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Approximating the diagonal of a Hessian: which sample

set of points should be used
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Abstract

An explicit formula to approximate the diagonal entries of the Hessian is introduced.
When the derivative-free technique called generalized centered simplex gradient is used
to approximate the gradient, then the formula can be computed for only one additional
function evaluation. An error bound is introduced and provides information on the
form of the sample set of points that should be used to approximate the diagonal of
a Hessian. If the sample set of points is built in a specific manner, it is shown that
the technique is O(∆2

S) accurate approximation of the diagonal entries of the Hessian
where ∆S is the radius of the sample set.

Keywords: (generalized) centered simplex gradient; centered simplex Hessian diagonal;
derivative-free optimization.

1 Introduction

Derivative-free optimization (DFO) constructs optimization algorithms that do not employ
first-order information within the algorithm. Recently, substantial progress has been made
regarding their applications and numerical implementations (see [1, 2, 8, 10, 14, 17]).

One of the main categories of DFO algorithms is model-based DFO methods. A simple
method to approximate the objective function is to build a linear interpolation model from
n+1 well-poised sample points in R

n. The gradient of this linear model is called the simplex
gradient and provides an approximation of the true gradient [5, 16].

An error bound comparing the simplex gradient and the true gradient was introduced in
the late 1990s and it is order O(∆S), where ∆S is the radius of the sample set of evaluated
points [16]. This error bound shows that the optimizer can control the accuracy of the
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approximation technique by varying the radius ∆S of the sample set of points [2, Ch. 10 & 11].
A generalization of the simplex gradient called generalized simplex gradient has the advantage
of not being limited to the setting where exactly n + 1 interpolation points are used in R

n.
In [7], the authors consider the case where less than n + 1 sample points (underdetermined
models) and more than n + 1 points (overdetermined models) are used to approximate the
gradient. Most importantly, they establish an error bound for the overdetermined case and
show that it retains order O(∆S). This topic is also investigated in [20] and calculus rules
for the generalized simplex gradient are introduced in [20, 12].

Many other methods of approximating gradients exist [4, 18, 19, 21, 23, 25]. One of these
methods is the centered simplex gradient [16]. Using the properties of the Moore-Penrose
pseudoinverse (see Definition 2.1), the approach is generalized so that it does not require
exactly 2n sample points in R

n . The approach is called generalized centered simplex gradient
(GCSG) and it is created by retaining the k original points in the sample set and adding
their reflection through the point of interest (see Definition 3.1). An error bound which
applies to the underdetermined, determined and overdetermined cases is introduced in [13].
The error bound shows that the GCSG is O(∆2

S) accurate.
In 2020, Tappenden and Coope showed how to compute the GCSG in O(n) flops when

using four different sample sets of points [9]. For these specific choices of sample sets, a
formula to approximate the diagonal entries of the Hessian is provided. We can observe that
if the gradient is approximated via the GCSG, then only one additional function evaluation
is sufficient to obtain an approximation of the diagonal entries of the Hessian. Numerical
examples are provided to compare the accuracy of the gradient and diagonal entries of the
Hessian depending on the sample set of points utilized. These numerical examples agree with
the error bound defined for the gradient, but no error bound for the diagonal entries of the
Hessian is provided. For this reason, the poor accuracy obtained using certain sample set of
points is not fully explained. In this paper, an error bound for the diagonal entries of the
Hessian is introduced. Analyzing this error bound, we will obtain valuable information on
the form of the sample set that should be utilized. In particular, this will explain the poor
accuracy obtained with some of the sample sets of points used in the numerical examples
in [9]. Moreover, an explicit formula to compute the diagonal entries of a Hessian for any
nonempty sample set of points will be introduced. The technique is called centered simplex
Hessian diagonal (CSHD).

The structure of this paper is the following. In Section 2, we introduce notation and
basic definitions. In Section 3, the formula for the CSHD is introduced and an error bound
is proven. When the sample set of point has a specific form, it is shown that the CSHD is
O(∆2

S) accurate. In Section 4, numerical examples are provided for different sample sets of
points and an error analysis is provided. Section 5 summarizes the work accomplished and
suggests some topics to explore in future research.
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2 Preliminaries

Unless otherwise stated, we use the standard notation found in [22]. The domain of a
function f is denoted by dom f . The transpose of a matrix A is denoted by A⊤. We work
in finite-dimensional space R

n with inner product x⊤y =
∑n

i=1
xiyi. The norm of a vector

is denoted ‖x‖ and is taken to be the ℓ2 norm. Given a matrix A ∈ R
n×k, the ℓ2 induced

matrix norm is used. That is

‖A‖
2
= ‖A‖ = max{‖Ax‖ : ‖x‖ = 1}.

We denote by B(x0,∆) the close ball centered about x0 with radius ∆. Let M ∈ R
n×n.

We will use the notation diag[M ] to denote the vector in R
n containing the diagonal entries

of M . The notation Diag[M ] ∈ R
n×n represents the matrix containing the diagonal entries

of M. We will denote by U [M ] ∈ R
n×n the strictly upper triangular entries of A and by

N [M ] ∈ R
n×n, the matrix containing the off-diagonal entries of a matrix M . The identity

matrix in R
n×n is denoted by Idn and the vector of all ones in R

n is denoted by 1n.
Recall that a generalization of the matrix inverse is the Moore–Penrose pseudoinverse.

Definition 2.1 (Moore–Penrose pseudoinverse). [15] Let A ∈ R
n×k. The Moore–Penrose

pseudoinverse of A, denoted by A†, is the unique matrix in R
k×n that satisfies the following

four equations:

(1)AA†A = A, (2)A†AA† = A†, (3) (AA†)⊤ = AA†, (4) (A†A)⊤ = A†A.

The Moore–Penrose inverse A† satisfies the following three properties.

(1) If A has full column rank k, then A† is a left-inverse of A, that is, A†A = Idk.

(2) If A has full row rank n, then A† is a right-inverse of A, that is, AA† = Idn.

(3) If A is a square matrix with full rank, then A† = A−1, the inverse of A.

Last, recall the definition of the Hadamard product.

Definition 2.2. [15] Let A =
[
ai,j
]
∈ R

n×k and B =
[
bi,j
]
∈ R

n×k . The Hadamard product

of A and B, denoted A⊙B is the component wise product. That is A⊙B =
[
ai,jbi,j

]
∈ R

n×k .

3 The CSHD and its error bound

We now present a process to obtain a formula to approximate the diagonal entries of the
Hessian. This process is assuming that the gradient is approximated via the GCSG [13]. Let
f : dom f ⊆ R

n → R be C2, x0 ∈ dom f be the point of interest, and S =
[
s1 s2 · · · sk

]
∈

R
n×k be a set of nonzero distinct directions in R

n written in matrix form. The matrix S
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contains all the directions to add and subtract to the point of interest x0 to form the sample
points where the function f is evaluated. Suppose a model m(x) is constructed such that

f(x0 + si) = m(x0 + si), i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k},

where m is a diagonal quadratic model. That is

m(x) = f(x0) + g⊤(x− x0) +
1

2
(x− x0)⊤D(x− x0) (1)

where D ≈ Diag [∇2f(x0)] ∈ R
n×n and g ≈ ∇f(x0) ∈ R

n . Define

W =
[
s1 ⊙ s1 · · · sk ⊙ sk

]
∈ R

n×k, and δf (x
0;S) =



f(x0 + s1)− f(x0)

...
f(x0 + sk)− f(x0)


 ∈ R

k .

Letting x = x0 + si, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}, in (1), we get the system

δf (x
0;S) = S⊤g +

1

2
W⊤d (2)

where d = diag [D(x0)] ∈ R
n . When the GCSG is employed, the sample points x0 − si for

all i ∈ {1, . . . , k} are also created. Letting x = x0 − si for all i in Equation (1), we obtain
the system

δf (x
0;−S) = −S⊤g +

1

2
W⊤d. (3)

System (2) and System (3) can be combined to form one block matrix equation:
[
δf (x

0;S)
δf (x

0;−S)

]
=

[
S⊤ 1

2
W⊤

−S⊤ 1

2
W⊤

] [
g
d

]
. (4)

System (4) is simplified by performing the following block row operations on Row 1 and Row
2 respectively: (1) Multiply Row 1 by −1 and subtract Row 2, (2) multiply Row 2 by -1 and
add Row 1. The block matrix system is now

[
−δf (x

0;S)− δf(x
0;−S)

δf (x
0;S)− δf(x

0;−S)

]
=

[
0 −W⊤

2S⊤ 0

] [
g
d

]
. (5)

From (5), we find
1

2

(
δf (x

0;S)− δf(x
0;−S)

)
= S⊤g

and
δf(x

0;S) + δf (x
0;−S) = W⊤d.

Now let

δcf(x
0;S) =

1

2



f(x0 + s1)− f(x0 − s1)

...
f(x0 + sk)− f(x0 − sk)


 ∈ R

k

4



and

εf(x
0;S) =



f(x0 + s1) + f(x0 − s1)− 2f(x0)

...
f(x0 + sk) + f(x0 − sk)− 2f(x0)


 ∈ R

k .

We obtain
1

2

(
δf (x

0;S)− δf(x
0;−S)

)
= δcf(x

0;S) = S⊤g (6)

and (
δf(x

0;S) + δf(x
0;−S)

)
= εf(x

0;S) = W⊤d. (7)

Analyzing (6), we see that if S is full row rank, then (S⊤)† is a left-inverse of S⊤ and we
can solve (7) for g by premultiplying both sides by (S⊤)†. Note that when S is a non-square
matrix with full row rank, then the Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse provides the unique least
squares solution of (6) [15, P. 453]. Similarly, if W is full row rank then (W⊤)† is a left-
inverse of W⊤ and we can solve (7) for d by premultiplying both sides of (7) by (W⊤)†. We
are now ready to introduce an explicit formula to approximate the gradient and a formula
to approximate the diagonal of the Hessian based on (6) and (7).

Definition 3.1 (Generalized centered simplex gradient and the centered simplex Hessian di-
agonal). Let f : dom f ⊆ R

n → R, x0 ∈ dom f be the point of interest, S =
[
s1 s2 · · · sk

]

be in R
n×k and W =

[
s1 ⊙ s1 · · · sk ⊙ sk

]
∈ R

n×k . Assume that x0 ± si ∈ dom f for all
i. The generalized centered simplex gradient of f at x0 over S is denoted by ∇cf(x

0;S) and
defined by

∇cf(x
0;S) = (S⊤)†δcf (x

0;S) ∈ R
n .

The centered simplex Hessian diagonal of f at x0 over S, denoted diag [∇2
cf(x

0;S)] is a
vector in R

n given by

diag
[
∇2

cf(x
0;S)

]
= (W⊤)†εf(x

0;S).

Note that the CSHD can be obtained for only one additional function evaluation when
the GCSG has been already computed (by evaluating f at x0). If the function value at the
point of interest x0 is known, then the CSHD can be obtained for free in terms of function
evaluations.

The formulae in the previous definition involves the Moore-Penrose pseudinverse of an
n× k real matrix. A computationally inexpensive approach to compute the Moore-Penrose
pseudoinverse is to use the singular value decomposition of the matrix [24]. For instance, one
of the most advanced method, the Golub-Reisch SVD algorithm, requires 4n2k+8nk2+9k3

flops [11]. Therefore, the previous formulae for the GCSG and CSHD cannot be computed
directly in O(n) flops. The reader is refer to [9] for more details on how to rewrite the
formulae so that they can be computed in O(n) flops when S has a specific form.

Next, we introduce an error bound for the CSHD. Analyzing the error bound, we will
get a better understanding of the matrix S that should be used to obtain an accurate
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approximation of the diagonal entries of the Hessian. In the following theorem, the parameter
∆S is the radius of the matrix S =

[
s1 · · · sk

]
∈ R

n×k . That is

∆S = max
i∈{1,2,...k}

‖si‖.

Theorem 3.2 (Error bound for the CSHD). Let f : dom f ⊆ R
n → R be C4 on an open

domain containing B(x0; ∆S) where x0 ∈ dom f is the point of interest and ∆S > 0 is the
radius of S =

[
s1 · · · sk

]
∈ R

n×k . Let W = S⊙S ∈ R
n×k . Denote by L∇3f ≥ 0 the Lipschitz

constant of ∇3f on B(x0; ∆S). If W has full row rank, then

∥∥diag
[
∇2

cf(x
0;S)

]
− diag[∇2f(x0)]

∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥(W̃⊤)†

∥∥∥
(

k

12
L∇3f∆S + 2

k∑

i=1

∣∣(ŝi)⊤U [∇2f(x0)]ŝi
∣∣
)

(8)

where W̃ = W/∆2
S and ŝi = si/∆S for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}.

Proof. Since W has full row rank, W⊤ has full column rank and so (W⊤)† is a left-inverse
of W⊤. We obtain

∥∥diag
[
∇2

cf(x
0;S)

]
− diag[∇2f(x0)]

∥∥ =
∥∥(W⊤)†εf(x

0;S)− diag[∇2f(x0)]
∥∥

=
∥∥(W⊤)†

∥∥ ∥∥εf(x0;S)−W⊤ diag[∇2f(x0)]
∥∥ .

Let us investigate the vector εf(x
0;S) − diag[∇2f(x0)] ∈ R

k. Row i of this vector can be
written as f(x0 + si) + f(x0 − si)− 2f(x0)− (wi)⊤ diag[∇2f(x0)]. By Taylor’s Theorem, we
know

f(x0 + si) = f(x0) +∇f(x0)⊤si +
1

2
(si)⊤∇2f(x0)si + (si)⊤∇3f(x0)[si]si +R3(x

0 + si) (9)

where R3(x
0 + si) is the remainder term defined as in [6, Theorem 1.14] and ∇3f(x0)[si] ∈

R
n×n is a directional Hessian. That is

∇3f(x0)[si] = lim
τ→0

∇2f(x0 + τsi)−∇2f(x0)

τ
.

Similarly, by Taylor’s Theorem we may write

f(x0 − si) = f(x0)−∇f(x0)⊤si +
1

2
(si)⊤∇2f(x0)si − (si)⊤∇3f(x0)[si]si +R3(x

0 − si).

(10)

Adding (9) and (10) together and rearranging, we obtain

f(x0 + si) + f(x0 − si)− 2f(x0) = (si)⊤∇2f(x0)si +R3(x
0 + si) +R3(x

0 − si).

6



Now, note that ∇2f(x0) = Diag[∇2f(x0)] +N [∇2f(x0)]. We get

f(x0 + si) + f(x0 − si)− 2f(x0)− (si)⊤ Diag[∇2f(x0)]si

= (si)⊤N [∇2f(x0)]si +R3(x
0 + si) +R3(x

0 − si).

The matrix N [∇2f(x0)] can be written as N [∇2f(x0)] = U [∇2f(x0)] +U [∇2f(x0)]⊤. Hence,
we have (si)⊤N [∇2f(x0)]si = 2(si)⊤U [∇2f(x0)]si for all i. Therefore, we obtain the equation

f(x0 + si) + f(x0 − si)− 2f(x0)− (wi)⊤ diag[∇2f(x0)]

= 2(si)⊤U [∇2f(x0)]si +R3(x
0 + si) +R3(x

0 − si).

It follows that

∥∥εf(x0;S)−W⊤ diag[∇2f(x0)]
∥∥

=

√√√√
k∑

i=1

(2(si)⊤U [∇2f(x0)]si +R3(x0 + si) +R3(x0 − si))2

≤
k∑

i=1

|2(si)⊤U [∇2f(x0)]si +R3(x
0 + si) +R3(x

0 − si)|

≤
k∑

i=1

|2(si)⊤U [∇2f(x0)]si|+
k∑

i=1

|R3(x
0 + si) +R3(x

0 − si)|

≤ 2
k∑

i=1

|(si)⊤U [∇2f(x0)]si|+
k∑

i=1

L∇3f

12
∆4

S

= 2
k∑

i=1

|(si)⊤U [∇2f(x0)]si|+ k

12
L∇3f∆

4

S.

Finally, the absolute error is

∥∥diag
[
∇2

cf(x
0;S)

]
− diag[∇2f(x0)]

∥∥ ≤
∥∥(W⊤)†

∥∥
(
2

k∑

i=1

|(si)⊤U [∇2f(x0)]si|+ k

12
L∇3f∆

4

S

)

=
∥∥∥(W̃⊤)†

∥∥∥
(
2

k∑

i=1

|(ŝi)⊤U [∇2f(x0)]ŝi|+ k

12
L∇3f∆

2

S

)

Note that the error bound given in (8) does not necessarily need to go to zero as the
radius ∆S tends to zero. Hence, the true absolute error does not need to go to zero as
∆S → 0. To ensure that the true absolute error goes to zero when ∆S → 0, we need the
term

∑k

i=1
|(ŝi)⊤U [∇2f(x0)]ŝi| to vanish. Let us introduce a type of matrix that guarantees

that the term
∑k

i=1
|(ŝi)⊤U [∇2f(x0)]ŝi| = 0.

7



Definition 3.3 (Lonely matrix). The matrix S ∈ R
n×k is a lonely matrix if there is exactly

one nonzero entry in each column of S.

Lemma 3.4. Let S =
[
s1 s2 · · · sk

]
be a lonely matrix in R

n×k . Let U ∈ R
n×n be a

strictly upper triangular matrix. Then

k∑

i=1

|(si)⊤Usi| = 0.

Lemma 3.5. Let S =
[
s1 s2 · · · sk

]
be a lonely matrix in R

n×k with full row rank. Then
W = S ⊙ S has full row rank.

Obviously, lemma 3.4 applies to the set S = Idn as it is a diagonal matrix with nonzero
entries. Lemma 3.5 shows that it is easy to guarantee that W is full row rank by simply
taking S to be a lonely matrix with full row rank. The following corollary provides an error
bound when S is a lonely matrix with full row rank.

Corollary 3.6. Let f : dom f ⊆ R
n → R be C4 on an open domain containing B(x0; ∆S)

where x0 ∈ dom f is the point of interest and ∆S > 0 is the radius of the matrix S =[
s1 s2 · · · sk

]
∈ R

n×k. Let W = S ⊙ S ∈ R
n×k . Denote by L∇3f ≥ 0 the Lipschitz

constant of ∇3f on B(x0; ∆S). If S is a lonely matrix with full row rank, then

∥∥diag
[
∇2

cf(x
0;S)

]
− diag[∇2f(x0)]

∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥(W̃⊤)†

∥∥∥
√
k

12
L∇3f∆

2

S.

The previous error bound shows that the CSHD is a O(∆2
S) accurate approximation of

the diagonal entries of the Hessian. Under these assumptions, the optimizer can control the
accuracy of the approximation technique. Indeed, as ∆S tends to zero, the error bound goes
to zero. Hence, the true absolute error needs to go to zero as ∆S → 0. Since the error bound
involves the lipschitz constant L∇3f , the CSHD is perfectly accurate when f is a polynomial
of degree less than 4.

In the next section, numerical examples are provided. We will use different matrices S
and different points of interest to approximate the CSHD. The relative errors obtained for
each S and each point of interest will be compared.

4 Numerical examples

In this section, we begin by conducting a numerical experiment on the Rosenbrock function
f : R2 → R : (y1, y2) 7→ (1 − y1)

2 + 100(y2 − y21)
2. The CSHD is computed to approximate

the diagonal of the Hessian at two points: x1 =
[
1.1 1.12 + 10−5

]⊤
, and x2 =

[
0.9 0.81

]⊤
.

Four different matrices S are employed:

1. The coordinate basis in R
n×n (CB): CB = Idn .

8



2. A regular basis in R
n×n (RB): RB =

√
n+1

n

(
Idn− 1

n

(
1−

√
1

n+1

)
1n1

⊤
n

)
.

3. A coordinate minimal positive basis in R
n×n+1 (CMPB): CMPB =

[
Idn −1n

]
.

4. A regular minimal positive basis in R
n×n+1 (RMPB): RMPB =

[
RB −RB 1n

]
.

Note that the previous four matrices are full row rank, but only CB is a lonely matrix.
First, the point of interest x1 is considered and the positive parameter h1 is set to 10−3.
The CSHD is computed using four different sets S: h1CB, h1RB, h1CMPB, and h1 RMPB .

The experiment is repeated with a new point of interest, x2 =
[
0.9 0.81

]⊤
. The positive

parameter h2 is set to 10−6. To compare the accuracy obtained from each set S and each
point of interest in {x1, x2}, the relative error will be used instead of the absolute error. This
choice is justified by the fact that the true value of the diagonal entries of the Hessian are
large in this example. For a given point of interest x0 and matrix S, the relative error for a
function f at a point x0 over S is defined as

RE f(x0;S) =
‖diag [∇2

cf(x
0;S)]− diag[∇2f(x0)]‖

‖diag[∇2f(x0)]‖ .

Table 1 provides the results obtained. Analyzing Table 1, we observe that the sets RB and

Table 1: Relative Error of the diagonal entries of the Hessian

Set T RE f(x1; h1T ) RE f(x2; h2T )
CB 2.02× 10−7 1.18× 10−9

RB 3.14× 10−1 3.74× 10−1

CMPB 4.19× 10−1 4.99× 10−1

RMPB 1.78× 10−7 3.39× 10−9

CMPB provide poor approximations of the diagonal entries of the Hessian. Let us check if
it is possible to decrease the relative error by decreasing the positive parameter h. Table 2
provides the limit of the relative error as h → 0 and the infimum of the relative error. Maple
2020 is employed to conduct this experiment. In Table 2, POI stands for point of interest.
Table 2 shows that the limit as h tends to zero is not equal to 0 when RB, CMPB and
RMPB are utilized. It is also interesting to note that the minimum of RE f(x1; hRMPB)
is approximately 5.71 × 10−10 but the limit when h tends to zero of RE f(x1; hRMPB) is
infinity (this is not due to numerical errors).

The results of Table 2 agree with the error bound defined (8). For instance, consider the
error bound for diag[∇2

cf(x
0; hCMPB)]. First, note that the radius of the set S = h ·CMPB

9



Table 2: Comparing four matrices S to approximate the diagonal of the Hessian

(POI, S) limh→0RE f(POI;S) infhRE f(POI;S)
(x1; hCB) 0 0
(x2; hCB) 0 0
(x1; hRB) 3.14× 10−1 3.14× 10−1

(x2; hRB) 3.74× 10−1 3.74× 10−1

(x1; hCMPB) 4.19× 10−1 2.96× 10−1

(x2; hCMPB) 5.00× 10−1 3.53× 10−1

(x1; hRMPB) +∞ 5.71× 10−10

(x2; hRMPB) 4.65× 10−10 4.65× 10−10

is ∆S = h
√
2. Looking at the term

∑n+1

i=1
|(ŝi)⊤U [∇2f(x0)]ŝi| in (8), we see that

3∑

i=1

|(ŝi)⊤U [∇2f(x0)]ŝi| = h2|1̂2

⊤
U [∇2f(x0)]1̂2|

=
1

2

∣∣1⊤
2 U [∇2f(x0)]12

∣∣

=
1

2

∣∣∣∣
[
1 1

]⊤
[
0 −440
0 0

] [
1
1

]∣∣∣∣ = 220.

Observe that, independently of the value h, the sum
∑

3

i=1
|(ŝi)⊤U [∇2f(x0)]ŝi| is always equal

to 220 when the matrix CMPB is used on this specific function f at the point of interest x1.
Therefore, the limit of the error bound in (8) as h tends to zero (and so ∆S tends to zero)
is greater than zero. Hence, the error bound does not go to zero as h tends to zero and so
nothing guarantees that the true absolute error goes to zero as h → 0.

The previous numerical results and the error bound developed in (8) strongly suggests
that CB, or any lonely matrix with full row rank, should be used when approximating the
diagonal entries of the Hessian via the technique diag [∇2

cf(x
0;S)]. Based on the results

obtained in Table 1 and Table 2, the matrix RMPB seems to provide better results than
CMPB and RB. The following example will show that RMPB can behave badly.

Example 4.1. Let f : R3 → R : (y1, y2, y3) 7→ ey1y2y3 . Let x0 =
[
3 2 1

]⊤
be the point of

interest. Let h > 0 be the shrinking parameter and let the matrix S ∈ R
3×4 be

S = hRMPB = h




5
√
3

9
−

√
3

9
−

√
3

9
−

√
3

3

−
√
3

9

5
√
3

9
−

√
3

9
−

√
3

3

−
√
3

9
−

√
3

9

5
√
3

9
−

√
3

3


 .

Then

lim
h→0

RE f(x0; hRMPB) ≈ 1.33× 10−1,
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and

min
h

RE f(x0; hRMPB) ≈ 1.30× 10−1.

The minimal relative error RE f(x0; hRMPB) is attained at h∗ ≈ 0.0883. Table 3 compares
the relative error RE f(x0; hRMPB) and RE f(x0; hCB) for different values of h.

Table 3: Comparing RMPB and CB as h tends to zero

h RE f(x0; hRMPB) RE f(x0; hCB)
1 5.93× 101 9.79× 100

10−1 1.31× 10−1 2.93× 10−2

10−2 1.33× 10−1 2.90× 10−4

10−3 1.33× 10−1 2.90× 10−6

10−4 1.33× 10−1 2.95× 10−8

10−∞ 1.33× 10−1 0

This example agrees with the error bound introduced in (8) as nothing guarantees that
the term

∑n+1

i=1
|(ŝi)⊤U [∇2f(x0)]ŝi| is equal to zero when the matrix RMPB is used to form

the sample set of points.

5 Conclusion

Based on the error bound developed in Theorem 3.2 and our numerical results, the coordinate
basis is the best choice of the four sets tested to approximate the diagonal entries of the
Hessian via the technique diag [∇2

cf(x
0;S)] . More generally, a set of directions that forms a

lonely matrix with full row rank should be used to approximate the diagonal entries of the
Hessian. When this is the case, the CSHD is O(∆2

S) accurate.
It is worth mentioning that approximating the diagonal of the Hessian and not the entire

Hessian may be misleading when the Hessian of f is not diagonally dominate. For example,
consider the function f(y1, y2) = αy1y2 where α is a nonzero scalar. Then

∇2f(y1, y2) =

[
0 α
α 0

]
.

In this case, the diagonal of the Hessian does not provide any information about the function
f even though f is not equal to the zero function.

Future research directions could include testing a diagonal quadratic model in a model-
based trust region method [3, Chapter 11] and comparing its performance to a (full) quadratic
model. It may be valuable to compare these two approaches in terms of function evaluations
necessary to obtain a solution within a certain accuracy.
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