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CONVERGENCE CRITERIA OF A THREE STEP
SCHEME UNDER GENERALIZED LIPSCHITZ
CONDITION IN BANACH SPACES
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Abstract. The goal of this study is to investigate the local con-
vergence of a three-step Newton-Traub technique for solving nonlinear
equations in Banach spaces with a convergence rate of five. The first
order derivative of a nonlinear operator is assumed to satisfy the gener-
alized Lipschitz condition, i.e. the k-average condition. Furthermore,
a few results on the convergence of the same method in Banach spaces
are developed under the assumption that the derivative of the operators
satisfies the radius or center Lipschitz condition with a weak x-average,
and that x is a positive integrable function but not necessarily non-
decreasing. Our new notion provides a tighter convergence analysis
without the need for new circumstances. As a result, we broaden the
applicability of iterative approaches. Theoretical results are supported
further by illuminating examples. The existence and uniqueness of the
solution x* are examined in the convergence theorem. In the end, we
achieve weaker sufficient convergence criteria and more specific infor-
mation on the position of the solution than previous efforts requiring
the same computational effort. We obtain the convergence theorems
as well as some novel results by applying the results to some specific
functions for x(u). A numerical test is carried out to corroborate the
hypothesis established in this work.
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1. Introduction

Let a nonlinear operator G : 2 C X — Y be such that X and Y
are two Banach spaces, ) is a non-empty open convex subset and G is
Fréchet differentiable nonlinear operator. A popular iterative method
for solving the equation

G(z) =0, (1.1)
is Newton’s scheme, which may be represented as:
L1 = Ty — [G/(.Z't)]_lG(xt), t Z 0, (12)

is being preferred though its speed of convergence is low. Newton’s
method [10], is a well known iterative approach that converges quadrat-
ically, which was initially studied by Kantorovich [5] and then re-
evaluated by Rall [11].

Some Newton-type methods with third-order, fourth-order conver-
gence that do not require the computation of second order derivatives
have been developed in the refs.[[4], [7], [9], [15], [18]]. While methods
of higher R-order convergence are often not conducted regularly despite
having a high speed of convergence, this is due to the high operational
expense. However, the method of higher R-order convergence can be
applied in stiff system issues [5] where quick convergence is necessary.

The convergence domain is critical for the steady behaviour of an
iterative method from a numerical stand point. There are two types of
iterative method convergence research: semilocal and local convergence
analysis. The semilocal convergence study uses information around a
starting point to provide criteria for ensuring the convergence of itera-
tive methods, whereas the local one uses information around a solution
to estimate the radii of the convergence balls. Numerous authors inves-
tigated the local convergence analysis for Newton-type, Jarratt-type,
Weerakoon-type, and other types in Banach space in works [[1], [3], [6],
8], 1]

Here, we analyze the local convergence of the classical fifth-order
Newton-Traub method [2] under the x-average condition which is writ-
ten as:

ye = x—[G'(x)] 7 Gae),
7 = yo— [G'(2)] 7 Gy,
T = 22— [Gy)]'Glz), t=0,1,2,--. (1.3)
The important feature of the method (L3) is that: it is the easiest and

most efficient fifth-order iterative method, requiring only two evalua-
tions of the function G, per j' iteration, one of the first derivative
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G and no evaluations of the second derivative G making it mathe-
matically effective. Several research on the weakness and/or expansion
of hypotheses made on the underlying operators can be found in the
literature. Wang [16] created generalized Lipschitz conditions to in-
vestigate the local convergence of Newton-Traub method, in which a
non-decreasing positive integrable function was chosen rather than the
normal Lipschitz constant. In the coming years, Wang and Li [17] has
obtained some results on Newton-Traub method convergence in Banach
spaces when the derivative of the operators satisfies the radius or center
Lipschitz condition but with a weak r-average. Shakhno [13] has ex-
plored the local convergence of the two-step Secant-type approach [5],
where the first-order divided differences satisfy the generalized Lip-
schitz criteria. Recently, the local convergence of a two-step Newton
type method of convergence rate three under generalized Lipschitz con-
ditions has been studied by Saxena et. al [12] whose definitions will be
used in this article.

As a motivational example let X =Y = R* D =V(0,1) and X* =
(0,0,0)T. Define function ¢t on D for w = (x,y, 2)T by

-1
Hw) = (" = 1, ——y" +,2)".
Then, the Fréchet derivative is
e’ 0 0
t(w)y=10 (e—1y+1 0]. (1.4)
0 0 1

Hence, k = £, ko = 5 and kg < £ (see definitions (2.1 and (2.2)). So,

29
replacing k by k¢ at the denominator gives the benefits. If x and x( are

not constants then we can take r(u) = 5, ko(u) = =D ind ®(u) =

2

1
WTlM (see definitions (2.3), (24) and (5.44)).

The fascinating question then arises as to whether the radius Lips-
chitz condition with k-average and non-decreasing of x are required for
the convergence of fifth-order Newton-Traub method. In this paper, we
derived certain theorems for scheme (.3]), motivated and influenced by
the above-mentioned research efforts in this direction. Throughout the
first result, generalized Lipschitz conditions were utilized to explore lo-
cal convergence, which is significant for enlarging the convergence area
without the need for additional assumptions, as well as an error esti-
mate. The domain of uniqueness of solution has been derived under
the center Lipschitz condition in the second theorem. A few corollaries
are also mentioned.
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The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: The definitions
for k-average conditions are found in section 2. Sections 3 and 4 dis-
cuss local convergence and its region of uniqueness, accordingly. The
assumption that the derivative of ¢ satisfies the radius and center Lip-
schitz condition with weak k-average, namely s and kg, is improved
in Section 5. k and kg are claimed to belong to some family of pos-
itive integrable functions that are not necessarily non-decreasing for
convergence theorems. To demonstrate the significance of the findings,
numerical examples are provided.

2. Special and Generalized Lipschitz conditions

Throughout this context, B(z*,d) = {z : ||z — z*|| < §} denotes a
ball with radius ¢ and center z*.
Definition 1. The constraint placed on the function G

G (z) = Gy < k(1= 7)([|lx = 27| + [ly — 2"[]);V @, y € B(CU’(W)),

2.1
where y" = 2"+ 7(y —2%),0 < 7 <1, and x = y if 7 = 1, is usually
called radius Lipschitz condition in the ball B(z*,§) with constant .
Definition 2. The constraint imposed on the function G

||G' () — G'(2")|| < 2k0||lx — 2*||;V © € B(z*,0), (2.2)

we call it the center Lipschitz condition in the ball B(z*,d) with con-
stant ko where kg < k.

In this scenario, replacing k by kg in case kg < k leads to a wider
range of initial guesses (bigger radius of convergence than in prior stud-
ies) and fewer iterations to attain error tolerance, and the uniqueness
of the solution z* is also expanded ([1], [§]). When x and kq are not
constants but can be a positive integrable function, in this situation,
the criteria (2.1) — (2.2) are respectively, are substituted by
Definition 3.

p(x)+p(y)
|G (z) — G'(y7)]| < / k(u)du;¥ z, y € B(z*,9),0 <1 <1,
T(p(2)+p(y))
(2.3)
Definition 4.
2p(x)
16 =Gl < [ m(duY o e Bd),  (@24)
0

where p(x) = ||z — 2*|| and we have rko(u) < k(u). Simultaneously, the

equivalent’ Lipschitz conditions’ are referred to as having the k-average
or generalized Lipschitz conditions. Following that, we will begin with
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the below lemmas, that will be used eventually in the fundamental
theorems.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that G has a continuous derivative in B(x*,d)
and [G'(x*)]™! emists.

(i) If [G'(z*)]'G’ satisfies the radius Lipschitz condition with the k-
average:

p(z)+p(y)
G ()] 7H(G () = G'(y")I| < / k(u)du;V z, y € B(x7,6),0 <7 <1,
T(p(2)+p(y))
(2.5)
where YT = x* + 7(y — x%), p(x) = ||z — x*|| and K is non-decreasing,
then we have

p(x)+p(y) u

| et @@ lwir < [T st

(2.6)
(1) If [G'(x*)| 7' G’ satisfies the center Lipschitz condition with the kg-
average:
27p(x)
1[G ()] (G (27) =G (@)I| < / ko(u)du;V , y € B(2",0),0 <7 <1,
0

(2.7)
where p(x) = ||x — x*|| and ko is non-decreasing, then we have

L o 2p(z) "

| e @@=l < [ mw (o) - 5) du
(2.8)

Proof. The Lipschitz conditions (2.5) and (2.7)), respectively, imply that

1 z)+p(y)
G (2N G (z) — G'(y” dr k(u)du dr
/0'” (@G (@) - ') Ipy)dr < //( o p(y)

p(z)+p(y u
- o) + o)
1 1 p2rp(a
/H[G’(fc*)]‘l(G/(wT)—G/(w*))\!p(w)dT < / u)dup(x)dr
0 0o Jo
2p:c

%
|
NS
~—
o9
IS

where 27 = * + 7(x — 2*) and y” = 2* + 7(y — z¥). O

Lemma 2.2. [I7] Suppose that k is positive integrable. Assume that
the function k, defined by relation (B.7) is non-decreasing for some a
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with 0 < a < 1. Then, for each B > 0, the function @z, defined by

1 P

1s also non-decreasing.

3. Local convergence of Newton-Traub method (L3

Throughout this section, we prove the existence theorem for the
Newton-Traub method (L3]) under the radius Lipschitz condition.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that G(z*) = 0, G has a continuous derivative
in B(z*,0), [G'(z*)]7" exists and [G'(x*)|71G’ satisfies (2.3)), 2.4), o
and k are non-decreasing. Let § satisfy the relation
fo% r(u)udu
26(1 — f(]% Kko(u)du)

Then, the three-step Newton-Traub method (I3)) is convergent for all
xo € B(x*,9) and

(3.1)

f;pm) k(u)udu - Ch

|y — 2*[| < < pla)?, (3:2)
2(1 — fﬁpm) ro(w)du) — P(o)
PP 1) udu C:C
I — ol < 0 e o) < =223,
(p(2e) + ply0) (1 =[5 ro(w)du) p(x0)p(yo)
(3.3)
. Op(yt)er(Zt) k(u)udu C2CyCs 5
||$t+1 -z || < 20(yr) p(Zt) < P) P :Et) ’
(p(ye) + p(ze)) (1 — [P ko (u)du) p(x0)?p(yo)p(20)
(3.4)
where the quantities
. f02p(~’00) k(u)udu . Op(xo)-i-P(yo) k(u)udu
1= z ) 2 = z ’
2p(w0) (1 — [ kg (u)du) (p(0) + plyo)) (1 = J3) kg () du)
p(yo)+p(z0) d
Oy = Jo rlujudu : (3.5)

(p(0) + p(z0)) (1 = [ rig (w)du)
are less than 1. Furthermore,

* - * p(l’0)2
|z: — 2*|| < B> M|zo — 2*||; t=1,2,--- ,E = C;Co———"—.(3.6)
! p(yo)p(20)
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Proof. By arbitrarily selecting zq € B(x*,d), where ¢ fulfills the rela-
tion ([B.]), C; and Cy are determined by the inequality (B.5) are less
than 1. Indeed, because x is monotone, we obtain

1 P 1 n 1 f2 1 1
([ 5 [ ) s = (4 (5= ) )
> (5 (F00+ (% - %)
= r(f1) (%22 sz _f_llz fofl) udu = 0,
1

for 0 < f1 < f3. Thus, - fOf k(u)udu is non-decreasing with respect to
f. Now, we have

f02p(x°) r(u)udu
Cl = o(a Zo
2p(0)2(1 — fo p(zo) fio(U)du)p( )

20
i swudn__ o=

= 20°(1 — [Z ko(w)du) O <h
p(zo)+p(yo) () udu
“ T +{)0(yo))2(1 - (52“”?) om0 )
p(yo)+p(20) () udu
“ T +£O<ZO>>2<1 - (51@?) o) ")
Jo wudu e 2l =2l

20%(1 — [ ko(u)du)

Clearly, if z € B(z*,0), then using center Lipschitz condition with the
r-average and the relation ([B.I]), we can write

2p(x)
1[G (2")] G (z) = G'(2)]]| < /0 ko(u)du < 1. (3.7)

Using the Banach Lemma and the following equation,

11— ([G' (@) 7' G (@) = DI = || ()]G (2")]],
Using the relation ([B7)), we arrive to the following inequality.
1

< .
1- fozp(m) Kko(u)du

1[G ()] G ()]

Y

1.
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Now, if z; € B(z*,d) then we may write from expression (L.3])
lye —2*|l = oo — 2" = [G"(2)] " Gl
G ()] (G (o) (e — 27) = G(xe) + G(a)]]13.9)

Expanding G(z;) along z* from the Taylor series expansion, we may
get

1
G(x") = Gwe) + t' () (2 — 27) = G/(:c*)/0 (G ()] MG () — G (x7))dr (2 — x¥).

(3.10)
Additionally, from the expression (23] and combining the equations
(3.9) and (B.10), we reach to
lye — 2™l < [|[G"(22)] 7' G (2 ||||/ G’ (= ) — G'(@")]dr||.[|(z — 27)|
2p(zn)
w)dup(zy)dT. 3.11
1-— 2p(xt /i() du / /2'rp :cn t) ( )
As a result of Lemma 1) and the above expression, The first in-
equality of expression (B.2]) can be obtained. By similar analogy and
using the second sub-step of the scheme (3], we can write
lze —a*|l < |G (2)] G (2 HH/ G’ (= (@) = G'(y7)]dr ||l (ye — ")
p(@e)+p(yt)
2 (w / / (w)dup(yz )d. (3.12)
1— [Pl /io du (p(ze)+p(ye))

Using Lemma, (Iﬂ]) and above expression, we can get the first inequal-
ity of expression (B.3]). Simultaneously, re-writing the last sub-step of
the scheme (L3)), we achieve

1
o1 — 2| < H[G’(yt)]_lG'(w*)H-H/ [#'(@)] G () = G (D]dr[ ][ (21 — )]

/ / (yt)+p(zt)
w)dup(zy, )dT. (3.13)
1-— 2p(yt /io du (p(yt)+p(zt)

Using Lemma (2.]) and above expression, we can get the first inequal-
ity of expression ([B4). Furthermore, p(z;) and p(y;) are decreasing
monotonically, therefore for all t =0, 1, ..., we have

f2p(wt) k(u)udu

lye — 2™ < ‘
t 201 = f;7 ko(u)du)
2p(zo)
r(u)udu C
< e < ot
2p(0)2(1 — |, Ko(u)du) p(zo)
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Also, by manipulating first inequality of expression (B.3), we have
fop(l‘t)‘i‘P(yt) k(uw)udu
(plae) + ply0)2(L =[5 ko(u)du)

Cy
—_ + 3.14
C1Co 3
—— P\ T .
oeolrtzn)
Lastly, simplifying the first result in the inequality of expression (3.4]),
we have

|zt — 2] < p(ye)-lp(xe) + p(ye)]

fop(yt)-i-ﬁ(zt) k(w)udu

Tip1 — || < zt)- 1P (Yt 2t
|41 — 2] (p(yt)+p(zt))2(1—f02p(yt)/£0(u)du)p( )-1p(ye) + p(z1)]
Cs s )2 0120203 Y-
S o)+ pleo) PG TRl S Sy Sy )

Thus, we have derived all the expressions of inequalities (3.2]), (33)
and (3.4). Now, we use mathematical induction to prove the inequality

B6). For t = 0, the inequality (3.4]) gives
C20,Cs )
~ p(20)*p(yo)p(20)
Multiplying the numerator and denominator by p(y)3p(20)® and us-
ing the inequalities (B.3) and (B.14) for ¢ = 0 and then doing some

mathematical manipulations, the above inequality may be re-written
as

||y — 27| (0)”-

o 2 p(0)* ! T
Iz = {Clczp(yo)f)(zo)} (o)

< EC V().

Thus the expression (B.6]) is true for ¢ = 1. Now, suppose the inequality
[B6) is true for some integer t > 1. Again multiplying the numerator
and denominator by p(yo)?p(20)® and using the inequalities ([3.6]) for
t =t, 33) and BI4) for ¢ = 0, the above inequality preserves the
form

511

o 2 p(z0)? -
o =o'l < |Chu L]

S E(5t+1_1)p(:1;‘0>.

Thus we reach at completion of the proof. O
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4. The uniqueness ball for the optimal solution

We will show the uniqueness theorem for the Newton-Traub ap-
proach ([LL3]), using the center Lipschitz condition.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that G(z*) = 0, G has a continuous derivative

in B(z*,9), [G'(x*)]7! exists and [G'(z*)]7'G’ satisfies @4). Let §

satisfy the relation

2 ko(u) (26 — w)du -
24 -

Then, the equation G(x) =0 has a unique solution x* in B(z*,0).

(4.1)

Proof. By arbitrarily choosing y* € B(x*,r), y* # z* and evaluating
the iteration, we get

ly* =2 = |ly* =" = [G"(z)] "G (y")]].
= [I[G"(@")] G (@) (y" — =) = G(y*) + G(a")]]]
(4.2)

Expanding G(y*) along z* from the Taylor’s expansion, we have
1

G(a*) — G") + C'(a")(y" — a7) = / G C ) — G ey — ),

0

(4.3)
Using the expression (24) and combining the inequalities (£2)) and
([A3), we may write
1
ly* =™ < H[G'(fc*)]_lG'(fﬂ*)H-H/o [G' ()]G (y'T) = G (") ]dr ||| (y" — 2"
1 r2mp(y*)
< / / Lo(u)dup(y*)dr. (4.4)
0o Jo
As a result of Lemma (1)) and expression (£.4]), we obtain
=l < g [ Ra(0l20(7) — s =)
yr=at|| < 7*/ ko(u)2p(y") — uldu(y™ — x*
2p(y*) Jo
5
Jy mo(w)(2 —wydu
< = 55 ply") <lly" =™l (4.5)
But this contradicts our hypotheses. Thus, we see that y* = z*. This
concludes the theorem’s proof. 0

Specifically, assuming that x and kg are constants, we have the Corol-
laries (A1) and (£2) derived from Theorems ([B.1]) and (EIl), respec-
tively.
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Corollary 4.1. Suppose that x* satisfies G(z*) = 0, G has a contin-
uous derivative in B(z*,9), [G'(z*)]7! exists and [G'(z*)]7'G" satisfies
1) and (22). Let 0 satisfy the relation

1
= . 4.6
2/<L(] + kK ( )
Then, the three-step Newton-Traub method ([L3)) is convergent for all
xo € B(z*,0) and

-z < x)”,

0,
p(wo)p(yo)
C2C4C; ;
: ple
p(x0)2p(Yo)p(20)

|z = 27| < p(ze)’,

|41 — 27 <

where the quantities

o) _mplzo) o k(o) +p(w0) o _ K(p(y0) + p(20))

T 1= 2k0p(z0)’ 7 2(1 = 2kop(z0)) T 2(1 = 2k0p(n))
(4.7)

are less than 1.

Corollary 4.2. Suppose that x* satisfies G(xz*) = 0, G has a contin-
uous derivative in B(x*,9), [G'(x*)]™! exists and [G'(x*)]'G’ satisfies
the assumption (Z2). Let § fulfill the condition

1
by = —. 4.8
- (4.9
Then, the equation G(x) = 0 has a unique solution x* in B(x*J).
Moreover, the ball radius 6 depends only on k.

Following that, we will apply our fundamental theorems to some
specific function k and find the following corollaries:

Corollary 4.3. Suppose that x* satisfies G(xz*) = 0, G has a contin-
uous derivative in B(z*,9), [G'(x*)]™! exists and [G'(x*)]"'G’ satisfies
23), 24) where given fized positive constants v, k > 0 and kg > 0
with k(u) = v+ ku and Ko(u) = v + Kou i.e.:

G @G @) = G < 31 =7)(lx =[]+ ly = )
+5 (1 =) (e ="l + lly — 2",
(4.9)
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and
1[G ()]G (2) = G'(@)I| < 2llz — 27| (7 + kollz — 27]), (4.10)
Va,yeGx*0),0<7<1, wherey” = z*+71(y—2x*), p(z) = ||lx—z*||.
Let § satisfy the relation
=37+ V9?2 + (16/3)k + 8k
8/3k + 4Ky

) and 9v* + (16/3)k + 8ko > 0.

(4.11)

Then, the three-step Newton-Traub method (IL3)) is convergent for all
xo € B(z*,0) and

%!

p(xo) plae)’

lye — 27|| <

[z — 27| <

C11612 3
p(z0)p(Yo) Pl

0120203 )P
o(0)2p(y0)p(z20)"

|02 — ™[] <

where the quantities
o — Pyt 4/3kp(z0)]
[1 = 2vp(x0) — 2K0p(20)?]’
c, - p(xo) + p(yo) /2 + £/3(p(x0) + P(yo)]
[1 = 2vp(x0) — 2K0p(70)?] ’
P(yo) + p(20)[7/2 + £/3(p(yo) + p(20)]
[1 = 2vp(y0) — 2K0p(Y0)?]

Cs : (4.12)

are less than 1.

Corollary 4.4. Suppose that x* satisfies G(z*) = 0, G has a con-

tinuous derivative in B(x*,8), [G'(z*)]7! exists and [G'(2*)]7'G’ sat-

isfies (2.4) where given fized positive constants v and ko > 0 with

Ko(u) =7 + Kou i.e.:

1[G (@))7H(G (2) = G'(@")]] < 2|l — 2™ [[(y + kol — 2™||);V = € B(z",9),
(4.13)

where p(x) = ||x — x*||. Let 0 satisfy the relation

2y — /492 — (16/3)rg
(8/3)ro

Then, the equation G(x) = 0 has a unique solution x* in B(z*,J).

Moreover, the ball radius 6 depends only on kg and 7.

) and 4v* — (16/3)ko > 0. (4.14)



CONVERGENCE CRITERIA OF A THREE STEP SCHEME... 13

5. Local Convergence under weak k-average

This section presents the findings of a re-examination of the require-
ments and radius of convergence of the considered scheme, which were
previously stated in the first theorem, although « is not regarded a non-
decreasing function. The convergence order has been observed to be
decreasing. The second theorem in this section yields a result identical
to theorem (5.0]), but with the center Lipschitz condition assumed.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that G(z*) = 0, G has a continuous derivative
in B(z*,0), [G'(x*)]7! exists and [G'(z*)]'G’ satisfies the assumptions
23), @4), ko and K are positive integrable. Let § satisfy

/0 (k(u) + Ko(u))du < 1. (5.1)

Then, the three-step Newton-Traub method ([L3)) is convergent for all
xo € B(z*,0) and

2p(xt)
. K(u)udu
-l < o <aple),  (52)

2(1 — 27 ko (u)du)

fop(rt)ﬂ)(yt) ( )udu
(p(xe) + p(y)) (L — 27 ko (u)du)

||z —2%|] < () < qequp(ay),

(5.3)

Oﬁ(yt)'i'ﬁ(zt) /{(u)udu

(p(ys) + p(20))(1 — [ kg (w)du)

|02 = 27| <

p(z) < gsqequp(y),

(5.4)
where the quantities
j‘2p xo) k() du fop(xo)‘i‘P(yo) K (u)du
1 = y 42 = ’
1-— 2p(x°) Ho(u)du 1-— 02p(x°) Ko(u)du
o f() (o +P(ZO (u)du (5 5)
1— 2P(yo (u)du

are less than 1. Moreover,
l|lz: — 2*|| < (1qeqs)||z0 — ||, t = 1,2, .... (5.6)
Furthermore, suppose that the function k. is defined by
kq(P) = P17 k(P), (5.7)



14 SAXENA ET AL.

1s non-decreasing for some a with 0 < a <1 and  satisfies
1 20

%5 (20k0(u) + ur(u))du < 1. (5.8)
Then, the three-step Newton-Traub method (IL3)) is convergent for all
xo € B(x*,9) and

2
iz — |l < BOHN gy g =12, B = 030,
p(yo)p(z0)
(5.9)

where the quantities C, and Cy are defined in the equation ([3.3]) and
are less than 1.

Proof. We can show that the quantities ¢1, g2 and g3 described by the
equation (5.5]) as less than 1 by arbitrarily picking xy € B(z*, ), where
 fulfills the relation (5.1). Indeed, because k is positive integrable
function, we may obtain

2p(z0) 28
Is k(u)du - Jo w(u)du

q = z = < 1a
1-— 2p( ) ko(u)du 1 — 026 ko(u)du
p(zo) +P(?JO 20
K(u)du k(u)du
Q2 = 5 S fO 25 < 1a

c
—_
|

1-— QP(IO Ko(u)d
I (wo +p(z0 k(u)du - f% k(u)du
1-— 2p(y0 ko(u)du 1 — fo Ko(u)du

q3 =

Obviously, if x € B(z*,0), then using center Lipschitz condition with
the r-average and the relation (5.1I), we have

2p(x)
I[G" ()]G (2) = G'(a)]|| < /0 ko(u)du;V o € B(z",0) <1

(5.10)
Using the Banach Lemma and the following equation
1= (IG'(2")] 7' G () = D[]~ = [[[G"(2)] 7 G (=)
we come to following inequality using the relation (5.10)
_ N 1
6@ E) < — SN CRE

1— [ ko(u)du
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Hence, if x; € B(z*, ), then we may write from first sub-step of scheme

(@3)
lye =™l = |l — 2" = [G"(x)] 7 G(x,)]|
= (|G ()]G (@) (2 — 2") = Glae) + G(")]]]-
(5.12)

Expanding G(z;) around z* from the Taylor’s expansion, it can written
as

G(z") = G(xy) + G' () (2 — 27) = G'(27) /0 (G (2 VG () — G (x]))dr (g — 2¥).

(5.13)
Following the assumptions (2.3]) and combining the inequalities (5.12)
and (B.13), we may write
lye —2"|] < |lIG'(z)] G (x ||H/ [G'(2)] MG (2e) = G'(@])]dr ][] | (2 — 2]

du x ) dT. 5.14
T / /m o) (5.14)

Using the results of Lemma (2.1]) and the inequality (5.11) in the above
expression we can obtain the first inequality of (5.2]). By similar analogy
for the second sub-step of the scheme (I3]), we can write

lze —2*]| < |G (@)] 7' G (29)]]. H/ (G ()G () — G (D)dr||]|(ye — =)
p(ze)+p(ye)

< T / / w)dup(y;)dr. (5.15)
plat) u)du (p(ze)+p(yt))

This way, we get the ﬁrst inequality of (5.3]) using the Lemma (2.1])
in the above expression. Similarly, rewriting the last sub-step of the
scheme (LL3)), we achieve

|z — 2 < G ()] G (). II/ (G ()]G () — G =]))dr ||| (2 — =)

/ /p(yt +p(zt) (2) ( )

< w)dup(zy)dr. 5.16
2p ve) Ho du (p(ye)+p(2t))

Using Lemma (IQII) in the above expression, we can get the first in-
equality of (B.4]). Moreover, p(x;), p(y;) and p(z;) are decreasing mono-
tonically, therefore for all £ = 0,1, ..., we have

f2ﬁ(90t) /@(u)udu . j‘2ﬁ($0) (u)du

0 0

2(1 — f2p(wt) ko(u)du) 1 — 2p(mt Ko(u)du

0

|y — ™[] < p(ze) < qup(ay).
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Using the second inequality of expression (5.2]), we arrive at

I | < Op(xt>+p(yt) (u)udu
Zt — X ~ 70)
(p(we) + ply)) (1 — 27 ko (u)du)

fo p(zo0)+p(yo) (u)du

(1~ [ o (u)du)

P(Y:)

S p(y) < @eaip(ze).  (5.17)

Next, with the help of inequality of expression (B.3]), we are able to
reach at

Oﬁ(yt)+P(2t) /{(u)udu

(pys) + p(20))(1 — [ ko (u)du)
f() (y0)+p(20) (u)du

1-— 02p(y0 o(u)du

p(zt)

|z — 27| <

p(z) < gzqequp(ay). (5.18)

Therefore, the inequality (5.6) may be easily deduced from the inequal-
ity (5I8]). Furthermore, if the function x, defined by the relation (5.1
is non-decreasing for some a with 0 < a < 1 and ¢ is determined by
the expression (0.8)), the first inequality of expression (0.2]) and Lemma

(22) imply that

lye — ™[] <

wl,a(2p($0 )2[1 T a+l __ & €T a+1
)/‘fo(U)dup( 0= p(xo)ap( +)7(5.19)

Moreover, from the first part of inequality (5.3]) and Lemma (2.2)), we
may write

P1a(p(T) + p(yt))(p(xt) + p(y:))*

|z — 2*|| < L [ oy p(Yt),
< ¢1.a(p(x0) +p2(py£t))(p(xt) + (Y ))“p(yt>’
1 /ﬁo(u)du
Cy

(p(z0) + p(yo))* (p(xe) + p(ye))*p(ye),  (5.20)
p(w0)*p(yo)” '
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Similarly, from the first inequality of (5.4) and Lemma (2.2), we arrive
at

« a + p(2 +

ey — 27| < £ (p(y) /;(p ;t))(p(yt) plz))”
1-— /ﬁo(u)du

P1a(p(yo) + p(zo))(p(yt) + p(=))”

1— 270 o (u)d
Cf+10203 ( +1)2+

= ) “ 5.21
o=l ooy 21

where C7] < 1, C5 < 1 and C3 < 1 are determined by the expression

BX). Now, we use mathematical induction to prove the inequality
(B9). For t = 0, the above inequality becomes

ey
p(20)**p(y0)2p(20)

Multiplying the numerator and denominator by p(yo)® t2%p(z)
and using the inequality (5.20) for ¢ = 0 and then doing the calcula-
tions, we can get

p(2t)

<

p(zt)

IS

||LL’1 _x*H < ( 0)(a+1)2+a'

a?42a

< E((1+3a+a2)—1)p($0). (522)
Thus the expression (5.9)) is true for ¢ = 1. Now, suppose the inequality
(59) is true for some integer t > 1. Again multiplying in the numer-

ator and denominator of the inequality (5.2I) by p(yo)® T2%p(z)* +2¢

and then using the inequalities (5.9) for ¢ = ¢, (5.20), (5.19) after re-
arranging the terms, the above inequality preserves the form

[|lz1 = 27|

(1+3a+a?)t -1
] pla)

2
T — 2] < 020M
han =1l < [t E

< E(l+3a+a2)t+1—l)p(l,0).

which shows that the result is true for t =t + 1, hence the inequality
(59) is true for all natural number and consequently x; converges to
x*. Hence, the proof is finished. O

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that G(z*) = 0, G has a continuous derivative
in B(x*,9), [G'(x*)]7! exists and [G'(x*)]7'G’ satisfies the assumption
(Z4) and kg is positive integrable function. Let 0 satisfy

/0 Y () < % (5.23)
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Then, the three-step Newton-Traub method (3] is convergent for all
xo € B(x*,9) and

. 9 [2rlm) Ko(u)du
e — ™[] < Jo TN p(w) < qup(ay),
-, Ko(u)du
2p(5€t ( du + 2p(yt u)du
||z — 2] Jo Jo p(yt) < qaqip(ay),

N 1— 275 ko (w)du

1209 o (u)du + [ ko(u)du

|z — 2] < p(z) < g3q2q1p(4),

B 1- 02p(yt) Ko(u)du
(5.24)
where the quantities
2f2p o) w)du f02p(ro w)du + f2ﬁ(yo o(u)du
41 = p » 42 = p )
1— 02P< o) ( )du' 1— jf* °) ko (u)du
2200 o (u)du + 275 ko (u)du (5.25)
qs = ’ .
1— OZP(yo) Ko(u)du
are less than 1. Moreover,
||z — 2*|| < (uqeqz)t||xo — 2*|], t =1,2, .... (5.26)

Furthermore, suppose that the function k, defined by the relation (5.7))
1s non-decreasing for some a with 0 < a < 1, then

||xt _ x*H S F(1+3a+a2)t_1HSL’0 . x*H7 t— 172’. . ,F — q2q277
0(yo)p(20)

and q1, q2 are given by the first expression of the equation (5.23]).

Proof. Let zq € B(x*,6) and x; be the sequence generated by three-step
Newton-Traub method given in (L3]). Let 0, ¢; and ¢y be determined
by the expressions (0.23) and (B.25]), respectively. Assume that z; €
B(z*,6). Then

lye =™l = |lye — 2" — [G"(2,)] 7' G (o) ]
= [|[G"(x)] MG (we) (2 — 2*) — Glae) + G(a")]]]-
(5.28)
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Expanding G(z;) along z* from Taylor’s expansion, we have

1
G(2") = G(ay) + G'(we)(wy — 27) = G'(2") /0 (G ()]G (21) — G (2]))dr (2 — ).

(5.29)
Following the assumptions (2.4]) of the theorem and using the equations
(5.28) and (529), it can be written as
llye — 2% < G" ()] 7 G"(2"). H/ G (x (z) = G'(x") + G'(2") = G (2] dr]|
I —l’*)H
27’p(xt 2p(wy)
- f2p(xt e / / w)dup(xy)dT +/ / w)dup(ze)dT | .
(5.30)
In virtue of Lemma (21]), the above inequality takes the form
[P Jo" ) wo(w)dup(ay) = 3 [ wo(w)udu
Y — T =
1-— 02p( Ko(u)du

2 f2p(wt) ko(u)du

0
1- fozp(mt) Ko(u)du

which is equivalent to the first inequality of (5.24]). Using a similar
analogy and the second sub-step of the technique (L3]), we may write

1
Izt — 2*|| < J[G" ()]G (27)]] <H /0 (G (@) G (20) = G (2")]dr ||| (ye — w*)H>

p(x) = qrp(we),

1
! *\1—1 / * 1/ T *
T (H/O G @)U E @) = & )Nl e — >u>

2Tﬁ(yt 2p(z¢)
- f2p(1't o / / w)dup(yy dT+/ / w)dup(y)dr | .

(5.31)

As a result of Lemma (2.1]), the above expression takes the form

2 o (w)dup(ye) + [204 ko(w)dup(ye) — & [ ko (u)udu
1— 275 o (u)du

2 o (w)dup(ye) + 2% ko (u)dup(ys)
1- fOZP(xt) ko (u)du

|E

IN

IN

= Q2<J1P(<Et),
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Simultaneously, from the final sub-step of the scheme (L3), we can
write

1
s — 2|l < 16 ()] (@) <H 16616 ) — 6 - x*)H)
1
T (|| [ 6666 - - :c*>||)

27p(yt) 2P(Zt
- f2p(yt e / / w)dup(z d7'+/ / w)dup(z)dr | .

(5.32)

Because of Lemma (2.1]), the above expression leads to

fOZP(yt) ( )du,o Zt + f2p Zt (u)du,o(zt) _ % f02p(zt) /{O(U)Udu

||$t+1 -z || S 1 _f2p(yt) ( )du
B f02p(yt) o(w)dup(z) + IQP zt) w)dup(z)
- 1— 02p(yt) o(u)du
= $3¢2q19(Tn),

where ¢; < 1, g2 < 1 and g3 < 1 are determined by the relation (5.23]).
Also, it can be seen that inequality (5.26]) may be easily derived from
the second expression (5.24]) and hence z; converges to x*.
Furthermore, if the function x, defined by the relation (5.7)) is non-
decreasing for some a with 0 < a < 1 and § is determined by the
inequality (5.23)), it follows from the first inequality of the expression

(524) and Lemma (22]) that
240, a(2ﬂ($t))2a
1— fzp @t) Kko(u)du
2900 a(2p(I0)) p(l’ )a+1 o q1 p(!L’ )a-i—l‘

1 —fozp(mo Ko(u)du '  plao)e

lye —a*|] < play) ™,

Moreover, from the second inequality of expression (5.24) and Lemma

2.2), we get

lze — 2™ <

gpo’a(Qp(ZL't)i+§00a(2p(yt))(2p( t))"p (yt)p(yt)’

Jo o(u)du
©0,a(20(70)) + ©0.a(20(0)) (2p(+))* p(yn)
1—

fop( )fi ( )du
_ N1 ()21,

p(r0)*p(Yo)*

IN

p(yt)>
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Finally, the second inequality of expression (5.24) of the last sub-step
and Lemma (2.2)) gives

< £0a(p()) + 0.a(20(2)) 2p(ye))" p(20) p
- 1— 279 1o (u)du
)

|21 — 27|
©0.a(20(y0)) + Y0.a(2p(20 ))(2p(yt))“p(zt)p

1— OQP(yt) o(u)du

IA

C_I(11+1Q2Q3 (a+1)2+
= — - —p(w,)' “. (5.33)
p(0)+* p(yo)*p(20)
Now, we can prove that the expression (5.27)) is true for all integers
t > 1 through mathematical induction in the same line as previous
result. Accordingly, x; eventually converges to z*. U

Next, the outcomes of Theorems (G.I) and (5.2) will then be re-
captured using our newly improved theorems on some special functions
K.

Corollary 5.1. Suppose that x* satisfies G(xz*) = 0, G has a contin-
uous derivative in B(x*,9), [G'(x*)]™! exists and [G'(x*)]'G’ satisfies
Z3), @A) with x(u) = cau® and ko(u) = cpau® "t i.e.:
1[G (@) G (@) =Gy < c(Q=)(llz =" || +]ly—27]])°, (5.34)
and
1[G ()] (G () = G'(@)I] < co2°[|z — 27| (5.35)

Vo, ye B(a"0),0 <7 <1, where y" = z* + 7(y — %), p(x) =
||t —z*|]|,0<a<1,¢>0andcy>0. Let § satisfy

o = (w¢d5i$+m@)é‘ (5-36)

Then, the three-step Newton-Traub method ([L3)) is convergent for all
xog € B(x*,9) and

fOQP(xt) k(u)udu

2(1 — fozp(mt) Kko(u)du)
fop(rt)ﬂ)(yt) ( )udu
(p(xe) + p(y)) (L — 27 ko (u)du)

p(ye)+p(zt) m(u)udu
ler — 27l < ) 20(yt)
(p(ye) + p(20)) (1 — [;7 Ko (u)du)

lye — 27| <

S qlp(xt)7

llze — 27| <

p(y) < qeqrp(y),

p(z) < gsqequp(y),
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where the quantities

ca2°p(xg)” G — ca(p(xo) + p(vo))*
5 )l — 2ocop(ao)]” ® = @+ (1 - 2ocop(a)?)’
_ca(p(yo) + p(20))*
%= (a+1)(1 —2%p(yo)®)’ (5:37)

Q1:(

are less than 1.
Corollary 5.2. Suppose that x* satisfies G(z*) = 0, G has a contin-
uous derivative in B(z*,9), [G'(z*)]7! exists and [G'(z*)]7'G" satisfies
Z4) with ko(u) = coau®! d.e.:

1[G (@) 7H(G (x) = G'(@")]] < eo2”|]w — 27||",V « € B(a",9),(5.38)
where p(x) = ||z —2*||, 0 <a <1 and ¢y > 0. Let § satisfy

1

_ (30(1]2a) " (5.39)

Then, the three-step Newton-Traub method ([L3)) is convergent for all
xo € B(z*,0) and

2 f02p(xt) Ko(u)du

1-— OQP(M Ko(u)du

fOQP(SUt) Ho(u)du + j‘O?p(yt) mo(u)du

1-— OQP(M Ko(u)du

f02p(yt) Ko(u)du + f02p(zt) ko(u)du

1- 02p(yt) Ko(u)du

ly: — 2| < p(xe) < qup(xe),

IN

|2t — 27|

P(yt) < Q2611P(17t)a

||z — 2] < p(z) < @3qaqup(y),

where the quantities
o2 p(we)” ~c2%(p(x0)® + p(yo)?)
1 —2a¢op(20)?’ =T 2¢cqp(xg)®
L= 02 (p(yo)* + p(20)*)

1 —2%op(yo)*

q1

(5.40)

are less than 1.

Corollary 5.3. Suppose that x* satisfies G(z*) = 0, G has a contin-
uous deriwative in B(z*,9), [G'(z*)]7! exists and [G'(z*)]7'G" satisfies
24) with ko(u) = (12_“’%)3 i.e.:

G'(x)) (G (x) — G'(z* SC—O—C,V:zGB:B*,(S,
16 HE @)~ G £ gy = oY 0 € Bl )

(5.41)
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where p(x) = ||lx — z*||, v > 0 and ¢ > 0. Let 0 satisfy
300 +1-— 300(300 + 1)
2’)/(300 + 1)

Then, three-step Newton-Traub method (IL3)) is convergent for all xy €
B(x*,9) and

5 (5.42)

i} 2f2p(mt) Ko(u)du
Iy — 2"l < —F 505 p(z) < quplae),
I—J Ko(u)du
. f02p($t) no(u)du + j‘02ﬁ(yt) /ﬁo(u)du
||z — 27| p(yt) < q2qip(xy),

B 1-— OQP(M Ko(u)du
2p(yt) d 2p(2t) d
||l’ 1 I*H < fO K'O(u) U‘l‘fo K'O(u) U
t+1 —

B 1- 02p(yt) Ko(u)du

p(z) < g3q2q1p(4),

where the quantities
2¢o — 2¢o(1 — 2vp(x0))?

T T 2P + o) — o’
o = o=l 29p(0))*](1 = 29p(y0))?) + [co — co(1 = 2vp(y0))*](1 — 2yp(20))*)
([T = 2yp(20)]2(1 + co) — co)(1 — 27p(%0))?) ’
o = Lo coll = 200))"I(L = 29p(20))°) + [eo — co(l = 27p(20))] (1 — 29p(10))*)
([T = 29p(y0)2(1 + co) — co)(1 — 2vp(20))2) ’
(5.43)

are less than 1.

Remark 5.4 (a) If kg = £, then our results specialize to earlier ones
[[3], [7, [2], [16], [I7]]. But if kg < k, then the benefits stated in the
abstract are obtained (see also Example 6.1 and Example 6.2).

(b) A further extension can be achieved as follows. Suppose (2.2]) holds
and equation 2ko(u)u — 1 = 0 has a minimal positive zero §. Define
B= B(z*,8) N B(x*,4). Moreover, suppose

p(x)+p(y)

1G(x) - G| < / R(u)du, (5.44)

T(p(z)+p(y))

where V 2, y €B, 0 < 7 <1, and & is as . Then, we have
Fu) < k(u) for all u € [0,min{d,0}].

Then, in view of the proofs & can replace x in all results with «. But,
then if

R(u) < k(u),
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the benefits stated in the introduction are extended even further. In
the case of the motivational example, we have

1
e (e—1)
2

Ko <K= < K.

6. Numerical Examples

Example 6.1. Returning to the motivational example presented in the
study’s introduction, using 31) and G'(z*) = (1,1,1)T, we have:
Old case ko(u) = K(u) = § gives

0o = 0.245253.
Case ko(u) = S+ and k(u) = £ gives

01 = 0.324947.
Case ro(u) = S and F(u) = eﬁll) gives

09 = 0.382692.
Notice that

0o < 01 < 09.

Example 6.2. Choose X =Y = C[0,1],Q = V(0,1) and z* = 0.
Then, define t on §2 as

t(h)(xz) = h(x) —/0 xTh(T)*dr.
So,
t'(h(p))(x) = p(x) — 3/0 xTh(T)*p(T)dr for all p € Q.

Then, we get
ko(u) = 1.bu < k(u) = R(u) = 3u.

As a result, we get the same advantages as in Example 6.1 by solving
(3.1).

Example 6.3. Let X =Y = R, the reals. Define
G(z) = / (1 + 2z sin E) dx, Vx € R.
0 x

Then

C'(z) = 1+2zsin?, x#0,
1, x =0,
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Obviously, x* = 0 is a zero of G and G’ satisfies that
1[G ()]G (2) — G'(2*))|| = ‘2;1; sing‘ <2z — 2%,V z € R.
It follows from Theorem (B.2)) that for any xq € B(z*,1/6)

16|9|*[2]zo| + 2|yo|])

[1 = 2[ao|]?|yo|20]
However, there is no positive integrable function L such that the
inequality (2.3)) is satisfied. In fact, notice that

||z — z*|] < F5t_1||x0 -z, t=1,2,--- , F = (

1( o x\1=1( ¥ T o LT T 4
I[[G"(z")] (G (x) = G'(y")l| = 2@ sin — 2y7'81ny7_ =T
forx = 1/k,y = 1/k,7 = 3% and k = 1,2,--- Thus, if there was

a positive integrable function L such that the inequality (2.3]) holds on
V(x*,r) for some r > 0, it follows that there exists some ng > 1 such
that

2ré +o0 % +oo 4
> > =
/0 r(u)du > Z /L L(u)du > Z T +00,
k=ng ¥ 2k+1 k=mno

which is a contradiction. This example indicates that Theorem (B.2)
is a significant improvement over Theorem (5.1l if the radius of the
convergence ball is neglected.

Conclusion

A novel technique is developed in order to provide a finer local conver-
gence analysis without making additional assumptions than in earlier
studies. The method is quite generic. It turns out that, while the crite-
ria are more generic, they are also more flexible, which results in some
benefits with no more computational cost. Hence, we have extended
the applicability of modified Newton’s method in cases not covered be-
fore. Our approach paves the way for future research to improve local
results for Newton-type methods and other iterative procedures.
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