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Convergence analysis of a regularized Newton
method with generalized regularization terms for
convex optimization problems
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Abstract. This paper presents a regularized Newton method (RNM) with gen-
eralized regularization terms for unconstrained convex optimization problems. The
generalized regularization includes quadratic, cubic, and elastic net regularizations
as special cases. Therefore, the proposed method serves as a general framework
that includes not only the classical and cubic RNMs but also a novel RNM with
elastic net regularization. We show that the proposed RNM has the global O(k~2)
and local superlinear convergence, which are the same as those of the cubic RNM.
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1 Introduction
We consider the following unconstrained convex optimization problem:

minimize T
where the function f is twice continuously differentiable and convex on R".

Newton’s method is one of the most well-known and basic iterative meth-
ods for solving unconstrained convex optimization problems. Each iteration
computes a search direction dj, which is a solution of the following subprob-
lem:

mi;lei]g%ize (Vf(x),d) + %(VQf(wk)d, dy,

*Graduate School of Informatics, Kyoto University, Yoshidahommachi, Sakyo-ku,
Kyoto-shi, Kyoto 606-8501, Japan, E-mail: yuya@i.kyoto-u.ac.jp

fGraduate School of Informatics, Kyoto University, Yoshidahommachi, Sakyo-ku,
Kyoto-shi, Kyoto 606-8501, Japan, Email: nobuo@kyoto-u.ac.jp


http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.09786v2

and updates the current point xy as x4 = xp +trdy, where £, > 0 denotes
a step size. It converges rapidly thanks to the use of the second-order in-
formation, that is, V2 f(zy), of the objective function. However, it requires
that V2f(x) is nonsingular at each iteration. Even if the Hessian is non-
singular, the convergence rate may be reduced to linear when the Hessian
is close to singular. Several variants of Newton’s method have been pro-
posed to overcome these drawbacks including regularized Newton methods

(RNMs) [1}, 2, B, [, 5], cubic RNMs [6] [7, [§], and so forth [9] 0] 111 12} 13,
(14, [15, 16}, 17, 18]

RNMs can be considered modifications of Newton’s method because they
improve the subproblem of Newton’s method such that it can be solved even
if the Hessian matrix is singular. More precisely, RNMs iteratively solve the
following subproblem to find a search direction dy:

L. 1 HE 2
v d) + =(V* d,d) + = ||d
minimize (Y f(ry).d) + 3 (V2 (x)d, d) + 2 ]
where py, > 0 denotes a parameter. Since the objective function is strongly
convex, the subproblem has a unique optimum. Nesterov and Polyak [6] pro-
posed an RNM with the cubic regularization £:||d||>. The proposed method
is called the cubic RNM and iteratively solves the following subproblem:

1
minimize (V(ax),d) +5(V*f(wy)d, d) + %Hdu?),

deRm™

For classical and cubic RNMs, global O(k~2) and local superlinear conver-
gence were proven in [2] [ 6] [5].

For least squares problems, Ariizumi, Yamakawa, and Yamashita [19]
recently proposed a Levenberg-Marquardt method (LMM) equipped with a
generalized regularization term and showed its global and local superlinear
convergence. Although a subproblem of the classical LMM has a quadratic
regularization term £%||d||?, they generalized the regularization term such
that another regularization can be adopted, such as the L' and elastic-net
regularization. Moreover, they reported numerical experiments in which
their LMM with the elastic-net regularization worked well for certain exam-
ples, owing to the sparsity of the search direction.

Inspired by Ariizumi, Yamakawa, and Yamashita [I9], we propose a gen-
eralized RNM (GRNM) for solving problem (). We adopt new regular-
ization terms provided as /;—’“Hng + pilld||1, where p € (1,3] is a pre-fixed
parameter. With the addition of the new regularization terms, the GRNM
includes classical and cubic RNMs as well as novel RNMs with other regu-
larizations, such as the elastic net and so forth. More precisely, if p = 2 and
pr = 0, the GRNM is reduced to the classical RNM; if p = 3 and pr = 0,
it is equivalent to the cubic RNM. Moreover, if p = 2 and p; > 0, it can be
regarded as a novel RNM with the elastic-net regularization.

The contributions of this study are as follows. This study provides



(i) the generalized RNM stated above;

(ii) sufficient conditions of p, ug, and py, for which the GRNM has the global
O(k~2) convergence;

(iii) local superlinear convergence under the local error bound condition.

Hence, these contributions include classical and cubic RNMs as special cases
and provide a framework for new RNMs such as the elastic-net RNM.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section Bl pro-
vides a general proposition that plays an important role in the analysis of
global O(k~2) convergence. Section [ describes the proposed method. Sec-
tion @ presents global O(k~2) convergence of the proposed method. Section[]
proves local and superlinear convergence. Finally, concluding remarks are
presented in Section [Gl

Throughout the paper, we use the following mathematical notation. Let
N be the set of natural numbers (positive integers). For p € Nand ¢ € N, the
set of real matrices with p rows and ¢ columns is denoted by RP*?, Note that
RP>*1 is equal to the set of p-dimensional real vectors, that is, RP*! = RP,
and note that R! represents the set of real numbers, namely, R! = R. For
any w € RP, the transposition of w is represented as w' € R P, For u € R?
and v € RP, the inner product of v and v is defined by (u,v) = u'v. We
denote by I the identity matrix, where these dimensions are defined by the
context. For each w € RP, the Euclidean and L' norms of w are respectively
defined by ]| = v/w, w) and [lwlly = [[wh| + |[w]s] + -+ + [[w],], where
[w]; represents the j-th element of w. For W € RP*9, we denote by ||[W]|
the operator norm of W, that is, |W|| = sup{||Wul;||u| < 1}. Let ¢ be
a function from RP to R. The gradient of ¢ at w € RP is represented as
Vo(w). The Hessian of ¢ at w € R? is denoted by VZp(w). For a convex
function ¢: R? — R, we denote by d¢(w) the subdifferential of ¢ at w. For
n € RP and r > 0, we define B(n,r) = {u € RP;||u —n|| < r}. For infinite
sequences {ar} C R and {b;} C R, we write ar = O(bg) (k — o0) if there
exist ¢ > 0 and n € N such that |ag| < c|b| for all & > n.

2 Preliminaries

This section presents a general proposition that provides sufficient condi-
tions under which arbitrary sequences generated by optimization methods
have global O(k~2) convergence. This proposition plays a critical role in Sec-
tion @ The proof of the proposition is inspired by the technique presented
in [5, Theorem 1].

Proposition 1. Let f: R" — R be a continuously differentiable convex
function with a minimum x* € R™. Let {xy} be an infinite sequence in R™.
Suppose that



(i) f(zer) < flag) for all k € NU{0};

(i) there exists v > 0 such that ||V f(xgs1)|| < YV f(zp)|| for all k €
NU{0};

(iii) there exists § > 0 such that f(xg)— f* < 6|V f(x)| for all k € NU{0};

(iv) there exist § € (0,1), v > 0, and £ € N such that 0¥ < vk=2 and
(79)§ < vk=2 for all k > ¢, where v is given in (ii).

Let Z(0) = {i e NU{0}; 0|V f(zi)|| < [[Vf(zit1)|}. Suppose also that

(v) there exists T > 0 such that f(zp41) — f(zr) < —7(f(z) — f*)% for all
keZ(0).

Then, one of the following statements holds:

(a) If |Z(9)| < oo holds, then

6~ TDu8|V f (5,
/{32

flog) = f* < Vk > max{/,7 + 2},

where i is the largest element of ().
(b) If |Z(0)| = oo holds, then

36772 vi||V f(zo)]
(k+4)2’ k2

f(xk)—f*gmax{ } Vk > (.

Proof. Let iy € N be the ¢-th smallest element of Z(0), that is, Z(0) =
{i1,i9,... ,/2\} with iy < ig41. Moreover, regarding assumption (ii), we sup-
pose v > 1 without loss of generality.

To begin with, we consider case (a), that is, [Z(6)[ < oo is satisfied. Let
5(9) = {’L e NuU {0},9”Vf($l)|| > va(xl+1)||} Note that ¢ = Z|I(9)‘ We
can easily observe that

ke JO) Vk>i. (2)

For every k > i + 2, it follows from @) that j € J(0) for any j € {/z\—}— 1,7+
2,...,k — 1}, that is,

IVf @)l < 01V far-n)] < < 05 CDT f(az )]l (3)

Let us take k > max{¢,i + 2} arbitrarily. By assumption (iii) and (), we
obtain

Flan) = £7 <8IV f ()l < 055V f (s, )]l (4)



Recall that 0% < vk~2 from assumption (iv). Thus, the desired inequality is
derived from ({)).

Next, we discuss the case where |Z(#)| = oo holds. Let k € NU {0} and
define v, = 72(f(z;,) — f*). Combining assumption (i) and i1 > i + 1
yields

V1 = 72 (f(@ip ) — 1) < 72 (f(@ipr1) — 7). (5)

Since assumption (v) implies that f(z;, 1) — f(xi,) < —7(f(zi,) — )2,
(f @i 1) — ) <7 (wi) — 1) =) — 1) =~ (6)

3 3
Exploiting (&) and (@) derives 11 < ¥y — 7 < Uy — %wlj It then follows
from [5, Proposition 1] that 1, < 9(k + 2)~2, that is,

972
(k +2)?

Flan) — f* < vk € NU {0}. (7)

Let Zy, .= {i € Z(0);i < k}. In the following, we assume k > ¢. There are
two possible cases: Case (1) |Z;| > & and Case (2) |Z;| < &.

Case (1): The largest element of Zj, can be represented by AR and thus
ijz,| < k. This fact, assumption (i), and (@) imply that

9r—2 _ 3677
(1Z6l +2)2 = (k+4)>

f(xk)_f*gf(xi\zk\)_f*g

Case (2): From assumption (ii), each j € {0,1,...,k — 1} satisfies

IVf (@)l <AVl i j € T,

L (8)
IV ()| <OIVf ()l if j & T
Combining assumption (iii) and (8) derives
fla) = f* < 8|V ()l < yPrlgh Bl f(zo) . (9)

k
2

Note that v > 1, 8 € (0,1), and (v)2 < vk~2 hold from assump-
tion (iv) and k > £. It then follows from |Z;_;| < |Zx| < £ that

1%

k2

k
2

STl gh-lTisl < (40)% < (10)

We have from (@) and (I0) that



Cases (1) and (2) guarantee that the desired inequality holds when |Z(0)| =
oo. Therefore, the assertion is proven. O

Remark 1. We discuss sufficient conditions for assumptions (1)—(iv) of
Proposition [[l. Assumptions (i) and (ii) would be satisfied for any sequence
generated by descent methods. Note that ~y of item (ii) is allowed to be greater
than or equal to 1. Assumption (iil) is satisfied when {x}} is bounded. As-
sumption (iv) holds if & € (0,4~1) because it implies 0¥ = O(k™2) and
(’y@)g = O(k™2) as k — oo. From these discussions, we can see that as-
sumption (v) is the key to global O(k=2) convergence.

3 An RNM with generalized regularization terms

In this paper, we consider an RNM with generalized regularization terms
that iteratively solves the following subproblem:

migimize (V/(00),d) + 5 (V2 @)d,d) + 251 + puldl, (1)
where pp > 0 and py > 0 are parameters, and p € (1,3] is a pre-fixed
constant. The proposed method obtains a search direction d by solving
subproblem (1), and the point zj is updated as xyy1 == x + trdy, where
t;. is a step size.

Now, we denote by ¢y, the objective function of subproblem (I1l), namely,

ould) = (V) d) + 5V F i), d) + 2 a)? + pul ]

Since the objective function ¢y, has generalized regularization terms “7‘“ |||
and pgl/d||1, we call the proposed method a generalized RNM (GRNM).

Remark 2. The GRNM includes the quadratic, cubic, and elastic net reg-
ularization as special cases. Moreover, it includes a novel regularization in
addition to the aforementioned regularization.

Remark 3. The proposed GRNM can adopt the L' regularization term, that
is, up = 0 and pr > 0. However, subproblem (III) with pr = 0 might have
no global optimum when V2 f(xy) is not positive definite. Conversely, if py
is sufficiently large, the solution becomes 0. We provide sufficient conditions
under which ([l has nonzero solutions.

Lemma 1. Let xj, € R", py, > 0, and pr, > 0 be given. If pp < ||V f(zk)]lco,
then problem () has a unique global optimum dy # 0 that satisfies

V() + (VAf(2r) + gl di P21 dy, + prmg = 0

for some ny, € O||dg||1. Moreover, dy, is the descent direction of f at xy, that
is, <Vf(5l7k),dk;> <0.



Proof. First, we show the solvability of (I1]). Recall that ¢y, is closed, proper,
and coercive. Hence, by using [20, Proposition 3.2.1], problem (II]) has a
global optimum dj. The uniqueness of dj, is derived from the strict convexity
of ¢p.

Hereafter, we show that dj # 0 is satisfied. We assume to the contrary
that di = 0 holds. As dj = 0 satisfies the first-order optimality condition
of (), there exists n, € O||dk||1 such that V f(xg) + prmr = 0. It then
follows from pi, < ||V f(zk)|co that ||V f(zr)|leo = pr < ||V f(2k)|0o. This
result contradicts, that is, dj # 0.

Finally, the first-order optimality condition of (III) leads to the desired
equality, and it yields

(Vf(xn), di) = = (V2 f(2x) + pelldel P21 d, di) — prlldill <0,
where note that (dg,nr) = ||dk||1 and di # 0. This completes the proof. [

Remark 4. By utilizing the line search strategy or an appropriate choice of
e and pg, we can prove the global convergence of Algorithm [ However,
because O(k~2) convergence implies global convergence, we omit discussions
on the line search.

We provide a formal description of the proposed method in Algorithm [

Algorithm 1 (GRNM)

1: Choose p € (1,3], zg € R™, & > 0, and set k := 0.
2: If |V f(x)|| < e, then stop.
3: Set parameters p > 0 and p; > 0, and find a global optimum dj, of ().

4: Set xpy1 = xp + di.
5: Set k< k+ 1, and go to Line 21

4 Global O(k~?) convergence of Algorithm [

This section shows that Algorithm [ globally converges with the O(k~2) rate.
From now on, we denote by z* € R™ an optimal solution of problem (J), and
use the following notation: f*:= f(z*) and S :== {x € R"; f(z) < f(z0)}-

We will show global O(k~2) convergence of Algorithm [ by showing that
assumptions (i)—(v) in Proposition [[l hold for a sequence {z} generated by
Algorithm [I1

In the subsequent argument, we suppose that ¢ = 0 and Algorithm [II
generates an infinite sequence {xy} satisfying Vf(xx) # 0 for each k €
N U {0}. Moreover, we make the following assumptions.



(A1) There exists L > 0 such that for any z, y € R",
IVF(@) = VIy) = V@) (@ -yl < Lllz -y,

1 L
f@) = F@) = (V)2 = y) = (VW)@ = y),z =yl < Sl — ol
(A2) The parameters i and py are set as follows: For all £ € NU {0},

p_1 3-p . ptl
pr =t V)l 2, ok = mm{ IVf (@)l el Vf ()2 }

4
vn
where ¢; > L, ¢p € (0,1), and ¢ > 0.
(A3) There exists R > 0 such that S C B(0, R).

Note that subproblem () has a global optimum dj # 0 because (A2)
satisfies the condition of Lemma [[l Note also that several basic properties
of linear algebra derive

(V2 f () + puelldic|P~20) 7| < gy Il |, (12)
(V2 f(2r) + el dillP20) 7 V2 f )] < 1. (13)

We now show that assumptions (i) and (ii) in Proposition [ hold.

Lemma 2. Suppose that (Al) and (A2) are satisfied. Suppose also that

3—
3—(1+ q)ﬁ > 0 where q is a constant in (A2). For any k € NU {0}, the
following inequalities hold:

3—p

(0) Sloinn) — (o) < - 2O

() IV frll < (1+ (1 )7 ) uell P!
+ min {ql|V (1), Vieal|V £ ()| }
(© IV @)l < (1420 + (1L + )7 ) [V F (@)l

x|l di||P <0,

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma [Il and (2] that

Ikl < [[(V?f (@) + pllde P20 NV f (k) + penie) |
< 1 Mkl PPV f (@) |+ Vror)
< Ikl PP+ @) |V f ()]

that is,
el < S VTG (14



By (I4) and the first equality of (A2), we have

Ll|dg)1? < exlldel 77 - || di]P~?
3—p p—1 3—p _
<(A+q)r ¢, ? [V = - [ld]P
3;
— (14 q) 7 pug|dy]|P . (15)

Recall that 11 = z; + di and (nk,di) = ||dg|l1. Combining the second
inequality of (A1), Lemma/[ll and (I3 yields

f@rer) = (@) < (Vf(@p) + V2 f(ap)dy, di) — %(sz(xk)dmdw + ngkH?’

1
< —pelldill” = prlldpll + S lldll - L|dy |

3—p
3—(1+q)rt
< 2T e

From 1 = xp + di and Lemma [, we obtain
Vf(@hi1) = V(g + dp) = Vf(@r) = (V2 () + plldi]|P>di — prg.

Subsequently, exploiting the first inequality of (A1), the second equality of
(A2), and ([I3]) derives

IV f (i)l S IV f (e +di) =V f () = V2 fan)di | + prlldi P~ + Vps
< L|dg||* + x| [P~
. ptl
+ min { gV f @)l Vacal|V fae)] " }
3=p —
< (1 1+ ) el

+min {g|[V (), Viea| V£ @)l 5}, (16)

namely, item (b) is verified. Meanwhile, from (I4]) and the first equality of
(A2), we have pg||dg|[P~t < (1+q)||Vf(xg)|. Utilizing this result, (IG), and

min{g|[V ()]l viies |95 (2)| 5} < gV f () | mmeans
197Gl < (1420 + (1 +@)7T) [V £ (i)

Therefore, the desired inequalities are obtained. O

Now, we provide the global O(k~?) convergence property of Algorithm [ by
showing assumptions (iii)-(v) in Proposition [I1

Theorem 1. Suppose that (A1)—(A3) hold. Moreover, suppose that the
following assumptions (A4)—(A6) hold:



(Ad) 3— (1+q)r >0;

(AB) 142+ (1+q)7T >1;
(AG) there exist 6 € (q,1), v >0, and £ € N such that

0k < uk2, <(1—|—2q—|—(1—|—q)1721>9)§§1/k:2 Vi > (.

Let Z(0) == {i € NU{0}; 0|V f(x)| < [[Vf(xiz1)||}. Let D and T be defined
as
(077 (3= (1L+q)r

D =R+ |z*||, 7:=
3 3=p p—1
3/c1Dz (1 +(1+ q)ﬂfl>

Then, a sequence {xy} generated by Algorithm[ satisfies one of the following
statements:

(a) If |Z(0)| < oo, then

0~ DuD|V f (x5, )|

12 A= Vk > max{(,i + 2},

flog) — 7 <

where i is the largest element of Z(0).
(b) If |Z(0)| = oo, then

36772 vD|Vf(zo)l
(k+4)% k2

f(xk)—f*gmax{ } Vk > /L.

Proof. If items (i)—(v) in Proposition [0 hold, then the desired result can
be obtained. Item (i) directly follows from (a) of Lemma 2l Let us define
r= 1+2q—|—(1—i—q)ﬁ. Recall that (A5) ensures 7 > 1. Thus, item (ii) holds
from (c) of Lemma [2 The definition of r and (A6) imply that item (iv) is
satisfied. Thus, it is sufficient to show items (iii) and (v).

Since {z}} C S holds, we have from (A3) that ||z| < R for k € NU{0}.
Let us take k € NU{0} arbitrarily. Then, it is clear that ||z —z*|| < D, and
hence the convexity of f yields f(zx)—f* < (Vf(zk),xx—2*) < DV f(zg)].
This fact implies that item (iii) holds, and

(L2=L) < v sk, a7)

Now, we take arbitrary k € Z(0). The definition of u; and (b) of Lemma 2]
derive

oIV sl < (14 1+ ) e 1970 |2 a7~ + a1V £l

10



which implies
(6 —q)7
. o IV @)l < fdill”.
ef (1+(1+qrt)”

p=1 _
Multiplying both sides of this inequality by ur = ¢,* ||V f (wk)H3Tp yields

p
0 —q)r-1 3
O Vsl < el (18)

Va (1+ 1 +q)r 1)’

Using item (a) of Lemma 2l and (I8)), we obtain

(0~ q)» <3—(1+q)f’%{> )
—— V@Il (19)
3va (1+ 1+ )"

Moreover, from (I7) and ([I9),

f(@rg1) — flog) < —

3
f(@rgn) = flan) < —7(f(xp) = f7)7 VE € Z(0).
Therefore, we can verify that item (v) of Proposition [ holds. O

From Theorem [0, we have to indicate the existence of ¢ and 6 satisfying
(A4)-(A6) to show global O(k~2) convergence of Algorithm M Although
the existence of these parameters cannot be ensured for all p > 1, we can
show their existence for specific p € (1,3]. Two examples of these concrete
parameters are presented.

Example 1.

Example 2.

1 p—1 1 3-» 1
¢ *= min —(25*17 —1),—217*1{ , 0=-.
10 20 5

The parameters ¢ and 6 described in Examples [ and [ satisfy condi-
tions (A4)-(A6). For details, see Appendix [Al

Remark 5. When (p,q,0) = (2,0,47Y), we can easily verify that 7 =
(96D3/2\/c—1)_1. This value coincides with that of Mishchenko [5), imply-
ing that the proposed method is a generalization of [5].

11



Remark 6. Parameter 6 described in Theorem [l is only required for the
proof and is unrelated to problem ({l) and Algorithm [l Hence, it should be
selected to provide a good coefficient regarding the convergence rate. Since
the coefficients are determined by

) 3\/_D2(+1+q )”pl
N R (R Ry

we should take 0 as large as possible.

5 Local superlinear convergence of Algorithm [1I

This section aims to show local and superlinear convergence of Algorithm [II
Throughout this section, the set of optimal solutions is denoted by X* C R™.
We first make an additional assumption.

(A7) There exist 71 > 0 and m; > 0 such that dist(z, X*) < my||V f(z)]|
for each © € B(x*,r1).

For a given point € R™, let & be a point satisfying
re X", ||x—z|=dist(z, X").
Some important inequalities for local convergence are as follows:

Lemma 3. Suppose that (Al), (A2), and (A7) hold. Then, there exist
ro >0, mg >0, mg >0, and my > 0 such that

(a) ||dk|] < meadist(zg, X*) and ||dk|| > msdist(xg, X*) for x € B(x*,r2);
(b) dist(zp1, X*) < madist(zy, X*)5 for 2y, 241 € B(a*,72).

Proof. To begin with, we define u; and uy as

cr
u = sup{HVQf(z)H;z IS B(w*,m)} , U = up + %,
respectively, and will show the following inequality:
IV f(x)| < ugdist(z, X*) Va € B(x*,rq). (20)

We have |[Z — z|| < ||z — z*|| < r;. Hence, the first inequality of (A1)
guarantees ||V f(Z) — Vf(z) — V2f(z)(@ — z)| < Sdist(z, X*)?. It then
follows from V f(Z) = 0 and dist(z, X*) < ||z — z*| < ry that [|[Vf(x)| —
uydist(z, X*) < “52dist(x, X*). Thus, inequality (20) holds.

12



We show item (a). Define r as follows:

2
' o1\ Tp-T
79 = min < 71, 2\/5021122 .

Let z3, € B(z*,r2). The definition of dist(zy, X*) and inequality (20) ensure

dist(zg, X*) < |log — 2| < 7o (21)
IV f(@e)|| < uadist(zy, X*) < ugllz, — 27| < uors. (22)

Lemma [ and () lead to [dil| < (V2 (z2) + o P=20) 19 £ ()| +
%. It then follows from (A2) and (20) that

il < [[(V2f (zr) + el del[P~21) 7V f ()|

ptl
N et
4+ ————=—dist(xp, X*) 2 . 23
|| e [P~ % 55 )
Now, we notice that Vf(xy) = —(Vf(@r) — Vf(zk) — V2 (2p) (@ — 71)) —
V2f(zk) (@ — zx) holds from Vf(Zx) = 0. Then, combining (A1), [I2),
and (I3) implies

(V2 f (@) + pelldilP 21V f ()|

< (V2 f (er) + prlldi P20 M IV f (@) = Vf (@) — V2 f (2) (@) — 1) |
+ (V2 f (@) + pellde P20 T2 f () || 1Zr — 2]
C1 . *3\ 2 . *
< Wdlst(aﬁk,X )* + dist(zg, X™). (24)

By (IZED’ (m) and (@)’ we get ||dkH < WdiSt(xk’X*)%_}'diSt(xk’X*)’
3—p p+1
where ug = %clrz 2+ y/ncau,? . This inequality can be reformulated as
wrlldi||P~t < 2max{u3dist(xk,X*)%,ukHdka*Qdist(xk,X*)}. There are
1
two possible cases: (i) pg||di]P~! < 2u;>,dist(xk,X*)%; (i) prl|di]|P~t <
241 ||dy ||P~2dist (2, X*). In case (i), utilizing (A2) and (A7) derives

p—1 3—p

¢, ? dist(xp, X*) 2 _ _ . P+l

' (u ) ldillP~* < puellde]|P~F < 2usdist (v, X*) "2
my?

_1 3—p 1
Hence, we have ||di|| < ¢; *(2ugm,? )r—Tdist(zy, X*). Meanwhile, case (ii)
leads to ||dk|| < 2dist(zg, X*). Thus, there exists my > 0 such that ||dx|| <
madist(xg, X™).

13



Now, Lemma (Il (A2), and 22]) yield

IV2f (k) + poelldie[[P~2 1
> 1-— \/ﬁCQ(UQTQ)pT_l
T un + pugdi [P

1

2(u1 + pxl|dg||P=2)

where the last inequality follows from the definition of ro. Exploiting (A2)
and ||dk|| < modist(xg, X*) derives

IV f (@)l

IV f (@)l (25)

p=1 _
pilldel[P2 < ey [V ()| 2 st (e, X7
It then follows from (2I) and (22]) that

3-p p=1
elldeP~2 < T uy® mE Ay (26)

By 25), ([28]), and (A7), there exists mz > 0 satisfying ||dy|| > msdist(zg, X™*).
Next, we prove item (b). Let zxy1 = zx + d € B(x*,ry). Lemma [I]
implies
Vi (@rr1) = (Vf (@ +di) = Vf(zp) = V2 f (@) dr) — (uelldi|[P~2dy + pemge)
+ (V) + (V F () + pilldi P21y, + prne)
= (Vf(wk +dp) = Vf(xx) = V2 f(r)dr) = (uelldrlP~>di + prrw).-
Then, we have from (A1), (A2), and (A7) that
dist(xg1, XT)
< m||Vf(z + di) |
< ma|[Vf (g +dy) = V[ () = V2 f (@r)dgl| + map]|dy [P~ + \/_mlpk

cC1m
- ludkn%cl |V F @) T P+ vreama |V () |5

(27)

Now, recall that ||dg| < madist(xg, X*), ||V f(zr)] < wedist(xy, X*), and
dist(x, X*) < 7y, where the second and third inequalities follow from (20])
and (2I]), respectively. Thus, we can easily verify that

clml
Ly l2 + ¢, |97 o)l 2 P+ icama |9 £ ) |5
clmlmgr;Tp pfl 3—p ptl +1

< +c? u?mgfl%—\/ﬁ@mlu?? dist(zg, X*) 7. (28)

2

Therefore, combining ([27) and (28]) guarantees the existence of my > 0
1
satistying dist(ay41, X*) < madist(zy, X*)"7 . 0

14



Finally, we establish local and superlinear convergence of Algorithm [ Al-
though we can prove the theorem using the above lemmas in a manner sim-
ilar to [2, Theorem 3.2], the proof is given in Appendix [Bl for completeness
of the paper.

Theorem 2. Suppose that (A1), (A2), and (A7) hold. If an initial point x
is chosen sufficiently close to x*, then any sequence {x} generated by Algo-
rithm [ converges to some global optimum T € X* superlinearly. Moreover,
if p =3 is satisfied, then {x} converges to & € X* quadratically.

6 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we have proposed Algorithm [ which is an RNM with gen-
eralized regularization terms. The proposed method is based on the RNM
proposed by Mishchenko [5], but it is a generalization of the existing one
regarding regularization. Therefore, not only the quadratic and cubic RNMs
but also novel RNMs with other regularization, such as the elastic net, are
included in Algorithm [l We have proven global O(k~?) and local superlin-
ear convergence of Algorithm [

One of future research is to propose an accelerated GRNM that globally
converges in the order of O(k~3).
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A

In this appendix, we show that the parameters described in Examples [
and [l satisfy assumptions (A4)—(A6) stated in Theorem [II
We now discuss Example[Il It can be verified that

3—p _2
q=0, 3—(14+q)r1=3, 1+2q+(1+q)r 1 =2,
3

(1+2q+(1+q)ﬁ)0:1.

Thus, we can easily verify that assumptions (A4) and (A5) hold. Moreover,
assumption (A6) is obtained from

o — (g)k — O 2) (k- o0),

2.\ \5 3\ 2 L
<(1—|—2q—|— (1—|—q)P—1> 9) = (3) =0t (k= o).
Next, we consider Example 2l In this case, the parameter ¢ depends on
p € (1,3], and hence we denote ¢ = ¢(p). Moreover, we use the following

notation:
2

s(p) =3 — (1+q(p) 7T, Hp)=1+2g(p)+ (1 +q(p))T.

For any z € (1,3), we define

QI(CU) = %( DSC:alc — 1) > 0, tl(x) =1+ 2q1(x) + (1 +Q1($))%,
q2(z) = %2% > 0, ta(x) =14 2q2(x) + (1 + qz(:n))%

Recall that ¢(p) and ¢(p) can be represented as follows:

o) = {ql(p) if pe (1,2, o) = {tl(p) if pe(1,2], A)

q@2(p) if pe(2,3], tao(p) if p e (2,3].

17



By the definitions of ¢; and g2, we obtain

2
= _9237log2>0 VYpe (1,2
oG —pp2 182> pe (1,2,

d 1 2
— =————S2r1log2<0 VY 2,3|.

(A.2)

Thus, the first equality of (A1) implies that ¢ is monotonically increasing
for p € (1,2] and is monotonically decreasing for p € (2,3]. Thus, using
0= % yields

0<q(p)§q(2):1—10<9<1 Vp € (1, 3]. (A.3)

S
|
—
S
|
—

Since ¢(p) = min{qi(p),q2(p)} < q1(p) = 75(23» — 1) < 23» — 1 for
p € (1,3], we have
3—p

s(p)=3—(14+¢q(p)rT>3-2=1>0 Vpe(L,3]. (A.4)

Noting ]% > 1 and ¢(p) > 0 derives

tp) =1+2¢(p)+ (1 +q@)7T >2+3¢(p) >1 Ype(L,3. (A5)

Utilizing ([A.2]) implies

w00 = (24 20+ @)™ ) Tam) >0 we .2,

p p—

d 2 3-p\ d

— =(2+4—q S 2,3].
dptz(p) < +p_1( + q2(p))? )dpqz(p)<0 Vp € (2,3]

Hence, the second equality of (A]) derives t(p) < t(2) = 251 for p € (1, 3].
It then follows from (AF) and = % that

1 241
- < < — < 1. A.
0<5_9t(p)_500< (A.6)

Therefore, the assumptions are ensured by (A.3), (A.4), (A.3), and (A.G).

B

This appendix provides the proof of Theorem 2

Proof. We define r3 and r4 as follows:

. mg = 1 . mg T
r3 = min < 7o, , Ty = min { 73, ,
3mamy 24+ mo 3meomy

18




where 79, mo, m3, and my are positive constants described in Lemma [Bl
Assume that the initial point xq is selected from B(x*,r4), thus it satisfies
[0 — 2*[| < 74

The proof is divided into two parts: The former part will prepare two
inequalities regarding ||dg||, and the latter part will prove fast convergence
of {x}} using those inequalities. We first show

r4ma2
3k

1
ldill < gllde—all, lidill < vk € N. (B.1)

Let k € N be arbitrary. Using (a) and (b) of Lemma [3 yields

[dil < m2m4dist(xk,1,X*)# < maimy

p=1 1
r3? |ldp1 ]| < g”dkfll!’ (B.2)

where note that the last inequality follows from the definition of r3. Now,
let us show that

r4m2
3¢

xgEB(.%'*,Tg) V@G{O,l,...,k} - ”dg”S WG{O,l,...,k}.

(B.3)
From (B.2)) and (a) of Lemma [3] we have

lldol| < madist(xg, X™) < mal|zo — 2% < ramea,
T4mM2
32

ldel < ldeall < - < ol < P52 e 1,2, R,
namely, (B3] can be verified.

From now on, we prove by mathematical induction that xy € B(x*, r3)
for all £ € N. Let us consider the case where k = 1. Item (a) of Lemma [3]
implies ||x1 — x*|| < ||lxg — 2*|| + ||do|| < 74 + madist(zg, X*) < rq(l+mo) <
rg. Next, let k& € N be arbitrary, and we assume that z; € B(z*,r3) for
j€{0,1,...,k}. By (B3) and item (a) of Lemma[3 we obtain

k
lzpsr =2 < flok = 2|+ lldell < - < flwo = 2*[ + ) [l
£=0

r4mo 1 2 4+ meo
srat— (1—3k+1>§ 5 T4STs.

Thus, we verify that z; € B(z*,r3) for kK € N. It then follows from (B3]
that [|dx|| < "2 for k& € N, namely, the disired inequalities of (B.I) are
proven.

The second part shows the local fast convergence of {x}. We arbitrarily
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take i € N and j € N with ¢ > j. Using (B yields

i—1
< llwioy = zill + ldioall < loiea =zl + Y lde]
(=i—2

B}
8

=
A

IN

<"1 i< —1 1 L\ _ rams
---_ZE_;II zu_mngg—mm 51 31) S

This fact implies that {x}} is a Cuachy sequence, that is, there exists z € R”
such that z — Z as k — oco. Meanwhile, it follows from (a) of Lemma [3]
and (B.) that {dist(xy, X*)} converges to zero. We note that ||Zx| <
T — k|| + ||zk|| = dist(zg, X*) + ||zk||, namely, {Zx} is bounded. Hence,
there exist 7 € X* and K C N such that 7, — 7 as K > k — oo. These facts
imply that |7 —Z|| < ||xg — Z|| + dist(zg, X*)+ || Tk —Z|| = 0as K 3 k — oo,
that is, {z} converges to some global optimum z =z € X*.

Hereinafter, we show that {x;} converges to Z superlinearly. Combin-
ing items (a) and (b) of Lemma Bl derives

. . ptl moimy p+1l
[ dj 1] < madist(zj 11, X*) < momadist(z;, X*)= < E||dj\|”z .
m32
(B.4)

Since the first inequality of (B holds, it can be verfied that

1 . . .
ldell < == lldjall Ve € {j+1,5+2,...,0 =1},
1 . . )
ldell < g5 ldsll VEe{j+1,5+2,....i~1}.

By these inequalities, we obtain

i—1 i—1
g — @il = || Y def| < Y el

l=j+1 t=j+1
i—1
1 3 1
> gemlldial =3 (1 - r) ldjsall < 2ldjsall
e=j+1

and

i—1 i—1
lzj =il = | D def| > lldjll = D lldel
=j j

l=75+1

v

1—1
1 1 1 1
1= Y o st = 5 (14 52 ) sl = sl
(=j+1
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Hence taking the limit ¢ — oo implies

zj41 = Tl < 20djall,  ldsll < 2[|z; — 2. (B.5)
Exploiting (B.4) and (B.) derives

Q#m m +1

_ 2174 _ bt

[2j41 =z < pr ey — |

ms?®

Therefore, from 1%1 € (1, 2], the sequence {x} converges to Z superlinearly.
Moreover, if p = 3 holds, then p—;rl = 2, that is, the rate of convergence is
quadratic. O
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