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CONVERGENCE OF THE GENERALIZED STEFFENSEN METHOD IN
RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS

CHANDRESH PRASAD AND PRADIP KUMAR PARIDA

ABSTRACT. In this article, we present semilocal convergence of the generalized
Steffensen method in Riemannian manifolds to find the singular points of a vector
field. We establish the convergence under the Kantarovich—Ostrowski’s conditions.
Finally, two examples are given to show the applicability of our convergence anal-
ysis.

1. INTRODUCTION

A lot of problems in applied sciences and others which includes engineering, op-
timization, dynamic economic system, physics, biological problems that are abstract
can be formulated as finding the solution of nonlinear equations [1-5]. The exact
solution of these equations is difficult to find. Therefore one can use iterative meth-
ods to solve these equations. There are so many iterative methods used to find zeros
of nonlinear equations in Banach spaces and Newton method is one such highly
used method. As in some cases the existence of invertibility of the derivative of the
operator can’t be guaranteed, some authors considered Kurchatov method [15, 16],
generalized Steffensen method and many other’s in Banach spaces and studied their
convergence. Some study the convergence of iterative methods usually based on
semilocal and local convergence analysis. If the convergence analysis which gives
information about a solution and estimates the radius of the convergence ball, then it
is said to be local convergence where as if the convergence analysis tells information
about an initial point, then it is said to be semilocal convergence. The generalized
Steffensen method [13] in Banach space is :

lheQ,
My = Iy + BuE (1), (1.1)
liv1 = my — [Ly,m,; E] " E(m,,), foreachn =0,1,2,...,
where E is a mapping from Q C B to B which is a nonlinear operator, B is a Ba-

nach space, Q is an open convex set and f3, € (0, 1]. Unlike Newton’s method, this
method does not contain derivatives of the operator. Here the authors studied semilo-
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cal convergence under Lipschitz-type convergence conditions. Recently, there has
been a growing interest in studying numerical iterative methods in Riemannian man-
ifolds(see [7] and references there in), since there are many numerical problems in
manifolds that may arise in many contexts. Some examples which include the eigen-
value problem, minimization problems with orthogonality constraints, optimization
problems with equality constraints, invariant subspace computations etc. For such
types of problems, one has to find solutions of equations or to find zeros of a vector
field in Riemannian manifolds. Now in Riemannian manifolds the study of conver-
gence analysis of iterative methods began with the work of Ferreira and Svaiter [7]
in 2002, where the Kantorovich’s method (Newton) was extended into this context.
Dedieu et.al. [6, 11] generalized the Smale’s o.-theory and y-theory in intrinsic New-
ton’s method in a complete manifold by using the work of Ferreira and Svaiter. The
assumptions for the convergence of Newton’s method in Riemannian manifolds has
been weakened by Argyros [8]. Later the studies of Newton’s method on Lie groups
has been studied by Argyros [9] and He et.al. [10]. Sometimes the extension of
iterative methods into Riemannian manifolds creates new difficulty. For example,
the vector field defined on a Banach space is a mapping from a Banach space into
itself, while in manifolds, it is a mapping from the manifold to the tangent bundle.
Sometimes, it can be difficult to find the radius of convergence and uniqueness of
the solution in the open ball which is defined by such a radius [14].

In this article, we study the generalized Steffensen method (1.1) in Riemannian
manifolds. Such a study was presented in a Banach space setting in [13].

This article is divided into five sections : Section 1 is the introduction. In Section
2, we discuss all the necessary background on fundamental properties and notation
of Riemannian manifolds. In Section 3, we present the semilocal convergence of the
generalized Steffensen method in Riemannian manifolds. In Section 4, two examples
are provided. Section 5, forms the conclusion.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we discuss some basic definitions and necessary results in Rie-
mannian manifolds.

Let W be a real n— dimensional Riemannian manifold. The tangent space of W
at e is denoted by T,W. The inner product (.,.), on T,W induces the norm ||.||.. The
tangent bundle of W is denoted by TW and is defined by

TW :={(e,v);e € WandveT,W}= | J T.W.
ecW

Lete,t € W and ¢ : [0,1] — W be a piecewise smooth curve joining the points e and
t. Then the arc length of ¢ is defined by

0= [ Tas= [(292) %,
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and the Riemannian distance from e to 7 is defined by d(e,r) = infy[(¢), where the
infimum is taken over all the piecewise smooth curves ¢ connecting e and ¢.

Let x(W) be the set of all vector fields of class C* on W and D(W) be the ring
of real-valued functions of class C* defined on W. An affine connection V on W is
a mapping from (W) x x(W) to x(W) defined by (X,H) — VxH, that satisfies the
following properties

(i) Vix4eunB = fVxV+gVyD.
(ii) Vx(H+9)=VxH+VxD.
(iii) Vx(fH) = fVxH+X()H,
where X, H, U e y(W)and f ,g € D(W).
Definition 2.1. Let H be a vector field of class C' on W, the covariant derivative of H
is determined by the connection V which defines on each e € W a linear application

of T,W itself
DH(e) : LW — T.W

v DH(e)(v) = VxH(e),
where X is a vector field satisfying X (e) = v.
Definition 2.2. A parametrized curve ¢ : I CR — W is a geodesic at po € I, if
Vq,/(p)(b’(p) =0 at the point py. If ¢ is a geodesic for all p € I, we say ¢ is a geodesic.
If [x,y] C I, then ¢ is a geodesic segment joining 0(x) to &(y). A basic property of
geodesics is that, ¢/ (p) is parallel along ¢(p) and therefore ||O/(p)|| is constant. Let
Ul(e,s) and Ule,s| be an open and a closed geodesic ball with centre e and radius s

respectively. By the Hopf-Rinow theorem, if W is a complete metric space, then for
any e,t € W there exists a geodesic ¢ called the minimizing geodesic joining e to t

with
1(0) =d(e,t).

If v € T,W, then there exists a unique minimizing geodesic ¢ such that ¢(0) = e and
¢'(0) = v. The point (1) is called the image of v by the exponential map at e, i.e.

exp,: W —W
such that exp,(v) = (1) and ¢(p) = exp,(pv) for any p € [0,1].

Definition 2.3. Let ¢ be a piecewise smooth curve. Then for any x,y € R, the parallel
transport along ¢ is denoted by Sy, . and given by

Sy TowW = ToyW
v V(O(),
where V is the unique vector field along ¢ such that Vy,)V =0 and V(¢(x)) = v.

Definition 2.4. Let j € N and H be a vector field of class C*. The covariant deriva-
tive of order j of H is denoted by D'H and defined as the multilinear map
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DIH : CK(TW) x CH(TW) x - x CK(TW) — C<(TW)

J-times

which is given by
D'H(A1,Ay,...,Aj_1,A) =VaD/ ' H(A,As,...,Aj_1)
-1
— Y DI H(A Ay, VAA;, . Aj) 2.1)
i=1
forall Ay,As,...,Aj_1 € CK(TW).

Definition 2.5. Let W be a Riemannian manifold, QO C W be an open convex set and
H € x(W). The covariant derivative DH = V \H is Lipschitz with constant M > 0,
if for any geodesic ¢ and x,y € R such that §[x,y| C Q, it satisfies the inequality

[0, DH(0())Sos = DH(O()| <M [ [8'(1)

and we write DH € Lipy (Q). If W = R"| then the above definition is the same as
the usual Lipschitz condition for the operator DH : W — W.

Definition 2.6. Let W be a Riemannian manifold and Q C W be an open convex set.
Let ¢ be a curve in W such that [b,d] C dom(¢) and H be a vector field of class C°
on W. The divided difference of first order for H on the points ¢(e) and ¢(e+z) in
the direction ¢’ (e) is given by

e+ () HI () = ~ (SperccH(Oe +2) ~HOE)). (22

If W is a Banach space and ¢ is a geodesic joining the points e| and e such that
O(a) = e +a(ex—ey), a € R, then, we have

[62,61;H](62 —61) :H(EQ) —H(el)
and also if DH (1) exists, then DH (1) = [1,1;H].

Proposition 2.1. Let ¢ be a curve in W and H be a C! vector field on W. The
covariant derivative of H in the direction of ¢/(¢) is defined as

.1
DH(O())0' () = Vig(Hot = Jim < (Sos50,H (00 +80)) — H(9(1))).
If W =R” then it is same as the directional derivative in R".

Next, we will prove Taylor’s type expansions in Riemannian manifolds that are
useful to prove our convergence theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let ¢ be a geodesic in W such that [0,1] C Dom(¢) and H be a C'-
vector field on W. Then,

S000H(0(0)) = H(0(0)+ [ So.0DH(0())0' )z
Proof. See [12] ]
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3. GENERALIZED STEFFENSEN METHOD IN RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS

In this section, we will provide convergence analysis of the generalized Steffensen
method (1.1) in Riemannian manifolds. The given method in Riemannian manifolds
has the form

Uy = BnH (en)a

in = exp,, (un),
Vn = —[enain;H]_lH(in)a

ent1 = exp; (vp), foreachn=0,1,2,...,

3.1

where B, € (0,1]. We define the following scalar sequences in order to study con-
vergence of the method (3.1) given as follows:
by =¢u + Bug(cn),
2(b,) (3.2)
g'(bn) —zn’
where ¢g =0, z, >0, g(c ) =52 —c+b, b,K>0. Let a; and a, be the two pos-

itive roots of g(c), Kb < 3. Assume that a; < a, and H(e) satisfies the following

conditions:

(1) [|H (eo)|| < b,

() [DH(eo) | < 1,

3) [|S@.5aDH(P(b))S@ 4 — DH(P(a))||
where @ is the geodesic such that Pla,

@) || B+ Sn,.1.0DH (€0)Sn, 0,11 < g — 1,

(5) U(eo,Cl]) C Q,

where 1, is the family of minimizing geodesics such that n,(0) = ¢, and n,(1) =

eo for each n =0,1,2,..., and I, is the identity operator on 7, W. To prove the

convergence of the iterative method first we shall prove some Lemmas given below.

Cntl :bn -

<K[; H‘P’( )lldx,
b

] C

Lemma 1. Let e,i € Q and assume that d(e,i) < |c— b|. Then,
1Sp.1.0DH (€)Sp.0.1 — DH(i) ]| < |g'(c) —g'(b)],
where p : [0,1] — W is the minimizing geodesic such that p(0) =i and p(1) =
Proof. We have |
1Sp.1.0DH (€)Sp0.1 = DH(i)|| < K/O 1p(0))llds = Kd(e, i) (3.3)

and 1
¢(c)—g'(b) =/O " (b41(c— b)) (c— b)dr.

Taking the modulus on both sides, we get

0~ @)1= [ "0+ ile-o)llc-oldr =Kle—bl. G4
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From (3.3) and (3.4), we get
1Sp,1.0DH (€)Sp.0,1 — DH (i)|| < |¢'(c) — g'(b)]. O
Lemma 2. Suppose the sequences {c,} and {b,} are generated by (3.2). If Kb < %

then the sequences {c,} and {b,} are increasing and bounded from above. Hence
they converge to aj.

Proof. We define the function K by (c+ Bug(©))
. B glc+prglc
R(c) =c+Png(c) g (c+PBng(c) — 2

As g(c) >0, g”(c) >0, g'(c) <0in [0,a;) we get & (¢) >0V ¢ € [0,a;). Therefore
the function R is increasing on [0,a;). So, if ¢, € [0,a;) for some k, then

8(ck + Png(cx))
g (ck+ Bug(cr)) —zn

o < ¢+ Brgler) — = Ckt 1

and s(ci - Bus(cr))
&' (cx +Bng(cx)) —zn

Lemma 3. Let 3, be the family of minimizing geodesics such that §,(0) = e, and §,(1) =
in, Mx be given as above. Then, for all n > 0, we have

k1 = &+ Bng(ek) — ai. U

1
Ss,0.0H(in) = [ (S5,10DH (84(1))S5,0, ~ DH(ex))und

1,
+ (ﬁ +Snn,1.,0DH(€o)Snn,0.,1) Uy + (DH(en> - Snn.,l-,ODH(eO)San-rl)u”'

n

Proof. Since 8,(0) = e,, 8,(1) = iy, Nu(0) = €4, Nu(1) = 9. By Theorem 2.1 and
(3.1), we have

SS,,,],OH(in) = SS,,,].,OH(in) - H(en) +H<en) + DH(en)un - DH(en)un
+ Sn,..1,0DH (€0) Sy, 0,1tn — Sn,.1.0DH (€0)Sn, 0,1Un
1
_ /O S5, 1 0DH (8,(1))S5, 0.4ttndt — DH (e4)uy + H(ey) + DH (e,)t
— S’ﬂn-,l QODH(eO)ST]n-,O,l U, + Sﬂml VODH(BO)ST]"’()’] Uy

1
_ /0 (SSMODH(S”(t))ngoJ—DH(en))undt—i—?

+ (DH (en) — Sn,,10DH (€0)Sn,.0.1) tn + Sn,.,1 0DH (€0)Sn,..0,1un
1
= /O (Ss,.1.0DH (8,(1))Ss, 0. — DH (e,) ) undt
1
+ (ﬁ + Sn,“],ODH(eO)Sn,,,O,l ) Un

n

+ (DH(e,,) — Snn-,l,ODH<eO)Snn-,0,l)”n- O
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Lemma 4. Let ¢, be the family of minimizing geodesics such that ¢,,(0) =i, and ¢, (1) =
en, 0,1 be given as above. Then, for all n € N, we have

1
So,.,1,0H (€n) = /0 (S6,,.0DH (0,(1))S,.04 =S5, 0DH (8,-1(1))S5,_, 0,0)dt V1.
Proof. From (2.2) and (3.1), we have
So,.1.0H (en) = S¢,.1.0H (en) — H(in—1) +H (in-1)

= So,,1,0H(€n) —H(in—1) — [en—1,in—1; H|vn_1
= [enainfl;H]anl - [6,,7171.,1,1;]‘1]1/‘",1

1
_ /0 (So,.0.0DH (0n(t))S0,00—Ss, 1 10DH (8 1(1)Ss, | 0.)dtva 1. O

Now, we can demonstrate the convergence of the method; we begin by showing
that {c, },en is a majorizing sequence of {e, },en.

Theorem 3.1. Let W be a complete Riemannian manifold and Q C W be an open
convex set. Assume that H € y (W) satisfies the conditions C with Ka; < %, then, for
all z, > 0 there are B, € (0,1] such that

d(en—i-laen) S Cht1 — Cpny
where {e,},{c,} are defined by (3.1) and (3.2) respectively.
Proof. First, we shall prove the result for n > 0, by mathematical induction.
(I,) en € U(eo,ar) (I,) in € U(eg,ay).

Forn=0, (Iy) is trivial and (1y) holds, since d(ip,e0) = ||BoH (eo)|| < Pob < b <
a;. By Lemma 3, we have

I5,1.0H (i)l =|1Eio)|
1
< [ 115000DH (30(1))S50, = DH (eo) o

I
+| ﬁ + Sno.1,0DH (€0)Sn,.0.1| o |

+[|Sno,1.0DH (€0)Sny 0,1 — DH (eo) ||| o |

<5 (b0 o)+ (g = (b= <o) = (b0,

Now, we will show that the operator [eo,io;H]_] is bounded. Let p, be the
family of minimizing geodesics such that p,(0) = ey and p,(1) = i, for each n =
0,1,2..., §y be given as above. Then, we have

|11, — DH (e0) ™' [eo, io; H] |
=|\DH(eo) ™" (DH (eq) — [eo, i0; H])|
=|\DH (e0) ' (DH (€9) — Spq,1,0DH (i0)Spy,0,1 + Spo,1.0DH (i0)Spy.0,1 — €0, io; H]) |
<|g'(c0) — &'(bo)| +&'(bo) — &' (bo) +z0 = |&'(c0) — &' (bo)| + 20
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and

1
ey — DH (e0) ™" [eo, io: H] || = HDH(eo)*lH/O 15580.0.0DH (80(2))S5,,0. — DH (o) | dt

1 t 1
< [ & [ 13l = KIS )] [ "ras
0 0 0
1 1 1
— S Klluoll = 5KI|BoH (e0)] < 5Bokb < BoKD < 1.

as Kb < % Therefore the operator [eg, io; H] is invertible by Banach’s lemma and

¥ IDH (e) '
= 1— I, — DH(eq)~[eo, io; H]||
_ IDH (e)”'|
1— HDH(eo)l‘1 (DH (eo) — [eo, io; H])|

l|[eo,ios H] ™

(1 (c0) — ¢'(00)] +20) ~ &'(bo) 20"

Also
d(e1,e0) < d(e1,io) +d(io,e0) = [|BoH (e0)[| + || [eo, io: H] " H (io) |
g(bo)
< _— = — < .
< Pog(co) Tby)—zg <@

Assume that the above relations hold for 0 < j < n that is, d(ej,ej—1) < ¢;j—cj_i.
Then,
d(en,e0) < d(ep,en—1)+d(en—1,en—2)+---+d(e1,ep)

<=1t 1—¢ot-F+eg—c=c¢,—co<ai.

Therefore e, € U(ep,a;) and it holds for n > 0.
By Lemma 4, we have

16,,1,0H (en) || = H (en) |
1
= /0 (S6,.4.0DH (90(1)) S, 0, — DH (i 1)) dr
4 [ (D)~ S5, oDH By 155, 0,)atJon |
K

<(Sdtensin 1)+ dlin 1.0 1)) |
K K
(FdCemin-1)+ % -1l )densin-1)

=2 denin )P+ 5 [BuiH (en 1) d(enin1)
Sg(HI_I(ln—l)[enflainfl;l_l]_]”)2
+§Bn 18(Cn—1)|1H (in-1)[€n—1,in-1; ]*1H



GENERALIZED STEFFENSEN METHOD IN RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS 329
K —g(b,_4 2 K —g(b,_
KB Y K g(e (52 )
2\g'(by—1) —zn—1 2 g (by—1) —zn—1
K
:*(Cn - bnfl)z + Ef’nflg(cnfl)(cn - bnfl) = g(cn)
Thus, we obtain
d(in,e0) <d(in,en) +d(en,e0) < ||BuH (en)|| +d(en,e0)
gﬁng(cn) +d(en7eO) < Bng(al) +a; =aj.
Therefore i, € U(eg,a;) and it holds for n > 0. Again by Lemma 3, we have
1S5,.,1,0H (in) || =|1H (in)

1
S/O 155,.+,0DH (84 (1))S3,.0, — DH (en) ||| un||dt

I
+ 15"+ Sn,.1.0DH (€0)Sn, 0.1 |t |
n

+1Sn,.1.0DH (€0)Sn, 0,10 — DH () [[|un|

<3 (b ) + K (0~ ) (e HE‘”“’ n) = 2(by).

Next, we will show that the operator [e,,i,;H]~! is bounded. Let T be the min-
imizing geodesic such that ©(0) = ep and t(1) = ¢,, 3, and p, be given as above.
Then, we have

1Zey — DH (€0) ' Sc.1.0len, in: H]Sx 0,1
=||DH (e0) " (DH (eo) — Sz.1.0[en, in: H]Sz0.1) |
=||DH (e0) ™" (DH (e0) — Sp,.10DH (in)Sp, 0.1

+Sp,,1,0DH (in)Sp,.0,1 — St1,0(€n,ins H]Sz0,1) ||
<|g'(co) = &'(bn)| + & (bn) — &'(0n) + 20 = |&'(c0) — &' (b0)| + 2

and
|DH (e0) "' St.1.0lens ins H]St0.1 — Lo, |

<||DH (e0) ™" Sx.1.0([en, ins H] — DH (e4))Sz 0.1

+||DH (eo) ' (S+,1,0DH (€4)Sz0,1 — DH(eo)) |

<D (o) | [ 1185,10DH(3,(1)S5,0, ~ DH(er)

+[|DH (e0) ™" [[S<,1.0DH (€n)Sz0.1 — DH (eo)|

<Kd(er,e0) + [ 55,0DH(,(1)S5,0, ~ DH(er) |

sg(z(cn —co) +d(enin)) < g(z(cn — o)+ Bug(en)) < 1.
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Therefore St 1 0len, in; H|Sz 0,1 is invertible by Banach’s lemma and we have

[ens ins H M) = 1Se.1.0lens ins H] ' Sc0.1]|
< IDH (e0) ||
~ 1—||DH(eo) ! (St.1.0(enin; H|St0.1 — DH (eo))||
1 —1

< < .
~ 1—(|g'(co) — &'(bn)| +22) ~ &'(bn) —2zn
Thus, we have
d(ent1,en) < d(ens1,in) +d(in,en) = ||BnH (en)|| + ||[enain;H]_1H(in)H

8(bn)
<Buglen) — o ey~ 0
_B g(c ) gl(bn)_Zn Cht1 —C

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that all the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 hold, then the method
given by (3.1) converges to a singular point e, of the vector field H in U(eg,a;) and
the singular point e, is unique in U (ep,ay).

Proof. Since d(epi1,€n) < ¢uy1 — ¢y < Cyp1, this shows that {e, },en is a Cauchy
sequence in the complete Riemannian manifold W and hence it converges to say e, €
U(eo,ay). It is clear that e, is a singularity of H because for all n € N, ||H(e,)|| <
g(c,) and taking the limit as n — oo, we get

[H (e.)|| < g(ar) = 0.

Next, we will show that the singularity is unique in U (e, a; ). For this let us prove

that |[DH(e;)~!|| < ﬁg) for j > 0. For j =0, it is trivial. Suppose it is true for
J

j=1,...,n—1. Then, we will prove it for j = n. Let T be the minimizing geodesic

given as above. We have
1
||St,1,0DH (e,)S10,1 — DH (eg)|| < K/o 17'(0))||ds < Kd(en,e0) < Kay.
So
IDH (e0) ™ ||[|Sx.1,0DH (€n) S0, — DH(eo) || < Kay <1,

as Ka; < % Therefore St 1 0DH (e,)Sc0,1 is invertible by Banach’s lemma and we
have

IDH ()~ || =[1S=.1.0DH (ex) ™' Sz 0.1l

< IDH (e0) ! ||
~ 1 —||DH (e)~(|||S7,1,0DH (e4)St,0.1 — DH (eo) ||
1 1 1 —1

< < = = .
“1—Kd(es,e0) ~ 1—K(cp—co) 1—Kcy  g'(cn)

Hence, it holds for j > 0. Let m, be the another singularity of H in U (ep,a;) and v
be the minimizing geodesic such that v(0) = e, and v(1) = m.. Then, we have
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[1Sv..0DH (V(2))Sy.0. — DH e.)]| SK/OZ IV'(0)llds = Kz[|v'(0)

= Ktd(e,,m,) < Kt(d(eo,e*) +d(eo,m*)).
Hence )
IDH(e.)™| /0 1Sv..0DH (v(1))Sy0.df — DH(e,)|dt

1
g(l—Kal)_]/ Kt(d(eo,e*)+d(eo,m*))dt
0
K
<(1—Kay) 5(a1+a1)<1.

By Banach’s lemma, the operator T — [} Sy, 0DH (V(t))Sy.0,(T)dt is invertible and
we have

1
0= Sy10H(e,) — H(m,) = /0 Sur 0DH(V(1))Sy.0.(V'(0))dr.
Therefore V' (0) = 0. As 0 = ||V/(0)|| = d(ex, ms), we get e, = m,.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose there is a singularity e, of H in U(eg,a;). If U(ep,az) C Q,
then e, is the unique singular point of H in U (e, p), where a; < p < ay.

Proof. Let m, be the singularity of H in U(eg, p) and y be the minimizing geodesic
such that y(0) = ep and y(1) = m,. Then by Theorem 2.1, we have

Sy.1.0H (m.) = Sy10H (m.) — H(eo) + H(eo) + DH(eo)Y (0) — DH (e0)Y (0)

= [ $1.0DH (08,001 (0)ds ~ DH (e0)Y (0)+ H(co) + DH (e0)Y (0)

= [ (S400DH ()0, — DH (e0) Y (0)di + Hieo) + DH(eo)Y (0)

Thus
Kd(ey,m,)? 1 -
+ >||H (eo) +DH (e0)Y (0)|| > WHDH(%) 'H(ep) +7(0)]]
> (IV ) - 1DH (o) Heo)l|) = (d(eo,m.) —a).
Therefore )
g(d(eg,m.)) :Kd(eoz,m*) —d(eg,my)+a>0.

Since d(eg,m.) < p < ay, we have d(ep,m.) < a;, hence by Theorem 3.2,
€y = M. O
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4. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section, two examples are given to show the applicability of our conver-
gence analysis.

Example 4.1. Let us consider the vector field H : (—1,1)3 CR3 — (—1,1)3 given
by
H(e) = H(ei,ex,e3)" = (e —1,e5+ep,e3)"

with the norm ||.||«. The first and second Fréchet derivatives of H are:

e 0 0 e 0 0[0 0 0/0 0 0
DH(e)= |0 2e,+1 O|,D*H(e)=|0 0 0[0 2 0[0 0 0
0o 0 1 0 0 0/0 00000

Initially for ey = (0.11,0.11,0.11)7 , we get ||H(eo)|| = max(0.12,0.12,0.11) =
0.12=b, |DH(ey)"'|| = 1, and |D*H(e)|| = max(1.12,2,0) =2 = K. All the as-
sumptions of the convergence theorem are satisfied and the generalized Steffensen
method can be applied to get the desired singular point.

Example 4.2. Let us consider the vector field H : R*> — R? given by
20 T
H(e) = Hiepex)” = (<2900 )

with the norm ||.||s. The first and second Fréchet derivatives of H are:

—sine;+20 0 —cose| 0 O O
= 20 2 - 20
DH (e) [ 5 1],DH(€) [ 0 0}0 0}
Initially for eq = (0,0)7, we get ||H(eo)|| = max(55,0) = 55 = b, |DH(eo) || =1,
and |D*H (e)|| = max(|=55],0) = | 3L | < 55 = K. Again all the assumptions of
the convergence theorem are satisfied and one can apply the generalized Steffensen
method to get the desired singular point.

“4.1)

5. CONCLUSION

In this article, we have presented the generalized Steffensen method in Riemann-
ian manifolds to approximate the zeros of a vector field. We have established the
convergence theorem under the Kantarovich—-Ostrowski’s conditions. Finally, two
examples are given to show the applicability of our convergence analysis. In the
future, we will extend this method for B, € R™.
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