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A directional Halley method for functions f of n variables is shown to converge, at a cubic rate,
to a solution. To avoid the second derivative needed in Halley method we propose a directional
quasi-Halley method, with one more function evaluation per iteration than the directional Newton
method, but with convergence rates comparable to the Halley method.

1. Introduction

When describing iterations such as

xk+1 := Φ(xk, dk) , or xk+1 := Ψ(xk, xk−1) , k = 0, 1, . . . (1)

we sometimes denote the current point by x, the next point by x+, and the previous point by x−,
so that (1) is written simply as

x+ := Φ(x, d) , or x+ := Ψ(x, x−) .

Consider a single equation in n unknowns,

f(x) = 0 , or f(x1, x2, . . . , xn) = 0 . (2)

Under standard assumptions on f and the initial approximation, the directional Newton method

x+ := x− f(x)

∇f(x) · d d , (3)

converges to a solution at a quadratic rate, for certain directions d related to the gradient ∇f(x),
see [6, Theorems 2–3]. An important special case of (3) is when d is along the gradient ∇f(x),
giving

x+ := x− f(x)

||∇f(x)||2 ∇f(x) . (4)

∗The work was supported by DIMACS
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For n = 1, method (3) reduces to the scalar Newton method

x+ := x− f(x)

f ′(x)
(5)

with which it shares quadratic convergence. Applying (5) to the function f(x)/
√

f ′(x) we get

x+ := x− f(x)

f ′(x)− f ′′(x)f(x)

2f ′(x)

, (6)

the (scalar) Halley method with cubic rate of convergence. The quasi-Halley method of [1] replaces
the second derivative in (6) by a difference (f ′(x)− f ′(x−))/(x− x−),

x+ := x− f(x)

f ′(x)− (f ′(x)− f ′(x−)f(x)

2(x− x−)f ′(x)

(7)

without losing much in convergence rate, see [1, Theorem 3] where (7) was shown to have order
1 +

√
2, and [1, Theorem 5] where the Halley step h and quasi-Halley step q were shown to satisfy

|h − q| = O(|u−|3) where u− is the previous Newton step. This shows that sufficiently close to
a solution, the Halley and quasi-Halley methods are indistinguishable, as confirmed by numerical
experiments.

A Halley method for solving operator equations in Banach space was given by Safiev [7] and Yao
[9]. They assume three times differentiable mappings, with bijective first derivatives. Specializing
to functions f : Rn → Rn, where the second derivative f ′′ is a tensor, the Halley method of [7] and
[9] is of theoretical interest, but difficult to implement.

On the other hand, a Halley method for solving (2), a single equation in n unknowns, is practical.
For f : Rn → R we define, in analogy with the directional Newton method (3), the directional
Halley Method as:

x+ := x− f(x)(
∇f(x)− f(x)

2∇f(x) · d f ′′(x)d

)
· d

d , (8)

where f ′′ is the Hessian matrix of f . For n = 1, (8) reduces to the scalar Halley method (6).
We establish cubic convergence for the method (8) for the directions d in two cases:

• directions d nearly constant throughout the iterations, see § 2, Theorem 1, and

• directions d along the gradient ∇f(x), in which case (8) becomes

x+ := x− f(x)

‖∇f(x)‖2 − f(x)

2 ‖∇f(x)‖2 ∇f(x) · f ′′(x)∇f(x)

∇f(x) , (9)

see § 3, Theorem 2.



3

In § 4 we propose the following directional quasi-Halley method

x+ := x− f(x)

‖∇f(x)‖2

(
1− f

(
x− f(x)

‖∇f(x)‖2
∇f(x)

)
/f(x)

) ∇f(x) , (10)

obtained by approximating the term involving the second derivative in (9)

f(x)

2 ‖∇f(x)‖2 ∇f(x) · f ′′(x)∇f(x) by
‖∇f(x)‖2

f(x)
f

(
x− f(x)

‖∇f(x)‖2 ∇f(x)

)
.

The advantages of the directional quasi–Halley method (10) include:

• it avoids the second derivative needed in (9), requiring only one more function evaluation per
iteration than the directional Newton method (4),

• if both methods (9) and (10) converge, their steps near a solution are approximately equal,
see Theorem 3.

In §§ 5–6 we study three directional methods, along the direction of the gradient:

• the directional Newton method (4),

• the directional Halley method (9), and

• the directional quasi-Halley method (10).

We will drop the adjective “directional” when referring to these methods. The corresponding steps,
along the gradient ∇f(x),

Newton step , u = − f(x)

||∇f(x)||2 ∇f(x) , (11a)

Halley step , h = − f(x)

‖∇f(x)‖2 − f(x)

2 ‖∇f(x)‖2 ∇f(x) · f ′′(x)∇f(x)

∇f(x) , and(11b)

quasi-Halley step , q = − f(x)

‖∇f(x)‖2

(
1− f

(
x− f(x)

‖∇f(x)‖2
∇f(x)

)
/f(x)

) ∇f(x) ,(11c)

are compared in § 5. In numerical experiments, reported in § 6, the three methods were applied
to randomly generated test problems with polynomials in several variables. In terms of average
number of iterations, the Halley and quasi-Halley methods are comparable, and both are superior
to the Newton method (4).
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2. The directional Halley method (8) with nearly constant directions

In this section we study the convergence of the method (8), for directions {di : i = 0, 1, · · · } that
are nearly constant in the sense of condition (16) below. We use the following result, a consequence
of the Mean Value Theorem,

Lemma 1. If f : Rn → R is twice differentiable in an open set S then for any x,y ∈ S

‖∇f (y)−∇f (x)‖ ≤ ‖y − x‖ sup
0≤ t ≤1

‖f ′′ (x+ t (y − x))‖ .

The main tool for proving convergence is the majorizing sequence, due to Kantorovich and Ak-
ilov [5], see also [4, Chapter 12.4] and [9], where a majorizing sequence was used to prove cubic
convergence for Halley’s method in Banach space.

Definition 1. A sequence
{
yk

}
, yk ≥ 0 , yk ∈ R for which

∥∥xk+1 − xk
∥∥ ≤ yk+1 − yk , k = 0, 1, ...

is called a majorizing sequence for
{
xk

}
.

Note that any majorizing sequence is necessarily monotonically increasing.
We recall the following lemma, proved in [4, Chapter 12.4, Lemma 12.4.1].

Lemma 2. Let
{
yk

}
is a majorizing sequence for

{
xk

} ⊂ Rn and lim
k→∞

yk = y∗ < ∞. Then there

exists x∗ = lim
k→∞

xk and
∥∥x∗ − xk

∥∥ ≤ y∗ − yk , k = 0, 1, . . . .

To prove the convergence of (8), we write that iteration as

xk+1 := xk − αkf
(
xk

)
vk , where (12a)

vk :=
dk

∇f(xk) · dk
, and (12b)

αk :=
1

1− 1
2
f(xk)vk · f ′′(xk)vk

. (12c)

Theorem 1. Let f : Rn → R be a three times differentiable function, x0 ∈ Rn, and assume that

sup
x∈X0

‖f ′′ (x)‖ = M , (13a)

sup
x∈X0

‖f ′′′ (x)‖ = N , (13b)

where X0 is defined as

X0 :=
{
x :=

∥∥x− x0
∥∥ ≤ (1 + q) B

}
, (14)

for q and B given in terms of constants L, T, C that are assumed to satisfy
∣∣∇f(x0) · d0

∣∣ ≥ 1

L
, (15a)

|f(x0)| ≤ B

L
, (15b)

T := CLB <
1

2
, where C :=

√
M2 +

2

3

N

L(1− 1
2
MLB)

, (15c)

q =
1−√1− 2T

1 +
√

1− 2T
, (15d)



5

d0 is the initial direction, and all directions satisfy

∠(di,∇f(x0)) ≤ ∠(d0,∇f(x0)) , di ∈ Rn , ‖ di ‖= 1 , i = 0, 1, . . . . (16)

Then:
(a) All the points xk+1 := xk − αkf

(
xk

)
vk , k = 0, 1, · · · lie in X0.

(b) x∗ = lim
k→∞

xk exists, x∗ ∈ X0, and f (x∗) = 0 .

(c) The order of convengence of the directional Halley method (8) is cubic.

Note: We use condition (16) in its equivalent form

di · ∇f(x0) ≥ d0 · ∇f(x0) , di ∈ Rn , ‖ di ‖= 1 , i = 0, 1, . . . . (17)

Proof. We construct a majorizing sequence for
{
xk

}
in terms of the auxiliary function

ϕ (y) :=
C

2
y2 − 1

L
y +

B

L
. (18)

The quadratic equation ϕ (y) = 0 has two roots r1 = (1 + q) B, r2 =
(
1 + 1

q

)
B, and 0 < r1 < r2.

Then ϕ (y) = C
2
(y − r1)(y − r2), ϕ′ (y) = C

2
((y − r1) + (y − r2)), and ϕ′′ (y) = C .

Starting from y0 = 0, apply the scalar Halley iteration (6) to the function ϕ(y) to get

yk+1 = yk − ϕ
(
yk

)

ϕ′ (yk)− 1
2

ϕ(yk)ϕ′′(yk)
ϕ′(yk)

, k = 0, 1, 2, ...

= yk −
C
2

(
yk

)2 − 1
L
yk + B

L

Cyk − 1
L
− C

2

(
C
2 (yk)

2− 1
L

yk+B
L

)

Cyk− 1
L

, k = 0, 1, 2, ...(19)

obtained by substituting ϕ′(y) = Cy − 1

L
, ϕ′′(y) = C .

Next we prove that the sequences
{
xk

}
and {yk}, generated by (8) and (19) respectively, satisfy

for k = 0, 1, . . . ,

|f(xk)| ≤ ϕ(yk) , (20a)

‖vk‖ ≤ − 1

ϕ′(yk)
, (20b)

|αk| ≤ 1

1− M
2

ϕ(yk)
(ϕ′(yk))2

, (20c)

‖xk+1 − xk‖ ≤ yk+1 − yk . (20d)

Statement (20d) says that {yk} is a majorizing sequence for {xk} . The proof is by induction.
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Verification for k = 0:

|f (
x0

) | ≤ B

L
= ϕ

(
y0

)
= ϕ(0) ,

‖v0‖ ≤ L = − 1

ϕ′ (y0)
,

|α0| =

∣∣∣∣
1

1− 1
2
f (x0)v0 · f ′′ (x0)v0

∣∣∣∣ ≤
1

1− 1
2
M ϕ(y0)

(ϕ′(y0))2

,

∥∥x1 − x0
∥∥ =

∥∥α0v0f
(
x0

)∥∥ ≤
∣∣α0

∣∣ ∥∥v0
∥∥ ∣∣f (

x0
)∣∣

≤
−ϕ(y0)

ϕ′(y0)

1− 1
2
M ϕ(y0)

(ϕ′(y0))2

≤
−ϕ(y0)

ϕ′(y0)

1− 1
2
C ϕ(y0)

(ϕ′(y0))2

= y1 − y0,

showing that equations (20a)-(20d) hold for k = 0. Suppose (20a)-(20d) hold for k ≤ n.
Proof of (20a) for n + 1:

∥∥xn+1 − x0
∥∥ =

∥∥∥∥∥
n∑

k=0

(
xk+1 − xk

)
∥∥∥∥∥ ≤

n∑

k=0

(
yk+1 − yk

)
= yn+1 − y0 = yn+1 ≤ r1 .

∴ xn+1 ∈ X0 .

Let an(x) := (x− xn)

(
∇f(xn) · dn − f(xn)

2∇f(xn) · dn
dn · f ′′(xn)dn

)
+ f(xn)dn .

∴ an(x) = (x− xn+1)

(
∇f(xn) · dn − f(xn)

2∇f(xn) · dn
dn · f ′′(xn)dn

)

+ (xn+1 − xn)

(
∇f(xn) · dn − f(xn)

2∇f(xn) · dn
dn · f ′′(xn)dn

)
+ f(xn)dn

= (x− xn+1)

(
∇f(xn) · dn − f(xn)

2∇f(xn) · dn
dn · f ′′(xn)dn

)
.

Let pn(x) :=
∇f(xn)

∇f(xn) · dn
· an(x)

= (x− xn) ·
(
∇f (xn)− f(xn)

2∇f(xn) · dn
f ′′(xn)dn

)
+ f (xn) .
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Note that pn(xn+1) = 0 . On the other hand, pn(xn+1) can be represented as

pn(xn+1) = f (xn) +∇f (xn) · (xn+1 − xn
)− f(xn)

2∇f(xn) · dn
dn · f ′′(xn)

(
xn+1 − xn

)

+
1

2

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)− 1

2

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)

= f (xn) +∇f (xn) · (xn+1 − xn
)

+
1

2

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)

−1

2

(
f (xn)dn

∇f(xn) · dn
+ xn+1 − xn

)
· f ′′ (xn)

(
xn+1 − xn

)

= f (xn) +∇f (xn) · (xn+1 − xn
)

+
1

2

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)

−1

4

f (xn)dn · f ′′(xn)dn

(∇f(xn) · dn)2

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)
.

∴ 0 = f (xn) +∇f (xn) · (xn+1 − xn
)

+
1

2

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)

−1

4

f (xn)dn · f ′′(xn)dn

(∇f(xn) · dn)2

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)
.

Thus,

f
(
xn+1

)
= f

(
xn+1

)− f (xn)−∇f (xn) · (xn+1 − xn
)− 1

2

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)

+
1

4

f (xn)dn · f ′′(xn)dn

(∇f(xn) · dn)2

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)
. (21)

So, by induction

∣∣f (
xn+1

)∣∣ ≤ N

6

∥∥xn+1 − xn
∥∥3

+
M2

4

|f (xn)|
(∇f(xn) · dn)2

∥∥xn+1 − xn
∥∥2

≤
{

N

6

∥∥xn+1 − xn
∥∥ +

M2

4

ϕ (yn)

(ϕ′ (yn))2

}(
yn+1 − yn

)2
, by induction

=

{
N

6
|αn| ‖vn‖ |f (xn)|+ M2

4

ϕ (yn)

(ϕ′ (yn))2

} (
yn+1 − yn

)2

≤




N

6

− ϕ(yn)
ϕ′(yn)

1− M
2

ϕ(yn)

(ϕ′(yn))2

+
M2

4

ϕ (yn)

(ϕ′ (yn))2





(
yn+1 − yn

)2

=





N

6

−ϕ′ (yn)

1− M
2

ϕ(yn)

(ϕ′(yn))2

+
M2

4





ϕ (yn)

(ϕ′ (yn))2

(
yn+1 − yn

)2
.

The following result is analogous to (21), and is proved the same way

ϕ
(
yn+1

)
=

C2

4

ϕ (yn)

(ϕ′ (yn))2

(
yn+1 − yn

)2
. (22)
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For any y ∈ [0, r1] the function ϕ(y)
(ϕ′(y))2

is decreasing, since

(
ϕ (y)

(ϕ′ (y))2

)′
=

(r2 − r1)
2

C
2
(2y − r1 − r2)3

< 0, y ∈ [0, r1] ,

and
ϕ (yn)

(ϕ′ (yn))2
≤ ϕ (y0)

(ϕ′ (y0))2
.

∴ −ϕ′ (yn)

1− M
2

ϕ(yn)

(ϕ′(yn))2

≤ −ϕ′ (y0)

1− M
2

ϕ(y0)

(ϕ′(y0))2

=
1

L(1− M
2
LB)

. (23)

Consequently,

∣∣f (
xn+1

)∣∣ ≤ 1

4

(
M2 +

2

3

N

L
(
1− MBL

2

)
)

ϕ (yn)

(ϕ′ (yn))2

(
yn+1 − yn

)2
, by (23)

=
C2

4

ϕ (yn)

(ϕ′ (yn))2

(
yn+1 − yn

)2
= ϕ

(
yn+1

)
, by (22) .

Proof of (20b) for n + 1:

∥∥vn+1
∥∥ =

1

|∇f(xn+1) · dn+1| =
1

|∇f (x0) · dn+1 − (∇f (x0)−∇f (xn+1)) · dn+1|
=

1

|∇f (x0) · dn+1|
∣∣∣1− (∇f(x0)−∇f(xn+1))·dn+1

∇f(x0)·dn+1

∣∣∣

≤ 1

|∇f (x0) · d0|
∣∣∣1− (∇f(x0)−∇f(xn+1))·dn+1

∇f(x0)·d0

∣∣∣
, by (17) ,

≤ L

1− LM ‖xn+1 − x0‖ , by Lemma 2 ,

≤ L

1− LCyn+1
=

1
1
L
− Cyn+1

=
1

−ϕ′ (yn+1)
.

Proof of (20c) for n + 1:

∣∣αn+1
∣∣ =

1∣∣1− 1
2
f (xn+1)vn+1 · f ′′ (xn+1)vn+1

∣∣

≤ 1

1− M
2

ϕ(yn+1)

(ϕ′(yn+1))2

, by (20a) and (20b).

Proof of (20d) for n + 1:

∥∥xn+2 − xn+1
∥∥ =

∥∥αn+1f(xn+1)vn+1
∥∥ ≤

−ϕ(yn+1)
ϕ′(yn+1)

1− M
2

ϕ(yn+1)

(ϕ′(yn+1))2

, by (20a), (20b) and (20c).

≤
−ϕ(yn+1)

ϕ′(yn+1)

1− C
2

ϕ(yn+1)

(ϕ′(yn+1))2

= yn+2 − yn+1.
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Consequently, (20a)–(20d) hold for all n ≥ 0. Since the sequence
{
xk

}
is majorized by the sequence{

yk
}

it follows from Lemma 2 that lim
k→∞

xk = x∗ and x∗ ∈ X0 .

The scalar Halley method has a cubic rate of convergence, [8], and as shown in [9],
∣∣yk+1 − yk

∣∣ ≤
β θ3k

1−θ3k , where θ < 1 . Therefore
∥∥xk+1 − xk

∥∥ ≤ β θ3k

1−θ3k , and the sequence {xk} has at least cubic

rate of convergence.

Remark 1. Condition (16) says that all directions di are as close, in angle, to the initial gradient
∇f(x0) as the initial direction d0. Equivalently, all directions di are in a circular cone with axis
∇f(x0), generated by d0. In particular, (16) holds if the directions are fixed

di = d0 , i = 1, 2, · · · , (24)

in which case, (8) reduces to the scalar Halley method (6) for the function F (t) := f(x0 + td0),
along the line L := {x0 + td : t ∈ R}. The scalar quasi–Halley method (7) can also be used for F (t)
along L.

3. A gradient–directional Halley method

To prove the convergence of (9), we write that iteration as

xk+1 := xk − αkf
(
xk

)
vk , where (25a)

vk :=
∇f(xk)

‖∇f(xk)‖2 , and (25b)

αk :=
1

1− 1
2
f(xk)vk · f ′′(xk)vk

. (25c)

The following theorem is analogous to Theorem 1. The proof is given in Appendix A.

Theorem 2. Let f : Rn → R be a three times differentiable function, x0 ∈ Rn, and assume that

sup
x∈X0

‖f ′′ (x)‖ = M , (26a)

sup
x∈X0

‖f ′′′ (x)‖ = N , (26b)

where X0 is defined in (27d) below. Let there exist constants B, L such that
∥∥∇f(x0)

∥∥ ≥ 1

L
, (27a)

|f(x0)| ≤ B

L
, (27b)

T := CLB <
1

2
, where C :=

√
M2 +

2

3

N

L(1− 1
2
MLB)

, (27c)

and finally let X0 :=
{
x :=

∥∥x− x0
∥∥ ≤ (1 + q) B

}
, where q =

1−√1− 2T

1 +
√

1− 2T
. (27d)

Then:
(a) All the points xk+1 := xk − αkf

(
xk

)
vk , k = 0, 1, · · · lie in X0.

(b) x∗ = lim
k→∞

xk exists, x∗ ∈ X0, and f (x∗) = 0 .

(c) The order of convengence of the Halley method (9) is cubic.
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4. Directional Quasi-Halley Iteration

Consider the Taylor expansion of f(xk − f(xk)

‖∇f(xk)‖2∇f(xk)) :

f(xk − f(xk)

‖∇f(xk)‖2∇f(xk)) = f(xk)−∇f(xk) · f(xk)

‖∇f(xk)‖2∇f(xk)

+
(f(xk))2∇f(xk) · f ′′(xk)∇f(xk)

2 ‖∇f(xk)‖4 + O

( |f(xk)|2
||∇f(xk)||2

)

=
f(xk)

‖∇f(xk)‖2

f(xk)∇f(xk) · f ′′(xk)∇f(xk)

2 ‖∇f(xk)‖2 + O
(||uk||2) , see (11a) .

Multiplying by

∥∥∇f(xk)
∥∥2

f(xk)
we get

∥∥∇f(xk)
∥∥2

f(xk)
f(xk − f(xk)

‖∇f(xk)‖2∇f(xk)) =
f(xk)∇f(xk) · f ′′(xk)∇f(xk)

2 ‖∇f(xk)‖2 + O(|f(xk)|) ,

showing that

f(xk)∇f(xk) · f ′′(xk)∇f(xk)

2 ‖∇f(xk)‖2 can be approximated by

∥∥∇f(xk)
∥∥2

f(xk)
f(xk − f(xk)

‖∇f(xk)‖2∇f(xk))

if |f(xk)| is sufficiently small. Substituting this approximation to (9), we get the following iteration

xk+1 := xk − f(xk)

‖∇f(xk)‖2


1−

f
(
xk − f(xk)

‖∇f(xk)‖2∇f(xk)
)

f(xk)



∇f(xk) , k = 0, 1, . . . (28a)

= xk − f(xk)

f(xk + uk)− f(xk)
uk , k = 0, 1, . . . (28b)

This quasi-Halley method does not reduce to its scalar counterpart (7) for n = 1.

5. Comparison of steps

We use the Taylor expansion of f , see [2, (8.14.3)],

f(x + u) = f(x) + f ′(x) · u +
1

2
f ′′(x) · u(2) +

1

3!
f ′′′(ξ) · u(3) ,

for some ξ betwee x and x + u, that we write as

f(x + u) = f(x) +∇f(x) · u +
1

2
u · f ′′(x)u +

1

3!
f ′′′(ξ) · u(3) . (29)

Two iterative methods are comparable locally if at a given point they produce comparable steps.
We will compare the steps in terms of length.
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We first compare the steps of the Newton and Halley methods, assuming both steps emanate from
the same point xk, arrived at by Newton’s method. This corresponds to a hypothetical situation
where at an iterate xk of the Newton method we have an option continuing (and making a Newton
step) or switching to the Halley method (9), making a Halley step

To simplify the writing we denote by fk the function f evaluated at xk. Similarly, ∇fk and f ′′k
denote the gradient ∇f and the Hessian f ′′ evaluated at xk. The steps to be compared are the
Newton step uk and the Halley step hk, see (11a)–(11b), written as

uk = − fk

‖∇fk‖2∇fk and hk = − fk

‖∇fk‖2 − fk·∇fk·f ′′k ·∇fk

2·‖∇fk‖2
∇fk.

The next lemma gives a condition for the Newton Halley steps to have the same sign.

Lemma 3. The steps uk and hk have the same sign if and only if

‖∇fk‖2 >
fk∇fk · f ′′k∇fk

2 ‖∇fk‖2 , (30)

in which case
∥∥hk

∥∥ ≥
∥∥uk

∥∥ if fk∇fk · f ′′k∇fk ≥ 0, (31a)∥∥hk
∥∥ <

∥∥uk
∥∥ if fk∇fk · f ′′k∇fk < 0 . (31b)

Proof. The steps uk and hk have the same sign if and only if

‖∇fk‖2 − fk∇fk · f ′′k∇fk

2 ‖∇fk‖2 ≥ 0 ,

that is ‖∇fk‖2 ≥ fk∇fk · f ′′k∇fk

2 ‖∇fk‖2 ,

in which case ‖∇fk‖2 ≥
∣∣∣∣‖∇fk‖2 − fk∇fk · f ′′k∇fk

2 ‖∇fk‖2

∣∣∣∣ if fk∇fk · f ′′k∇fk ≥ 0 ,

‖∇fk‖2 <

∣∣∣∣‖∇fk‖2 − fk∇fk · f ′′k∇fk

2 ‖∇fk‖2

∣∣∣∣ if fk∇fk · f ′′k∇fk < 0 .

The point xk where the steps uk and hk are compared is arrived at by the Newton method. It is
therefore reasonable to assume that the following conditions hold, see [6, eq. 10a-10b]

‖f ′′k ‖ ≤ M , (32a)

‖∇fk‖ ≥ 2
∥∥uk

∥∥ M, k = 1, 2, ... (32b)

Theorem 3. If conditions (32a) and (32b) hold, then the Newton step uk and the Halley step hk

have the same sign, and are related by

2

3

∥∥uk
∥∥ ≤

∥∥hk
∥∥ ≤ 4

3

∥∥uk
∥∥ . (33)
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Proof.

||∇fk|| ≥ 2
∥∥uk

∥∥ M = 2
|fk|
‖∇fk‖M, by (32b)

∴ ‖∇fk‖2 ≥ 2 |fk|M ≥ 2 |fk| ‖f ′′k ‖ ≥ 2 |fk| ∇fk · f ′′k∇fk

‖∇fk‖2 , by (32a).

Therefore (30) holds, showing that uk and hk have the same sign. Then

uk − hk =
fk

‖∇fk‖2 − fk∇fk·f ′′k∇fk

2‖∇fk‖2
∇fk − fk

‖∇fk‖2∇fk

=
(fk)

2(
∇fk·f ′′k∇fk

2‖∇fk‖2 )

‖∇fk‖2 (‖∇fk‖2 − fk∇fk·f ′′k∇fk

2‖∇fk‖2 )
∇fk

∴ ||uk − hk|| =
(fk)

2 |∇fk·f ′′k ∇fk|
2‖∇fk‖2

‖∇fk‖
∣∣∣‖∇fk‖2 − fk∇fk·f ′′k ∇fk

2‖∇fk‖2
∣∣∣
. (34)

From (32a) and (32b) it follows that |∇fk · f ′′k ∇fk| ≤ M ‖∇fk‖2 , and |fk|M
2‖∇fk‖2 ≤

1
4
, k = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

which substituted in (34) gives

||uk − hk|| ≤ (fk)
2 M

2

‖∇fk‖3 (1− |fk|M
2‖∇fk‖2 )

≤ (fk)
2 M

2

‖∇fk‖3 |fk|M
4

3
=

1

3

fk

‖∇fk‖ =
||uk||

3
,

proving (33).

The Halley step hk therefore lies in the interval with endpoints 2
3
uk and 4

3
uk.

We next compare the Halley step hk and the quasi-Halley step (11c)

qk = − f(xk)

‖∇f(xk)‖2
(
1− f(xk+uk)

f(xk)

) ∇f(xk) , k = 0, 1, . . . (35)

evaluated at the same point xk where f(xk) 6= 0. Numerical experience shows that, close to a root
to which both methods converge, the Halley step and the quasi-Halley step are very close. This is
explained by the the following theorem.

Theorem 4. Let f have continuous third derivative in the interval X0, and let

sup
x∈X0

‖f ′′′ (x)‖ = N.

If conditions (32a) and (32b) hold, then

∥∥hk − qk
∥∥ ≤ 4

27

N

M

∥∥uk
∥∥2

, (36)

i.e. the difference between the Halley step hk and the quasi-Halley step qk is of order O(||uk||2),
where uk is the Newton step at the current point.
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Proof. Let gk := ∇fk . Then

qk − hk =
fkgk

‖gk‖2


 1

1− fk gk·f ′′k gk

2‖gk‖4
− 1

1− f(xk+uk)
fk




= − gk

‖gk‖2

f(xk + uk)− (fk)2 gk·f ′′k gk

2‖gk‖4(
1− fk gk·f ′′k gk

2‖gk‖4
)(

1− f(xk+uk)
fk

)

= − gk

‖gk‖2

fk + gk · uk + 1
2
uk · f ′′k uk + 1

6
f ′′′(ξ) · (uk)(3) − (fk)2 gk·f ′′k gk

2‖gk‖4(
1− fk gk·f ′′k gk

2‖gk‖4
)(

1− f(xk+uk)
fk

) ,

for some ξ between xk + uk and xk ,

= − gk

‖gk‖2

1
6
f ′′′(ξ) · (uk)(3)

(
1− fk gk·f ′′k gk

2‖gk‖4
)(

1− f(xk+uk)
fk

) .

Note, ∣∣f(xk + uk)
∣∣

|fk| ≤
∣∣1
2
uk · f ′′k (θ)uk

∣∣
|fk| , for some θ between xk + uk and xk ,

≤
1
2
M

∥∥uk
∥∥2

|fk| ≤ 1

4
, since |fk| ≥ 2M

∥∥uk
∥∥2

.

∴
∥∥hk − qk

∥∥ ≤
1
6
N

∥∥uk
∥∥3

‖gk‖
∣∣∣1− fk gk·f ′′k gk

2‖gk‖4
∣∣∣ 3

4

=
2
9
N

∥∥uk
∥∥3

fk

‖gk‖
∣∣fk − 1

2
uk · f ′′k uk

∣∣ ≤
2
9
N

∥∥uk
∥∥4

|fk| −
∣∣1
2
uk · f ′′k uk

∣∣

≤
2
9
N

∥∥uk
∥∥4

2M ‖uk‖2 − 1
2
M ‖uk‖2 , since |fk| ≥ 2M

∥∥uk
∥∥2

=
4

27

N

M

∥∥uk
∥∥2

.

The comparison (36) between the Halley step hk and the quasi-Halley step qk is in terms of
the current Newton step uk. The same comparison in terms of the previous Newton step uk−1

(assuming the current point xk is arrived at by the Newton method) gives

∥∥hk − qk
∥∥ ≤ NM

27 ‖gk‖2

∥∥uk−1
∥∥4

.

Example 1. As in [6], an arbitrary system of m equations in n unknowns:

f(x) = 0 , or fi(x1, x2, . . . , xn) = 0 , i = 1, . . . , m (37)

can be replaced by an equivalent single equation

m∑
i=1

f 2
i (x) = 0 , (38)
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which can be solved by both the Halley and the quasi-Halley methods. An example is given in the
Appendix A.5.

6. Numerical experience

The Halley method (9) and the quasi-Halley method (10) were tested on polynomials in n vari-
ables, n = 2, · · · , 9, and degree d, d = 2, · · · , 10. The degree of a polynomial in n variables is the
maximal degree of its terms, e.g. degree(x2y3 + x4 + y4) = 5. For each combination of n and d,
100 random polynomials were generated and solved by both methods, starting with the same initial
point x0 = (1, 1, · · · , 1). For comparison, each such polynomial was also solved by the Newton
method (4). The stopping rule in all methods was identical, the norm of the step value is less than
10−12, with an upper bound of 30 iterations. The average numbers of iterations of the directional
Newton, Halley and quasi-Halley methods, for 100 random polynomials with degree d = 2, · · · , 10
and n variables, n = 2, · · · , 9 are tabulated in Table 1.

Figures 1–2 illustrate two typical sections of Table 1.
In Figure 1 the number of variables is fixed at 5. For each degree from 2 to 10, 100 random

polynomials were generated and solved by the three methods, recording the average number of
iterations as a function of the degree.

Degree of polynomial

quasi-Halley

Halley

Newton

Average number of iterations

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Figure 1. Comparison of the Newton, Halley and quasi-Halley methods for polynomials with 5
variables.

In Figure 2 the polynomial degree is fixed at 5. For each number of variables from 2 to 10, 100
random polynomials were generated and solved by the three methods, recording the average number
of iterations as a function of the number of variables.
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Number of
variables

2 3 4 5

Degree N H q-H N H q-H N H q-H N H q-H
2 12.45 11.86 7.87 10.05 10.40 7.93 10.46 11.69 6.82 12.47 11.22 6.92
3 11.60 12.25 8.88 10.75 10.98 7.75 11.05 9.66 6.64 10.45 10.23 6.28
4 13.74 11.16 8.09 13.24 10.70 8.15 10.66 10.73 7.45 11.11 8.18 6.56
5 14.30 11.96 9.65 12.38 11.77 8.79 10.16 7.80 8.02 10.38 8.41 8.85
6 12.94 10.48 9.26 11.92 9.82 9.25 10.58 9.26 8.21 9.06 8.82 7.11
7 13.25 10.22 10.11 11.50 9.16 8.00 10.21 7.36 8.06 10.08 8.46 7.76
8 9.47 10.56 8.90 12.54 9.44 9.75 11.69 8.74 7.98 8.45 7.39 8.77
9 10.86 8.99 9.09 10.33 10.17 9.09 10.00 10.23 9.61 8.34 7.17 7.92
10 11.61 10.04 8.99 10.23 10.76 9.76 9.20 7.83 9.32 8.22 8.54 8.11

Number of
variables

6 7 8 9

Degree N H q-H N H q-H N H q-H N H q-H
2 9.00 7.95 7.23 9.12 8.14 8.37 11.20 10.59 9.13 9.82 10.08 7.77
3 9.64 10.67 6.00 10.88 9.36 7.44 10.03 8.38 6.92 9.24 9.92 7.14
4 8.69 7.18 6.25 9.68 8.85 7.46 10.02 9.15 6.95 8.26 7.48 6.96
5 9.93 9.32 6.57 8.89 7.37 8.43 8.45 6.62 6.55 8.54 7.00 7.40
6 9.35 8.32 7.08 7.65 7.41 6.77 7.98 6.55 6.61 7.70 7.52 5.48
7 7.80 7.47 8.24 7.65 6.03 6.38 7.62 8.37 6.66 8.21 6.89 7.80
8 8.79 6.27 6.91 7.66 7.03 7.64 7.33 7.43 7.51 6.75 4.98 7.34
9 8.21 6.03 7.05 8.47 7.20 7.69 7.74 6.58 6.68 8.25 6.66 7.30
10 7.26 7.53 7.26 8.10 6.70 7.45 6.78 6.35 7.14 6.51 5.66 6.38

Table 1
Comparison of the directional Newton (N), Halley (H) and quasi-Halley (q-H) methods in terms
of the average number of iterations for 100 random polynomials with the given degree and number
of variables.
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Number of variables

Average number of iterations

quasi-Halley

Halley

Newton

6

8

10

12

14

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Figure 2. Comparison of the Newton, Halley and quasi-Halley methods for polynomials of degree
5.

7. Conclusions

Three methods for solving a single equation in n unknowns are discussed here:

• the Newton method (4),

• the Halley method (9), and

• the quasi-Halley method (10).

The Newton method is of order 2, see [6, Theorem 1], and requires the evaluation of f(x) , ∇f(x)
(the Newton data) at each iteration. We use this method as our basis for comparison.

The Halley method is of order 3, see Theorem 1 above, but requires the Hessian f ′′(x) in addition
to the Newton data.

The order of the quasi-Halley method is unknown (the related scalar quasi-Halley method (7)
has order 1 +

√
2, see [1]), however in practice it performs similarly to the Halley method, see

the comparison of steps in Theorem 4, and the numerical experience reported in § 6. In terms of
work per iteration, the quasi-Halley method requires one more function evaluation than the Newton
method, f(x+u) where u is the next Newton step. Another advantage of the quasi-Halley method
is that it is amenable for parallel implementation, since the matrix f ′′(x) is avoided.
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Appendix A: Proof of Theorem 2

Proof. Let the function ϕ and the sequence {yk} be given by (18) and (19) respectively, and let vk

and αk be defined by (25b)–(25c). We show that {yk} is a majorizing sequence for the sequence{
xk

}
generated by (9). This is statement (A.1d), proved below for all k. Indeed, we prove for

k = 0, 1, · · · ,

|f(xk)| ≤ ϕ(yk) , (A.1a)

‖vk‖ ≤ − 1

ϕ′(yk)
, (A.1b)

|αk| ≤ 1

1− M
2

ϕ(yk)
(ϕ′(yk))2

, (A.1c)

‖xk+1 − xk‖ ≤ yk+1 − yk . (A.1d)

The proof is by induction.
Verification for k = 0:

|f (
x0

) | ≤ B

L
= ϕ

(
y0

)
= ϕ(0) ,

‖v0‖ ≤ L = − 1

ϕ′ (y0)
,

|α0| =

∣∣∣∣
1

1− 1
2
f (x0)v0 · f ′′ (x0)v0

∣∣∣∣ ≤
1

1− 1
2
M ϕ(y0)

(ϕ′(y0))2

,

∥∥x1 − x0
∥∥ =

∥∥α0v0f
(
x0

)∥∥ ≤
∣∣α0

∣∣ ∥∥v0
∥∥ ∣∣f (

x0
)∣∣

≤
−ϕ(y0)

ϕ′(y0)

1− 1
2
M ϕ(y0)

(ϕ′(y0))2

≤
−ϕ(y0)

ϕ′(y0)

1− 1
2
C ϕ(y0)

(ϕ′(y0))2

= y1 − y0,

showing that equations (A.1a)-(A.1d) hold for k = 0.
Suppose (A.1a)-(A.1d) hold for k ≤ n.



18

Proof of (A.1a) for n + 1:

∥∥xn+1 − x0
∥∥ =

∥∥∥∥∥
n∑

k=0

(
xk+1 − xk

)
∥∥∥∥∥ ≤

n∑

k=0

(
yk+1 − yk

)
= yn+1 − y0 = yn+1 ≤ r1 .

∴ xn+1 ∈ X0 .

Let an(x) := (x− xn) (‖∇f (xn)‖2 − f(xn)

2 ‖∇f(xn)‖2 ∇f(xn) · f ′′(xn)∇f(xn)) + f(xn)∇f(xn) .

∴ an(x) = (x− xn+1)(‖∇f (xn)‖2 − f(xn)

2 ‖∇f(xn)‖2 ∇f(xn) · f ′′(xn)∇f(xn))

+(xn+1−xn)(‖∇f (xn)‖2 − f(xn)

2 ‖∇f(xn)‖2 ∇f(xn) · f ′′(xn)∇f(xn)) + f(xn)∇f(xn)

= (x− xn+1)(‖∇f (xn)‖2 − f(xn)

2 ‖∇f(xn)‖2 ∇f(xn) · f ′′(xn)∇f(xn)) .

Let pn(x) :=
∇f(xn)

‖∇f(xn)‖2 · an(x)

= (x− xn) ·
(
∇f (xn)− f(xn)

2 ‖∇f(xn)‖2 f ′′(xn)∇f(xn)

)
+ f (xn) .

Note that pn(xn+1) = 0 . On the other hand, pn(xn+1) can be represented as

pn(xn+1) = f (xn) +∇f (xn) · (xn+1 − xn
)− f(xn)

2 ‖∇f(xn)‖2 ∇f(xn) · f ′′(xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)

+
1

2

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)− 1

2

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)

= f (xn) +∇f (xn) · (xn+1 − xn
)

+
1

2

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)

−1

2

(
f (xn)∇f (xn)

‖∇f(xn)‖2 + xn+1 − xn

)
· f ′′ (xn)

(
xn+1 − xn

)

= f (xn) +∇f (xn) · (xn+1 − xn
)

+
1

2

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)

−1

4

f (xn)∇f (xn) · f ′′(xn)∇f(xn)

‖∇f(xn)‖4

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)
.

∴ 0 = f (xn) +∇f (xn) · (xn+1 − xn
)

+
1

2

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)

−1

4

f (xn)∇f (xn) · f ′′(xn)∇f(xn)

‖∇f(xn)‖4

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)
.

Thus,

f
(
xn+1

)
= f

(
xn+1

)− f (xn)−∇f (xn) · (xn+1 − xn
)− 1

2

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)

+
1

4

f (xn)∇f (xn) · f ′′(xn)∇f(xn)

‖∇f(xn)‖4

(
xn+1 − xn

) · f ′′ (xn)
(
xn+1 − xn

)
.
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So, by induction

∣∣f (
xn+1

)∣∣ ≤ N

6

∥∥xn+1 − xn
∥∥3

+
M2

4

|f (xn)|
‖∇f (xn)‖2

∥∥xn+1 − xn
∥∥2

≤
{

N

6

∥∥xn+1 − xn
∥∥ +

M2

4

ϕ (yn)

(ϕ′ (yn))2

} (
yn+1 − yn

)2
, by induction

=

{
N

6
|αn| ‖vn‖ |f (xn)|+ M2

4

ϕ (yn)

(ϕ′ (yn))2

} (
yn+1 − yn

)2

≤




N

6

− ϕ(yn)
ϕ′(yn)

1− M
2

ϕ(yn)

(ϕ′(yn))2

+
M2

4

ϕ (yn)

(ϕ′ (yn))2





(
yn+1 − yn

)2

=





N

6

−ϕ′ (yn)

1− M
2

ϕ(yn)

(ϕ′(yn))2

+
M2

4





ϕ (yn)

(ϕ′ (yn))2

(
yn+1 − yn

)2
.

For any y ∈ [0, r1] the function ϕ(y)
(ϕ′(y))2

is decreasing, since
(

ϕ (y)

(ϕ′ (y))2

)′
=

(r2 − r1)
2

C
2
(2y − r1 − r2)3

< 0, y ∈ [0, r1] .

Also,
ϕ (yn)

(ϕ′ (yn))2
≤ ϕ (y0)

(ϕ′ (y0))2
.

∴ −ϕ′ (yn)

1− M
2

ϕ(yn)

(ϕ′(yn))2

≤ −ϕ′ (y0)

1− M
2

ϕ(y0)

(ϕ′(y0))2

=
1

L(1− M
2
LB)

.

∴
∣∣f (

xn+1
)∣∣ ≤ 1

4

(
M2 +

2

3

N

L
(
1− MBL

2

)
)

ϕ (yn)

(ϕ′ (yn))2

(
yn+1 − yn

)2

=
C2

4

ϕ (yn)

(ϕ′ (yn))2

(
yn+1 − yn

)2
= ϕ

(
yn+1

)
, by (22) .

Proof of (A.1b) for n + 1:

∥∥vn+1
∥∥ =

1

‖∇f (xn+1)‖ =
1

‖∇f (x0)− (∇f (x0)−∇f (xn+1))‖
=

1

‖∇f (x0)‖
∥∥∥ ∇f(x0)
‖∇f(x0)‖ − ∇f(x0)−∇f(xn+1)

‖∇f(x0)‖

∥∥∥
≤ L

1− LM ‖xn+1 − x0‖ , by lemma 2

≤ L

1− LCyn+1
=

1
1
L
− Cyn+1

=
1

−ϕ′ (yn+1)
.

Proof of (A.1c) for n + 1:

∣∣αn+1
∣∣ =

1∣∣1− 1
2
f (xn+1)vn+1 · f ′′ (xn+1)vn+1

∣∣

≤ 1

1− M
2

ϕ(yn+1)

(ϕ′(yn+1))2

, by (20a) and (20b).
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Proof of (A.1d) for n + 1:

∥∥xn+2 − xn+1
∥∥ =

∥∥αn+1f(xn+1)vn+1
∥∥ ≤

−ϕ(yn+1)
ϕ′(yn+1)

1− M
2

ϕ(yn+1)

(ϕ′(yn+1))2

, by (20a), (20b) and (20c).

≤
−ϕ(yn+1)

ϕ′(yn+1)

1− C
2

ϕ(yn+1)

(ϕ′(yn+1))2

= yn+2 − yn+1.

Consequently, (A.1a)–(A.1d) hold for all n ≥ 0 . So by Lemma 2, lim
k→∞

xk = x∗ and x∗ ∈ X0.

So, the sequence
{
xk

}
is majorized by the sequence

{
yk

}
generated by the scalar Halley method.

The scalar Halley method has a cubic rate of convergence, [8], and
∣∣yk+1 − yk

∣∣ ≤ β θ3k

1−θ3k , where θ <

1, [9]. So,
∥∥xk+1 − xk

∥∥ ≤ β θ3k

1−θ3k , and the sequence {xk} has at least cubic rate of convergence.

Appendix B: Maple Programs

Note. In the examples below all equations have zero RHS’s, so the values of the functions give
an indication of the error. Also, the functions use a vector variable x of unspecified dimension,
making it necessary to define the dimension, say

> x:=array(1..3):

before using a function. We use the linalg package, so

> restart:with(linalg):

B.1. The directional Halley Method (8).
The function HalleyDirNext(f,x,x0,d) computes the next directional Halley iterate of f(x) at

x0 in the direction d

> HalleyDirNext:=proc(f,x,x0,d)
> local val,gr,c,cc,hes;
> val:=eval(subs(x=x0,f)):
> gr:=eval(subs(x=x0,grad(f,x))):
> c:=dotprod(gr,d):
> hes:=eval(subs(x=x0,hessian(f,x))):
> cc:=dotprod(d,evalm(hes &* d)):
> evalm(x0-(val/(c-(cc*val)/(2*c))*d));
> end:

B.2. The gradient Halley Method (9).
The function HalleyGrad(f,x,x0,N) computes N iterationsfor f(x) starting at x0

> HalleyGrad:=proc(f,x,x0,N)
> local d,sol,valf; global k;
> k:=0; sol:=array(0..N):sol[0]:=x0:
> valf:=eval(subs(x=x0,f)):
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> print(f);
> lprint(Iterate,0):print(sol[0]):
> lprint(function):print(valf):
> for k from 1 to N do d:=eval(subs(x=sol[k-1],grad(f,x))):
> sol[k]:=HalleyDirNext(f,x,sol[k-1],d):
> valf:=eval(subs(x=sol[k],f)):
> if (sqrt(dotprod(sol[k]-sol[k-1],sol[k]-sol[k-1]))<eps) then
> break fi:
> od:
> lprint(Iterate,k-1):print(sol[k-1]):
> lprint(function):print(valf):
> end:

Example B.2. f(x) = exp(1− x2
1 − x2)− 1, x0 = (1.0, 1.2), 10 iterations.

> HalleyGrad(exp(1-x[1]-x[2])-1,x,[1.,1.2],3);

e(1−x1−x2) − 1

Iterate 0

[1., 1.2]

Function

-.6988057881

Iterate 3

[.4000000000, .6000000000]

Function

0

B.3. The gradient quasi-Halley Method (10).
The function QuasiDirNext(f, x, x0, d) computes the next directional quasi-Halley iterate

of f(x) at x0 in the direction ∇f(x0).

> QuasiDirNext:=proc(f,x,x0)
> local val,val1,x1,gr,c; val:=eval(subs(x=x0,f)):
> gr:=eval(subs(x=x0,grad(f,x))): c:=dotprod(gr,gr):
> x1:=evalm(x0-(val/c)*gr): val1:=eval(subs(x=x1,f)):
> if (val1<>val) then evalm(x0-val/(c*(1-val1/val))*gr)
> else evalm(x0-val/(c)*gr); fi:
> end:

The function QuasiGrad(f,x,x0,N) computes N iterations of the function f(x) starting at x0.

> QuasiGrad:=proc(f,x,x0,N)
> local d,sol,valf; global k; k:=0;
> sol:=array(0..N):
> sol[0]:=x0:valf:=eval(subs(x=x0,f)):
> print(f); lprint(Iterate,0):print(sol[0]): lprint(Function):print(valf):
> for k from 1 to N do
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> sol[k]:=QuasiDirNext(f,x,sol[k-1]):
> valf:=eval(subs(x=sol[k],f)):
> if (sqrt(dotprod(sol[k]-sol[k-1],sol[k]-sol[k-1]))<eps) then break fi:
> od:
> lprint(Iterate,k-1):print(sol[k-1]): lprint(Function):print(valf):
> end:

Example B.3. f(x) = x2
1−x2, x0 = (2.1, 1.2), 4 iterations.

> QuasiGrad(x[1]^2-x[2],x,[2.1,1.2],4);

x1
2 − x2

Iterate 0

[2.1, 1.2]

Function

3.21

Iterate 3

[1.192944003, 1.423115393]

Function

.1 10−8

B.4. Comparison Between Directional methods: Newton, Halley and quasi-Halley.
Derby(deg, iter, N) generates N random polynomials of degree deg (at most), and solves

each using Newton, Halley and QuasiHalley, allowing at most iter iterations.

> Derby:=proc(deg,iter,N)
> local degr,x,j,c,f,x0,init,ncount,hcount,qcount;
> global k;
> ncount:=0;hcount:=0;qcount:=0;
> x:=array(1..2);
> for degr from 2 to deg do
> k:=0; ncount:=0; hcount:=0; qcount:=0;
> for j from 1 to N do
> c:=evalf(rand()/10^12):
> f:=c+randpoly([x[1],x[2]],degree=degr);
> x0:=[1.0,1.0];
> lprint(Newton):
> NewtonGrad(f,x,x0,iter):ncount:=ncount+k;print(k);
> lprint(Halley):
> HalleyGrad(f,x,x0,iter):hcount:=hcount+k;print(k);
> lprint(Quasi-Halley):
> NewQuasiGrad(f,x,x0,iter):qcount:=qcount+k;print(k);
> c:=’c’;
> od:
> lprint(Average-no-iterations);
> lprint(Newton);print(evalf(ncount/N));
> lprint(Halley);print(evalf(hcount/N));
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> lprint(Quasi-Halley);print(evalf(qcount/N));
> od: end:

> Derby(2,30,100);

Average-no-iterations

Newton

12.450000000
Halley

11.860000000
Quasi-Halley

7.870000000
obtaining the first comparison in Table 1.

B.5. Systems of equations.
The function SOS(x) computes the sum of squares of the components of the vector x. It is

used in some of the functions below, and works better than the MAPLE function norm(x,2)2

which is not differentiable if any xi = 0.

> SOS:=proc(x)
> local n,k;
> n:=vectdim(x):
> sum(x[k]^2,k=1..n);
> end:

The function SystemHalleyGrad(f,x,x0,N) computes N iterations of the directional Halley
method for the sum of squares

∑n
i=1 f 2

i (x), starting at x0.

> SystemHalleyGrad:=proc(f,x,x0,N)
> local n,F;
> n:=vectdim(x0);F:=SOS(f);print(f);
> HalleyGrad(F,x,x0,N);
> end:

The function SystemQuasiGrad(f,x,x0,N) computes N iterations of the directional quasi-
Halley method for the sum of squares

∑n
i=1 f 2

i (x), starting at x0.

> SystemQuasiGrad:=proc(f,x,x0,N)
> local n,F;
> n:=vectdim(x0);F:=SOS(f);print(f);
> QuasiGrad(F,x,x0,N);
> end:

Example B.4. Fröberg, p. 186, Example 1

> x:=array(1..3):
> SystemHalleyGrad([x[1]^2-x[1]+x[2]^3+x[3]^5,x [1]^3+x[2]^5-x[2]+x[3]^7,
> x[1]^5+x[2]^7+x[3]^11-x[3]],x,[0.4,0.3,0.2],10):

[x1
2 − x1 + x2

3 + x3
5, x1

3 + x2
5 − x2 + x3

7, x1
5 + x2

7 + x3
11 − x3]

(x1
2 − x1 + x2

3 + x3
5)2 + (x1

3 + x2
5 − x2 + x3

7)2 + (x1
5 + x2

7 + x3
11 − x3)

2
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Iterate 0

[.4, .3, .2]

Function

.1357076447

Iterate 10

[.002243051296, .0002858171153, -.0002540074383]

Function

.5154938245 10−5

> x:=array(1..3):
> SystemQuasiGrad([x[1]^2-x[1]+x[2]^3+x[3]^5,x[ 1]^3+x[2]^5-x[2]+x[3]^7,
> x[1]^5+x[2]^7+x[3]^11-x[3]],x,[0.4,0.3,0.2],10);

[x1
2 − x1 + x2

3 + x3
5, x1

3 + x2
5 − x2 + x3

7, x1
5 + x2

7 + x3
11 − x3]

(x1
2 − x1 + x2

3 + x3
5)2 + (x1

3 + x2
5 − x2 + x3

7)2 + (x1
5 + x2

7 + x3
11 − x3)

2

Iterate 0

[.4, .3, .2]

Function

.1357076447

Iterate 10

[.0001876563761, .4627014469 10−5, −.3061094461 10−5]

Function

.3523247963 10−7


