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Abstract

In this paper, we propose objective-evaluation-free (OEF) variants of the proximal New-
ton method for nonconvex composite optimization problems and the regularized Newton
method for unconstrained optimization problems, respectively, using inexact evaluations of
gradients and Hessians. Theoretical analysis demonstrates that the global/local convergence
rates of the proposed algorithms are consistent with those achieved when both objective
function and derivatives are evaluated exactly. Additionally, we present an OEF regularized
Newton and negative curvature algorithm that uses inexact derivatives to find approximate
second-order stationary points for unconstrained optimization problems. The worst-case iter-
ation/(sample) operation complexity of the proposed algorithm matches the optimal results
reported in the literature.

Keywords: Objective-evaluation-free method inexact gradients and HessiansGlobal and
local convergencelteration/(sample) operation complexity .

1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the objective-evaluation-free methods for nonconvex composite opti-
mization problems

min ¢(z) := f(z) + h(z), (1.1)

unconstrained optimization problems

i 1.2
min f(z), (1.2)
and its finite-sum form .
1
i = — i 1.3
iy f@) =) S (13)

under the condition that both gradients and Hessians are approximated.

Optimization methods with inexact gradients and Hessians have been studied in literature.
For instance, relevant works can be found in [Devolder et al.,|2014, Dvurechensky), 2022, Gratton
et al 2025b|, [Hamadouche et all, [2024] [Schmidt et al.,2011] for Problem (L.1]), and in [Arjevani
et al] [2020, Bellavia et al] 2022, [Bergou et al., 2022, |d’Aspremont, 2008, [Liu et al., [2023]
Roosta-Khorasani and Mahoney, [2019] for Problems or (L.3). For strongly convex finite-
sum problems (L.3), Roosta and Mahoney [Roosta-Khorasani and Mahoney, 2019] proposed
sub-sampled Newton methods with sampled gradients and Hessians. Exact evaluation of the
objective function values is required to determine the step size. Research on the proximal
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Newton method and the regularized Newton method with inexact gradients and Hessians remains
relatively limited. Numerous studies have shown that the accuracy of the (noisy) objective
function is significantly more critical to ensure convergence than that of the computed (noisy)
derivatives |Bellavia et al., 2022a, 2023, Blanchet et al., [2019} |Cartis and Scheinberg, 2018,
Chen et al., 2018]. The evaluation of the objective function may have similar computational
cost to the gradient evaluation. In this paper, we propose an OFEF wvariant of the proximal
Newton method for Problem , which only requires approximate gradients and Hessians.
The global and local convergence rates under high-order metric subreqularity assumption of the
proposed method are identical to those of its counterparts that use exact function values and
derivatives. Furthermore, we derive an OFEF regularized Newton method for Problems
and , which can be regarded as a special case of the OEF Prozimal Newton-type method
applied to these problems. The local Q-linear/superlinear convergence rate is attainable. By
appropriately designing the accuracy criterion for the approrimate gradients and Hessians, the
OFEF regularized Newton method attains local quadratic convergence when applied to the strongly
convex problem , which improves the convergence rate obtained in [Roosta-Khorasani and
Mahoney, |2019].

A point z is called an e,-first-order stationary point (FOSP) of Problem if V()| <eg
for some €, > 0, where || - || denotes the Euclidean norm. A point z is called an (¢4, €5 )-second-
order stationary point (SOSP) if it further satisfies Amin(V2f(z)) > —¢;, for some ¢, > 0,
where Apin(-) denotes the minimal eigenvalue of a symmetric matrix. Second-order methods for
computing an (g,£'/2)-SOSP of Problem with the optimal iteration complexity O(e~3/2)
have been widely studied in literature (e.g., [Cartis et al.l 2011ayb, |Curtis et al. 2021} 2017,
Gratton et al., [2020], |Griewankl {1981, He et al., 2025bla, Nesterov and Polyak, 2006, [Royer
et al.l 2020, Royer and Wright| [2018|, Toint| [2013] |Zhang et al. |2025]), among which [Cartis
et al., [2011a.b| allow for the approximate Hessians. Xu et al. [Xu et al., 2020] proposed variants
of trust-region and adaptive cubic regularization methods for nonconvex finite-sum problems
based on the approximate Hessian, achieving the optimal iteration complexity of 0(6_3/ 2).
Tripuraneni et al. [Tripuraneni et al.,|2018| presented a stochastic cubic regularization method for
nonconvex stochastic optimization using approximate gradients and Hessians, which attains an
(€,v/L1ne)-SOSP in at most O(e3/2) iterations with O(e~7/2) stochastic gradient and stochastic
Hessian-vector evaluations. Here, Lj, denotes the Lipschitz constant of V2f(z) and O(-) hides
ploy-logarithmic factors. Yao [Yao et al. [2021] proposed inexact variants of trust region and
adaptive cubic regularization methods incorporating approximate gradients and Hessians, which
reach an (eg,€;)-SOSP in at most 0(6;26}71) and (’)(653/26;3) iterations, respectively. Most of
the aforementioned methods involve solving nonconvex subproblems and require exact function
evaluations. Yao et al. [Yao et al., [2023] propoased an inexact Newton-CG method without
line search for Problem (1.2), which achieves an (e, v/Lj€)-SOSP in at most O(e3/?) iterations
with high probability. For Problem , the total sample operation complexity (counting
evaluations of Vf; and Hessian-vecotr products) is O(e~7/2). However, the accuracy criterion
for the approximate gradient in this algorithm depends on two vectors that are not yet availbale
(as their computation relies on the approximate gradient itself). Recently, Li and Wright [Li and
Wright, |2025] proposed a randomized algorithm for Problem that avoids function value
evaluations, attaining an (e,v/Ly€)-SOSP in at most O(e~2) iterations with high probability,
along with 6(6_9/ 4) gradient and Hessian-vector evaluations. For Problem , the total
sample operation complexity is O(e~*). In this paper, we propose an OEF regularized Newton
and negative curvature method to find (e,/Lpe)-SOSP of Problem , which achieves the
iteration complexity of O(e~%/?) and operator complexity of O(e~"/*). For Problem (L.3), we
show the sample operation complexity of O(e~"/?).

Organization. The main results of this paper are summarized in Table[ll The remainder of this



paper is organized as follows. In Section [2, we propose an OEF proximal Newton-type method
with approximate gradients and Hessians for Problem ; its iteration complexity and local
convergence rate are detailed in Subsection and respectively. In Section [3] we discuss
the special case of the OEF proximal Newton-type method applied to Problems and ,
namely the OEF regularized Newton method. At the end of this section, we establish the local
quadratic convergence of the method for unconstrained strongly convex optimization problems.
Section [4] presents an OEF regularized Newton and negative curvature method: Subsection
details its iteration and operation complexity for Problems , while Subsection details its
iteration and sample operation complexity for Problem . Concluding remarks are provided
in Section [Bl

Table 1: Summary of the main results. For Probelm , e-FOSP refers to a point satisfies
IG(z)|| <€, where G(z) = x — proxy,(z — V f(z)) also known as the KKT residual mapping of
Problem (L.I). Here, prox;,(u) = argmin, {h(z) + 3 ||z — u||*}. “iter. comp.” and “oper. comp.”
are short for “iteration complexity” and “(sample) operation complexity”, respectively.
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2 OEF proximal Newton-type method

In this section, we study the OEF Proximal Newton-type Method (OEF-PNM) for Problem (1.1J).
We assume that the solution set of Problem (|1.1]) is non-empty and denote @, as the optimal
function value. We also assume the following standard assumptions hold.

Assumption 1. (i) f: R" — (—o0,400] is twice continuously differentiable on an open set
1 containing the effective domain domh of h and V f is Lg-Lipschitz continuous over {1y .

(ii) h:R"™ — (—o0,+00] is proper convex, nonsmooth and lower semicontinuous.
(1it) For any xo € domh, the level set L,(xo) = {x|¢(z) < p(x0)} is bounded.

Let S* be the set of stationary points of Problem (|1.1). Then z € §* if and only if G(zZ) = 0.

2.1 Algorithm

At each iteration k € N, we require the approximate gradient and Hessian satisfy the following
conditions.



Assumption 2. The approximate gradient g, and Hessian Qy, at iteration k satisfy
gk — V (@)l < 571G (xe) | and  [|Qx — V2 f(a)| < oF,
where 87 € (0,89 for some §9 < %, G(xy) = ), — prox, (@ — g), and 6l € (0,6"] for some 5 > 0.

Under Assumption [2| we have

1G(r) = Glan)| < Vf(ar) — gull < SFNG(@n)ll,  Vap € R™; (2.1a)
1Qull < IV f(ar)ll + 0 < Ly +0F,  Vag € . (2.1b)

For the current iterate xy, define Hy = Qp + ([—Amin(Qk)]+ + cx)I, for some ¢ > 0, where
[~ Amin(Qk)]+ = max{—Amin(Qk),0}. Under Assumption 2, we have |[Hy| < 2Ly + 20} + c.
Define fi(z) = f(x)+ (gr & — x) + 5 (x — xp, Hp(x — 2)) and @i(z) = fi(x)+h(z). The key to
OEF-PNM lies in approximately minimizing ¢ (x). We present the OEF-PNM for Problem
in Algorithm [T}

Algorithm 1 OEF proximal Newton-type method (OEF-PNM).
Require: Ly, 9 € domh, {m} C [0,1), v > 1, 89 € [0,3), {67} C [0,89], " > 0, and

{op} < [0,8"].
1: for k=0,1,..., do
2: compute g and Qg;
Lg+nu+269 (14 121, 257
3: compute ¢, = 7=k ’“(1_252;1 9 72%) and Hy = Qr + ([ Amin(Qr)]+ + k) In;
4: compute xp11 &~ min, pi(x) such that there exists & € dpi(xgs1) satisfies
Mk
€61l = S llrsr = @l (2.2)
5: end for

6: return {x;}

Remark 1. Accuracy criterion given in can be achieved by several proximal-type method,
such as the prozimal gradient method [Beck, 2017 and the FIAST method [Beck, |2017]. Further
discussions on solvers that satisfy can be found in [Zhu, |2025]. Here are some special case
of Algorithm [1}

(a) If 5 = 0 and 6" = 0, then ¢ = y(Ly + 2n;) and Algom'thm reduces to the inexact
Proximal Newton method [Zhu, |2025, Algorithm 2].

(b) If 513 =0 and (5,}; #£ 0, then Algorithm is also known as the inexact Prozimal quasi-Newton
method.

(c) If Qr = 0, then Assumption @ can be satisfied with 6 = Ly and Algorithm can be seen
as an inexact proximal gradient method with approrimate gradient. In this case, Tpy1 is

updated by
. Ck
T1 A argmin{(ge, & — 2x) + ollz = il|* + h(2)},
g g
where ¢, = 7% and there exists & € Oh(wri1) + gk + ck(xpr1 — x) such
k

that ||€ell < Z|lxg41 — xkl|. When prox,(-) is efficiently solvable, we can set xjp11 =
prox 1, (zg — igk). This iteration can be seen as a special case of the I-PGM presented
°k

(Y—=142(4y+1)67) Ly +2~67
1-257

in [Nabou et al, |2025] with ¢ = 1 and p =

obtain the proximal gradient method with cj, = vLg.

. In case 6] = 0, we
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2.2 Global convergence of OEF-PNM

Lemma 1. Suppose Assumption (1] is satisfied. Let {xp} be the sequence generated by Algo-
rithm Q. Then _ -
1G]l < (1 + 5 + [ HilD |2k = 2hea]l- (2.3)

Proof. Define ry(x) = x — prox;,(x — (gr + Hip(x — ))). We have

Tht1 — Ti(Tpt1) = proxy, (2e1 — (gk + He (k41 — z1)))- (2.4)

From accuracy criterion given in ([2.2)), xx,1 can be stated as
T+t = arg Min {pp(2) + (=&, @ — 21}, (2.5)
which combine with the definition of ¢y, yields

Tpt1 = Proxy (Te1 — (9 + He(Tht1 — 1)) + &) (2.6)
Using the nonexpansivity of prox;, [Beck, 2017, Th. 6.42], (2.4)) and (2.6) yields

€2

e
lrk(zre) | < €kl < 5 lzr — Tppal]- (2.7)

Notice that (2.4]) also implies

Te(@ra1) — (gr + Hi(Tp1 — 21)) € OM(@pp1 — T(@hs1))- (2.8)

From the definition of G(2), we have

G(zx) — gr € Oh(zx — G(ay)). (2.9)

Using the monotonicity of dh, (2.8) and (2.9)) yield

(G(zp) + Hi(pr1 — 1) — 76 (Thi1), Tk — G(ak) — Tpp1 + rr(pp1)) > 0,
which leads to
1G (%) — ri(@rs)]
<G (1) — ri(@hn)s 2 — Thy1) — (Glag) — rh(@hrr), Hy(@pgr — 21) — (Hy(@pq1 — 23), T — Thp)

<(G(zk) = re(Trt1), Tk — Tpr1 + Hi (v — Tp41)),
where the second inequality holds since Hy > 0. Hence, we have
1G (k) = re(@rg) | < (L4 [[HelDl|zx — 2pgal]-

Therefore,

_ - Mk
1G (@)l < NG (xk) — (@i )l + [Ire(zrse )] < (04 [[Hel)) [|or — 2] + EHl‘k — Tgq1]]-

The desired result is satisfied. O

Lemma 2. Suppose Assumptions and@ are satisfied. Let {xy} be the sequence generated by
Algorithm[1. Then

1 Nk
o(xr) > p(xppr) + §(Cl~c —Lg—np — 2071 + 5t | He) 2k — 2] (2.10)
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Proof. Notice that

o(rr) =or(Tr) > Pr(rri1) + e Tx — Try1) > Or(@rr1) = IEkIllzr — zrpall
>k (k1) — %kaBk — @i
=p(@rt1) = f(@r1) + (@) + (Vf(@n), 21 — zx) + (96 — VF(28), Tes1 — k)

1 Mk
+ §<93k+1 — X, Hy (21 — 1) — ?Hiﬂk — Ty |?

L ~ 1
>@(Ty1) — 7gH$k+1 — 2 |® = UG (i) | wks1 — 2l + §<xk+1 — T, Hp(hp1 — o)

K
— llek = e
1 k
> o(zpy1) + §<$k+1 — 2, (Hy — (Lg + ) In) (g1 — xx)) — 67(1 + 772 + || Hy|)|wx — zpea |
1
>o(xp41) + 2(Ck — Ly —nr — 261 + b H D) ek — x|,

where the first inequality holds since () is convex and & € dpg(rr11), the forth inequality

follows from Assumptions [l| (i) and |2, and the last inequality follows from Hy = cpl,, np < 1,
and 67 < 1.

The desired result is satisfied. O

Theorem 1. Suppose Assumptions and@ are satisfied. Let {xy} be the sequence generated by
Algorithm[1. Then the following statements hold.

(a) Let w(xo) be the cluster points set of {x}. Then w(xg) C S* is nonempty and compact.
(b) Let

R, = 23+ B — p),
(v = 1)Lge?
Then Algom'thm terminates in at most K1 iterations at a point x satisfying [|G(z)|| < 3e.
Lg+ni+267 (1+ % +-2L 4 +257 ) from

1—252g k2 from (2.10)), we have

Proof. (a) Notice that ¢, =

-1 k
P(a1) (i) + T (Ly + i + 267 (1 + 5 + 2Ly + 260) oy — |

v—1
>p(xp41) + TLngk - $k+1||2

(2.3) - 1)L,
= el + L T

Hng(xk)n%

where /80 = 2Lg + 25h + 'Y(Lg+1+25q( +2Lg+25h))

1—259
From (2.11)), we have

o {x1} C L,(x0), which implies that w(zg) is nonempty and bounded under Assumption

(1);

216 (@)II?

>p(Tgr1) + (2.11)




e {p(z)} is monotonically non-increasing, which implies limy,_, o |G (21)|| = 0. Recall (2.1al),

we have
lim |G (x| = 0.
k—o0
Combine with the continuity of G, we obtain the closedness of w(xg). Moreover, ||G(Z)|| = 0

for any = € w(xy), which yields w(zg) C S*.

(b) We first show that |G(2)|| < € in at most K iterations. Suppose that [|G(zgs1)|| > ¢ for
all k=0,1,--- , Kq. From (2.11]), we have

& (= DIy <55 e
¢(wo) — ‘P(UCFIH) = — o(z1) — p(T141) > m lz:; 1G (z) |
2(7 21252’5?9; D e(xo) — x,

where the last inequality follows from the definition of K;. The above inequality contradicts
the deﬁgition of wy.
If ||G(2x)|| < e for some xy, then from (2.1a) and the condition &7 < 1, we obtain

rwumus<r+%w§uwugga

2.3 Local convergence of OEF-PNM

In this section, we establish the supperlinear convergence of Algorithm [1|in terms of dist(z*, §*)
under the high-order metric subregularity property of the residual mapping G(z), where dist(x, S)
denotes the Euclidean distance of a vector x to the closed set S.

Assumption 3. For any T € w(xg), the metric q-subregularity at & with ¢ > 1 on 8* holds,
that 1s, there exist € > 0 and k > 0 such that

dist(z,S*) < k||G(x)]|?, Vz e B(z,e),
whereB(Z, €) denotes the open Euclidean norm ball centered at T with radiuse

The concept of higher-order metric subregularity for subgradient mappings with ¢ > 1 was
first introduced in [Mordukhovich and Ouyang, 2015, where it was applied to establish local
convergence results for Newton-type methods [Mordukhovich and Ouyang, 2015, Mordukhovich
et al.,|2023]. The equivalence between g-subregularity of the subgradient mapping and that of the
residual mapping was established in [Liu et al., 2024]. The latter was applied to establish local
convergence results of Proximal Newton method for nonconvex compsite optimization problems
in [Liu et al., 2024, |Zhu| 2025].

We also assume that f and g satisfy the following assumption.

Assumption 4. (i) f:R" — (—o0,+00] is twice continuously differentiable on an open set
Qo containing the effective domain domh of h, Vf is Ly-Lipschitz continuous over §do;
V2f is Ly-Lipschitz continuous over an open neighborhood of w(wxg) with radius ey for
some €y > 0.

(ii) h:R"™ — (—o0,+00]| is proper convex, nonsmooth and continuous.



(1it) For any xo € domh, the level set L,(xo) = {x|¢(z) < p(x0)} is bounded.

Under Assumption[d] (i) and (ii), V f(-)+0g(-) is outer semicontinuous over domh [Rockafellar
and Wets| 1998]. Hence, the stationary set S* is closed.
Define 73, = arg ming{¢x(x)}. The following statement holds.

Lemma 3. For each k € N, it holds that
s =2l < g (1 IHI) g = @]
Proof. By the definition of Z; and using the first-order optimality condition, we have
—gx — Hi (T, — x) € Oh(Zy). (2.12)
Combining with , using the monotonicity of dh, we have

0 <(@ry1— Tk — Te(Ths1), "k (Try1) — Hi(Trpr1 — i)
<((@rp1 — Zx) + Hy(zpg1 — ), re(@r11)) — (Trg1 — Tk, Hi(Tpg1 — Tn))-

Notice that Hy = cil,, the above inequality implies that
- Nk
Crllerrr = zxll < (L + [ HylDllre(zee)ll < 5 0+ [ Hi D2k = 2],
where the last inequality follows from (2.2)) and (2.7]). The desired result is satisfied. O

Lemma 4. Consider any T € w(xy). Suppose that Assumption || holds. Then, for all xy, €
B(Z, €0/2) with €y defined as in Assumption[{ (i), we have

Ly + 260 + 2¢;,
C

_ Ly, 69 -
|k — | < Sor [T — zk|* + 2 — zill + E1G ().
CL Ck

Proof. For any xp € B(Z,€p/2), let Ilg«(zx) be the set of projections of xj onto S*. Then
s+ (xy) # 0 since S* is closed. Pick zy . € IIs+(x), we have

[k = 2| < |2k — 2p|| + [Jan — 2] < 2[lzx = 2] < e,

where the second inequality holds since Z € w(zg) € S*. Hence, xy . € B(Z,€) and (1 —t)xy, +
try« € B(Z,€e0) Ndomh for all ¢ € [0,1]. Notice that x; ., € S*, we have —V f(xy..) € Oh(zy ).
Combine with (2.12]), using the monotonicity of dh, we have

0 < (ks — Ths =V (Trpw) + gk + Hi(Tpnw — 1)) + (ks — Ty Hi (T, — T i)

Using Hy, = ciI, again, we have
E s;nww V() + Hi(ne — 20) + g6 — V()]
1 1 1
— / (i — V2 ( + (s — 2))) (e — 20)dt] + —llgr — V£ (2)]
Cl 0 Ck
1
<L / (V2 f (2) — V2 ( + H@p — 20))] (@an — 2)dt]
Ck 0
1 1
o] / (Qk — V2 (1)) (i — i)l
+ / Nnin( Q)]+ 1) (@, *—mk>dt|r+f||gk V()|

Lg =+ 251@ + ¢k
Ck

Ly 59
ST””%* —zi|* + @ — zil| + LG ()]
Ck Ck



Hence, the desired inequality holds by noting that
2k — Tkl < log — pll + l2re — Zil|-

O

Theorem 2. Suppose that Assumptions@ andl /| are satisfied. Let {x}} be the sequence generated

_ nk(1+2Lg+26h H267 (HE42 L 4+267)

2— MNe— 269
{1} converges to T with the Q-superlinear convergence rate of order q.

by Algorzthm with ¢, = for some”y > 1. Then for any T € w(xp),

N ol sh4989(3 5h
Proof. Define 31 = 2L, + 26" + (1+2Ly+425 jfg§§2+2Lg+26k))

_ - 77k(1+2Lg+25h)+25g(1+nk +2Lg+26%)
when ¢, =7 PR

. Similarly to the proof of (2.11)),

, we have

ol olionrn) 2 I G S L O g,
2 2

which implies limy_, |G (zf)]| = 0.

Similarly to the proof of Theorem(l] (a), we have w(zo) C S*, which yields limy,_, o dist(zy, S*) =
0.

From Lemmas |3| and {4 ' for any z;, € B(z, ), we have

|2k — zpp1 |l <llzr — Zel| + |2k — zraa |l

L,+26"+2¢,
<o ok — P+ %ka*—wk% O Hg(ka)H+ 1+HHkH [k =2kl
@3 L, Ly + 260 + 2¢;,
< T%ka’* — a|* + %Hl‘k,* — x|
Mk (1 + | H|[) + 267 (1 + "% + || Hy|)
2 |2k — zptal-
Using the formula of ¢, we have
YLn 2 Ly + 260
Tp1 — Tg|| < Tpe — Tpl|” 4+ 2(< + Dllxg e — xp
Ik =l S =gy~ P+ 2052 e + [

Lg + 26!
V(2 — i — 207)

< YL,
(Y =1)(2— e —267)

dist? (2, S*) + 2( + 1)dist(xg, S*).

Hence, there exists keN , such that for all k > l%,
IG(zp)|| <1 and |xp — zpi1]] < anqdist(xg, S¥)

for some g > 0.
(a) We first show that for all k > k, if xj, € B(Z,€,) and xp41 € B(Z,€) for some ¢ <
min{e, £}, then we have
dist(xg11,S™) = o(dist(zg, S¥)). (2.13)

According to the definitions of G(xg4+1) and 7 (xk41) and the nonexpansivity of prox;, we



have

|G (k1) — rr(zra) || <lgksr — gx — Hi(zrr — 1)
<V F(@rg1) — VI (@r) = V2 (@) (@her — 2l + gk — VF (@) |
Fllge =V f @) |+ (V2 f (2k) = Qr— ([~ Amin (@) + + k) In) (Tpg1 — )|

Ly _ _
S*!\$k*$k+1\|2+5i+1||G($k+1)||+5i||G($k)||+(Lg + 208 + i) |lwk — Teg
-Lh

ka - xk+1H + 671G (@)

+ (671 + 2 5 N QL 4 260 + cx) + (Lg + 267 + )|z — T -
Hence, we have

|G (@rr1)|| <IG(@ri1) — a(@rr) || + e (@) |

.Lh
- ek = T |+ 071G (@) || + *ka — g1 |

3
(59( + 2L, + 20" + ¢) + (Lg 4 26" + ) |2k — 21|

Ly, .
Sjllxk = app1l® + &G @rsn) | + Bellaw — zaial,

<h o 2HALg+4"
where 8y = 4+2Lg+35 +2 %

we have

and the last inequality follows the formula of ¢;. Hence,

. 1 TL,
(Gl < g | Sl — snall + Ballon o]

Under Assumption (3], we have

. o
dist (11, 8") <k|G(ar) [0 < w1+ 091G 1)

+ 69 a
<((_59)) [ 2k — 2pps||* + Bollzk —$k+1\]
594 q
_H((ll_—i_gi))q [Lh;l distQ(xk,S*) + Paandist(xy, S*)} , (2.14)

which yields (2 since ¢ > 1 and limy_, dist(zx, S*) = 0. Therefore, for any as € (0,1),
there exist 0 < €3 < ¢ and k > k, such that for all k > k, if 2;, € B(Z, €2) and zp41 € B(Z, €2),
then we have

dist(zg41,S™) < aodist(zy, S™). (2.15)

(b) Next, we show that if zy, € B(Z,€) for some ko > k, where € = {2, (1_2221)62}, then we
have z, 11 € B(7, e2) for all k > ko by induction.
Notice that T € w(xg), there exists kg > k, such that zy, € B(Z,€). Therefore,

[zho+1 = Tl <llwky — Zl + 2k = Tror1ll < 2Ry — Z[ + crdist(zy, S7)
Sllzry — 2l + enllzg, — 2 < (1 4+ an)é < e,

which yields zg,4+1 € B(Z, €2).

10



For any k > ko, suppose that for all kg <1 < k — 1, we have x;;1 € B(Z, e2). Then,

i i . * (2.15) i l—ko 7- * a1 —
ks1—2ho | < i —anl <o Y dist(z,8%) < an Y b Mdist(wg,, 8¥) < T [0 =]
I=ko l=ko I=Fko

Therefore, [[zg11 = Z|| < [[ehsr =z || + lzgg — 2l < (14 724
Hence, zj41 € B(Z, €2). -

(c) Finally, we show that {z;} is a Cauchy sequence. For any & > 0, there exists k > ko,
such that

Sllar, - 2 < (1+ (25)é <

dist(zy, S*) < & Vk >k

1;?‘25 For any ki, ks > k, where without loss of

since limy_, o dist(z, S*) = 0, where £ =
generality we assume k; > ko, we have

k1—1 k1—1 15 k1—1 -
2k, = 2ol <D Majn — a5l S on Y dist(z,8%) < ar > o P dist(wg,, S
Jj=k2 Jj=k2 Jj=k2
aq . QL R
< dist S*) < =E.
S ist(xg,,S™) 1_a26 €

Similar to the prove of Theorem 1] (a), the cluster point set w(zg) C R" of {z}} is closed. Hence,
the Cauchy sequence {xj} converges to some T € w(xp). By passing the limit k; — oo to the
above formula and using ([2.14)), we have for any k > k,

lors - 2l < 5 O‘la dist(2411,S*) < O(dist?(wy,, S*)) < O(||zs, — T|9).
— G2

Therefore, {1} converges to & with the Q-superlinear rate of order q. O

3 OEF regularized Newton method

It can be observed that Algorithm [I| reduces to an inexact regularized Newton method with
approximate gradients and Hessians for Problem in case h(x) = 0. We assume that the
solution set of Problem is non-empty and denote f, as the optimal function value, as well
as Assumption |1] holds with A(z) = 0.

3.1 OEF regularized Newton method for nonconvex f

Notice that G(z)) = gj provides h(z) = 0. Assumption [2| can be stated as follows.

Assumption 5. The approximate gradient g, and Hessian Qy at iteration k satisfy

lgr = V (@)l < 6Fllgell and  [|Qx = V2 f(ar)ll < o,
where &) € [0,89] for some 69 < %, and & € (0,6"] for some 6" > 0.

We present the OEF regularized Newton method (OEF-RNM) for Problem in Algo-
rithm 2

The following lemma states that can be satisfied when the Conjugate Gradient (CG)
method was invoked to solve system Hpd = —gy.

Lemma 5. Suppose the CG method was invoked to solve system Hpd = —gj. Let {dj;} be

the sequence generated by the CG method and vy, j = Hydy ; + gx. Then dy j, satisfies (3.1) if

9 _ /2
2Lg+260+cptn /2

7k, || < €llgrll, where €},

11



Algorithm 2 OEF regularized Newton method (OEF-RNM).
Require: Lg, z9 € R", {ng} C [0,1), v > 1, 89 € [0,3), {67} € [0,89], " > 0, and {6!'} C
[0, 0"].
1: for k=0,1,..., do

2: compute g and Qg;
Lg+np+269 (" 4214267
3: compute ¢j = y—L % ’1“_2252 +2%) and Hy = Q + ([ Amin(Qr)]+ + cx)In;
4: compute zpy1 = ) + di, where dy, satisfies
Nk
| Hidy + gkl < 5\\%”- (3.1)
5: end for

6: return {x;}

Proof. Notice that

Ik |l <eilllgnll < € (| Hidr ;. ) < e ((2Lg + 20} + i) iz || + [T 5.

)7

+ 1I7k,j.

which yields
cg

€ Nk
< 1_71229(2% +20) + cp) |, || = EHdk,j*H-

7%, 5.

Similar to Theorem [1], the following result holds.

Theorem 3. Suppose Assumptions[l| with h(z) = 0 and[5 are satisfied. Let {x)} be the sequence
generated by Algorithm[3 and

3 4 32)(f(z) — .
R, - (2L B 1),

Then Algorithm@ terminates in at most K iterations at a point x satisfying ||V f(z)|| < 3e.
In case h(z) = 0, Assumptions [3| can be stated as follows.

Assumption 6. For any & € w(xg), there exist € > 0 and k > 0 such that
dist(z,S*) < k||Vf(z)||?, Vz e B(z,¢€)
for some q > 1.

Assumption [6] was applied to establish local convergence result for the first phase of the
Newton-CG method |Royer et al., 2020 in [Zhu and Xiao| [2024]. For instances exhibiting
Assumption @ see [Pang, 1997]. Similar to Theorem [2| the following local convergence result
holds.

Theorem 4. Suppose Assumptions[f with h(z) = 0 and[6 are satisfied. Let {x)} be the sequence

. . 59 (k. I Sh
generated by Algorithm | with ¢y, = '7””2 k;(21_+§2g)g+2 :
k

{zk} converges to T with the Q-superlinear convergence rate of order q.

) for some” > 1. Then for any T € w(xg),

12



3.2 OEF regularized Newton method for finite-sum problems

We discuss the complexity of Algorithm [2f for Problem (1.3]). We consider subsampling schemes
for estimating g and @y as in [Roosta-Khorasani and Mahoney, 2019} Xu et al., 2020]. Define

g(x) Z Vfi(z) and Q(z Z V2 fi(x) (3.2)
‘S | i€Sq ‘S | i€S,
where Sy, S, C {1,---,n} are the subsample batches for the estimates of the gradient and

Hessian, respectively, |S| denotes the cardinality of the index set S. The follow statement holds
according to |Roosta-Khorasani and Mahoney, 2019, Lemma 3] and |[Xu et al. 2020, Lemma
16).

Lemma 6. Suppose Assumption I 1| with h(z) = 0 is satisfied, and let 6 € (0,1) be given.
Suppose that at iteration k of Algorithm @ 67 >0 and (5h > 0 are as deﬁned in Assumptwn@

Let 0 < Ug,Uh < 400 be such that ||V fi(z)|| < U and HszZ( ) < Uy for all z € Ly(xo). For
gr. and Q. defined as in , and subsample sets Sy and Sy, satisfying
U2(1+ /81n(1/5))? 1602 2n

> log
’Sg,k‘ = (61‘3)282 and ’Sh‘ ((Sh) 5

then Assumption @ is satisfied at iteration k with probability at least 1 — 6.

According to the proof of Theorems 3| (as well as Theorem (1) and |4} the following convergence
results hold. We assume that failure to satisfy Assumption [5| never occurs at any iteration.

Theorem 5. Suppose Assumptions with h(z) =0 and@ are satisfied. Let 6 € (0,1) be given,
and suppose that at each iteration k, gp and Qp are obtained from , with Sg 1 and S,
satisfying the lower bounds in Lemma @ Then with probability at least (1 — §)%2, Algorithm
terminates in at most Ko iterations at a point x satisfying ||V f(z)|| < 2¢, where Ky is defined
as in Theorem [3.

Theorem 6. Suppose that Assumptions[{ with h(z) =0 and [¢] hold. Let {zy} be the sequence
generated by Algorithm @ with ¢, = Y(Lg + ni) for some ¥ > 1. Let § € (0,1) be given, and
suppose that at each iteration k, g, and Qy, are obtained from (3.2), with Sgj and Sy, satisfying

U2(1+ /81n(1/5))2 1
e #( v n(2/ ) and |8, > 6Uh1 om
(602l gl (672 55

for some &) € [0,69] and 6 € (0,6"]. Then for any & € w(w), with high probability, {x}
converges to T with the Q-superlinear convergence rate of order q.

3.3 OEF Newton Method for strongly convex f

In this section, we assume that f is o-strongly convex and denote x* = arg min, f(z). According
to the properties of strongly convex functions, the following inequality holds true identically.

* 1 n
lz =2l < —|IVf(@)ll, VzeR™ (3.3)

We make the following basic assumption on Problem (|1.2)).

Assumption 7. There exists €9 > 0 such that, on an open neighborhood of B(x*, éy), f : R" —
(—00, +00] is twice continuously differentiable, V f is Ly-Lipschitz continuous, and V2f is Ly-
Lipschitz continuous.
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Under Assumption |7} for any x € B(z*,€y), we have |V f(z)|| < Uy for some Uy > 0 and
IV2f (@)l < Ly.

Assumption 8. The approximate gradient g and Hessian Qy satisfy
lgr = V (@)l < 6Fllgull  and  [|Qy — V2F(an)| < 4%,

where 8] € [0, min{69,||gx||’}] for some 69 < 1 and 0 € [0,1], and 6} € (0, min{é", ||gx||®}] for
some 0" € (0,0).

Under Assumption [§| for any x € B(x*, €), we have

IV f (@)l < (1 +6)llgrll; (3.4a)
1 1
gkl < q”vf(wk)” < 750U (3.4b)
)\min(Qk‘) 2 )\min(VQf(xk)) - 52 2 0 — 51}; > 0; (3'40)
QK < IV f (i)l + 6% < Lg + 853 (3.4d)
_ 1 1
QI = (3.4e)

< .
)\min(Qk) T o — 51@

We present the OEF Newton-type method for strongly convex optimization in Algorithm [3]

Algorithm 3 OEF Newton-type method for strongly convex optimization.

Require: o, 29, 0 € [0,1], and {57} C [0, o].
1: for k=0,1,...,do

2: compute g and Qg;

_Ssh
3: compute g = min{1, ﬁ};
4: compute zp+1 = T + di, where dj, satisfies

< &) gellf)1d ith rj, = Qud

lrell < < lgwllldell - with 74 = Qrdi + g (3.5)

5: end for
6: return {xy}

According to Lemma (3.5)) can be satisfied when the CG method is invoked to solve system

lik“ngg/Q =
where r, ; (22 d i+g
2[g+252+ﬂngk”9/2||‘gk||7 k,j kUk,j k

and {dj, ;}jen denotes the sequence generated by the CG method.
Next, we show the local convergence of Algorithm

Qrd = —gi, with the terminate condition ||7y ;|| <

Lemma 7. Let {x}} be the sequence generated by Algorithm @ Then

Ui
lgrll < ([Qkll + 7!\gklle)lldkll- (3.6)
Proof. Notice that
ik
gkl < llgx — rell + [Irell < ([|Qkll + 3|!ng9)Hdkll-
The desired result is satisfied. O
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Lemma 8. Suppose Assumptzonsﬁ andH with &7 € [0, min{0, ||gx|% 5 L_+6’“)}] are satisfied. If
xp € B(x*, €y), then

ldill < <ol — 2™, (3.7)
where ¢y = %.

Proof. Under Assumption [7} we have

ldell =11Q% (i — gi)
<NNQRH(Vf (") = Vf(wy) + V2 f(ax) (wr — 2*))I| + 1Q; (Y f () — g) |
H1QE rll + 1) (= V2 F () (xx — 27)) |

Ly - P 9 -
S7HQ,€1HH:% —a* + llQy lgnll + EHleHHQkH ]l + 1Q% ' V2 f (i) l[|zx — 27|

Recall (3.4¢€]) and (3.6)), we have

g

L
dll < h ok 2_|_ k H _i_& 0 dill + :u'ngkH g ok
el <5 =22 S L+ 5 el + ROl + =)
Ly 2, Ly 260(Lg + O + rokllgrll/2) + purllg®
<———|lzp — 2" ||" + — = ||z — 2" di||-
(3.8)
Notice that &7 € [0, min{d?, ||gx|’, ﬁ}] = min{1, -7 Mo |9} and 07 < 1, we have

_ 200(Lg + 0 + pallgnll®/2) + pallgnll® _ 20 — 6)) — 260(Lg + 0) — (1 + 6D Nlgil® _ 1
2(c — o) 2(c — &M -

W

Substituting the above inequality into (3.8), we obtain the desired inequality by noting that
sh < sh. O

Lemma 9. Suppose Assumptzonsﬁ andH with &7 € [0, min{0, ||gx % 5T -:S’V)}] are satisfied. If

z € B(z*, €1) with é = , then we have

1+

Trt1 € B(z", éo)

and
k1 — @l < eollzy, — 2",
59 L 2.,1—-6 140 U9 9
where = 15 (Y 41 ) 1 = 2ot )+ 4 D 4ot
Proof. Notice that zj € B(z*, éy) since €1 < éy. From Lemma [8] we have

lzes1 — 2| < llox — 27| + [|dill < (1 + 0)l[zx — 27| < éo,
which implies g1 € B(z*, é). From and (| -, we have

1+5g+1

1
ks — 2l < NIV F(@re)]| < g+l (3.9)
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Notice that

gkl <llges1 — 7l + ll7el
=llgk+1 — gk — Qu(Tk+1 — x)[| + [|7%]
VS (@ry1) =V (1) = V2 f (2n) (@i =) |+ ghr =V (@) | + lgx — V£ ()|
+ Q. = V2 £ (@r)) (g1 — )| + |17

Ly,
S*\|xk+1—ﬂfk||2+5 +1H9k+1H+59H9kH+(5k+ “ 11 gkl 9|1 — k]

.Lh ho, Mk 0 ho, Mk 0
- lawer = aell® + 67, gkl + (63 (Lg + 0 + < Mgwll”) + 6, + - llgrl M) llwrrr — 2l

L A
S?ka—kl = ak|? + 6 gk | + Sl gel’llnes — anll

9
where ¢ = (Lg + 0 + W) + % and the last inequality follows from 7 < gl 6’,; < o,
pr <1, and (| - Hence, we have

Ly 0
xSyl Smﬂxkﬂ — || + gkl ks — 2

Ly
= 2(1-49)

1— 69

lzns1 — 2kl + stllzpen — 2|0

Substituting the above inequality into (3.9), we have

1 +5£+1( L

|zrr1 — 27 < |zrs1 — el + st l|zprr — 20

o 2(1-49)
e L L e A
<qol|wx — ¥+
O
Lemma 10. Suppose Assumptz’onsﬁ andH with &7 € [0, min{d9, || g |°, 5(L, +5k)}] are satisfied.
Let ¢ = 15;’@. If 71, € B(x*, &) with é, = min{éy, (262) %}, then
Jis — ") < 3 llee — 7] (310)

If xg € B(z*, €3) for some é3 € (0, lf—ggo], then we have xy, € B(z*, é2) for all k.

Proof. Inequality (3.10) follows from Lemma [9] and the definition of €.
We prove the second statement by induction. According to Lemma [8] we have

13.7)
|lz1 — 2*|| < |lxo — 2%|| + ||do]] < €3+ soés < és.

Suppose for some k > 0, z; € B(z*,é2) for | =0,1,...,k. Then, from (3.10)), we have

1

1 1
o = 7)) < Sllery — a7l < - < pllwo — 7| < rés.

Hence,

ﬁ

1
ldil| < sollze — =7 S 563(0
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Therefore,

k k
* * * ~ ~ 1 ~ ~
lner = o =llaa+ D =" < flan ="+ > ]| < (1+0)és +éss0 Y o7 < (1+%0)és < &
=1 =1 =1
0
h
Theorem 7. Suppose Assumptionsﬂ andH with &) € [0, min{&9, ||gx||’, %}] are satisfied.

Let {xy} be the sequence generated by Algom'thm@ with xg € B(x*, €3), where é; is defined as in
Lemma . Then {xy} converges to x* with convergence rate 1+ 6.

Proof. Notice that for any p,q € N with p > ¢, from Lemma [I0] we have

< Soé3
[p — @ql| < Z [di]| < g0632: 21 = 9qt1°

Hence, {z}} is a Cauchy sequence. Moreover, {x} converges to x* with convergence rate 1 + 6
according to Lemma [9} O

From Theorem (7} {xy} converges to 0 linearly if § = 0, supperlinearly if § € (0,1), and
quadratically if 8 = 1.

(L +(5k)}] are satisfied.

Let {xy} be the sequence generated by Algomthm@ with xo € B(x*, €3), where € és is defined as in
Lemma. Let § € (0,1) be given, and suppose that at each iteration k, g and Qy, is obtained

from (3 , with Sy 1 and Sy, satisfying

h
Theorem 8. Suppose Assumptionsﬂ andH with &) € [0, min{6Y, || gx° o0y

U2(1 + /81n(1/))2 1
Syal > DLEVEROI g (53 2 2602 o 20
(67)% gkl 02 "6

for some i € (0,min{d", ||gx||?}]. Then we get

lzprs — x|
o — 21+ =

with probability (1 — 6)*, where ¢ is defined as in Lemma @

Remark 2. Algorithm @ differs from the subsampled Newton method [Roosta-Khorasani and
Mahoney, (2019, Algorithm 5] in the accuracy criterion for the approzimate gradients and Hes-
sians, and for the approximate solution to Qrd = —gi. To establish the Q-superlinear/qudratic
convergence rate of the iterates, we require g, and Qy. to satisfy ||gr — Vf(zx)| = O(|lgrl*T?)
and ||Qr — V2f(xi)|l = O(lgrll?), respectively, and the approzimate solution satisfies (3.5)).
In [Roosta-Khorasani and Mahoney, |2019], the accuracy criterion for the approzimate gradients
and Hessians is problem-independent, and that for the approzimate solution to the linear system
is specified as ||Qrdy + gr || < 01l|gxl| and gl dp < —(1—02)d] Qrdy, for some 0 < 61,02 < 1. The
subsampled Newton method achieves the local R-linear convergence rate in terms of iterations.

4 OEF regularized Newton and negative curvature method

In this section, we study the OEF regularized Newton and negative curvature method (OEF-
RN2CM) to find the (g4, €p)-second-order stationary point for some e4,e > 0.
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4.1 OEF-RN2CM for nonconvex problem
We make the following assumption on Problem (|1.2)).

Assumption 9. f is bounded below by the finite value fi. For any given xg € R™, suppose
(i) the level set Ly(xo) = {z|f(x) < f(xo)} is bounded.

(ii) f has Lipschitz continuous gradient and Hessian on an open set B containing all line
segments [xy, xg + di] for iterates xy, and search directions dy generated by the algorithm.

From Assumption@, there exist Ly, > 0 and Lj, > 0, such that for any x,y € B, it holds that
V2 f(z)|| < Ly and

F) < 7@+ V@) - 2) + Ll — o) Iy - ) + ly ol @)

We assume that e4,e, < min{Ly, L,}. At each iteration k € N, we require the approximate
gradient and Hessian satisfy the following conditions.

Assumption 10. The approzimate gradient gx and Hessian Qy, at iteration k satisfy

1 1
lge = V@l < 56 and Q= VA (@)l < sgen.
OEF-RN2CM requires estimating the eigenvector corresponding to the smallest eigenvalue
of Qi to design the search direction, where the accuracy of the estimator meets the following
assumption.

Assumption 11. Let pg be an unit approrimate eigenvector of Qy corresponding to its approz-
imate smallest eigenvalue and A := ﬁkTQkﬁk We assume that

N 1
Ak — Amin(Qk) < 5€h-

Under Assumptions |10] and if ||lgi|| < &4 and Ak > —ép, then we have

IVl < 5oy and Auin(V2f(0)) 2~ e
We present the OEF regularized Newton and negative curvature method in Algorithm
Algorithmis a two-phases method. It performs the first phase when ||gx|| > 4. If e < —€h,
then a negative curvature step is taken along the direction —sign(g,;rﬁk)ﬁk with a fixed step size
%eh; otherwise, the CG method is used to solve the inexact regularized Newton equation
(Qk + 2ep1y)d = —gg. If the vector dj returned by the CG method has a small norm, then
the algorithm takes an unit step along dj and then terminates. We will show that in this case,
Algorithm [4] returns an approximate second-order stz\it[ionary p/oint; otherwise, an approximate
2 1
NECEDITN
turns to the second phase in case ||gx|| < g4. If Ak > —éep, then the algorithm terminate;
otherwise, a negative curvature step is taken along the direction —sign(g;ﬁk)ﬁk with the fixed
step size %5;1. The estimator pp can be obtained via the Lanczos algorithm [Royer et al.,
2020, Algorithm 5. Furthermore, py and the approximate solution dj to Equation can be
computed simultaneously using a variant of the Krylov subspace method (for details, refer to
[Gratton et al., [2025al, Section 5.2]).

Newton step is taken along dj with the step size ? for some n > 0. The algorithm
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Algorithm 4 OEF regularized Newton and negative curvature method (OEF-RN2CM).

Require: Ly, ¢, € (0,Ly), e, = \/Lneg, t >0, and n >0
1: for k=0,1,... do

2: if || gx|| > €4 then > first phase
3: compute Q) and (Xk,ﬁk);
4: if S\k < —¢p, then
5: diype = NC; > negative curvature step
6: else
7 Invoke the CG method to solve the linear system (Qp + 2ep,1,)d = —g, with the
zero vector as the initial guess, and return a vector d; that satisfies
[(Qr + 2en1n)dk + gill < fien||dll; (4.2)
8: if ||di|| < % then
9 Terminate and return xj + dj;
10: else
11: diype = SOL; > approximate Newton step
12: end if
13: end if
14: else > second phase
15: compute Qj, and (X,ﬁk);
16: if j\k > —¢j, then
17: Terminate and return xy;
18: else
19: diype = NC; > negative curvature step
20: end if
21: end if
22: if diype = NC then
23: dy, = —sign(gy, pr)pr and a = 131-en;
24: else
25: /2.

op = ——Y2_ ¢
b)
V3Entn)lld] Y

26: end if

27: Tyl < T+ apdy;
28: compute gg41-
29: end for

Remark 3. The main difference between Algom'thm and [Yao et all, 2023, Algorithm 4] resides
in the specification of the negative curvature direction: Algorithm[4 employs the unit eigenvector
corresponding to the estimated smallest eigenvalue of Q. as the negative curvature direction,
rather than an arbitrary negative curvature vector detected by the Capped CG method [Royer
et all, 12020] (as adopted in [Yao et al), 2025, Algorithm 4]). This design simplifies the accuracy
criterion for the approximate gradient. Specifically, [Yao et al., 2025, Algorithm 4] imposes the

condition ||gx|| < l—gC min{%ﬁ;n),max{eg,min{ehﬂdkH, lgkll; l|lgr+1ll}}} for some ¢,n € (0,1),
where dy, and g are unknown and depend on gy for computation. In contrast, Algorithm [{]
enforces a stricter accuracy criterion when ||gx| is large. It can be proven that the results
presented in this section remain valid if we require ||gi|| < + max{ey, min{ey||d|, ||gx|l}}-

Lemma 11. Suppose Assumptions |9, [100 and[1]] are satisfied. If, at iteration k of Algorithm[4)
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diype = NC, then we have

f(@p41) < flag) — 10361;\/L—h52/2- (4.3)

Proof. Notice that

. R . . R 1 1
b Qubr — D V2 (xe)pr] < Qk — VAf (@) | 15k]]* < —sen < =

< g < gl
where the second inequality follows from ||px|| = 1 and the last inequality follows from Ay < —ej,
when diype = NC.
Hence, we have
. R 1 ; . . 17 «
P V2 f(r)pr < TSP\M + Py Qe = —EP\M- (4.4)
Therefore,
oz Lyos
flan+opde) < flar) + oV (@) di + —Fdg V2 (@) dr + h6 &l g |®
. R N a2 R . Lyod
= () —ousign(g pr)V f (1) it 5E 8 V2 (w)prt =
(2% . . X 1703 - Ly . . .
< f(xx) — cusign(gy pr) (95 i) — 36k Akl + —¢ & — aysign(gy o) (V f (z1) — gr) " Pr

R a 17 Ly,
<flan) = onlgf Prl — 5 (5enan — 5 0f — &),

where the first equality follows from ||di|| = 1 and the last inequality follows from |\;| > ), and
Assumption If ap = %5;1 and €;, = \/Lpey, then we have

3127 MR T Tk TR T 0368 /T, 9
The desired result is satisfiedl O

Lemma 12. Suppose Assumptions[9, [10 and[11] are satisfied. If, at iteration k of Algorithm[J,
diype = SOL, then we have

V21 3
x < flxp) — € /2.
Proof. Notice that
R 1 1
Qr + 2enln = (Amin(Qr) + 2ep) 1 = (A + 26, — §€h)fn > §5hIn>

Yvhere the second inequality follows from Assumption and the last inequality follows from
Ak = —ep, when diype = SOL.
Define ry, = (Q + 2ep1,)dy + g. For any « € [0, 1], we have

042 a2
agp dy, + ?d;—dek =a(ry — (Qr + 2enn)dy) " di + dedek

(&%
:a’r’];rdk — Oé(l — E)d;r(Qk + 25hIn)dk — 0426thkH2

1 1
< —5a(l = Denlldel” < —Zazalldil

'From the proof of the theorem, it can be observed that ay = 2—’;04 (for some a € (3, 3)) is an alternative

choice, which still yields a function value decrease of (9(53/2).
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where the first inequality follows from the property of the CG method, which guarantees r, Td =
0, and the second inequality follows from 1 — § > 3 1 Therefore, we have

)
f(zp + ady) < f(xk) +aVf(xy)  dy + —dk. Vef(xg)
a? Lpo?
Zf(fﬂk)+a9;dk+ﬂ1;dek+a(Vf(l‘k)—gk)Tdk+?dij(VQf(wk)—Qk)dk+ B ®
o2
Lha
<f(wk)—*€h|!dk!!2+ EngkHJr €thk|| + I ®
2 o Lna 3
Sfuw+Mfﬂmu—5fmwm +‘€*WN' (15)
Notice that [|dg|| > 22, we have o = (thffg\\deI? < 6(LLh}3rn) <1 and
ay, 20, 2, Lhak 3 o V2 3/2
—&4|ldi|| — —5 d d .
5 Colldxll hlldell” + ldil” < T OVB(Ly + )P
Substituting the above equation into (4.5)), we obtain the desired result. O

It can be observed that when dtype = SOL, the key factor leading to the function value

decrease achieving O(%/2) is ||dy|| > 22 -2, which is independent of the accuracy condition
Similar to [Yao et al., 2023, Lemma 8], the following statement holds when Algonthm
terminates at iteration k on line [§

Lemma 13. Suppose that Assumptions[9, [10 and[11] are satisfied. If Algorithm[]] terminates at
iteration k on line[8, then we have

IV f(zk +di)|| <
and 39
)\mln(v f(xk + dk)) > _5 V thg'

Proof. Notice that

IV f(zi+ di)| IV F(r+di) = VF(ae) — V2f(@r)dill + V(@) — gl + (V2 f (k) — Qi) di|
+ [[(Qk + 2endn)di + gill + 2ep||dy]|

L 1 37
<rlldil? + 520 + (35
58

3 18
(9

+ 2“)?97
where the second inequality follows from Assumptions |§| ii) and (4.2)), the last inequality
follows from ||| < %2,
Under Assumption [J] (ii), we have

IV f (g + di) — V2 f(ap)|| < Lalldgl],

+ f1)en||d||

which yields

Amin(V2f (2% + di)) >Amin(V2f (1)) — Lp || di| >)\m1n(Qk)_i5h Ly ||dg||

18
o 1 1 14 2¢e
>A\, — —€p — —€p — L > ——¢, — L g:—— Lpel/?
2Nk = 5€h ~ 1gh rlld]| g ¢h— In— o VIneg",
where the second inequality follows from AssumptlonA. 110}, the third 1nequality follows from As-
sumption , and the forth inequality follows from A\ > —ep,. O
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Notice that, from (4.2)), we have

37
(18 + f1)en) || di |,

which indicates that Step |8 of Algorithm |4 is not invoked when [|gx|| > 2(Lg + (3L + [L)sh)z—i

llgell < (Qr + 2endn)dy|| + fen||di|l < (Ly

Theorem 9. Suppose that Assumptions@ cmd are satisfied. For a givene >0, let e, = ¢

and e, = /Lpe. Let
Ky = [Q(f(x@ - f*)€3/2—‘ 11,
mln{cnm Csol}

V21 17
9v/3(Lp,+n)3/2 10368v/Ly, *
iterations at a point x satisfymﬂ IVF(@)|| < e and Anin(V2f (7)) 2 —/Lye.

where cgop = and cpe = Then Algorithm terminates in at most Ks

Proof. Suppose for contradiction that Algorithm! runs for at least K steps, for some K > K3,
we define the following four classes of indices.

Ky:={k=0,1,....K —1|lgll <}
IC2 :{k = 07 17 s 7K - 1‘”ng > 67dtype = NC}

R 1/2
IC3 IZ{kZO,l,...,K—lH‘ngZ&,)\kz—thﬁ ||dk||S \/7}
Ky:={k=0,1,...,K —1||lgr]l > &, A& > —/Lne, digpe = SOL}.

We consider each of these types of steps in turn.
Case 1: if k € Ky, then either the algorithm terminates or from Lemma [I1], we have

f(xk—i—l) < f(xk) - Cnc<€3/2- (46)

Case 2: if k € K2, then from Lemma[11] we have (4.6).
Case 3: if k € K3, then the algorithm is terminated and we have |IC3| < 1.
Case 4: if k € K4, then from Lemma we have

f($k+1) < f(xk) - Csol53/2- (47)
From (4.6)), we have
K-
Z Flaren) 2D flaw) = flaer) = (K] + [Kal)enesy >,
=0 kekC1UK2
From (4.7), we have

K—
Z f(@ps1) Z f(xr) = f(apgr) 2 !’C4!Csoz€3/z-
k=0 keky

Hence,

—Jx —Jx - 2  J —
K:|’C1|+|K2|+|’C3|+|K4|§f(q}O) f e 3/2+f(x0) f c 3/2+1§ (f($()> f )5 3/2+1
Cnec Csol mln{cnca Csol}
SF&

which contradicts our assumption that K > Kj. O

2¢<? and ‘>’ denote that the corresponding inequality holds up to a certain constant that is independent of &
and L.
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We now give the operation complexity of Algorithm [4]in terms of gradient evaluation (gx)
and Hessian-vector products (Qxv for some v € R™). According to |[Royer et al., 2020, Lemma
10], when Lanczos method is used to estimate the smallest eigenvalue of @y starting with a
random vector uniformly generated on the unit sphere, for given 0 < § < 1, Assumption [L1| can
be satisfied in at most

min{n, O(c; * In(n/6))} (4.8)

matrix-vector multiplications by Q, which probability at least 1 —d. According to [Royer et al.,
2020, Lemma 1], when the CG method is invoked to solve the system (Q + 2e,1,,)d = —gi, the
number of iterations is bounded by

min{n, O(e, */*)}. (4.9)

Corollary 10. Suppose that Assumptions[9 and[10] are satisfied and the number of iterations to
satisfy Assumptzon is bounded by . Let K3 be defined as in Theoremlg Then for given
0 < § < 1, with probability at least (1 — 5)K3 Algomthm terminates at a point T satisfying
IVf(@)]l S e and Amin(V2f(2)) Z —v/Lne after at most

N[

O(K5min{n,e 1 In(ndte~2)})
Hessian-vector products and /or gradient evaluations. (With probability at least 1 — (1 — 0)
it terminates incorrectly with this complexity at a point z satisfying |V f(x)| < e€.) Forn

sufficiently large, with probability at least (1 — §)%3, the bound is 0(6_%).

K3
)

Proof. From (4.8) and (4.9)), Hessian-vector products of Algorithm 4| can be bounded by

K3—1

3" min{n, O(z;, %)} + min{n, O(c, ? In(n/6))}

k=0

I _1 _1
—O(K3min{2n, n+¢, * In(n/8),n+e, *In(e; ), e, > In(e; ) +¢,, 2 In(n/8)})
—O(K3min{2n,n +e 1 In(n/8),n+e Y*In(e"2),e /4 In(néLe72)}).

For n sufficiently large, the above bound becomes to

O(K e 14 ln(né_ls_%)) = (’)(6_%6_1/4 ln(né_ls_%)) = (’)(s_g).

4.2 OEF-RN2CM for finite-sum

In this section, we study the complexity of Algorithm [4{for finite-sum problem (|1.3]). We consider
subsampling schemes (3.2]) for estimating g and Q. The follow statement holds.

Lemma 14. Suppose Assumption @ is satisfied, and let 6 € (0,1) be given. Suppose that at
iteration k of Algomthm l 6 > 0 and 5h > 0 are as deﬁned n Assumptzon . Let 0 <

Ug,Uh < 400 be such that HVfl( ) < U and ||V2fi(z)|| < Uy for all x € L¢(xo). For gy and
Q. defined as in , and subsample sets Sg . and Sy, satisfying
518402 2n

9U2(1 + /81n(1/0))?
o n(1/9)) and |Sp| > log —,

S,k >

then Assumptions|1(] is satisfied at iteration k with probability at least 1 — 6.

23



According to the proof of Theorem [9]and Corollary the following complexity result holds.
We assume that failure to satisfy Assumption [10] never occurs at any iteration.

Theorem 11. Suppose Assumptions@ and are satz’sﬁed Let 6 € (0,1) be given, and suppose
that at each iteration k, gi and Q. are obtained from (3 , with Sy and Sy satisfying the lower
bounds in Lemma. For a givene > 0, letey = ¢ and ey, = /Lype. Then with probability at least
(1—6)Ks, Algorzthm terminates in at most K3 iterations at a point x satisfying |V f(z)|| Se
and Apin(V2f(x)) 2 —v/Lye, where K3 is defined as in Theorem |9

Next, we give the sample operation complexity when Algorithm 4 working on finite-sum
problem , which counts either an evaluation of a gradient V f; for some ¢ = 1,...,m or
a Hessian-vector product of the form V2 f;(x)p for some i = 1,...,m and some z,p € R™. It
is noted that at each iteration k, there exists a possibility that Assumption [10]is not satisfied;
furthermore, as noted in the previous section, Assumption [I1] holds with a certain probabil-
ity. For the results presented below, we consider the case where neither Assumption nor
Assumption [11] is violated in any iteration.

Corollary 12. Suppose that Assumption@ ] satisﬁed. Let 6 € (0,1) be given, and suppose that
at each iteration k, g and Q are obtained from (3 , with Sg and S, satisfymg the lower
bounds in Lemma. Suppose that the number of ztemtwns to satisfy Assumption[I]]is bounded
by . Let K3 be defined as in Theorem @ Then for given 0 < § < 1, with probability
at least (1 — §)K3(1 — §)Ks Algomthm terminates at a point x satisfying |V f(z)|| < e and
Amin(V2f(2)) 2 —/Lie after at most

O(K3(e™2+ e ' min{2n, nte i In(n/8), n+e1/4 ln(e_%), g~ 1/4 ln(né_ls_%)})).

sample operations. For n sufficiently large, with probability at least (1 — 5)F3(1 — 5)F3, the bound
7
is O(e™2).

Proof. Define Cj, = ]Sg k| + |Sh|(min{n, 0(5; 1/2 )} -+ min{n, O(e, : In(n/d))}). From Lemma
we have |S, x| = O(e72) and |S,| = O(e™1). Hence,

Ci =O0(= ) min{2n, n+e 7 In(n/5), n+e "4 In(e2),e /4 In(nd e 2)} + O 2).

The total number of sample operator is bounded by
3" G = O(Ks(e 2+ et min{2n, n+e1In(n/8), n+e Y n(e™2), e V1 In(ndte72)})).

For n sufficiently large, the above bound becomes to

O3/ 4+ e leg)) = O(e (e 4 =3/ (nd1e7/2)) = O(=7/2)

5 Conclusions

This paper primarily studies OEF variants of Newton-type algorithms. We show that the
global/local convergence rates or the iteration/operation complexity of these methods match
those of the standard methods with exact derivatives. To avoid function value evaluations, our
proposed algorithms rely on problem-dependent quantities, such as Lipschitz constants. In our
future work, we will explore adaptive parameter adjustment strategies.
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