poles on T, and let Z be the set of poles
outside T. We choose φ ∈ [−π, π) so that the angular distance from {eiφ, e−iφ} to Z is maximal.

4.3. Log-acceleration. If ũ(z) is a linear combination of functions satisfying Condition Z-
SINH3 with α > π/2, exponentials functions exz with x ∈ R \ {0} (this is the case if ũ is Z-
transform of a measure having atoms or moment generating function of probability distributions
of wide classes of Lévy processes of finite variation with non-zero drift) then Condition Z-
SINH3(a, b; γ−, γ+) fails but a weaker form of this condition is satisfied.

Condition Z-LOG(a, b;α). There exist α > 0 and 0 ≤ a− < 1 ≤ a+ such that

(a) ũ(z) admits analytic continuation to

U log(a−, a+, α) := {z | (a− < |z| < a+) ∨ (|z| ≥ a+, |Re z| ≤ a+ + α ln(1 + | Im z|))};

(b) for any a− < r− < r+ < a+ and α′ ∈ (0, α),

(4.12) |ũ(z)| ≤ Cũ(r−, r+;α
′)(1 + |z|)mũ+m′

ũα
′
, z ∈ U log(r−, r+;α

′),

where mũ, µ
′
ũ depend only on ũ, and Cũ(r−, r+;α

′) depends on (r−, r+, α
′).

We start with the reduction to (4.8), and then, instead of the function χL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
defining the

sinh-deformation and sinh-change of variables, we use the function

(4.13) χlog;σℓ,A(y) = σℓ + iy ln(A+ y2),
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where A > 1, and the contour (vertical line) Llog;σℓ,A = χlog;σℓ,A(R). Making the change of
variables z = z(y) := χlog;σℓ,A(y), we obtain

(4.14) un =

∫
R

1

2π
(ũ(z(y)) + (−1)nũ(−z(y)))z(y)−n−1

(
ln(A+ y2) +

2y2

A+ y2

)
dy.

Denote by fn the integrand on the RHS of (4.14). The restrictions on dℓ, the half-width
of a strip of analyticity of fn around R, are a− < σℓ − dℓ ln(A − d2ℓ ), σℓ + dℓ ln(A − d2ℓ ) <

a+, and χlog;σℓ,A(S(−dℓ,dℓ)) ⊂ U log(a−, a+, α). It is easy to see that if R is sufficiently large

and σℓ + dℓ ln(A − d2ℓ ) < a+, then χlog;σℓ,A(S(−dℓ,dℓ)) ∩ {z | (|z| > R) ∨ (| Im z| ≤ 1/R)} ⊂
U log(a−, a+, α)∩{z | (|z| > R)∨ (| Im z| ≤ 1/R)}. The complete verification is rather involved
but, evidently, χlog;σℓ,A(S(−dℓ,dℓ)) ⊂ U log(a−, a+, α) if dℓ > 0 is sufficiently small. We are
interested in the case of r± close to 1, therefore, we choose A so that (A− 1)/(r+ − r−) >> 1,
σℓ = (r+ + r−)/2, and find dℓ from σℓ + dℓ ln(A − d2ℓ ) = r+. Then, as r+ − r− → 0, dℓ ∼
(r+ − r−)/(2 lnA). Since the discretization error of the infinite trapezoid rule decreases as

dℓ increases, we choose A close to 1, e.g., A = 1 + (r+ − r−)
1/4. Then dℓ is of the order of

(r+ − r−)
3/4. The integrand decays as (y ln y)mũ−ny−1, therefore, if n >> mũ, the truncations

parameter Λ is not large. The q-Hardy norm is of the order of r−n
− , as the Hardy norm in the

case of the trapezoid rule is, therefore, given the error tolerance, the number of terms of the
simplified trapezoid rule is, approximately, (r+ − r−)

−1/4 smaller than the number of terms of
the trapezoid rule.

Example 4.9. Let M(z) = eΨ(z), where Ψ(z) = µz + δ(λν − (λ2 − z2)ν/2), ν ∈ (0, 1), λ > 1,
δ > 0, and µ ̸= 0. Then Condition Z-SINH3(a−, a+;α) fails but Z-LOG(a, b; γ) is satisfied
with any α > 0, m′

ũ = |µ|, mũ = 0. µ100 = 6.16741619667409E−05, the error tolerance smaller
than E-15 is achieved using the trapezoid rule and log-acceleration with 900 and 102 nodes,
the CPU times are 221 and 47 microsec., respectively, the average over 100,000 runs.

The results are similar for M(z) as in Example 3.5 but with negative drift µ < 0.

Remark 4.2. The map (4.13) and corresponding change of variables is a special case of a more
general class of the log-acceleration family of deformations in [8, 10]. In the current setting, it
can be advantageous to use contours deformed into the right half-plane.

5. Inverse Z-transform, Wiener-Hopf factorization of functions on T, and
construction of causal filters

Consider the problem of calculation of the impulse response h[n], n = 0, 1, . . . , h[n] ∈ R,
of a linear translation invariant filter given the power spectral density PSD(z). For z ∈ T,
PSD(z) = H(z)H(1/z), where H(z) =

∑∞
n=0 h[n]z

−n is the transfer function of the filter. In
order to apply the results of the preceding sections, we need to impose conditions on PSD(z)
which ensure that ũ(z) := H(1/z) satisfies one of the conditions Z-SINH1 - Z-SINH3 or Z-LOG.
We formulate conditions on PSD(z), which allows us to prove that ũ(z) satisfies Condition
Z-SINH3, and apply SINH-III algorithm to calculate the impulse response. The Wiener-Hopf
factorization can be done using the trapezoid rule or, more efficiently, the sinh-acceleration.

Condition WHF-SINH3(a; γ;m+,m−). There exist 0 < γ ≤ π/2, a > 1, c∞ > 0, m± ∈ R
and δ ∈ (0, 1] such that

(1) PSD(z) > 0, z ∈ T;
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(2) PSD is analytic in UWHF (a, γ) := U sym(−a, a, γ) ∪ {z | 1/z ∈ U sym(−a, a, γ)};
(3) for any z ∈ UWHF (a, γ), PSD(1/z) = PSD(z) and PSD(z) ̸∈ (−∞, 0];
(4) as (UWHF (a, γ) ∩ {±Re z > 0} ∋)z → ∞, PSD(z) admits the representation

(5.1) PSD(z) = c∞e∓iπm± |z|m++m−(1 +B∞(z)),

where B∞(z) admits the following bound: for any 1 < r < a and γ′ ∈ (0, γ),

(5.2) |B∞(z)| ≤ C(r; γ′)|z|−δ;

the constant C(r; γ′) depends on r, γ′ but not on z ∈ UWHF (a, γ) ∩ {z | |z| > 1/r};
(5) as (UWHF (a, γ ∩ {±Re z > 0}) ∋)z → 0, PSD(z) admits the representation

(5.3) PSD(z) = c∞e∓iπm± |z|−(m++m−)(1 +B0(z)),

where B0(z) admits the following bound: for any 1 < r < a and γ′ ∈ (0, γ),

(5.4) |B0(z)| ≤ C(r; γ′)|z|δ;

the constant C(r; γ′) depends on r, γ′ but not on z ∈ UWHF (a, γ) ∩ {z | |z| ≤ r}.

Example 5.1. PSD(z) = (a+−z)m+(a+−1/z)m+(a−+z)m−(a−+1/z)m− , where a± > 0,
satisfies Condition WHF-SINH3(a;π/2;m+,m−) with a = min{a+, a−}, c∞ = am++m−

and δ = 1.

5.1. Wiener-Hopf factorization. Conditions (1)-(5) allow us to simplify the standard con-
struction of the Wiener-Hopf factors and derive modifications of the formulas for the Wiener-
Hopf factors amenable for efficient calculations. Introduce functions

A(z) =
am++m−

c∞(a− z)m+(a− 1/z)m+(a+ z)m−(a+ 1/z)m−
PSD(z),(5.5)

A±(z) = exp

[
± 1

2πi

∫
|z′|=r±1

lnA(z′)

z − z′
dz′

]
,(5.6)

and define constants

(5.7) d = − 1

2πi

∫
|z′|=1

lnA(z′)

z′
dz′

and c± = c
1/2
∞ a−(m++m−)/2e±d/2. Then introduce

H+(z) = c+(a− z)m+(a+ z)m−A+(z),(5.8)

H−(z) = c−(a− 1/z)m+(a+ 1/z)m−A−(z).(5.9)

Let the curves LL;σ+,b+,ω+ and −LL;σ−,b−,ω− be subsets of UWHF (a, γ)∩{z | Re z ±0}. On the
former curve, the direction is up, on the latter - down. On each of the curves 1/LL;σ±,b±,ω± =
{z | 1/z ∈ 1/LL;σ±,b±,ω+} and −1/LL;σ±,b±,ω± , the direction is anti-clockwise.

Theorem 5.2. (a) A± and H± admit analytic continuation to UWHF (a, γ);
(b) for z ∈ UWHF (a, γ),

(5.10) H+(z)H−(z) = PSD(z);
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(c) for any z ∈ UWHF (a, γ) ∪ {|z| < a} between Lσ+,b+,ω+ and −Lσ−,b−,ω−,

(5.11) lnA+(z) = − 1

2πi

(∫
LL;σ+,b+,ω+

+

∫
−LL;σ−,b−,ω−

)
lnA(z′)dz′

z − z′
,

and for any z ∈ UWHF (a, γ)∪{|z| > 1/a} in the exterior of the union of the regions bounded
by 1/LL;σ+,b+,ω+ and −1/LL;σ−,b−,ω−,

lnA−(z) =
1

2πi

(∫
1/LL;σ+,b+,ω+

+

∫
−1/LL;σ−,b−,ω−

)
lnA(z′)dz′

z − z′
;(5.12)

(d) for z ∈ UWHF (a, γ), H−(1/z) = H+(z);
(e) for any 1 < r < a, γ′ ∈ (0, γ), and δ′ ∈ (0, δ),

(5.13) A±(z)− 1 = O((|z|+ 1/|z|)−δ′), (UWHF (r, γ
′) ∋)z → {0,∞}.

Proof. (a) It suffices to consider A±. Clearly, A+ (resp., A−) is analytic in {z | |z| < a} (resp.,
{z | |z| > 1/a}), and since A(z) admits analytic continuation to UWHF (a, γ), we can define
analytic continuation of A− to UWHF (a, γ)∩{z | |z| ≤ 1/a} by A−(z) = A(z)/A+(z). Analytic
continuation of A+ is by symmetry.

(b) For any r ∈ (1, a), the function A(z) is analytic in the closed annulus D(1/r, r), therefore,
by the Cauchy integral theorem, for any z ∈ D(1/r, r),

(5.14) lnA(z) = − 1

2πi

∫
|z′|=1/r

lnA(z′)

z − z′
dz +

1

2πi

∫
|z′|=r

lnA(z′)

z − z′
dz.

Since r ∈ (1, a) is arbitrary, A(z) = A+(z)A−(z) for z ∈ D(1/a, a). On the strength of (a),
A(z) = A+(z)A−(z) for z ∈ UWHF (a, γ), and (5.10) follows.

(c) On the strength of (5.1)-(5.4), for any r ∈ (1, a), γ′ ∈ (0, γ),

(5.15) lnA(z) = O((|z|+ 1/|z|)−δ), (UWHF (r, γ
′) ∋)z → {0,∞}.

It follows that we can deform the contour of integration {z | |z| = a,Re z > 0} ∪ {z | |z| =
a,Re z < 0} in the formula for A+(z) into the union of contours Lσ+,b+,ω+ and −Lσ−,b−,ω− ,
and obtain (5.11). The proof of (5.12) is by symmetry (use (b)).

(d) We make the changes of variables z 7→ 1/z and z′ 7→ 1/z′ in (5.12). Since A(1/z′) = A(z′)
and − 1

(1/z−1/z′)z′2 = z
(z−z′)z′ =

1
z′ +

1
z−z′ , we derive

lnA−(1/z) = − 1

2πi

(∫
Lσ+,b+,ω+

+

∫
−Lσ−,b−,ω−

)
lnA(z′)dz′

z − z′
+ d = lnA+(z) + d,

where

(5.16) d = − 1

2πi

(∫
Lσ+,b+,ω+

+

∫
−Lσ−,b−,ω−

)
lnA(z′)dz′

z′
= − 1

2πi

∫
|z′|=1

lnA(z′)

z′
dz′.

Hence,

H−(1/z) = c−(a− z)m+(a+ z)m−edA−(1/z) = c+(a− z)m+(a+ z)m−A+(z) = H+(z).

(e) For r ∈ (1, a) and γ′ ∈ (0, γ), we take ω± ∈ (−γ,−γ′), and then choose σ±, b± so that
the curves LL;σ±,b±,ω± are subsets of UWHF (a, γ) and the right boundary of UWHF (r, γ

′) is to
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the left of LL;σ±,b±,ω± . Then UWHF (r, γ
′) is sandwiched between LL;σ+,b+,ω+ and −LL;σ−,b−,ω− .

Furthermore, since ω± ∈ (γ′, γ), the integrand in the formula (5.11) is bounded away from 0 by
c(|z|+ |z′|), where c is independent of z ∈ UWHF (r, γ

′) and z′ ∈ LL;σ+,b+,ω+ ∪ (−LL;σ−,b−,ω−).
Using (5.15), we obtain that for any δ′ ∈ (0, δ), the integrand on the RHS of (5.11) admits the

bound via C(1+ |z|)−δ′(1+ |z′|)−1−δ+δ′ , where C is independent of z and z′. Hence, as z → ∞,

A+(z) = 1 + O(|z|−δ′), and in view of (5.15) and (5.14), A−(z) = 1 + O(|z|−δ′) as well. By

symmetry, A±(z) = 1 +O(|z|δ′) as z → 0.
□

In the next subsection, we use (5.12) with σ± = σ, b± = b, ω± = ω. Changing the variable
z′ = 1/χL;σ,b,ω(y) and z′ = −1/χL;σ,b,ω(y) in the first and second integral, respectively, and
letting χ(y) = χL;σ,b,ω(y), we obtain

(5.17) lnA−(z) =
b

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
dy cosh(iω + y)

[
lnA(χ(y))

zχ(y)− 1
− lnA(−χ(y))

zχ(y) + 1

]
.

5.2. Calculation of the impulse response function. Let a, r, γ and m± be as above. For
n ≥ 0

h[n] =
1

2πi

∫
|z|=1/r

H−(z)z
n−1dz =

1

2πi

∫
|z|=r

H+(z)z
−n−1dz =

1

2πi

∫
|z|=r

PSD(z)

H−(z)
z−n−1dz.

Set ũ(z) = PSD(z)/H−(z), deform the contour above using Z-SINH3 algorithm:

(5.18) h[n] =
1

2πi

∫
LL,σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ

(ũ(z) + (−1)nũ(−z))z−n−1dz.

It follows from (5.8)-(5.9) and (5.13) that ũ satisfies Condition Z-SINH3(1/a, a, γ) with mũ =
m := m+ + m−, hence, if n > m, the deformation is justified. We change the variable
z = χ(y) := χL,σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ

(y):

(5.19) h[n] =
bℓ
2π

∫ +∞

−∞
dy cosh(iω + y)(ũ(χ(y)) + (−1)nũ(−χ(y)))χ(y)−n−1,

and apply the simplified trapezoid rule:

h[n] ≈ bζ

2π

∑
|j|≤N

cosh(iω + jζ)(ũ(χ(jζ))χ(jζ)−n−1 + ũ(−χ(jζ))(−1)nχ(jζ)−n−1).(5.20)

The parameters of the simplified trapezoid rule are chosen as in Section 4.2.
To calculate ũ(±z), we need to evaluate d and A−(z) for z = ±χ(jζ), |j| ≤ Nℓ. The RHS in

the formula (5.7) for d can be calculated using the trapezoid rule but if the annulus of analyticity
is narrow: a− 1 << 1, then it is advantageous to use (5.16) and the sinh-acceleration

(5.21) d = − bℓ
2π

∫ +∞

−∞
dy cosh(iω + y)

ln(A(χ(y)A(χ(−y))

χ(y)
.

To evaluate A−(z), we can use either (5.6) and the trapezoid rule or (5.12), sinh-changes
of variables and the simplified trapezoid rule. The simplest choice of the deformations in
(5.12) is to use the same parameter sets (σ, b, ω) = (σ±, b±, ω±) = (σℓ, bℓ, ωℓ). In order that
LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ

∩ (1/LL;σℓ,bℓ,ωℓ
) = ∅, we set ω = −γ/2, dℓ = kdγ/2 and choose σℓ, bℓ so that 1 ≤

σℓ − bℓ(ωℓ + dℓ) < a. We set r− = 1, take r+ ∈ (1, a), and use the prescription (3.13)-(3.14)
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to choose bℓ and σℓ. Applying the simplified trapezoid rule to (5.17) we can use the same ζ
as in (5.20). However, if n−m is large, it is necessary to use longer grids to satisfy the same
error tolerance. The reason is that S1(y) := cosh(iω + y)/(2χ(y)) → 1/2 as y → ±∞, hence,
bounded away from 0, and

S2(y, z) := lnA(χ(y))/(zχ(y)− 1)− lnA(−χ(y))/(zχ(y) + 1) = O(|z|−1e−|y|(δ′+1))

as |z| + |y| → ∞, where δ′ ∈ (0, 1) can be chosen close (but not very close) to 1. Hence, the
truncation parameter must be chosen using 1 + δ′ instead of n − m, and the resulting N1 is
larger than N . The absolute error of the evaluation of lnA−(z) translates into the relative
error of h[n], therefore, if h[n] is small, then in (5.17), a larger step and smaller number of
terms can be used. Thus, we use

(5.22) lnA−(z) ≈
ζ1

2π

∑
−N1≤j≤N1

S1(jζ
1)S2(jζ

1, z).

5.3. Algorithm. Let PSD satisfy Condition WHF-SINH3(a; γ;m) with a > 1, γ ∈ (0, π/2),
m± ∈ R and c∞ > 0. Given ϵ and a finite subset n⃗ := [n−, n− + 1, n− + 2, . . . , n+], where

n− > m := m+ +m−, the array h⃗ = [h[n− + j − 1]]
n+−n−+1
j=1 is calculated as follows.

I. Choose parameters σℓ, bℓ, ωℓ of the sinh-deformation.
II. Choose parameters ζ,N and ζ1, N1 for the simplifying trapezoid rule in the inverse Z-

SINH formula for h[n] and the Wiener-Hopf factor A−. For the former case, use n = n+

to derive a bound for the Hardy norm and n = n− to find the truncation parameter.

III. Set y⃗ = ζ ∗ (−N : 1 : N), χ = σ + i ∗ b ∗ sinh(i ∗ ω + y⃗), d⃗er = b ∗ cosh(i ∗ ω + y⃗),

y⃗1 = ζ1 ∗ (−N1 : 1 : N1), χ1 = σ1 + i ∗ b1 ∗ sinh(i ∗ ω1 + y⃗1), ⃗der1 = b ∗ cosh(i ∗ ω + y⃗1).
IV. Set κ = am++m−/c∞, PSD± = PSD(±χ), PSD±,1 = PSD(±χ1),

A± = κ ∗ (a∓ χ).−m+ . ∗ (a∓ 1./χ).−m+ . ∗ (a± χ).−m− . ∗ (a± 1./χ).−m− . ∗ PSD±,

A±,1 = κ ∗ (a∓ χ1).−m+ . ∗ (a∓ 1./χ1).−m+ . ∗ (a± χ1).−m− . ∗ (a± 1./χ1).−m− . ∗ PSD±,1.

V. Calculate d applying the trapezoid rule to (5.7) or simplified trapezoid rule to (5.21)

d = −(ζ1/2/π) ∗ sum(log(A+. ∗A−). ∗ ⃗der1./χ1).

VI. Calculate A±
− := A−(±χ):

S0 = conj(χ1)′ ∗ χ, FR± = 1./(S0± 1);

A+
− = exp[(ζ1/(2 ∗ π)) ∗ (( ⃗der1. ∗ log(A+,1) ∗ FR− − ( ⃗der1. ∗ log(A−,1)) ∗ FR+)],

A−
− = exp[(ζ1/(2 ∗ π)) ∗ (( ⃗der1. ∗ log(A−,1) ∗ FR− − ( ⃗der1. ∗ log(A+,1)) ∗ FR+)].

VII. Calculate ũ± := ũ(±χ):

ũ± = ed/2c−1/2
∞ ∗ am/2PSD±./A±

−. ∗ (a∓ 1./χ).−m+ . ∗ (a± 1./χ).−m− .

VIII. Calculate h = [h[n⃗]]:

Znp = conj(χ)′.−n⃗−1, Znm = conj(−χ)′.−n⃗−1;

h = (ζ/(2 ∗ π)) ∗ ((d⃗er. ∗ ũ+) ∗ Znp− (d⃗er. ∗ ũ−) ∗ Znm).
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Example 5.3. Let PSD(z) = H(z)H(1/z), where H(z) = (a+ − 1/z)m+(a− + 1/z).m− , and
a+ = 1.0001, a− = 1.00015, m+ = 3, and m− = −1. The impulse response function decays very
slowly. We evaluate h[n] for n ∈ [100, 400] using the explicit formula for H(z) and the trapezoid
rule with N = 800, 001 terms. The maximal relative error is 8.21E-15; if we take larger numbers
of terms, the accuracy decreases due to the rounding errors. With N = 80, 001, the maximal
relative error is 8.15E-06. The algorithm in this section with N = 172 and N1 = 237 achieves
accuracy 4.55E-15; the CPU time for the evaluation of all h[n], n ∈ [100, 400], is 13.4 msec.,
the average over 10,000 runs.

If we use the Wiener-Hopf factorization and trapezoid rule to recover H(z) and then apply
the trapezoid rule, then the accuracy of the trapezoid rule significantly decreases.

Example 5.4. In Example 5.3, H(z) has only one singularity outside the unit disc, and the
performance of the trapezoid rule and method of the paper can be significantly improved making
appropriate changes of the variable. If we let m± = −1, then H(z) has poles at z = ±1, and
the analytic properties of the integrand are worse. In the result, the maximal relative error
of the trapezoid rule with N = 80, 001 terms is only 0.067, and with N = 800, 001 terms -
8.01E-11. The method of this section, with the same parameters of the numerical scheme as
in Example 5.3, achieves the relative accuracy 1.97E-11 in 13.1 msec.

Example 5.5. In Example 5.4, we take a+ = 1.00001 and a− = 1.000015; the impulse response
function decays extremely slowly, and the annulus of analyticity is very narrow. The trapezoid
rule with N = 800, 001 that uses the explicit formula for H(z), produces the maximal relative
error 0.67. The method of this section with N = 575 and N1 = 626, achieves the relative
accuracy 4.08E-10 in 26.4 msec.

6. Conclusion

In the paper, we applied the conformal deformations technique and simplified trapezoid
rule to construct efficient versions of the inverse Z-transform and Wiener-Hopf factorization
of functions on the unit circle. With one exception (LOG-acceleration), we used the sinh-
acceleration, which is the most efficient if the integrand f(z) in the inverse Z-tranform formula
decays as z → ∞ in a symmetric sector with a not very small opening angle. If the angle
is very small, then, after the sinh-change of variables is made, the strip of analyticity of the
new integrand is too narrow, and the step in the infinite trapezoid rule must be very small
to satisfy even moderately small error tolerance. Hence, the number of terms is very large.
In these cases, a seemingly less efficient family of fractional-parabolic deformations is more
efficient. The changes of variables are of the form χ+

P ;σ,b,β,p = (σ+ b(1 + iy)β)p, where σ > −b,

and χ−
P ;σ,b,β,p = (σ−b(1− iy)β)p, where σ > b. In some cases, the sub-polynomial deformations

more general than (4.13) are necessary. See [10] for application of different families of confor-
mal deformations to evaluation of stable Lévy distributions. As applications, we considered
evaluation of high moments of probability distributions and impulse response functions given
the power spectral density. In the latter case, we had to design an efficient numerical algorithm
for the calculation of the Wiener-Hopf factors. Numerical examples demonstrate that if the
impulse response function decays slowly at infinity, equivalently, the annulus of analyticity of
the power spectral density is very narrow (the shocks are persistent), then the trapezoid rule is
inefficient. The method of the paper admits the straightforward modification to the case when
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the open annulus of analyticity does not exist, and the impulse response function decays slower
than exponentially. In the definitions and constructions of the paper, it is possible to pass to
the limit as the annulus shrinks into a circle. The sinh-deformed curves degenerate into angles,
and on each ray, an exponential change of the variables is made, similarly to [10, 12]. The
new variations of the inverse Z-transform suggested in the paper can be also used in situations
where the first version of sinh-acceleration was applied. Namely, in [13, 16], we considered the
evaluation of large powers of bounded operators, solution of boundary problems for difference-
integro-differential equations and evaluation of lookback and barrier options with the discrete
monitoring. In the latter case, it is necessary that the deformations of the lines of integration
in the formulas for the Wiener-Hopf factors for random walks and in the formula for the inverse
Z-transform be in a certain agreement.
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