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Improved error analysis of Newton’s method
for a certain class of operators

LK. Argyros and S.K. Khattri

Abstract. We present an improved error analysis for Newton’s method in order
to approximate a locally unique solution of a nonlinear operator equation using
Newton’s method. The advantages of our approach under the same computational
cost — as in earlier studies such as [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20] — are: weaker sufficient
convergence condition; more precise error estimates on the distances involved
and an at least as precise information on the location of the solution. These
advantages are obtained by introducing the notion of the center ~o—condition.
A numerical example is also provided to compare the proposed error analysis to
the older convergence analysis which shows that our analysis gives more precise
error bounds than the earlier analysis.
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1. Introduction

Let X, Y be Banach spaces. Let U(x,7) and U(x,r) stand, respectively, for the
open and closed ball in X with center z and radius r > 0. L(X,Y) denotes the space
of bounded linear operators from X into Y. In the present paper we are concerned
with the problem of approximating a locally unique solution x* of nonlinear operator
equation

F(z)=0, (1.1)
where F is a Fréchet continuously differentiable operator defined on U (zg, R) for some
R > 0 with values in Y.

Several problems from various disciplines such as Computational Sciences can
be brought in the form of equation (1.1) using Mathematical Modelling [13, 14, 21, 5,
7, 17, 18]. The solution of these equations can rarely be found in closed form. That is
why the solution methods for these equations are iterative. In particular, the practice
of numerical functional analysis and operator theory for finding such solutions is
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essentially connected to variants of Newton’s method [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12,
13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22].

The study about convergence matter of Newton methods is usually centered
on two types: semi-local and local convergence analysis. The semi-local convergence
matter is, based on the information around an initial point, to give criteria ensuring
the convergence of Newton methods; while the local one is, based on the information
around a solution, to find estimates of the radii of convergence balls. We find in the
literature several studies on the weakness and/or extension of the hypothesis made
on the underlying operators.

There is a plethora on local as well as semi-local convergence results, we refer
the reader to [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20,
21, 22]. The most famous among the semi-local convergence of iterative methods is
the celebrated Kantorovich theorem for solving nonlinear equations. This theorem
provides a simple and transparent convergence criterion for operators with bounded
second derivatives F” or the Lipschitz continuous first derivatives [2, 7, 8, 11, 13, 14,
22]. Another important theorem inaugurated by Smale at the International Conference
of Mathematics [17, 18], where the concept of an approximate zero was proposed and
the convergence criteria were provided to determine an approximate zero for analytic
function, depending on the information at the initial point. Wang [20] generalized
Smale’s result by introducing the y-condition (see (1.3)). For more details on Smale’s
theory, the reader can refer to the excellent Dedieu’s book [10, Chapter 3.3]. Newton’s
method defined by

To is an initial point (1.2)
Tpg1 = Ty — F'(2,) 7 F(ay,) foreach n=0,1,2,--- :

is undoubtedly the most popular iterative process for generating a sequence {z,}
approximating z* [8]. Here, F'(z) € L(X,Y) denotes the Fréchet-derivative of F at
HAS ﬁ(ﬂ?o, R).

In the present paper motivated by the works in [9, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21] and
optimization considerations, we expand the applicability of Newton’s method under
the ~y-condition by introducing the notion of the center vp-condition (to be precised
in Definition 3.1) for some 9 < 7. This way we obtain more precise upper bounds
on the norms of || F'(x)~! F'(z0) || for each x € U(xo, R) (see (1.3), (2.2) and (2.3))
leading to weaker sufficient convergence conditions and a tighter convergence analysis
than in earlier studies such as [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21]. Our approach of introducing
center-Lipschitz condition has already been fruitful for expanding the applicability
of Newton’s method under the Kantorovich-type theory [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 13, 14, 22].
Wang [20] used the y—Lipschitz condition which is given by

2y
(1= lle = woll)

HF'(CEO)*1 F”(x)H < 5 foreach z¢€U(zg,r), 0<r<R (L3)

where v > 0 and g are such that v || x — xg [|[< 1 and F'(x¢)~! € L(Y,X) to show
the following semi-local convergence result for Newton’s method.
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Theorem 1.1. [20] Let F' : U(xo,R) C X — Y be twice-Fréchet differentiable.
Suppose there exists xo € U(zg, R) such that F'(x¢)~t € L(Y,X) and

|F/@o) ! Flao)| < 5 (1.4
condition (1.3) holds and for o =~
a<3-2V2 (1.5)

t* <R, (1.6)

where

l+a—+/(1+a)? -8« ( 1>1

= <(l1-—]—-. 1.7
4~ - V2) v .7

Then, sequence {x,} generated by Newton’s method is well defined, remains in

Ul(zo,t*) for each n = 0,1,--- and converges to a unique solution x* € U(xzg,t*)
of equation F(x) = 0.
Moreover, the following error estimates hold

t*

|Zn+1 — Tnll <tngr —tn (1.8)
and
[Tnp1 — 2" S —tn, (1.9)

where scalar sequence {t,} is defined by

tO = Oa tl = ﬁ7 5

ty —tp— tn
b1 = tn + - ult ) —t, — “",((t )) (1.10)

<2 - (1—vt)2> (1T =tn)(1 = vtn-1)? o

for each n=1,2,---, where
vt

t)y=0—-1 . 1.11
plt)=p—t+ 5 7 (1.11)

Notice that t* is the small zero of equation p(t) = 0, which exists under the hypothesis

(15).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains the semi-local
and local convergence analysis of Newton’s method. A numerical example is given in
the concluding Section 3.

2. Semi-local convergence of Newton’s method

We need some auxiliary results. We shall use the Banach lemma on invertible
operators [2, 7, 12].
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Lemma 2.1. Let A, B be bounded linear operators, where A is invertible and || A=! ||
| B < 1.
Then, A+ B is invertible and
AT
HI< ” : (2.1)
1= A= B |

We shall also use the following definition of Lipschitz and local Lipschitz conditions.

I (A+B)~

Definition 2.2. (see [9, p. 634], [22, p. 673]) Let F : U(xo, R) — Y be Fréchet-
differentiable on U(xo, R). We say that F' satisfies the Lipschitz condition at xq if
there exists an increasing function ¢ : [0, R] — [0, 400) such that

| F' (o)™ (F'(x) = F'(y)) < £(r) [z =y |
for ea(;h x,y € U(xg,7), 0 <7 < R. (2.2)

In view of (2.2), there exists an increasing function ¢y : [0, R] — [0, +00) such that
the center-Lipschitz condition

| F' (o)™t (F'(z) = F'(x0)) 1< lo(r) || 2 — o || (2.3)
for each x € U(xp,7), 0<r <R ’
holds. Clearly,

Lo(r) < £(r) for each r € (0, R] (2.4)

holds in general and £(r)/¢y(r) can be arbitrarily large [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7].
Lemma 2.3. (see [9, p. 638]) Let F : U(zg, R) — Y be Fréchet-differentiable on

U(zo, R). Suppose F'(x¢)~t € L(Y,X) and there exist 0 < vy < 7y such that o R < 1,
YR < 1. Then, F' satisfies conditions (2.2) and (2.3), respectively, with

2y

Lr) = —— 2.

)= oy (25)
and
Yo (2—7r7)

= 2.

EO(T) (1 — 7’)2 ( 6)
Notice that with preceding choices of functions ¢ and £y, we have that

lo(r) < £(r) foreach r e (0,R]. (2.7)

We also need a result by Zabrejko and Nguen.

Lemma 2.4. (see [22, p. 673]) Let F : U(zo,R) — Y be Fréchet-differentiable on
U(xg, R). Suppose F'(x9)~! € L(Y,X) and

| F' (o)~ (F'(z) = F'(y) IS A(r) 2~y ||
for each x,y € U(xg,7), 0<r <R

for some increasing function A : [0, R] — [0,400). Then, the following assertion

holds
| F (o)™ ( 7(96 p) = F'(x)) [ A(r+ [l p ) = A(r)
for each x € U(zg,r), 0<r<Rand |[p||<R-r,
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where
R
A(r) = / A(t) d.
0
In particular, if
| F'(zo) ™! (F" (%) — F'(x0)) [I< Ao(r) || & — o ||
for each x € U(zg,r), 0<r <R

for some increasing function Ao : [0, R] — [0,4+00). Then, the following assertion
holds
| F' (o)™t (F'(z0 +p) — F'(20)) 1< Ao(ll )
foreach0<r<Rand ||p||[<R-T,

where
R
Ao(’l’) = / Ao(t) dt
0

Using the center-Lipschitz condition and Lemma 2.3, we can show the following
result on invertible operators.

Lemma 2.5. Let F' : U(zg, R) — Y be Fréchet-differentiable on U(xg, R). Suppose
F'(z9)™ € L(Y,X) and o R < 1 for some vo > 0 and xo € X; center-Lipschitz
1.1
(2.3) holds on Uy = U(xg,70), where Ly(r) is given by (2.6) and ro = (1 — ﬁ) —.
Yo
Then F'(z)~! € L(Y,X) on Uy and satisfies
1 -1
F'(z)"' F' <(2-+—7—) . 2.8
I (@) Fao) < (2 s (2.8
Proof. We have by (2.3), (2.6) and = € Uy that

1
F’ L (F(z) - F' </ <———1<1.
| F" (o)™ (F'(x) — F'(20)) I< bo(r)r < TECT
The result now follows from Lemma 2.1. The proof of Lemma 2.5 is complete. 0

Using (1.3) a similar to Lemma 2.1, Banach lemma was given in [20] (see also [9]).

Lemma 2.6. Let F : U(xg, R) — Y be twice Fréchet-differentiable on U(xg, R).

Suppose F'(z9)~! € L(Y,X) and yR < 1 for some v > 0 and xo € X; condition
1.1

(1.3) holds on Vo = U(xg, 7o), where 7g = (1 — ﬁ) ot Then F'(z)~! € L(Y,X) on

Vo and satisfies

| F (@) F'(ao) < (2 - (1_17)) | (2.9)

Remark 2.7. It follows from (2.8), (2.9) and 7y < ~ that (2.8) is more precise upper
bound on the norm of F’(x)~! F’(xg). This observation leads to a tighter majorizing
sequence for {z,} (see Proposition 2.11).

We need an auxiliary result on majorizing sequences for Newton’s method (1.2).
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Lemma 2.8. Let 8 > 0, 79 > 0, v > 0 with g > v be given parameters. Define
parameters s; fori=20,1,2 by

2
so0=0, s1=08, sa=p+ 1%ﬁ

2T

(2.10)
Ja-8)

and function U on [3,1/70] by

()=t = BBl —t)* - (t —B—(s2— 81)) [2(1 — 0 t)? — 1] (1—~1)% (2.11)
Suppose that

B < b :=min {17 0.25331131 } (2.12)
v 7o
then, the following hold

1—

0< sy — sy < 12008 (2.13)
Yo

1
<l—— 2.14
Y05 7 (2.14)

and function v has zeros in (8,1/v9). Denote by p the smallest zero of the function
U in (8,1/7v0). Moreover suppose that

se<p<b (2.15)
where so and b are given in (2.10) and (2.12), respectively. Then, for

S2 — 81

0=1- 2.16
p—> (2.16)
the following hold
1— 2
0< 7801 = 700) =5<1, (2.17)
(2(1 —0p)* — 1) (1—9p)?
S9 — 81
= 2.1
= tP=r (2.18)
and the iteration {s,} defined by
2
Sn+1 — Sn
Sn42 = Snp1 + - Y(Snt1 = $n) (2.19)
2 — 7} 1-— 1-— 2
2 Ao s =)
for each n =1,2,... is strictly increasing, bounded from above by p and converges to
its unique least upper bound s* which satisfies
s9 < 8* < p. (2.20)

Furthermore, the following estimates hold

Snt2 — Spt1 < 0" (sg — 81) foreach n=1,2,.... (2.21)
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Proof. The left hand side inequality in (2.13) is true by the definition of s1, so and
since 2(1 — v93)2 —1 > 0 and 1 — 7o > 0 by (2.12). The right hand side of (2.13)
shall be true, if

Yo(s1 — 50)* < 1 — 7B
{2(1 —Y081)% — 1} (1 —"08) o
or (y08)% < (1— 706)2(2(1 - B)% - 1) orfor z =1—yBif 22* —2224+22—1> 0,
or if z > 0.74668869 which is true by (2.12). Estimate (2.14) follows from (2.12) since
1—1/v/2 = 0.202853219 > 0.25331131 . ... Using (2.11) we have that

() = (s2 — 51)[201 = 128)* — 1] (1 = 18)° >0,
since s3 — 51 > 0, 2(1 —903)? =1 >0 and 1 —v8 > 0. We also have that

\p(i):{%—,@—(52—31)}(1—%)(1—%)2<0

by (2.13) and ~yp < 7. It follows from the Intermediate mean value theorem applied to
function ¥ on the interval (/3,1/79) that function ¥ has zeros on (8,1/79). Denote by
p the smallest such zero. Then, it follows from the definition of J, p that the equality
(2.17) holds. The left hand inequality holds by (2.12) and (2.15). The right hand side
inequality in (2.17) holds by (2.13) and (2.15) since 8 < s2 < p. Moreover, we have
by (2.16), (2.17) and (2.19) that

0<s3 and 0< s3—s2 <d(s2—81). (2.22)
Then, we also have by (2.22) that
s3<s2+06(sa—s1)—s1+s1 =51+ (1L+)(s2—s1)

1752 S92 — 81

bry—s2—s)<B+—T—5=»
Hence, we deduce that
sg < p. (2.23)
Suppose that
0<Snt1, 0<8pp—8,<0"(s2—51) and $p4+1 < p. (2.24)

Then, we have by (2.31), (2.27) and (2.36) that

3n+2 2 Oa

_ Y(Sn+1 = 8n)(Sn+1 — Sn)
Sn4+2 — Spn4+1 = 1

{2 - m} (1 =7 sn41)(L = 7sn)?

B3

1
{2 - m} (1 —9p)?
< 6" (59 — 51)

(sn+1 - sn) = 6(3n+1 - Sn)
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and
Spia < Spy1 4+ 0" (sy —51) <5 + 0" (50 — 51) + 6" (59 — 51)
<sp+ (14+6)(s2—s1) 4+ +6"(s2—81) + 6" (59 — 51)
=51+ (1404 40"+ ) (55 — 51)
1—4nt?
1-6
Hence, by mathematical induction the proof for (2.24) is finished. Hence, sequence

{sn} is monotonically increasing, bounded from above by p and as such it converges
to s*. O

=51+ (s2 —s1) < p.

We can show the main following semi-local convergence theorem for Newton’s
method.

Theorem 2.9. Suppose that
(a) There exist xo € X and 8 > 0 such that

Fl(eo)™ € L(Y.X) and |[F'(z0)™ Flao)| < 5

(b) Operator F' satisfies Lipschitz and center-Lipschitz conditions (2.2) and (2.3)
on U(xg,r0) with £(r) and £(r) are given by (2.5) and (2.6), respectively;

(¢) Uo C U(xo, R);

(d) Hypotheses of Lemma 2.8 hold for sequence {s,} defined by (2.19).

Then, the following assertions hold: sequence {x,,} generated by Newton’s method
is well defined, remains in xoverlineU (xg,s*) for each n = 0,1,--- and converges
to a unique solution x* € U(xg,s*) of equation F(z) = 0. Moreover, the following
estimates hold

[#n+1 = 2n| < Spt1 — sn (2.25)
and
lan — 2| < s*—s, foreach n=0,1,2,---. (2.26)

Proof. We use Mathematical Induction to prove that

| Tht1 — ok [|< Skv1 — sk (2.27)

and

U(xpt1,8" — sk+1) CU(xg, s* —si) foreach k=1,2,---. (2.28)
Let z € U(x1,s* — s1). Then, we obtain that

[ z=ao lI<z =21 || + || @1 — @0 [[< 87 = 51+ 51— 50 = 5" — 50,
which implies z € U(xg,s* — s¢). Note also that
| w1 = o ||=I| F'(z0) ™" F(xo) |< 1 = 51— so.
Hence, estimates (2.27) and (2.28) hold for k = 0. Suppose these estimates hold for
natural integers n < k. Then, we have that
k+1 k41

| Zry1 — o ||< Z | i — a1 ||I< Z(Sz — 8i—1) = Sk41 — S0 = Skt1
i=1 i=1
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and
| 2k + 60 (X1 — 2k) — 2o ||< sk + 6 (Sp41 — si) < s* forall 6e(0,1).

Using (2.2), Lemma 2.1 for = 44 and the induction hypotheses we get that

1
-1
(1- '701 | Zry1 — o [])? (2.29)

< - —1<1.
(1 —708k+1)2

| F(0) ™t (F' (k1) — F'(x0)) |

IN

It follows from (2.29) and the Banach lemma 2.1 on invertible operators that
F'(zp11)7! exists and

1 —1
F'(z41) " F'(20) ||I< (2 — ) : 2.30
| )™ Flao) € (2= gy (230)
Using (1.2), we obtain the approximation
F(zgs1) = F(ogsr) — Flag) — F'(@r) @k — 2x)

1
= /0 (F’(;EZ) — F’(xk)) dT ('rk—i-l _ xk)7 (231)

where 2], = xp + 7 (Tg41 — zx) and x]° =z + 75 (XK1 — xp) for each 0 < 7,5 < 1.
Using (2.9) for k¥ = 0 we obtain

HF’(xO)—lF(ggl)H [ F/(m)[F'(xo + (@ — o)) — F’(mO)H dr|z — o

L 1
< —1|/dO||lx; —
_A[U—%ﬂ%—mw Jablles = a0l

2
voller = zoll” _ y0(s1 = s0)
T 1=llz1 -2l T -0

Then, using (2.9) for k =1,2,..., we get

| F'(lﬂﬂc)f1 F(xpyq) ||
| F' (o)~ (F'(2]) = F'(z) || dr || @pq1 — i |

/ / 2yrdsdr || xpe1 — xk ||
(I=7 25 =20 [)?
/ / 2yrdsdr || xpy1 — xk |? (2.32)
A=y [z =20 | =v7s [| Tpy1 — zk [|)?
_ v Zrp1r — x|l
=y o =20 || =y [l hyr — 2 ) (T =7 || 26 — 20 ||)?
Y (kg1 — sk)? <|| Thy1 — Tk ||> < Y (k1 — si)?
T (T =yspr1) (L—=7sk)* \ Sk+1 — Sk T (T =y skgr) (T —ysg)?
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(see also [16, p. 33, estimate (3.19)]) Then, in view of (1.2), (2.19), (2.30) and (2.32)
we obtain that

w2 = a1l) < [ (@) F (o) ||| (wo) T F e

1 ’}/0(51 — 50)2
1 1 =081
(1 —051)?

and furthermore for £ = 1,2,... we obtain

w2 = 2 =] (F (2eg1) 7 F'(20)) (F (20) ™" F(@41)) |
<|| F' (@)™ F' (o) || ' (w0) ™" F(xps1) ||

1 v (8k41 — s8)° B (2.33)
)2 = Sk+4+2 — Sk+1-

< = 89 — 81

2 —

<
T (A—vysk) (s
(1 — 7 Sk+1)2

Hence, we showed (2.27) holds for all k£ > 0. Furthermore, let w € U (212, 8" — sp12)-
Then, we have that

| w— 2 | lw =@z | + [l 2ht2 — 2ot | (2.34)

<
< 8" — Spqo + Sky2 — Skl = S — Skl

That is w € U(2g+1,5* —sk+1)- The induction for (2.27) and (2.28) is now completed.
Lemma 2.5 implies that {s,} is a complete sequence. It follows from (2.27) and
(2.28) that {x,} is also a complete sequence in a Banach space X and as such it
converges to some x* € U(xq, s*) (since U(zo, s*) is a closed set).
By letting k — oo in (2.32) we get F'(z*) = 0. Estimate (2.26) is obtained from
(2.25) by using standard majorization techniques [2, 7, 12, 13].

Finally, to show the uniqueness part, let y* € U(xq, s*) be a solution of equation
1

(1.1). Using (2.3) for z replaced by z* = z* + 7 (y* —2*) and G = / F'(2*)dr we

0
get as in (2.9) that || F'(x9) "1 (G — F'(z0)) ||< 1. That is ! € L(Y, X).
Using the identity 0 = F(a*) — F(y*) = G (2* — y*), we deduce z* = y*. O

Remark 2.10. (a) The convergence criteria in Theorem 2.9 are weaker than in Theorem
1.1. In particular, Theorem 1.1 requires that operator F' is twice Fréchet-differentiable
but our Theorem 2.9 requires only that F' is Fréchet-differentiable.

Notice also that if F' is twice Fréchet-differentiable, then (2.2) implies (1.3).
Therefore, Theorem 2.9 can apply in cases when Theorem 1.1 cannot.

Notice also in practice the computation of constant + requires the computation
of constant vy as a special case.

(b) Concerning the choice of constants v and 7 let us suppose that the following
Lipschitz conditions hold. Operator F' satisfies L—Lipschitz condition at xg

HF’(xO)—l {F’(x) - F’(y)] H <Lz —y| foreach =z,y€Ulzo,Ry).  (2.35)
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Operator F' satisfies the center Ly—Lipschitz condition at x

F'(20)7* [F’(x) - F'(xo)} H < Lo|lz — zg|| for each x € U(xg,Rp).  (2.36)

Then, (2.35) implies (2.3) for 79 = Lo/2 and ly(r) = v0(2—707)/(1 =" r)?. Moreover,
if F' is continuously twice-Fréchet differentiable, the (2.34) implies (2.2)for I(r) =
2v/(1 —yr)® and we can set v = L/2. Examples where 79 < 7 or Ly < L can be
found in [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7].

Proposition 2.11. Let F' : U(xg, R) — Y be twice Fréchet-differentiable on U(xg, R).
Suppose that hypotheses of Theorem 1.1 and the center-Lipschitz condition (2.8) hold
on U(xg,0). Then, the following assertions hold

(a) Scalar sequences {t,} and {s,} are increasingly convergent to t*, s*, respec-
tively.

(b) Sequence {x,} generated by Newton’s method is well defined, remains in

U(zg,70) for each n = 0,1,--- and converges to a unique solution x* € U(xq,To) of
equation F(x) = 0. Moreover, the following estimates hold for each n =0,1,---

Sn < tn, (2.37)

Snt1 — Sn < byl — by, (2.38)

s* <t (2.39)

|| Tn+1 — Tn ||S Sn+1 — Sn
and
| z — 2™ ||< 8" — sp.

Proof. According to Theorems 1.1 and 2.9 we only need to show (2.37)—(2.39). Using
the definition of sequences {¢,}, {sn} and v < 7, a simple inductive argument shows
(2.37) and (2.38). Finally, (2.39) is obtained by letting n — oo. O

Remark 2.12. (a) In view of (2.37)—(2.39), our error analysis is tighter and new in-
formation on the location of the solution x* at least as precise as the old one. Notice
also that estimates (2.37) and (2.38) hold as strict inequalities for n > 1 if 9 < 7
(see also the numerical example) and these advantages hold under the same or less
computational cost as before (see Remark 2.10).

(b) If F' is an analytic operator, then a possible choice for v (or ) is given by

1
n—1

F'(w9) " F(x0)"

Yo = sup ,
n.

n>1

This choice is due to Smale [17] (see also [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20]).
We complete this section with an useful and obvious extension.

Theorem 2.13. Suppose there exists an integer N > 1 such that

<o <oy < o—min{ L (1o )
So S1 SN 0 — min 4§ —, — ] 7.
8l V27 %
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Let 6y = vfBNn and By =ty — ty_1. Conditions of Lemma 2.8 are satisfied for on
replacing 0. Then, the conclusions of Theorem 2.9 hold. Notice that if N = 1 Theorem
2.13 reduces to Theorem 2.9.

3. Numerical example
We illustrate the theoretical results with a numerical example.

Example 3.1. Let X =Y = R?, 2y = (1,0), D = U(xo,1 — &) for k € (0,1). Let us
define function F on D as follows

F(z) = (¢ =G — kG +3G— k) with 2= ((,E). (3.1)

Using (3.1) we see that the y-Lipschitz condition is satisfied for v = 2 — k and 7g-
Lipschitz condition is satisfied for 79 = (3 — k) /2. We also have that 8 = (1 — k)/3.
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——a=70
60 - 3-9v3 [
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20 - 255180805 i
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0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1

Figure 1. The condition (1.5) of the Theorem 1.1 [20].

The Figure 3.1 plots the condition (1.5) of the Theorem 1.1 [20]. In the Figure
3.1, we notice that for k < 3/2 — (\/ 37—24 \/ﬁ) /2, the condition (1.5) fails. As a
consequence the Theorem 1.1 [20] is not applicable. Thus according to the Theorem
1.1 [20] there is no guarantee that the Newton’s method starting from z( will converge
to the solution z* = (¥/k,0).

To compare the error bounds for the Theorem 1.1 and the Lemma 2.8, we con-
sider k¥ = 0.7. From the Figure 3.1, it is clear that the condition (1.5) holds as a result
the Theorem 1.1 is applicable. For the hypotheses (2.12) and (2.15) of Lemma 2.8 we
obtain

0.1000000000 < 0.2202707044,
0.1179672 < 0.1280403078 < 0.2202707044

respectively. Thus our Lemma 2.8 is applicable and the Newton’s method starting at
xo = (1,0) will converge to the solution a* = (¥/k,0) for k = 0.7. Now we compare
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the error bounds generated by the sequence {¢,} given in (1.10) and the sequence
{sn} defined in (2.19).

Table 1. Comparison between the sequences {s,} (2.19) and {¢,} (1.10) [20].

| sn

ln

3n+1 — Sp

tn+1 — tn

© 00 IO Uk W~ O3

0.000000 x 10100
1.000000 x 10—t
1.179672 x 10791
1.189572 x 1001
1.189604 x 101
1.189604 x 10~ 91
1.189604 x 10—t
1.189604 x 10701
1.189604 x 10~
1.189604 x 10~1

0.000000 x 10100
1.000000 x 1091
1.220125 x 10791
1.236963 x 101
1.237070 x 10791
1.237070 x 1091
1.237070 x 10791
1.237070 x 1091
1.237070 x 10791
1.237070 x 1071

1.000000 x 1079t
1.796716 x 1092
9.900646 x 10~04
3.196367 x 10796
3.341751 x 10~ 11
3.652693 x 102
4.364065 x 10~4!
6.229418 x 10~8!
1.269287 x 10~160
5.269686 x 10320

1.000000 x 10~91
2.201246 x 10792
1.683820 x 10793
1.069600 x 10~9°
4.338887 x 10~10
7.140132 x 10~19
1.933579 x 1036
1.417992 x 10~
7.626002 x 10~142
2.205685 x 10282

In the Table 1, we notice that the error bounds given by the proposed sequence
{sn} are tighter than those given by the older sequence {t,} [20].

Conclusions. Using the notion of the center 7-Lipschitz condition, we presented a new
convergence analysis for Newton’s method for approximating a locally unique solution
of nonlinear equation in a Banach space setting. Under the same computational cost
— as in earlier studies such as [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20] — new analysis provide larger
convergence domain, weaker sufficient convergence conditions and better error bounds.
A numerical example validating the theoretical results is also reported in this study.
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