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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we propose a modified nonlinear conjugate gradient (NCG) method for functions with
a non-Lipschitz continuous gradient. First, we present a new formula for the conjugate coefficient
βk in NCG, conducting a search direction that provides an adequate function decrease. We can
derive that our NCG algorithm guarantees strongly convergent for continuous differential functions
without Lipschitz continuous gradient. Second, we present a simple interpolation approach that could
automatically achieve shrinkage, generating a step length satisfying the standard Wolfe conditions in
each step. Our framework considerably broadens the applicability of NCG and preserves the superior
numerical performance of the PRP-type methods.

Keywords nonlinear conjugate gradient · line search · strongly convergent · non-Lipschitz gradient

1 Introduction

Consider the unconstrained optimization problem:

min f (x) x ∈ Rn, (1)

where f (x) is continuously differentiable. The nonlinear conjugate gradient (NCG) method provides an iterative scheme
for minimizing f (x) via the two steps: starting at a point x0 and setting k = 0 and d0 =−∇ f (x0), the NCG updates the
current point xk via a line search along the direction dk as that

xk+1 = xk +αkdk, (2)

and then updates the direction dk in a linear combination of the previous direction dk and the current gradient
gk+1 = ∇ f (xk+1) for next search,

dk+1 =−gk+1 +βkdk. (3)

In each iteration step, the step length αk and conjugate coefficient βk determine the convergence behavior of the NCG.
The sequence is called globally convergent if liminfk→∞ ‖gk‖= 0, and called strongly convergent if limk→∞ ‖gk‖= 0.
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1.1 The step length

Basically, given a search direction dk, a step length αk is chosen to yield a smaller value of the objective function f at
the updated point xk+1. The ideal line search set the αk that minimizes f (xk +αdk),

αk = argmin
α

f (xk +αdk).

Since f is nonlinear and not convex in many application, the ideal search may cost much. As a substitute, an inexact
search approach is commonly used. In an inexact line search, the step length αk is chosen to satisfy Armijo-Goldstein
Condition [1]

f (xk +αkdk)≤ f (xk)+ραk〈gk,dk〉 (4)
f (xk +αkdk)≥ f (xk)+(1−ρ)αk〈gk,dk〉, (5)

or the standard Wolfe-Powell conditions [2]
f (xk +αkdk)≤ f (xk)+ραk〈gk,dk〉 (6)
〈∇ f (xk +αkdk),dk〉 ≥ σ〈gk,dk〉, (7)

or the strong Wolfe-Powell conditions[3]
f (xk +αkdk)≤ f (xk)+ραk〈gk,dk〉 (8)
|〈∇ f (xk +αkdk),dk〉| ≤ −σ〈gk,dk〉. (9)

Here, the parameters ρ and σ are positive and ρ < σ < 1. Generally, αk can be obtained via bisection [4] or interpolation
[5], or combination of the two approaches [6].

1.2 The search direction

In nonlinear conjugate gradient methods, the behavior of dk+1 is determined by βk. There are many approaches in
the literature to setting βk. Classical formulas for βk are called Fletcher-Reeves (FR) [7], Hestenes-Stiefel (HS) [8],
Polak-Ribiere-Polyak (PRP) [9]. They are given by

β
FR
k =

‖gk+1‖2
2

‖gk‖2
2

, β
HS
k =

〈gk+1,yk〉
〈dk,yk〉

, β
PRP
k =

〈gk+1,yk〉
‖gk‖2

2
,

where yk = gk+1−gk. In practice, the PRP method outperforms others in many optimization problems because it can
immediately recover after generating a tiny step. However, the PRP method only guarantees global convergence for
strictly convex functions, limiting its applicability. To improve it, Gilbert and Nocedal [10] modified the PRP method
by setting

β
PRP+
k = max{β PRP

k ,0}, (10)
and showed that this modification of the PRP method, called PRP+, is globally convergent if the search direction is
sufficient descending and the step length satisfies the standard Wolfe conditions.

In recent years, a variety of new nonlinear conjugate gradient methods have been proposed to find a search direction
satisfying the descending condition 〈dk+1,gk+1〉< 0 or the sufficient descending condition 〈dk+1,gk+1〉<−c‖gk+1‖2,
where c is a positive number. In [11], Dai and Yuan proposed a formula with

β
DY
k =

〈gk+1,dk+1〉
〈gk,dk〉

, (11)

and it provides a descending direction. In [12], Hager and Zhang modified HS method to

β
HZ
k = max{β HS

k −
2‖yk‖2〈gk+1,dk〉
〈dk,yk〉2

,− 1
‖dk‖min{η ,‖gk‖}

}, (12)

where η > 0 is a constant. Similar modification on PRP method was proposed by Yuan [13], that is,

β
PRP−Y
k = max{β PRP

k − ν‖yk‖2

‖gk‖4 〈gk+1,dk〉,0} ν >
1
4
. (13)

Both β HZ
k and β MPRP

k provide a sufficient descent direction.

The convergence of the above nonlinear conjugate gradient methods requires the gradient g(x) of the objective function
f (x) to be Lipschitz continuous. That is, there exists a constant L > 0 such that

‖g(x)−g(y)‖ ≤ L‖x− y‖, for all x,y ∈ Rn. (14)
This requirement of the Lipschitz continuous gradient limits the application of nonlinear conjugate gradient methods
when faced with complicated practical problems.
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1.3 Our contribution

In this paper, we propose a modified nonlinear conjugate gradient method, which does not require the gradient g(x) to
be Lipschitz continuous. The novelty of our approach comes from two aspects:

• We propose a new formula for βk, called MPRP, obtaining an adequate descending direction. The strong
convergence of our approach is guaranteed even though f (x) is just a continuous differential function with a
non-Lipschitz gradient.

• We suggest a more straightforward line search method for a step length that satisfies the standard Wolfe
conditions in finite iterations. In practice, it works very well. The line search iteration terminates within one or
two iterations generally in our experiments.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we propose our new formula for βk, and the line search approach is
given in Section 3. We discuss the convergence of our method in Section 4. The numerical experiment is also given in
Section 5, to show the performance of our approach. At last, we end the article with a conclusion in Section 6.

2 The new formula for βk

Besides the Lipschitz continuity of the gradient, the convergence of the PRP-Y method [13] requires that the step length
{αk} have a positive lower bound. This requirement is difficult to guarantee in practice. To weaken the conditions
required for the convergence of the PRP-Y method, we provide a formula for βk as

βk = min
{ 〈gk+1,gk+1−gk− ν‖gk+1−gk‖2

‖gk‖2
dk〉+

‖gk‖2
2

,
κ‖gk+1‖2

‖dk‖2

}
. (15)

where ν > 1
4 as in (13) and κ > 0. The modification can guarantee a stronger sufficient descent condition than that of

the PRP-Y method. That is,
Lemma 2.1. Let βk be defined by (15) and µ = 4ν−1

4ν(1+κ) . Then

〈dk+1,gk+1〉 ≤ −µ‖dk+1‖2‖gk+1‖2. (16)

Proof. Let β̃k = β PRP
k for short, and let d̃k+1 =−gk+1 + β̃kdk. We rewrite

βk = ρkβ̃k, dk+1 = ρkd̃k+1 +(ρk−1)gk+1

with a scale ρk ∈ [0,1] since βk ≤ β̃k. At first, we require the inequality

β̃k〈dk,gk+1〉 ≤
1

4ν
‖gk+1‖2, (17)

concluded by the definition β̃k =
〈gk+1,gk+1−gk〉

‖gk‖22
− ν‖gk+1−gk‖2

‖gk‖4
〈gk+1,dk〉. It gives

β̃k〈dk,gk+1〉=
〈gk+1,gk+1−gk〉

‖gk‖2
2

〈gk+1,dk〉−
ν‖gk+1−gk‖2

‖gk‖4 〈gk+1,dk〉2

=
〈

gk+1,
〈gk+1,dk〉
‖gk‖2

2
(gk+1−gk)

〉
− ν〈gk+1,dk〉2

‖gk‖4 ‖gk+1−gk‖2.

Let qk =
〈gk+1,dk〉
‖gk‖22

(gk+1−gk) for simplicity. Then

β̃k〈dk,gk+1〉= 〈gk+1,qk〉−ν‖qk‖2 =
‖gk+1‖2

4ν
−‖(2

√
ν)−1gk+1−

√
νqk‖2.

Therefore, (17) is true. Following it, we get that 〈d̃k+1,gk+1〉 ≤ ( 1
4ν
−1)‖gk+1‖2 and

〈dk+1,gk+1〉= ρk〈d̃k+1,gk+1〉+(ρk−1)‖gk+1‖2

≤
(
ρk(

1
4ν
−1)+(ρk−1)

)
‖gk+1‖2 ≤ 1−4ν

4ν
‖gk+1‖2.

Here we have used ρk ≤ 1. On the other hand, since |βk| ≤ κ‖gk+1‖
‖dk‖

, we also have that

‖dk+1‖= ‖−gk+1 +βkdk‖ ≤ ‖gk+1‖+ |βk|‖dk‖ ≤ (1+κ)‖gk+1‖.
Therefore, (16) holds since ‖gk+1‖2

2 ≥
1

1+κ
‖dk+1‖2‖gk+1‖2 and 1−4ν

4ν
< 0.

3
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We call a search direction dk+1 an adequate descending direction if it satisfies (16). Obvious, the gradient itself satisfies
(16) with µ = 1. To the best of our knowledge, (15) is the first conjugate gradient method that provides an adequate
descending direction.

3 A simple interpolation line search approach

For a general continuously differentiable f (x), the interpolation method does not guarantee capturing required αk
satisfying the standard Wolfe conditions since it asks for a three times continuously differentiable [5]. One can get αk
by the combination method [6] that is more efficient than the bisection approach [4]. In [6], the bisection is combined
with the interpolation in a bit complicated way for interval shrinking. Here we give a simpler approach for determining
αk satisfying the weak Wolfe-Powell conditions.

Theoretically, at a current point x = xk with the conjugate direction d = dk, the required inexact line search α = αk
satisfying the weak Wolfe-Powell conditions (6-7) can be chosen as

α
∗ = sup

{
α̂ : the Wolfe-Powell condition (6) holds over (0, α̂)

}
. (18)

It exists, is positive, and satisfies (6-7). To verify this claim, let’s consider the function

g(α) = f (x)+ρα〈∇ f (x),d〉− f (x+αd).

Clearly, (6) is equivalent to g(α)≥ 0, and meanwhile, (7) holds if g′(α)≤ 0. By the definition and the continuity of f ,
(6) is true for 0 < α ≤ α∗. The supremum in (18) implies that g(α∗) = 0 and g′(α∗)≤ 0. Hence, (7) is also satisfied
for α = α∗. Practically, there is a relative large sub-interval of (0,α∗] in which both (6) and (7) are true. For instance,
if α̂ ∈ (0,α∗] is the largest point such that g(α) is a local maximum, then g′(α)≤ 0 in [α̂,α∗]. Therefore, (6-7) hold
for α ∈ [α̂,α∗].

An ideal choice of α is the minimizer αmin of f (x+αd) over (0,α∗] since it decreases f as small as possible, while
both (6) and (7) are still satisfied. In this subsection, we give a simple rule for pursuing αmin via a quadratic interpolation
to f (x+αd), assuming f is continuously differentiable. It generates a nested and shrunk interval sequence containing
the required α . The pursuing terminates as soon as a point satisfying (6-7) is found.

Initially, we set α ′0 = 0 that satisfies (6) but (7), and choose a relatively large α ′′0 > 0 that does not satisfy (6). A simple
choice of α ′′0 will be given later. Starting with [α ′0,α

′′
0 ], we generate a sequence of intervals [α ′0,α

′′
0 ] iteratively such that

each α ′` satisfies (6) but α ′′` does not, and meanwhile, α ′` doesn’t satisfy (7). That is, for x′` = x+α ′`d and x′′` = x+α ′′` d

f (x′`)≤ f (x)+ρα
′
`〈g,d〉, f (x′′` )> f (x)+ρα

′′
` 〈g,d〉, 〈∇ f (x′`),d〉< σ〈g,d〉, (19)

where g = ∇ f (x). The third inequality above implies that 〈∇ f (x′`),d〉< 0. Furthermore, by the first two inequalities in
(19), we have that

f (x′′` )> f (x′`)+ρ(α ′′` −α
′
`)〈g,d〉> f (x′`)+

ρ

σ
(α ′′` −α

′
`)〈∇ f (x′`),d〉. (20)

In the current interval, we consider a quadratic function q(α) with interpolation conditions

q(α ′`) = f (x′`), q′(α ′`) = 〈∇ f (x′`),d〉, q(α ′′` ) = f (x′′` ),

It can be represented as

q(α) = f (x′`)+(α−α
′
`)〈∇ f (x′`),d〉

+
(

f (x′′` )− f (x′`)− (α ′′` −α
′
`)〈∇ f (x′`),d〉

) (α−α ′`)
2

(α ′′` −α ′`)
2

with the minimizer c` = argminα q(α) given by

c` = α
′
`+

α ′′` −α ′`
2

−(α ′′` −α ′`)〈∇ f (x′`),d〉
f (x′′` )− f (x′`)− (α ′′` −α ′`)〈∇ f (x′`),d〉

> α
′
`. (21)

By the Mean-Value Theorem for derivatives and the second inequality in (20),

0 < (1−M`)
−1 ≤

(
1− 〈∇ f (x̄`),d〉
〈∇ f (x′`),Dk〉

)−1

=
−(α ′′` −α ′`)〈∇ f (x′`),Dk〉

f (x′′` )− f (x′`)− (α ′′` −α ′`)〈∇ f (x′`),Dk〉
<

σ

σ −ρ
, (22)

4
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Algorithm 1 An inexact line search satisfying the weak Wolfe-Powell conditions
Require: point x, f = f (x), g = ∇ f (x), direction d, and parameters σ , ρ .
Ensure: α satisfying (6-7) within accuracy ε , x := x+αd, f (x), and g = ∇ f (x).

1: Set α ′ = 0, x′ = x, f ′ = f , g′ = g, ν = ρ〈g,d〉. Find the smallest integer p ≥ 1 such that (6) does not hold for
α = η2p, and set α ′′ = η2p.

2: Repeat the following iteration until terminating.
3: Compute c as (21), c̃ as (24), and f̃ = f (x̃) at x̃ = x+ c̃d.
4: If f̃ > f + c̃ν , update (α ′′, f (x′′)) by (c̃, f (x̃)) and go to Step 3.
5: Compute g̃ = ∇ f (x̃). If 〈g̃,d〉 ≥ σ〈g,d〉, set x = x̃, f = f̃ , g = g̃, and terminate.
6: Otherwise, update α ′, f ′,g′ by c̃, f̃ , g̃, respectively.
7: End iteration

where x̄` = x+ ᾱ`d with ᾱ` ∈ [α ′`,α
′′
` ] and

M` = min
α∈[α ′`,α

′′
` ]

〈∇ f (x+αd),d〉
〈∇ f (x′`),d〉

≤ 〈∇ f (x̄`),d〉
〈∇ f (x′`),d〉

<
ρ

σ
.

Hence, if 0 < 2ρ < σ , we have that

α
′
` < α

′
`+

1
2(1−M`)

(α ′′` −α
′
`)< c` < α

′
`+

σ

2(σ −ρ)
(α ′′` −α

′
`)< α

′′
` . (23)

We may shrink [α ′`,α
′′
` ] to [c`,α ′′` ] or [α ′`,c`], if α = c` satisfies (6) or does not. However, if (6) is satisfied, the interval

length is α ′′` − c` ≤ 1−2M`
2−2M`

(α ′′` −α ′`). When M` < 0 and |M`| is large, 1−2M`
2−2M`

≈ 1. The interval shrinking is inefficient in
this case. To avoid this phenomenon, we slightly modify c` as that with η = σ

2(σ−ρ)

c̃` = max
{

c`, ηα
′
`+(1−η)α ′′`

}
∈ (α ′`,α

′′
` ). (24)

Since c̃` ≥ ηα ′`+(1−η)α ′′` and c` < α ′`+η(α ′′` −α ′`) by (23), we get

α
′′
` − c̃` ≤ η(α ′′` −α

′
`), c̃`−α

′
` ≤max

{
η ,1−η

}
(α ′′` −α

′
`) = η(α ′′` −α

′
`).

The last equality holds since η > 1/2. Hence, if the Wolfe-Powell conditions (6-7) are satisfied for α = c̃`, we get the
required αk = c̃`. Otherwise, shrink [α ′`,α

′′
` ] as

[α ′`+1,α
′′
`+1] =

{
[α ′`, c̃`], if (6) does not hold for α = c̃`;
[c̃`,α ′′` ], otherwise. (25)

The interval length is significantly decreased as 0 < α ′′`+1−α ′`+1 ≤ η(α ′′` −α ′`), where η < 1 since 2ρ < σ . Hence,
α ′′` −α ′`→ 0 as `→ ∞.

A good choice of α ′′0 helps to pursue the minimizer αmin. Motivated by the above analysis on the estimation of the
shrinking rate η`, we suggest the experiential setting

α
′′
0 = min

{
α = 2p

η : (6) is not satisfied for α = 2pη with integer p≥ 0
}
. (26)

Algorithm 1 gives the details of the procedure for determining an inexact line search αk, given xk, fk, gk, the conjugate
direction dk.

4 Convergence of the Algorithm

Combining the formula (15) and line search Algorithm 1, we are able to provide our modified PRP-type (MPRP)
nonlinear conjugate gradient method, as shown in Algorithm 2. To show the convergence of the MPRP method, we first
prove that the line search Algorithm 1 will converge to a step length that satisfies the standard Wolfe condition.
Lemma 4.1. If f is lower bounded and continuously differentiable, an α = c̃`∗ satisfying (6-7) can be obtained within
a finite iterations of (25) if 0 < 2ρ < σ < 1.

5
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Algorithm 2 The modified PRP-type (MPRP) nonlinear conjugated gradient method

Require: initial point x, parameters ε , ρ , σ , ν , κ , and kNCG
max .

Ensure: an approximate solution x∗ of minx f (x) with the given accuracy
1: Compute f = f (x), g = ∇ f (x), and set d =−g.
2: For k = 1, · · · ,kNCG

max ,
3: Update (x, f ,g) by Algorithm 1 with searching direct d.
4: If ‖g‖∞ < ε , then set x∗ = x and terminate the iteration.
5: Otherwise, compute β by (15) and update d :=−g+βd.
6: End for

Proof. If (6-7) do not hold for all c̃`, the updating rule (25) yields a sequence of nested intervals {[α ′`, α ′′` ]}. Since
0 < 2ρ < σ < 1, the intervals tend to a single point α∗ and both {x′`} and {x′′` } tend to x∗ = x+α∗d. Hence, by (20)
and the Taylor extension of f (x+αd) at α = α∗, we get

〈∇ f (x∗),d〉= lim
`→∞

f (x′′` )− f (x′`)
α ′′` −α ′`

≥ ρ〈∇ f (x),d〉> σ〈∇ f (x),d〉 (27)

since 〈∇ f (x),d〉< 0 and ρ < σ . However, by (19), 〈∇ f (x∗),d〉 ≤ σ〈∇ f (x),d〉, a contradiction with (27).

Because the search direction of MPRP is adequate descending, the proof of convergence of the algorithm is simple,
similar to the proof of the steepest descent method. We have

Theorem 4.2. Assume that f is lower bounded and continuously derivative. If the inexact line search {αk} satisfies the
weak Wolfe-Powell condition (6-7) and

〈dk,gk〉 ≤ −µ‖dk‖2‖gk‖2 (28)

for a constant µ > 0, then the NCG converges: { f (xk)} is monotone decreasing and converges, and ∇ f (xk)→0.

Proof. We assume gk = ∇ f (xk) 6= 0 for each k without loss of generalities, and let sk = αkdk. The condition (28)
becomes 〈gk,sk〉 ≤−µ‖gk‖‖sk‖ ≤ 0. Hence, the Wolfe-Powell condition (6) gives the monotone decreasing of { f (xk)},

f (xk+1)− f (xk)≤ ρ〈gk,sk〉 ≤ −ρµ‖gk‖‖sk‖ ≤ 0,

and { f (xk)} is convergent since f itself is lower bounded. We also conclude from the convergence and the above
inequality that ‖gk‖‖sk‖→ 0.

We further show that ‖gk‖→ 0. Otherwise, there is a subsequence {‖gki‖} that has a positive lower bound. The lower
bound implies that ‖ski‖ → 0 since we also have ‖gki‖‖ski‖ → 0. Note that ski = xki+1− xki is also the gap vector
between xki and xki+1, f (xki) and f (xki+1) can be represented each other in terms of ski via the Taylor extensions

f (xki+1) = f (xki)+ 〈gki ,ski〉+o
(
‖ski‖

)
,

f (xki) = f (xki+1)−〈gki+1,ski〉+o
(
‖ski‖

)
.

Clearly, the each other implies that 〈gki ,ski〉−〈gki+1,ski〉= o(‖ski‖).
Turn back to the Wolfe-Powell condition (7). Since it gives 〈gki+1,ski〉 ≥ σ〈gki ,ski〉,

o(‖ski‖) = 〈gki ,ski〉−〈gki+1,ski〉 ≤ (1−σ)〈gki ,ski〉 ≤ −(1−σ)µ‖gki‖‖ski‖.

Here we have used the inequality 〈gki ,ski〉 ≤−µ‖gki‖‖ski‖ from the condition (28) and σ < 1. Hence, (1−σ)µ‖gki‖ ≤
− o(‖ski‖)
‖ski‖

, and

0≤ (1−σ)µ liminf‖gki‖ ≤ 0.

It implies (1−σ)µ ≤ 0, a contradiction, since liminf‖gki‖> 0 by assumption.

6
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5 Numerical Experiments

In this section, we show the performance of our MPRP in Algorithm 2, compared with three other PRP-type NCG
methods: the classical PRP method [9], the PRP+ method [10] and the PRP-Y method [13]. The numerical experiments
are divided into 3 parts. In the first part, we test these PRP-type methods on 84 unconstrained optimization problems
with Lipschitz continuous gradient from [14]. The second part aims to show the enhancements brought by our line
search method, compared with the bisection line search method. In the third part, we adopt our algorithm on a regression
problem with an objective function whose gradient is non-Lipschitz continuous. The following parameters were adopted
in our implementation

ν = 0.8, κ = 10, ρ = 0.1, σ = 0.4.

We set the termination criterion as ‖∇ f (x)‖∞ ≤ 10−5 and the maximum number of iterations as 20000. All compared
algorithms are executed on the Windows system in a PC with Intel Core i5-8250U CPU@1.80GHz and 8GB RAM.

We adopt the commonly used performance profile of Dolan and Moré proposed in [15], to display the performance of
compared NCG methods in terms of CPU time and the number of iterations. Take the CPU time as an example, let S
and P be the set of solvers and problems, respectively, and denote ns = |S| and np = |P|. For each solver s and problem
p, let tp,s be the computing time requiring by solver s to solve problem p. For each problem p, define the performance
ratio as rp,s =

tp,s
min{tp,s,s∈S} and the ratio rp,s ≥ 1 obviously for all p and s. If a solver fails to solve a problem, the ratio

rp,s is set to a large enough positive number M that larger than rp,s of problem p that can be solved by solver s. Finally,
the performance profile is defined by

ρ(τ) =
1
np
|{p ∈ P : rp,s ≤ τ}|

. The performance profile of the number of iterations is similar.

5.1 The performance of compared NCG methods on tested functions

This subsection shows the performance of 4 tested NCG algorithms on 84 unconstrained optimization problems drawn
from [14]. The performance profile of CPU time and number of iterations is illustrated in Figure 1.
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Figure 1: Performance profile of PRP,PRP+,PRP-Y and MPRP with CPU Time and Number of iteration

Among the four algorithms, MPRP and PRP-Y have significant advantages over the PRP and PRP+ method in the
CPU Time and the number of iterations. However, PRP-Y performs slightly better than our MPRP. This is due to two
reasons. For one thing, MPRP controls the angle between the search direction and the negative gradient, weakening the
effect of the conjugate direction. Hence, the zig-zag phenomenon may occur in a small part of optimization problems.
For another thing, MPRP requires an additional computation of ‖dk‖ at each step, which also increases the CPU time
slightly.
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Figure 2: Performance profile of different line search methods on PRP,PRP+,PRP-Y and MPRP with CPU Time and
Number of iterations

5.2 Line searches via bisection and interpolation

In this subsection, we test the performance of our interpolation line search in Algorithm 1, compared with the classical
bisection line search [4]. The two line search approaches are used for the 4 tested NCG methods, on the 84 unconstrained
optimization problems in [14]. The Comparison is shown on CPU time and the number of iterations in Figure 2.

As shown in Figure 2, the interpolation line search performs much better than the bisection line search in most problems
regardless of the NCG methods we adopt. It has been shown that our interpolation line search method saves a significant
amount of computation both in terms of the number of iterations and the CPU time.

5.3 Performance of NCG methods on a function with non-Lipschitz continuous gradient

In this subsection, we consider a linear regression model with a regular term as follows:

min
x

1
2
‖Ax−b‖2

2 +
λ

2
‖x‖p

p, (29)

where ‖x‖p
p = |x1|p + ...+ |xn|p. The model (29) becomes the lasso regression model or the ridge regression model,

if one select p = 1, or p = 2, respectively. Here we set p = 1.5 so that f (x) = 1
2‖Ax− b‖2

2 +
λ

2 ‖x‖
p
p is continuous

differential with a non-Lipschitz gradient, and test the compared NCG methods on it.

In our experiment, we set A as a random matrix in R10×50 with entries drawn from the uniform distribution in [0,1], and
b = Au with u is sparse with 10% non-zero entries drawn from the standard normal distribution. We also set λ = 0.01.
We test the four algorithms 10 times, each with different random seeds.

Table 1: The performance of four NCG methods on (29) with p = 1.5.

Method PRP PRP+ PRP-Y MPRP

CPU Time 1.13 1.01 0.81 0.81
Iterations 504.5 447.9 422.9 419.4

Table 1 shows the average CPU time and the average number of iterations for the 10 runs. It can be seen that the
performance of PRP-Y and MPRP is slightly better than that of the other two algorithms. Surprisingly, PRP, PRP+
and PRP-Y all converge on this problem, even though they do not theoretically have a guarantee of convergence. One
conjecture is that these algorithms skip the non-Lipschitz region of the gradient and converge to a stationary point with
a neighbor where the gradient is Lipschitz continuous.
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6 Conclusion

This paper proposed a modified nonlinear conjugate gradient method for continuous differential function. The strong
convergence is guaranteed without the condition of the Lipschitz continuous gradient. Furthermore, a simpler but more
efficient interpolation Wolfe line search method is also introduced. The numerical results demonstrate the feasibility
of the new NCG method and the new line search method. However, although in theory our algorithm gains a greater
range of applicability, this advantage does not manifest itself numerically. The reasons behind this are worth further
investigation.
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