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3 Numerical Solution of Nonlinear Equations and Systems

3.1 Fixed point iteration
Reamrk 3.1 Problem

Given a function F : R" — R", compute x* € IR" such that
(x) Fx)=0.

In this chapter, we consider the iterative solution of ().
Definition 3.2 Fixed point, fixed point iteration

y Let ® : IR" — R" be given. A vector x* € R" is called a fixed

y=x-

point of ®, if
d(x") = x*.
Moreover, given a start vector x'* € R", the iteration
x® ) = @(xM) | kel
is said to be a fixed point iteration (method of successive
approximations).
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y=x Remark 3.3 Attractive and repulsive fixed points

e The two figures show that a fixed point iteration may be
convergent as well as divergent.
In these cases, the fixed point is called attractive resp. repulsive.

Definition 3.4 Contraction

e o A mapping ® : D C R" — IR" is said to be a contraction on D,
if there exists 0 < k < 1 such that
y 2(x)) ~ @6 < &l - x| . xxeD.

The number k is referred to as the contraction number.

Remark 3.5 Sufficient conditions for a contraction
In case n=1 and D = [a,b] C IR assume ® € C'([a,b]) with

K= e |®'(z)| < 1. Then, ® is a contraction on [a, b] with
z€la,

contraction number k.
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/ v=y/ Remark 3.5 Existence of fixed points
I b In general, the property to be a contraction is not sufficient
87 / o for the existence of fixed points:
j! P e (i) The mapping ®(x) = 2,/x has a fixed poinr in x = 4.
g We have |®'(x)| <1, x€[3,6] .
e ) Moreover, we have ®(3) >3, ®(6)<6 = ®([3,6]) C[3,6].

(ii) The mapping ®(x) = 2/x — 3/2 does not have a fixed point.
Here, we also have |®'(x)| <1, x €(3,6] .
On the other hand, we have ®(3) <3 = ®(3,6]) ¢ [3,6].

@ (0)=2(x-3/2)1/2

=N
P, S R

e B LA R
1234 6 8 10
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Theorem 3.7 The Banach fixed point theorem
Let D C IR" and ® : D — R" a mapping such that

(1) @D)cD,
(2)  [[®(x1) — ®(x3)| < Kx1 — X2 , X, x€D,0<K<1.
Then, there holds:
(i) The mapping ® has a unique fixed point x* € D.
(i) For any start vector x% € D, the fixed point iteration converges satisfying the a priori
estimate
k

W K - x< T X)L ke,

and the a posteriori estimate

(k) x® — x| < 1” Ix® — x&U) ke,
— K
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Proof: We have:
D = M) < o — U] < g x - xEU) <L< R - X
We prove that <X(k))kelN is a Cauchy sequence in R™:

<+> HX(k+m) _ H ‘ (k+m) k+m 1) H _|_ t HX(kH) B X(k)H <

VAN VAN

|
(k) [x - X“’)H =
k

K

KK (mm_l +o+ 1) Y - x) < IxY - xO .

Hence, there exists x* € D such that x¥) — x* (k — o0). Since x¥eD kelN,and D
is closed, we conclude x* € D.

x"* is a fixed poibt of ®, since

[x* = @) =[x - x4 X (x| = k- x4 @)~ @x)| e

< x = xE )+ gx - x| =0 (ko).
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Proof of uniqueness:

Assume that x; x5 € D are two fixed points of ®. Then, there holds:
0 < [l = x5 = [|20x) - (x)| < &g = x5

Hence, observing « < 1, it follows that x; = x5.

The a priori estimate () can be deduced from (+) by passing to the limit k — oc.

k-1)

The a posteriori estimate (++) follows from (x), if we choose x*~!) as a startvector.

Remark 3.8 The importance of the Banach fixed point theorem
Theorem 3.7 is a special case of the Banach fixed point theorem which more generally holds
true in complete metric spaces.

Remark 3.9 A priori and a posteriori estimates

Given an accuracy 0 < € < 1, before initiating the iteration, the a priori estimate () allows
to give an upper bound of the number of iterations that are necessary to obtain the
prescribed accuracy. After an actual iteration, the a posteriori estimate (x«) can be used
as a termination criterion.
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Definition 3.10 Order of convergence
A sequence of iterates <X(k)>k€]N . x® e R" | k € N, converges to x* € R" of order p > 1, if there

exists a constant C > 0 such that:

[ = x| < CxM - X, kel

and if p is the largest number for which such an estimate holds true.

In case p =1, we have to require C < 1.

If p =1, the convergence is said to be linear; if p = 2, it is called quadratic, etc.

The sequence is called superlinearly convergent, if there exists a null sequence (Cy), N of

nonnegative numbers Cy , k € [N, such that

IxE Y — x| < C|lx® - x*| , kelNg.

Lemma 3.11 Order of convergence in case n=1
Assume that ® € CP([a,b]) , [a,b] C R, and that x'x) € [a,b] is a fixed point of ® satisfying
ol (x)=0,1<i<p-1, and o) (x*) # 0. Then, the fixed point iteration converges of order p.

Proof: Taylor expansion yields

1
K = x = o) - @) = P (M - X g i) max(x )
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3.2 Special methods for scalar nonlinear equations
3.2.1 Method of bisection

Let us assume that there exist points a < b satisfying
f(a)f(b) < 0.

Further, suppose that f € C([a,b]). Then, in (a,b) the function f has at least one zero x".
The interval [a, b| is said to be an inclusion interval.

If we consider the sign of f((a+b)/2), we obtain a new
y inclusion interval [a, (a+b)/2] or [(a+b)/2,b].
Given a tolerance ¢ > 0, a continuation of this approach
yields:
Method of bisection:
gD P X A = f(a); B = f(b) with A-B<0;
” as long as b — a > e compute:
t=(a+b)/2; T:=f(t) ;
if AT>0:a=t;:
otherwise b:=t:
t.=(a+b)/2 .

f(x)
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1

ym 3.2.2 Regula falsi and the Illinois algorithm
The differerence between the regula falsi and the method
- X of bisection is in the choice of t: t is chosen as the zero of
A the secant joining the points (a,A) , (b,B):

t=a+ 250 -a .

The method converges linearly.

The Illinois algorithm realizes that t does not stay on the

4B same side of the zero x™:
i After each evaluation of the function (except the first one),
s a function value will be halved.
- . X A convergence analysis, taking into account various possible

- cases, results in the convergence order p ~ 1.442.
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y 3.2.3 The secant method

(x9 fx)) and (xV, f(xV)) :

We obtain:

This leads to the iteration:

k) _ (k1)
_ oLk X X (k)
_ X ) Fh D) fx™®) | kelN.

k+1)

X!

Hence, the secant method is a three-term recursion.

Given two initial points x'* , xU, the new iterate x is
computed as the zero of the secant joining the points

<) = £(x0)
Soalx) = fxt) + B G (x - xY)
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Remark 3.12 Order of convergence of the secant method

The secant
f(x(k)> — f(x(k_l))

xk) — x(k-1)
corresponds to the linear polynomial interpolating the function f in the points (x*~!, f(xx=1))
and (x®, f(x¥))). Consequently, assuming f € C*(IR), for some z € IR (cf. Chapter 4):

Si1x(x) = f(x¥) + (x — x¥)

1
f(Z) o Sk—l-,k(Z) - 5 fl/(é) (Z o X(k_1)> (Z o X(k)> y SE [min<x(k_1)7x(k>7z>7max<x(k_1)7x(k)7z>]‘

*

(x* zero of f) and observing (expansion of Sy ;(x*) around x**V) :

f(X(k)> _ f(X(k—1)>

Choosing z = x

Sic140) = Sicaa ™) + 7 e (¢ - X,
=0
it follows that:
fx) - <) S SR
e X =X = S = xE x —x)
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We remind:

1
(X(k-l-l) _ X*) _ i f”(E) <X* _ X(k_1)> (X* _ X(k)).
The mean value theorem implies the existence of 1 € [min(x*~! x)) max(x*=) x¥))] satisfying

Fla®) = f(zh=D) /
(Ix(kg B ﬂjflil) ) - f(m,

such that for f'(n) £0 :

X(k+1) _xt = f”<€> (X(k_l) B X*> (X(k) _ X*) .
2f'(n)
If x" is a simple zero of f, i.e., f'(x") # 0, then there is an interval Ip(x*) = {x € R | [x — x*| < p}
such that f'(x) # 0, x € Ip(x"), and we have:

K -] < e - D x] e (e P2 i )
XEIp(x*) XEIp(x*)
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Multiplying

R ] < el - Y -] e o= (s [PON2 pin (6.
XEIp(X*) xEIp(x*)

by ¢ and computing the logarithm, yields:
log (c [x*Y — x*|) < log (¢ [x¥ — x*|) + log (¢ [x*Y — x|).
Setting ) = log (c [x¥) — x*|), we obtain the Fibonacci recursion

€k+1 = €k T €k-1,

whose solution is given by e, = a A¥ + By . Ay = (17 V5)/2.

For k — 0o, we have g ~ a)\ll‘, and hence, €. ~ A€, Whence:
log (C ‘X<k+1) - X*D < log <C>\1 ‘X(k) B X*‘A1> — ’X(k+1) - X*‘ < C)\l—l ‘X<k> N X*’)‘l.

The secant method is therefore convergent of order p = (1++/5)/2 ~ 1.618 .
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y 3.2.4 Newton’s method
Given an initial value x\, compute a new iterate x'! as
the zero of the tangent at the point (x¥ f(x(?)) :

To(x) = £fx) + fx (x — x9) .

x(1)x(0)

We obtain:
-0 - g
This leads to the iteration:
kD) k) f(x) kelN
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Theorem 3.13 Convergence of Newton’s method in 1D
Assume that f € C%(IR) and thatx* is a simple zero, i.e., f'(x*) # 0. Then, Newton’s method is of
local quadratic convergence.

Proof: The Newton iteration is equivalent to the fixed point iteration with respect to the function
f(x) f(x) £(x)
f(x) (F'(x))*

By assumption, there exists an interval Ip(x") := {x € R||x—x"| < p}, such that |®'(x)| <1, x € Ip(x),

d(x) = x — = dx) =

which implies convergence for initial values x\? ¢ Ip(x") (local convergence).

Moreover, by Taylor expansion we find:

f(x) = f(X(k)> + f/<X(k)> (x - X<k)> + ;f”@ (x — X(k))2 , €c [min(x,x(k>),max(x, x(k))].

Choosing x = x* and observing f(x*/) = f(x)(x* — x(*1)) it follows that:

k+1) o« _ 1 f”<€> (X<k> . X*>2.

X(
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Corollary 3.14 Convergence of Newton’s method in case of multiple zeroes
Assume that f € CP(IR) and let x* be a zero of multiplicity p > 2, i.e., fU(x*) =0, 1<j<p-1,
and f)(x*) # 0. Then, Newton’s method is locally linearly convergent.

Using the modified iteration
k) f<X(k) )

k+1
) - D f’(X(k)> )

the method converges locally quadratically.
Proof: There exists a differentiable function g with g(x* # 0 such that

fx) = (x - x")Pglx),
flx) = px - xPlgx) + (x - xPglx).

Hence, we obtain

L xex)el
P = p e 1 (x—x) gx)

dx) =1 -

=l

For the modified method we have ®'(x*) = 0.
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3.3 Newton’s method for nonlinear systems
Remark 3.15 Setting the problem:

We consider the application of Newton’s method to the nonlinear system

where we assume F : IR" — IR" to be continuously differentiable. If F = (Fy, ..., F),

then (x) can be written in more detail as follows:

F1<X17'“7Xn> - 07
F2<X1,...,Xn> = 0,
Fu(x1,..,Xy) = 0.

Given an initial vector x\ € R, we locally approximate F by

F(x) = Fx) + F(x%) (x = x9) + of|x — x).

where F'(x”)) denotes the Jacobi matrix in x?),
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F(x) = Fx%) + F(x%) (x = x% + ofx — x|).

The Jacobi matrix F'(x?) is the matrix of the partial derivatives of F in x*);
g%@w) CL g%(xan)
Fx) -
%(X<0>) C %(X(0)>

We compute the new iterate x!") as the zero of the linear approximation

F(x) = F(x") + F'(x9)(x — x'%), i.e., as the solution of the linear algebraic system
F(x9) xY - x9) = —F(x©).
This gives rise to Newton’s method

F(x¥) Ax® = —F(x®),
(#+) D) — 4 Al

The vectors Ax" are called the Newton increments.
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Remark 3.16 Affine invariance of Newton’s method
Let A € R™" be regular. Obviously, x* € IR" is a solution of F(x) = 0 if and only if x* also solves
the linear system
Gx) = AFx) =0.
Hence, the nonlinear system () is invariant with respect to affine transformations (without

translations) in the range space. The same property holds true for Newton’s method, since
(G'(x)"'Glx) = (F(x))"ATAF(x) = (F'(x))'F(x].

Consequently, Newton’s method is said to be affine invariant. For the same reason, the conver-
gence properties of Newton’s method should be investigated within the framework of an affine
invariant convergence theory.
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Theorem 3.17 Convergence of Newton’s method in R"
Assume that D C R" is an open, convex set and F € C'(D) with regular Jacobi matrix
F'(x) , x € D. Moreover, suppose that the following assumptions hold true:

(1) There exists a number w > 0, such that for all A€ [0,1] , x€ D and y € R" with x+ Ay €D :
() IFE)[Fx + Ay) - Fi) ]yl < Awllylf

(affine invariant Lipschitz condition for the Jacobi matrix)

(ii) There exist a solution x* € D of () and a start vector x/” € D such that

2
() p =[x - x| < =,
w

(iii) There holds: (+++) Kplx) = {xeR"|[x - x| <p} CD.

If (x(k))k (N 1s the sequence generated by Newton’s method, we have:

x ¢ Kp(x'), k€N and lim x® = x*.

k—o0

The solution is unique in Ky;,(x*), and there holds:

x| < ;Hx(k> ~x|* . kelNy.
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Proof: We have:

o) X = x' = x = () TR - x = x¥ - x - (P [F) - Fix)) -
- (Fx¥) [Flx) - Fix) - P - x¥)].

Using the mean value theorem of calculus, for x,y € D there holds:
Fly) — F(x) /F’x+)\(y—x))(y—x)d)\
and hence,

Fly) - Flx) - Fx)(y - % ij+xy—w—th@—mM,

whence
[(F'(x) ™ [Fly) - Flx) - Filx)(y - x)]| < 0/ [(F'0) ™ [F'(x + Ay = x)) = Filx)](y - x)| dX.
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1
|(F'(x))™ [Fly) = Fix) = Fix)(y = x| < [|(Fx)"Fx+ Ay - x) - Fx]y - x)|dx.
0

Due to the convexity of D we have x + A\(y — x) € D, and hence, assumption (+) implies:

1
B w
|(F(x) ™" [Fly) - Fix) - Fx)(y - x| < [Awlly - x[*dx = o Iy = x|

0

Setting y = x* and x = x!, we deduce from (o) that:

= < DY - x?.

If 0 < [x® — x*|| < p, we have

[ - x| < ;HX“‘) - x Y - X < Y - X

< pw/2<1

whence x¥ ¢ Kp(x*) , k€N, and thus the convergence of the sequence (x(k))k N tox* .
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For the proof of uniqueness, let x € Ky ,,(x") be another solution. Then, we have:

= x| = ) PR - Fix) - Fl) (67 - X)) <

< I = e = < i =

<1

*

whence x™ = x*,
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Remark 3.18 Monotonicity test
Idea: Use the residual F(x¥)) to check for convergence (Requirement: Residual decreases
monotonically). The monotonicity test

[P < 6 P
with some © < 1 is not affine invariant.
Instead we use the affine invariant monotonicity test

(o) |(FxM) P )| < @ (") Fx¥)| .

Since —(F'(x))~! F(x¥)) represents the Newton increment Ax¥ = x**1) — x¥ the implementa-
tion of the monotonicity test only requires the additional computation of (F'(x¥))~! F(xk*1)),

Denoting the solution Ax**!) of B
(F/<X(k)>> AX(kH) _ F<X(k+1)>

as the simplified Newton correction, the monotonicity test is as follows;
[Ax" | < 6 fax).

In practice, the choice © = 1/2 has proven to be an efficient one.
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Remark 3.19 Affine invariant damping strategy

In case the monotonicity test (o) fails, convergence can be
often achieved by an appropriate damping of the Newton
correction according to

(o) xI) = xlHl(n) = x4+ A AxK

Using the monotonicity test, the damping parameter Ay

with 0 < Ay <1 can be computed by the following damping
strategy:

2

arctan x

1

For A\ € {1,121 . A\..} compute Ax(k“)()\k) as the solution of

190 40
F/<X(k)> AX(kH)(/\k) _ F(X(kH)()\k))

and check whether \
) 1A < (1 - T

In case (%) is satisfied, Ay ; = min(1,2)y) is chosen in the next step. On the other hand,

if (x) does not hold true, the test is repeated with A = max(Apjn, >;k) :

|ax®].
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3.4 Quasi-Newton methods

y Idea: Local affine approximation of F: D C R" — R"
Sii1(x) = F(x&U) 4+ Byy(x — xky
Specification of By € IR"*" such that
Sk (x¥) =Fxk) —
() By (x®YV — xW) = px) — px®)y

_ ol _y(k)

X(kfl’)"”

Fckelly

The condition (x) is called the secant condition.

For n > 2, the matrix By,; € R"" is not uniquely determined. We have:

QpY.yY) = { B e R™ | Beap® =y} dim Q(p¥.y¥) = m - 1)n.
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Criterion for the selection: Least change in the affine model
Si1(x) = Sk(x) = (Biir — By)(x — x).
Choose Bi.; € Q(p™,y) such that

(+) [Bks1 — Byllr = mn B = Bg|r , Bl = (X bizj)l/2 (Frobenius norm) .
BeQ(pk) y(l) ij=1
X(k) p(k) X(k+l) X — X(k) =" p(k) + t(k) 7 t(k) 1 p(k) —
(0) Ski1(x) — Sk(x) = @ (Bisr — Bi) p¥ + (Bisr — By) t .
il =0u(y-Byp(k)

Choose By.; € Q(p™,y) such that (B, — By)t® =0 .
— Rang (Bk_H - Bk) — ]_ — Bk+1 — Bk = V(k><p(k)>T

X
Using this in (o) : a v¥ (p®)T pM = o (y® — Bp) = v® = (y — BpM)/(p®)Tpk.
Broyden’s rank 1 update (”Good Broyden”):

) Bea = By + [F(xY) - F(x¥) - Bpl¥ |
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Update of the inverse by Sherman-Morrison-Woodbury formula:
A+uwh) T =A1 - AtuviA? /(1 +viA ).
Setting A .= By, u:= [F(x*V) —F(x) - Bp®] , v:= (p)T/(p)Tp*, we obtain:

pY - B!(F(Y) — Fx))] (p™)" B

1 _ p-l
Bir = By PRI BT [Fx ) — fx)

Alternative selection: Least change in the solution of the affine model

-1 “1 : -1 p-1
Bty — Bl = o B Bl

—>  Alternative rank 1 update ("Bad Broyden”):
pY - B'(FxY) — Fx))] (Fx'Y) — F{x™)*

() By = By (F(x+1)) — Flx)T (Fx) — Fxk)
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3.5 Nonlinear least squares problems
Example 3.20 Kinetics of coupled chemical reactions
A chemical substance S; is injected into a reaction chamber. Due to high temperature or cata-

lytics, reactions with substances S, , S3 occur:
St = 52 , S2 — 53

We assume that the concentrations [Sj] , 1 <i< 3, behave according to

d d d
dt [81] N~ [51] ; dt [52] ~ [51]7 [Sz] ) dt [83] ™~ [Sz]-
The constants ks > k; > 0 are the reaction velocities of both reactions.

We thus obtain the following system of differential equations

d d
R -
dt[l] 1[1]’dt

with the initial conditions: [S;](0) =S?, [S,)(0) =[S3](0) =0 .

)= klS] - lalS] 58] = kS
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By elementary integration we obtain:

SJ(t) = SY exp(— ki t),

St = L el kit) - expl-ka )],
S = s ekt - 05 et

Problem: Determination of the initial concentrations S and of the reaction velocities k; , kj
by measurements b; ; 1 <i<m , m > 3, of the concentrations [S,|(t;) .

Compute S , k; , ky such that
£ (b - (s 7

1S minimized. .
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Definition 3.21 Nonlinear least squares problem
Assume that ¢ = ¢(t;xy,...,x,) is a parameter dependent function depending on t and b; € R |

1 <i<m. Further, let F: D C IR" — IR™ be the (nonlinear) function given by
Fi(x) = by — (t;Xxg,...%y) , 1<i<m
The problem to determine x* = (x},...,.x*) € D such that
) ) = PRI = mig PG,

is said to be a nonlinear least squares problem.

Remark 3.22 Local inner minima

The sufficient conditions for a local inner minimum x* € D von ¢ are given by:
(0) gx) =0 , g'(x")is positive definite

where g” is the Hessian (matrix of second partial derivatives) of g .
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We obtain:
)" Flx),
%) Flx) + (Fx)' F(x)" = 2F(x)" Flx).
Hence, g'(x) = 0 holds true if and only if
(+) Gx) = Fx)'Fx) =0.

3.5.1 Gauss Newton method
Remark 3.23 Newton iteration

Newton’s method applied to (+) results in:
G'(xM) AxEY = —Gx¥) | kelNy,
G'x) = Fx)"F(x) + F'lix) F(x) .

In view of (o), G'(x") is positive definite and hence, it is invertible in some neighborhood U(x").
G'(x) is positive definite if and only if rank F'(x) = n (maximum rank).
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Definition 3.24 Compatibility
The nonlinear least squares problem (x) is said to be compatible, if F(x*) = 0 and almost
compatible, if |[F(x*)| <1 .

Remark 3.25 Consequences of compatibility

If the nonlinear least squares problem is compatible, there holds

G/<X*> _ F/(X*>T F/<X*) .
In case of a compatible or almost compatible least squares problem, we may neglect the
term F”(x)* F(x) in G'(x). This leads to the iteration:

<*) F/<X(k)>T F/<X(k)) AX(k—I—l) _ F/<X(k)>T F<X(k)>

Definition 3.26 Gauss Newton method
The iteration (x) is called the Gauss Newton method for the nonlinear least squares pro-

blem (x).

Remark 3.27 Normal equations

L kel .

Setting A = F'(x®) and b := ~F(x), () corresponds to the normal equations
ATA Ax® ) = ATh of the linear least squares problem min |b - A Ax| .
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Theorem 3.28 Properties of the Gauss Newton method
(i) Assume that the Jacobi matrix F'(x*) has maximum rank rank F'(x*) = n. Then, the non-
linear least squares problem (x) admits a unique solution x* € D .
(i) In case of rank F'(x*) < n, there exists a manifold of solutions of the dimension
n —rank F'(x*) (rank defect).
(iii) If the nonlinear least squares problem is compatible and if F'(x*) has maximum rank,
the Gauss Newton method converges locally quadratically.
(iv) If the nonlinear least squares problem is almost compatible and if F'(x*) has maximum
rank, we have locally linear convergence.

Remark 3.29 Damping strategy
As in case of nonlinear systems of equations, the area of convergence can be extended by an

appropriate damping strategy:
Denoting by Ax**! the Gauss Newton correction computed according to (x), a new iterate

K = x® 1 AxH

is computed where 0 < A <1 is a suitably chosen damping parameter.
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3.5.2 Trust-region method (Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm)
Idea: Given the iterate x'¥/, approximate the nonlinear function F by the affine function
F<X(k)) + F/(X(k>> (x — X(k)>

and compute x** = x¥) + Axk*1) a5 the solution of the linear least squares problem

i [Fx¥) + Fx¥) Ax|

X

in a suitable neighborhood T(x")) = {Ax € R"||Ax|| < Ay} ( trust region) of x¥/ .

This leads to the constrained linear least squares problem:

min [F(x®) + F(x¥) Ax||
AxeT(xk)

The coupling of the constraint by a Lagrange multiplier A\, > 0 gives rise to the saddle
point problem:

(o) min max [[|F(x¥) + F(x¥) Ax|* + A (JAx|? — AY)]
AxelR" >\k20
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The optimality conditions for the saddle point problem

min max | [F(x®) + F/(x%) Ax[? + A (|Ax]? = A2
AxeR" >\k20[H (™) (x™) Ax] i ([|Ax] W

are given by the linear complementarity problem

1) [(FEO)YTFEY) + NI Ax = - F(x®)T Fxb)
Ak > 0

2 X ([|Ax|| — Ag) = 0.

Definition 3.30 Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm

The method (e) resp. (1),(2) is called the Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm.

Remark 3.31 Pros and cons of the Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm

Pro: For A > 0, the coefficient matrix in (1) is positive definite, even if F'(x)) is singular.
Con: There is no information about a rank defect of F'(x¥)). Hence, the uniqueness of the

nonlinear least squares problem remains open. The algorithm is not affine invariant, and
the control of the Lagrange multiplier Ay is a difficult task.




