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Abstract: In order to solve nonlinear equations, we introduce two new three-step with-memory
iterative methods in this paper. We have improved the order of convergence of a well-known optimal
eighth-order iterative method by extending it into two with-memory methods using one and two self-
accelerating parameters, respectively. The self-accelerating parameters that increase the convergence
order are computed using the Hermite interpolating polynomial. The newly proposed uni-parametric
and bi-parametric with-memory iterative methods (IM) improved the R-order of convergence of the
existing eighth-order method from 8 to 10 and 10.7446, respectively. Furthermore, the efficiency
index has increased from 1.6818 to 1.7783 and 1.8105, respectively. In addition, this improvement in
convergence order and efficiency index can be obtained without using any extra function evaluations.
Extensive numerical testing on a wide range of problems demonstrates that the proposed methods are
more efficient than some well-known existing methods.
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1. Introduction

In the realms of engineering and mathematical modeling, solving nonlinear equations of the form

φ(s) = 0

has emerged as a fundamental challenge, as finding their roots is critical to addressing a variety of
complex problems. Numerous iterative methods have been proposed to tackle this issue (see, [1, 2]),
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and they play an essential role in numerical analysis due to their applicability across disciplines in
both engineering and applied sciences. Iterative methods approximate solutions with a specified level
of accuracy. Our objective is to increase the convergence order of multipoint methods without the
evaluation of additional functions while significantly improving the efficiency index and overall
performance. The literature contains plenty of one-point and multipoint without-memory methods for
solving nonlinear equations (see, [3, 4]). Among the classical approaches, Newton’s without-memory
method stands out for its quadratic convergence with an efficiency index of 1.414, making it a
cornerstone in the field. Newton’s method [5] is defined by the iteration:

sk+1 = sk −
φ(sk)
φ′(sk)

, k = 0, 1, 2, · · · .

According to [5], the efficiency index,
E = ρ1/γ

represents the balance between the order of convergence and the number of function evaluations per
step. Here, ρ denotes the order of convergence, and γ denotes the number of function and derivative
evaluations performed per iteration.

Recently, significant attempts have been made by many researchers in the field of numerical
analysis to use self-accelerating parameters to extend without-memory methods to with-memory
methods. Memory-based iterative methods use current and past iterations to raise the convergence
order and the efficiency index. Wang and Tao [6] upgraded a Newton-type without-memory method
into its with-memory variant using one self-accelerating parameter and achieved an improvement in
order of convergence from 2 to 2.4142. Torkashvand [7] upgraded a two-step without-memory
method into a with-memory method using three self-accelerating parameters and achieved an
improvement in the order of convergence from 4 to 7.53. Also, Thangkhenpau et al. [8] used the
technique of self-accelerating parameters for multiple roots and upgraded a fifth-order
without-memory method into a with-memory method using one parameter and achieved the
convergence order 7.2749. In recent years, the development of with-memory iterative methods has
gained considerable interest among researchers. Notable contributors to the development of
with-memory methods include Lotfi and Assari [9], Panday et al. [10] and Mittal et al. [11].

In this article, we proposed two new three-step, uni-parametric and bi-parametric with-memory
iterative techniques by adding two self-accelerating parameters to the first and third step of an existing
optimal eighth-order without-memory iterative technique [12], and it improves the R-order of
convergence from 8 to 10 and 10.7446, respectively, and the efficiency index is also improved
by 1.6818 to 1.7783 and 1.8105, respectively, in Section 2. A complete assessment utilizing numerical
tests is offered in Section 3, which provides a comparison of the proposed methods with other
well-established methods. A thorough conclusion of the research findings is provided in Section 4.

2. Analysis of convergence for with-memory methods

This section is divided into two subsections. In the first subsection, we will use a parameter α in
the first step of the optimal eight-order method proposed by Solaiman and Hashim [12] in 2021, and
we will prove the theoretical order of the method using a theorem. Then, in the second subsection, we
will use one more parameter, β, in the third step of [12], and we will also prove its theoretical order of
convergence using a theorem.
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2.1. The uni-parametric with-memory method and its convergence analysis

Here, we introduce the parameter α in the first step of the optimal eighth-order without-memory
method, presented in the article [12]:

vk = sk −
φ(sk)

φ′(sk) + αφ(sk)
,

tk = vk −
φ(vk)
q(vk)

−
2(φ(vk))2q(vk)R(sk, vk)

4(q(vk))4 − 4φ(vk)(q(vk))2R(sk, vk) + (φ(vk))2(R(sk, vk))2 ,

sk+1 = tk −
φ(tk)
w′(tk)

, (2.1)

where q(vk), w′(tk) and R(sk, vk) are defined in [12] as:

φ′(vk) ≈ q(vk)
= 2φ[vk, sk] − φ′(sk),

φ′(tk) ≈ w′(tk)

= φ[tk, sk]
(
2 +

sk − tk

vk − tk

)
−

(sk − tk)2

(sk − vk)(vk − tk)
φ[vk, sk] + φ′(sk)

vk − tk

sk − vk
,

φ′′(vk) ≈ R(sk, vk)

=

[
3
φ(vk) − φ(sk)

vk − sk
− 2q(vk) − φ′(sk)

]
2

sk − vk

= 2
φ′(sk) − φ[vk, sk]

sk − vk
,

and, φ[vk, sk] and φ[tk, sk] represents divided differences and are calculated as

φ[vk, sk] =
φ(vk) − φ(sk)

vk − sk

and
φ[tk, sk] =

φ(tk) − φ(sk)
tk − sk

,

respectively.
Using Taylor-series approximation, the expressions for φ(sk) and φ′(sk) can be written as:

φ(sk) = A
(
ek + c2e2

k + c3e3
k + c4e4

k + c5e5
k + c6e6

k + c7e7
k + c8e8

k

)
+ O

(
e9

k

)
, (2.2)

φ′(sk) = A
(
1 + 2c2ek + 3c3e2

k + 4c4e3
k + 5c5e4

k + 6c6e5
k + 7c7e6

k + 8c8e7
k + 9c9e8

k

)
+ O

(
e9

k

)
, (2.3)

where
A = φ′(ξ),

ξ is the simple root of φ(s),
ek = sk − ξ

and

c j =
φ( j)(ξ)
j!φ′(ξ)
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for j = 2, 3, · · · .
Now, we obtain the error expressions for each sub-step of (2.1) as:

ek,v = (α + c2) e2
k +

(
−α2 − 2c2(α + c2) + 2c3

)
e3

k

+
(
α3 + 5αc2

2 + 4c3
2 + c2(3α2 − 7c3) − 4αc3 + 3c4

)
e4

k + O
(
e5

k

)
, (2.4)

ek,t = − c3 (α + c2) e4
k

+
(
c3(α2 + 2c2(α + c2) − 2c3) − 2(α + c2)c4

)
e5

k + O
(
e6

k

)
(2.5)

and

ek+1 =(α + c2)2c3(c2c3 − c4)e8
k − 2

(
(α + c2)

(
2c3

2c2
3 + 2c2

2c3(αc3 − 2c4) + 2c2
3c4

+ αc2
4 + αc3(−αc4 + c5) + c2(α2c2

3 − 2c3
3 + c2

4 + c3(−4αc4 + c5))
))

e9
k + O

(
e10

k

)
, (2.6)

where
ek,v = vk − ξ, ek,t = tk − ξ

and α ∈ R. We obtain the following with-memory iterative scheme by replacing α with a
self-accelerating parameter αk in (2.1), as:

vk = sk −
φ(sk)

φ′(sk) + αkφ(sk)
,

tk = vk −
φ(vk)
q(vk)

−
2(φ(vk))2q(vk)R(sk, vk)

4(q(vk))4 − 4φ(vk)(q(vk))2R(sk, vk) + (φ(vk))2(R(sk, vk))2 ,

sk+1 = tk −
φ(tk)
w′(tk)

, (2.7)

where, the values of q(vk), w′(tk), and R(sk, vk) are given in Eq (2.1).
The new with-memory method (NWM) mentioned in Eq (2.7) is expressed by NWM10. It is now

clear from Eq (2.6) that for
α , −c2,

the convergence order of (2.1) is eight. Then, we can assume

α = −c2 = −
φ′′(ξ)
2φ′(ξ)

to speed up the order of convergence of (2.7) from eight to ten. However, in reality, the exact values of
φ′(ξ) and φ′′(ξ) are not achievable in practice. Thus, we shall choose the parameter α as αk. Using the
available data from the current and previous iterations, the parameter αk can be calculated and satisfies
the condition

lim
k→∞
αk = −c2 = −

φ′′(ξ)
2φ′(ξ)

,

which means that the error expression (2.6) should have zero values for the eighth and ninth order
asymptotic convergence constants. αk can be calculated using the formula:

αk = −
H′′5 (sk)
2φ′(sk)

, (2.8)
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where

H5(s) =φ(sk) + (s − sk)φ[sk, sk] + (s − sk)2φ[sk, sk, tk−1] + (s − sk)2(s − tk−1)φ[sk, sk, tk−1, vk−1]
+ (s − sk)2(s − tk−1)(s − vk−1)φ[sk, sk, tk−1, vk−1, sk−1]
+ (s − sk)2(s − tk−1)(s − vk−1)(s − sk−1)φ[sk, sk, tk−1, vk−1, sk−1, sk−1]. (2.9)

Note: The condition
H′m(sk) = φ′(sk)

is satisfied by the Hermite interpolating polynomial Hm(s) for m = 5. So,

αk = −
H′′5 (sk)
2φ′(sk)

can be expressed as

αk = −
H′′5 (sk)

2H′m(sk)
for m = 5.

Theorem 2.1. Let Hm be the Hermite polynomial of degree m, interpolating the function φ at
interpolation nodes sk, sk, tk−1, vk−1, sk−1, sk−1 within an interval D ⊂ R, and the derivative φ(m+1) is
continuous in D with

Hm(sk) = φ(sk), H′m(sk) = φ′(sk).

Suppose that all nodes sk, sk, tk−1, vk−1, sk−1, sk−1 are in the neighborhood of the root ξ. Then,

H′′5 (sk) = 2φ′(ξ)(c2 − c6ek−1,vek−1,te2
k−1)

and

αk = −
H′′5 (sk)
2φ′(sk)

∼ −c2 + c6ek−1,vek−1,te2
k−1.

After simplification, we have

αk + c2 = c6ek−1,vek−1,te2
k−1. (2.10)

Proof. We can calculate the expression of the fifth-degree Hermite interpolating polynomial as

φ(s) − H5(s) =
φ(6)(δ)

6!
(s − sk)2(s − tk−1)(s − vk−1)(s − sk−1)2, (2.11)

where δ ∈ D. Now, we get the below-mentioned equation after simplifying and differentiating Eq (2.11)
two times at the point s = sk,

H′′5 (sk) = φ′′(sk) − 2
φ(6)(δ)

6!
(sk − tk−1)(sk − vk−1)(sk − sk−1)2. (2.12)

Next, Taylor’s expansion of φ′ and φ′′ at the point sk in D about the zero ξ of φ provides:

φ′(sk) = φ′(ξ)
(
1 + 2c2ek + 3c3e2

k + O(e3
k)
)
, (2.13)
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φ′′(sk) = φ′(ξ)
(
2c2 + 6c3ek + O(e2

k)
)
. (2.14)

Similarly,
φ(6)(δ) = φ′(ξ)

(
6!c6 + 7!c7eδ + O(e2

δ)
)
, (2.15)

where
eδ = δ − ξ.

Putting Eqs (2.14) and (2.15) in (2.12), we obtain

H′′5 (sk) = 2φ′(ξ)(c2 − c6ek−1,vek−1,te2
k−1). (2.16)

Now, using Eqs (2.13) and (2.16), we have

−
H′′5 (sk)
2φ′(sk)

∼ −c2 + c6ek−1,vek−1,te2
k−1.

And hence

αk ∼ −c2 + c6ek−1,vek−1,te2
k−1

or

αk + c2 = c6ek−1,vek−1,te2
k−1. (2.17)

This completes the proof of Theorem 2.1. □

R-order of convergence. It can be said that a sequence generated by an iterative method (IM) {sk}

converges to s∗ with an R-order of convergence of at least τ > 1 if there are constants C ∈ (0,∞) and
θ ∈ (0, 1) such that [13]

||s∗ − sk|| ≤ C.θτ
k
; k = 0, 1, · · · .

Theorem 2.2. If the errors of approximations

ek = sk − ξ

obtained in an iterative root-finding method satisfy and non-negative numbers l j, 0 ≤ j ≤ m, s.t.

ek+1 ∼

m∏
j=0

(ek− j)l j , k ≥ k({sk}),

where, k({sk}) indicates the starting index that satisfies the above approximation. Then the R-order of
convergence of the iterative method, denoted with OR(IM, ξ), satisfies the inequality

OR(IM, ξ) ≥ w∗,

where w∗ is the unique positive solution of the equation [14, 15]

wm+1 −

m∑
j=0

l jwm− j = 0.
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Presently, for the new iterative scheme with memory (2.7), we can state the subsequent convergence
theorem.

Theorem 2.3. In the iterative method (2.7), let αk be a varying parameter and calculated by Eq (2.8).
If an initial guess s0 is enough near to a simple zero ξ of φ(s), then the R-order of convergence of the
iterative method (2.7) with memory is at least 10.

Proof. Let the iterative method generates the sequence of {sk} which converges to the root ξ of φ(s), by
means of R-order

OR(IM, ξ) ≥ r,

we express

ek+1 ∼Dk,rer
k

and

ek ∼Dk−1,rer
k−1. (2.18)

Next, Dk,r will tends to the asymptotic error constant Dr of IM by taking k → ∞, then

ek+1 ∼ Dk,r(Dk−1,rer
k−1)r

= Dk,rDr
k−1,re

r2

k−1. (2.19)

The resulting error expression of the with-memory scheme (2.7) can be obtained using (2.4)–(2.6) and
the varying parameter αk

ek,v = vk − ξ ∼ (α + c2)e2
k , (2.20)

ek,t = tk − ξ ∼ −c3(α + c2)e4
k (2.21)

and

ek+1 = sk+1 − ξ ∼ (α + c2)2c3(c2c3 − c4)e8
k . (2.22)

Here, the higher order terms in Eqs (2.20)–(2.22) are excluded.
Now, let the R-order convergence of the iterative sequences {vk} and {tk} be p and q, respectively,

then
ek,v ∼ Dk,pep

k ∼ Dk,p(Dk−1,rer
k−1)p = Dk,pDp

k−1,re
rp
k−1 (2.23)

and
ek,t ∼ Dk,qeq

k ∼ Dk,q(Dk−1,rer
k−1)q = Dk,qDq

k−1,re
rq
k−1. (2.24)

Now, by Eqs (2.17), (2.18) and (2.20), we obtain

ek,v ∼ (α + c2)e2
k ∼ (c6ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1)(Dk−1,rer
k−1)2

∼ c6Dk−1,pep
k−1Dk−1,qeq

k−1e2
k−1D2

k−1,re
2r
k−1

∼ c6Dk−1,pDk−1,qD2
k−1,re

p+q+2r+2
k−1 . (2.25)
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Also, by Eqs (2.17), (2.18) and (2.21), we obtain

ek,t ∼ −c3(α + c2)e4
k ∼ −c3(c6ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1)(Dk−1,rer
k−1)4

∼ −c3c6Dk−1,pep
k−1Dk−1,qeq

k−1e2
k−1D4

k−1,re
4r
k−1

∼ −c3c6Dk−1,pDk−1,qD4
k−1,re

p+q+4r+2
k−1 . (2.26)

Again, by Eqs (2.17), (2.18) and (2.22), we have

ek+1 ∼ (α + c2)2c3(c2c3 − c4)e8
k

∼ c3(c2c3 − c4)(c6ek−1,vek−1,te2
k−1)2(Dk−1,rer

k−1)8

∼ c3(c2c3 − c4)c2
6e2

k−1,ve
2
k−1,te

4
k−1D8

k−1,re
8r
k−1

∼ c3(c2c3 − c4)c2
6(Dk−1,pep

k−1)2(Dk−1,qeq
k−1)2e4

k−1D8
k−1,re

8r
k−1

∼ c3(c2c3 − c4)c2
6D2

k−1,pe2p
k−1D2

k−1,qe2q
k−1e4

k−1D8
k−1,re

8r
k−1

∼ c3(c2c3 − c4)c2
6D2

k−1,pD2
k−1,qD8

k−1,re
2p+2q+8r+4
k−1 , (2.27)

since
r > q > p.

By equating the exponents of ek−1 present in the set of (2.23)–(2.25), (2.24)–(2.26), and (2.19)–(2.27),
we attain the resulting system of equations:

rp = p + q + 2r + 2,
rq = p + q + 4r + 2,
r2 = 2p + 2q + 8r + 4. (2.28)

The solution of the system of Eq (2.28) is specified by

p = 3, q = 5 and r = 10.

As a result, the R-order of convergence of the with-memory iterative method (2.7) is at least 10.
This completes the proof. □

2.2. The bi-parametric with-memory method and its convergence analysis

Now, we will introduce one more parameter β, in the third step of the single parametric with-
memory method presented in the Eq (2.7), as:

vk = sk −
φ(sk)

φ′(sk) + αkφ(sk)
,

tk = vk −
φ(vk)
q(vk)

−
2(φ(vk))2q(vk)R(sk, vk)

4(q(vk))4 − 4φ(vk)(q(vk))2R(sk, vk) + (φ(vk))2(R(sk, vk))2 ,

sk+1 = tk −
φ(tk)

w′(tk) + βφ(tk)
, (2.29)

where, the values of q(vk), w′(tk), and R(sk, vk) are given in Eq (2.1).
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Now, the expressions for φ(sk) and φ′(sk) will be the same as given in the Eqs (2.2) and (2.3),
respectively. And, the error expressions for each sub-step of (2.29) will be given by:

ek,v = (α + c2) e2
k +

(
−α2 − 2c2(α + c2) + 2c3

)
e3

k

+
(
α3 + 5αc2

2 + 4c3
2 + c2(3α2 − 7c3) − 4αc3 + 3c4

)
e4

k + O
(
e5

k

)
, (2.30)

ek,t = − (α + c2) c3e4
k +

((
−

1
2
− 8α

)
c3

2 − 4c4
2 − c2

2

(
α + 6α2 − 8c3

)
+ 3α2c3 − 2c2

3 − 2αc4 −
1
2

c2

(
α2 + 4α3 − 20αc3 + 4c4

))
e5

k + O
(
e6

k

)
(2.31)

and

ek+1 = (α + c2)2 c3 ((β + c2) c3 − c4) e8
k −

1
2

(
(α + c2)

(
2(1 + 24α + 8β)c6

2 + 16c7
2

+ 2c5
2

(
β + α(3 + 28α + 24β) − 24c3

)
+ 2c4

2

(
α
(
3β + α(3 + 16α + 28β)

)
− (1 + 52α + 24β)c3 + 10c4

)
+ c3

2

(
2α2(α + 4α2 + 3β + 16αβ) − 2

(
β

+ 2α(1 + 19α + 26β) − 20c3
)
c3 + c4 + 8(5α + β)c4 − 4c5

)
+ 2c2

2

(
α3(1 + 4α)β

+ 4(6α + 5β)c2
3 + α(1 + 13α + 8β)c4 − c3

(
α(α + 10α2 + 2β + 38αβ) + 16c4

)
− 4αc5

)
+ c2

(
12α(α + 4β)c2

3 − 8c3
3 + c4

(
α2(1 + 6α + 8β) + 4c4

)
− 2c3

(
α2(1

+ 10α)β + 2(9α + 2β)c4 − 2c5
)
− 4α2c5

)
+ 4

(
− 2βc3

3 + αc2
4 + c2

3(3α2β + 2c4)

+ αc3
(
− 2(α + β)c4 + c5

))))
e9

k + · · · + O
(
e12

k

)
, (2.32)

where α, β ∈ R. We obtain the following with-memory iterative scheme by replacing β with βk

in (2.29):

vk = sk −
φ(sk)

φ′(sk) + αkφ(sk)
,

tk = vk −
φ(vk)
q(vk)

−
2(φ(vk))2q(vk)R(sk, vk)

4(q(vk))4 − 4φ(vk)(q(vk))2R(sk, vk) + (φ(vk))2(R(sk, vk))2 ,

sk+1 = tk −
φ(tk)

w′(tk) + βkφ(tk)
, (2.33)

where, the values of q(vk), w′(tk), and R(sk, vk) are given in Eq (2.1).
The scheme mentioned in Eq (2.33) is expressed by NWM11. It is now clear from the Eq (2.32)

that for
α , −c2

and
β ,

c4

c3
− c2,

the convergence order of (2.29) is 8. Then, we can assume

α = −c2 = −
φ′′(ξ)
2φ′(ξ)
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and

β =
c4

c3
− c2 =

φ(iv)(ξ)
4φ′′′(ξ)

−
φ′′(ξ)
2φ′(ξ)

to speed up the order of convergence of (2.33) from eight to eleven. However, in reality, the exact
values of φ(iv)(ξ), φ′′′(ξ), φ′′(ξ), and φ′(ξ) are not achievable in practice. Thus, we shall choose the
parameters α as αk and β as βk. Using the available data from the current and previous iterations, the
parameters αk and βk can be calculated and satisfy the conditions

lim
k→∞
αk = −c2 = −

φ′′(ξ)
2φ′(ξ)

and

lim
k→∞
βk =

c4

c3
− c2 =

φ(iv)(ξ)
4φ′′′(ξ)

−
φ′′(ξ)
2φ′(ξ)

,

which means that the error expression (2.32) should have zero values for the eighth, ninth, and tenth
order asymptotic convergence constants. αk can be calculated using Eq (2.8), and βk can be calculated
using the formula:

βk =
H(iv)

7 (tk)
4H′′′6 (vk)

−
H′′5 (sk)
2φ′(sk)

, (2.34)

where

H7(s) =φ(tk) + (s − tk)φ[tk, vk] + (s − tk)(s − vk)φ[tk, vk, sk]
+ (s − tk)(s − vk)(s − sk)φ[tk, vk, sk, sk] + (s − tk)(s − vk)(s − sk)2φ[tk, vk, sk, sk, tk−1]
+ (s − tk)(s − vk)(s − sk)2(s − tk−1)φ[tk, vk, sk, sk, tk−1, vk−1]
+ (s − tk)(s − vk)(s − sk)2(s − tk−1)(s − vk−1)φ[tk, vk, sk, sk, tk−1, vk−1, sk−1]
+ (s − tk)(s − vk)(s − sk)2(s − tk−1)(s − vk−1)(s − sk−1)φ[tk, vk, sk, sk, tk−1, vk−1, sk−1, sk−1],

H6(s) =φ(vk) + (s − vk)φ[vk, sk] + (s − vk)(s − sk)φ[vk, sk, sk]
+ (s − vk)(s − sk)2φ[vk, sk, sk, tk−1] + (s − vk)(s − sk)2(s − tk−1)φ[vk, sk, sk, tk−1, vk−1]
+ (s − vk)(s − sk)2(s − tk−1)(s − vk−1)φ[vk, sk, sk, tk−1, vk−1, sk−1]
+ (s − vk)(s − sk)2(s − tk−1)(s − vk−1)(s − sk−1)φ[vk, sk, sk, tk−1, vk−1, sk−1, sk−1],

and the value of H5(s) can be obtained using Eq (2.9).

Note: The condition
H′m(sk) = φ′(sk)

is satisfied by the Hermite interpolating polynomial Hm(s) for m = 5, 6, 7. So,

βk =
H(iv)

7 (tk)
4H′′′6 (vk)

−
H′′5 (sk)
2φ′(sk)

can be expressed as

βk =
H(iv)

7 (tk)
4H′′′6 (vk)

−
H′′5 (sk)

2H′m(sk)

for m = 5, 6, 7.
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Theorem 2.4. Let Hm be the Hermite polynomial of degree m, interpolating the function φ at
interpolation nodes tk, vk, sk, sk, tk−1, vk−1, sk−1, sk−1 within an interval D ⊂ R, and the derivative φ(m+1)

is continuous in D with
Hm(sk) = φ(sk), H′m(sk) = φ′(sk).

Suppose that all nodes tk, vk, sk, sk, tk−1, vk−1, sk−1, sk−1 are in the neighborhood of the root ξ. Then,

H(iv)
7 (tk) = 24φ′(ξ)(c4 − c8ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1),
H′′′6 (vk) = 6φ′(ξ)(c3 − c7ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1)

and
H′′5 (sk) = 2φ′(ξ)(c2 − c6ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1).

Also,

βk =
H(iv)

7 (tk)
4H′′′6 (vk)

−
H′′5 (sk)
2φ′(sk)

∼
c4

c3
− c2 +

(
c4c7

c2
3

−
c8

c3
+

c8c7

c2
3

ek−1,vek−1,te2
k−1 + c6

)
ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1.

After simplification, we have

(βk + c2)c3 − c4 ∼

(
c4c7

c3
− c8 +

c8c7

c3
ek−1,vek−1,ye2

k−1 + c6c3

)
ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1.

Proof. We can calculate the expression of the seventh-degree, sixth-degree, and fifth-degree Hermite
interpolating polynomial as:

φ(s) − H7(s) =
φ(8)(δ)

8!
(s − tk)(s − vk)(s − sk)2(s − tk−1)(s − vk−1)(s − sk−1)2, (2.35)

φ(s) − H6(s) =
φ(7)(δ)

7!
(s − vk)(s − sk)2(s − tk−1)(s − vk−1)(s − sk−1)2, (2.36)

φ(s) − H5(s) =
φ(6)(δ)

6!
(s − sk)2(s − tk−1)(s − vk−1)(s − sk−1)2, (2.37)

where δ ∈ D. Now, we obtain the below-mentioned equations after simplifying and differentiating the
Eq (2.35) four times at the point

s = tk,

Eq (2.36) three times at the point
s = vk

and Eq (2.37) two times at the point
s = sk,

respectively,

H(iv)
7 (tk) = φ(iv)(tk) − 24

φ(8)(δ)
8!

(tk − tk−1)(tk − vk−1)(tk − sk−1)2, (2.38)
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H′′′6 (vk) = φ′′′(vk) − 6
φ(7)(δ)

7!
(vk − tk−1)(vk − vk−1)(vk − sk−1)2, (2.39)

H′′5 (sk) = φ′′(sk) − 2
φ(6)(δ)

6!
(sk − tk−1)(sk − vk−1)(sk − sk−1)2. (2.40)

Next, Taylor’s series expansion of φ′, φ′′, φ′′′, and φ(iv) at the point sk in D about the zero ξ of φ
provides:

φ′(sk) = φ′(ξ)
(
1 + 2c2ek + 3c3e2

k + O(e3
k)
)

and

φ′′(sk) = φ′(ξ)
(
2c2 + 6c3ek + O(e2

k)
)
, (2.41)

φ′′′(vk) = φ′(ξ)
(
6c3 + 24c4ek,v + O(e2

k,v)
)
, (2.42)

φ(iv)(tk) = φ′(ξ)
(
24c4 + 120c5ek,t + O(e2

k,t)
)
. (2.43)

Similarly,
φ(6)(δ) = φ′(ξ)

(
6!c6 + 7!c7eδ + O(e2

δ)
)
, (2.44)

φ(7)(δ) = φ′(ξ)
(
7!c7 + 8!c8eδ + O(e2

δ)
)
, (2.45)

φ(8)(δ) = φ′(ξ)
(
8!c8 + 9!c9eδ + O(e2

δ)
)
, (2.46)

where
eδ = δ − ξ.

Putting Eqs (2.43) and (2.46) in (2.38); (2.42) and (2.45) in (2.39); (2.41) and (2.44) in (2.40), we
obtained the following equations:

H(iv)
7 (tk) = 24φ′(ξ)(c4 − c8ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1), (2.47)
H′′′6 (vk) = 6φ′(ξ)(c3 − c7ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1) (2.48)

and
H′′5 (sk) = 2φ′(ξ)(c2 − c6ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1). (2.49)

Now, using Eqs (2.40) and (2.47)–(2.49), we obtain

H(iv)
7 (tk)

4H′′′6 (vk)
−

H′′5 (sk)
2φ′(sk)

∼
c4

c3
− c2 +

(
c4c7

c2
3

−
c8

c3
+

c8c7

c2
3

ek−1,vek−1,te2
k−1 + c6

)
ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1.

And hence

βk ∼
c4

c3
− c2 +

(
c4c7

c2
3

−
c8

c3
+

c8c7

c2
3

ek−1,vek−1,te2
k−1 + c6

)
ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1

or

βk −
c4

c3
+ c2 ∼

(
c4c7

c3
− c8 +

c8c7

c3
ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1 + c6c3

)
ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1. (2.50)

The above Eq (2.50) can also be written as

(βk + c2)c3 − c4 ∼

(
c4c7

c3
− c8 +

c8c7

c3
ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1 + c6c3

)
ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1. (2.51)

This completes the proof of Theorem 2.4. □
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Presently, for the new iterative scheme with memory (2.33), we can state the subsequent
convergence theorem.

Theorem 2.5. In the iterative method (2.33), let βk be the varying parameter calculated by Eq (2.34).
If an initial guess s0 is enough near to a simple zero ξ of φ(s), then the R-order of convergence of the
iterative method (2.33) with memory is at least 10.7446.

Proof. Let the iterative method generates the sequence of {sk} which converges to the root ξ of φ(s), by
means of R-order

OR(IM, ξ) ≥ r,

we express

ek+1 ∼ Dk,rer
k

and

ek ∼ Dk−1,rer
k−1. (2.52)

Next, Dk,r will tends to the asymptotic error constant Dr of IM by taking k → ∞, then

ek+1 ∼ Dk,r(Dk−1,rer
k−1)r = Dk,rDr

k−1,re
r2

k−1. (2.53)

The resulting error expression of the with-memory scheme (2.33) can be obtained using (2.30)–(2.32)
and the varying parameter βk,

ek,v = vk − ξ ∼ (α + c2) e2
k , (2.54)

ek,t = tk − ξ ∼ − (α + c2) c3e4
k (2.55)

and

ek+1 = sk+1 − ξ ∼ (α + c2)2 c3 ((β + c2) c3 − c4) e8
k . (2.56)

Here, the higher-order terms in Eqs (2.54)–(2.56) are excluded.
Now, let the R-order convergence of the iterative sequences {vk} and {tk} be p and q, respectively,

then
ek,v ∼ Dk,pep

k ∼ Dk,p(Dk−1,rer
k−1)p = Dk,pDp

k−1,re
rp
k−1 (2.57)

and
ek,t ∼ Dk,qeq

k ∼ Dk,q(Dk−1,rer
k−1)q = Dk,qDq

k−1,re
rq
k−1. (2.58)

Now, by Eqs (2.17), (2.52), and (2.54), we obtain

ek,v ∼ (α + c2) e2
k

∼ c6ek−1,vek−1,te2
k−1(Dk−1,rer

k−1)2

∼ c6(Dk−1,pep
k−1)(Dk−1,qeq

k−1)e2
k−1D2

k−1,re
2r
k−1

∼ c6Dk−1,pDk−1,qD2
k−1,re

p+q+2r+2
k−1 . (2.59)
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Also, by Eqs (2.17), (2.52), and (2.55), we obtain

ek,t ∼ − (α + c2) c3e4
k

∼ −c3c6ek−1,vek−1,te2
k−1(Dk−1,rer

k−1)4

∼ −c3c6(Dk−1,pep
k−1)(Dk−1,qeq

k−1)e2
k−1D4

k−1,re
4r
k−1

∼ −c3c6Dk−1,pDk−1,qD4
k−1,re

p+q+4r+2
k−1 . (2.60)

Again, by Eqs (2.17), (2.51), (2.52) and (2.56), we have

ek+1 ∼ (α + c2)2 c3 ((β + c2) c3 − c4) e8
k

∼ c3

(
c6ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1

)2
(
c4c7

c3
− c8 +

c8c7

c3
ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1 + c6c3

)
ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1(Dk−1,rer
k−1)8

∼ c3c2
6

(
c4c7

c3
− c8 +

c8c7

c3
ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1 + c6c3

)
e3

k−1,ve
3
k−1,te

6
k−1D8

k−1,re
8r
k−1

∼ c3c2
6

(
c4c7

c3
− c8 +

c8c7

c3
ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1 + c6c3

)
(Dk−1,pep

k−1)3(Dk−1,qeq
k−1)3e6

k−1D8
k−1,re

8r
k−1

∼ c3c2
6

(
c4c7

c3
− c8 +

c8c7

c3
ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1 + c6c3

)
D3

k−1,pe3p
k−1D3

k−1,qe3q
k−1e6

k−1D8
k−1,re

8r
k−1

∼ c3c2
6

(
c4c7

c3
− c8 +

c8c7

c3
ek−1,vek−1,te2

k−1 + c6c3

)
D3

k−1,pD3
k−1,qD8

k−1,re
3p+3q+8r+6
k−1 , (2.61)

since r > q > p.
By equating the exponents of ek−1 present in the set of relations (2.57)–(2.59), (2.58)–(2.60),

and (2.53)–(2.61), we attain the resulting system of equations:

rp = p + q + 2r + 2,
rq = p + q + 4r + 2,
r2 = 3p + 3q + 8r + 6. (2.62)

The solution of the system of Eq (2.62) is specified by

p = 2.9148, q = 4.9148 and r = 10.7446.

As a result, the R-order of convergence of the with-memory iterative method (2.33) is at least 10.7446.
This completes the proof. □

3. Numerical discussion

This section examines the convergence behaviors of the newly proposed with-memory methods
NWM10 and NWM11 introduced in (2.7) and (2.33), respectively. Our goal is to evaluate the
effectiveness of the recently proposed iterative methods by applying them to a variety of nonlinear
problems. The nonlinear test functions, along with their initial guesses and roots for our numerical
analysis, are described below:
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Example 1. φ1(s) = s10 + 4s5 − 15s2 + 2, s0 = 1.2, ξ ≈ 1.24903.
Example 2. φ2(s) = (cos s)2 − sin s + s, s0 = −0.9, ξ ≈ −1.09775.

Example 3. φ3(s) = es−5 − s3 + sin s − 1, s0 = −1.1, ξ ≈ −1.24861.

Example 4. φ4(s) = sin(s3 + s2 + 1) + s2 − 5, s0 = 2.3, ξ ≈ 2.30388.

Example 5. φ5(s) = es2
− s3 + s2 + s − 7, s0 = 1.3, ξ ≈ 1.35666.

Example 6. φ6(s) = s7 − 4s4 + s − 1, s0 = 1.5, ξ ≈ 1.57494.

Example 7. φ7(s) = es3+cos s+1 − s2 + s + 1, s0 = −1.2, ξ ≈ −1.07875.

Example 8. φ8(s) = es2
+ sin s − cos s − 1, s0 = 0.4, ξ ≈ 0.54177.

We will compare our newly proposed methods NWM10 (2.7) and NWM11 (2.33) to various well-
established methods published in the literature, including SH6 (3.1), SH8 (3.2), HS10 (3.3), CJ10 (3.4),
WZ10 (3.5), and CCJT10 (3.6), which are discussed below:

In 2016, Solaiman and Hashim (SH6) [16] developed a sixth-order iterative method, which is
defined as:

vk = sk −
φ(sk)
φ′(sk)

,

sk+1 = vk −
φ(vk)
φ′(vk)

−
2 (φ(vk))2 φ′(vk)Q(sk, vk)

4 (φ′(vk))4
− 4φ(vk) (φ′(vk))2 Q(sk, vk) + (φ(vk))2 (Q(sk, vk))2 , (3.1)

where,

Q(sk, vk) =
2

sk − vk

(
3
φ(sk) − φ(vk)

sk − vk
− 2φ′(vk) − φ′(sk)

)
= φ′′(vk).

In 2020, Solaiman and Hashim (SH8) [12] developed an optimal eighth-order iterative method,
which is defined as:

vk = sk −
φ(sk)
φ′(sk)

,

tk = vk −
φ(vk)
φ′(vk)

−
2(φ(vk))2φ′(vk)R(sk, vk)

4(φ′(vk))4 − 4φ(vk)(φ′(vk))2R(sk, vk) + (φ(vk))2(R(sk, vk))2 ,

sk+1 = tk −
φ(tk)
φ′(tk)

, (3.2)

where, the approximate values of φ′(vk), φ′(tk) and R(sk, vk) are given in Eq (2.1).
In 2017, Husayni and Subaihi (HS10) [17] developed a tenth-order iterative method, which is

defined as:

vk = sk −
φ(sk)
φ[Gk, sk]

,

tk = vk −

(
φ(sk)φ(Gk)
φ(vk) − φ(sk)

) (
1

φ[Gk, sk]
−

1
φ[Gk, vk]

)
,

sk+1 = tk −
φ(tk)

2φ[vk, sk] − φ[Gk, sk]
− w(tk)

φ
(
tk −

φ(tk)
2φ[vk ,sk]−φ[Gk ,sk]

)
2φ[vk, sk] − φ[Gk, sk]

, (3.3)
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where
Gk = sk + φ(sk)3

and

tk =
φ
(
tk −

φ(tk)
2φ[vk ,sk]−φ[Gk ,sk]

)
φ(tk)

.

In 2016, Choubey and Jaiswal (CJ10) [18] developed a bi-parametric with-memory iterative method
with a tenth order of convergence, which is defined as:

vk = sk −
φ(sk)

φ′(sk) − Tφ(sk)
,

tk = vk −

(
φ(vk)(φ(sk) + γφ(vk))

(φ′(sk) − 2tkφ(sk))(φ(sk) + (γ − 2)φ(vk))

)
,

sk+1 = tk −
φ(tk)

φ[tk, vk] + φ[tk, vk, sk](tk − vk) + φ[tk, vk, sk, sk](tk − vk)(tk − sk)
, (3.4)

where T , γ ∈ R, and T is calculated as

T =
H′′5 (sk)
2φ′(sk)

.

In 2013, Wang and Zhang (WZ10) [19] developed a tenth-order family of three-step with-memory
iterative schemes using one self-accelerating parameter, which is defined as:

vk = sk −
φ(sk)

φ′(sk) − tkφ(sk)
,

tk = vk −

(
φ(vk)

2φ[sk, vk] − φ′(sk) + tkφ(vk)

)
,

sk+1 = tk − [G(sk) + H(tk)]
(

(α + w)φ(tk)
2wφ[vk, tk] + (α − w)(φ′(sk) + Lφ(tk))

)
, (3.5)

where
sk =

φ(tk)
φ(sk)

, tk =
φ(vk)
φ(sk)

, α = vk − sk, w = tk − sk

and L ∈ R. Also, tk is calculated as

tk = −
H′′5 (sk)
2φ′(sk)

.

In 2018, Choubey et al. (CCJT10) [20] proposed a tenth-order with-memory iterative method using
two self-accelerating parameters, which is defined as:

vk = sk −
φ(sk)

φ′(sk) − γkφ(sk)
,

tk = vk −

(
φ(vk)

−φ′(sk) + 2((φ(vk) − φ(sk))/(vk − sk))

)
,

sk+1 = tk − φ(tk)
(
−
φ(vk) − φ(sk)

vk − sk
+
φ(tk) − φ(vk)

tk − vk
+
φ(tk) − φ(sk)

tk − sk
+ λk(tk − sk)(tk − vk)

)
, (3.6)

AIMS Mathematics Volume 10, Issue 3, 5421–5443.



5437

where γ, λ ∈ R and are calculated as

γk =
H′′5 (sk)
2φ′(sk)

and

λk =
H′′′6 (vk)

6
.

The comparative outcomes of every strategy are summarized in Tables 1–8. The absolute
differences (|sk − sk−1|) between the last two iterations and the absolute residual error (|φ(sk)|) of up to
three iterations for each function are shown in these tables, along with the COC for the proposed
methods in comparison to some well-known existing methods. The COC [21] is found using the
following equation:

COC =
log|φ(sk)/φ(sk−1)|

log|φ(sk−1)/φ(sk−2)|
.

All numerical computations were performed using the programming software Mathematica 12.2.
To begin the initial iterations for our newly proposed with-memory methods NWM10 and NWM11,
we set the parameter values as

α0 = 0.01

and
β0 = 0.00001.

Table 1. Comparison results of the with- and without-memory methods after three iterations
for φ1(s).

Method |(s1 − s0)| |(s2 − s1)| |(s3 − s2)| |φ1(s3)| COC

SH6 0.04903 5.4760 × 10−6 7.6713 × 10−30 4.9394 × 10−171 6.0000
SH8 0.04903 5.4670 × 10−8 1.6829 × 10−55 1.1557 × 10−433 8.0000
HS10 div. div. div. div. div.
CJ10 0.04904 1.2344 × 10−5 6.6291 × 10−46 1.0292 × 10−446 10.0000
WZ10 0.04903 5.5393 × 10−6 7.1079 × 10−49 7.1557 × 10−476 10.0000
CCJT10 0.04903 1.1312 × 10−6 5.5989 × 10−56 3.9938 × 10−547 10.0000
NWM10 0.04903 8.5737 × 10−8 1.5694 × 10−67 5.6911 × 10−663 10.0000
NWM11 0.04903 8.5738 × 10−8 4.3360 × 10−74 7.5373 × 10−786 10.7430

Table 2. Comparison results of the with- and without-memory methods after three iterations
for φ2(s).

Method |(s1 − s0)| |(s2 − s1)| |(s3 − s2)| |φ2(s3)| COC

SH6 0.19775 1.1574 × 10−8 2.0722 × 10−51 9.2574 × 10−308 6.0000
SH8 0.19775 7.4544 × 10−11 2.8192 × 10−85 1.5995 × 10−680 8.0000
HS10 0.19775 2.3574 × 10−10 6.4022 × 10−101 1.3974 × 10−1006 10.0000
CJ10 0.19775 7.8166 × 10−11 1.6451 × 10−107 9.0133 × 10−1072 10.0000
WZ10 0.19775 3.3270 × 10−11 2.2829 × 10−108 4.4311 × 10−1080 10.0000
CCJT10 0.19775 2.6059 × 10−9 1.0304 × 10−88 2.7635 × 10−882 10.0000
NWM10 0.19775 4.3937 × 10−11 1.2093 × 10−109 4.1537 × 10−1093 10.0000
NWM11 0.19775 4.3933 × 10−11 2.8779 × 10−119 1.7784 × 10−1278 10.7430
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Table 3. Comparison results of the with- and without-memory methods after three iterations
for φ3(s).

Method |(s1 − s0)| |(s2 − s1)| |(s3 − s2)| |φ3(s3)| COC

SH6 0.14860 4.1118 × 10−6 1.1010 × 10−33 1.7692 × 10−198 6.0000
SH8 0.14861 1.2389 × 10−8 3.0525 × 10−65 1.8075 × 10−517 8.0000
HS10 0.14861 1.0345 × 10−6 2.6888 × 10−65 3.7848 × 10−651 10.0000
CJ10 0.14862 6.4305 × 10−6 3.4403 × 10−54 2.8696 × 10−536 10.0000
WZ10 0.14861 3.8388 × 10−6 4.8325 × 10−56 2.1019 × 10−554 10.0000
CCJT10 0.14861 6.7601 × 10−7 5.2500 × 10−64 1.8179 × 10−634 10.0000
NWM10 0.14861 2.0994 × 10−8 4.7148 × 10−79 6.7060 × 10−785 10.0000
NWM11 0.14861 2.0993 × 10−8 1.1393 × 10−86 1.5623 × 10−932 10.7390

Table 4. Comparison results of the with- and without-memory methods after three iterations
for φ4(s).

Method |(s1 − s0)| |(s2 − s1)| |(s3 − s2)| |φ4(s3)| COC

SH6 0.00388 9.8385 × 10−13 5.8561 × 10−71 6.2869 × 10−419 6.0000
SH8 0.00388 1.5938 × 10−16 1.4716 × 10−123 1.8763 × 10−978 8.0000
HS10 0.00388 1.6421 × 10−13 5.0425 × 10−133 3.7588 × 10−1328 10.0000
CJ10 0.00388 6.4472 × 10−15 4.4549 × 10−136 9.1833 × 10−1345 10.0000
WZ10 0.00388 9.4199 × 10−16 7.5075 × 10−143 1.1651 × 10−1412 10.0000
CCJT10 0.00388 5.8641 × 10−13 3.4760 × 10−115 6.6135 × 10−1136 10.0000
NWM10 0.00388 1.6069 × 10−16 2.2318 × 10−150 9.1434 × 10−1488 10.0000
NWM11 0.00188 2.2997 × 10−16 3.1977 × 10−163 2.6116 × 10−1738 10.7350

Table 5. Comparison results of the with- and without-memory methods after three iterations
for φ5(s).

Method |(s1 − s0)| |(s2 − s1)| |(s3 − s2)| |φ5(s3)| COC

SH6 0.05665 1.4425 × 10−7 4.1391 × 10−41 3.5304 × 10−241 6.0000
SH8 0.05665 9.1131 × 10−10 5.2988 × 10−72 1.0583 × 10−568 8.0000
HS10 0.05665 4.9575 × 10−2 2.4135 × 10−32 7.4443 × 10−325 10.0000
CJ10 0.05665 3.9801 × 10−8 1.7264 × 10−74 7.1328 × 10−737 10.0000
WZ10 0.05665 6.9055 × 10−9 1.2500 × 10−81 2.5734 × 10−808 10.0000
CCJT10 0.05665 7.0088 × 10−9 1.7572 × 10−81 5.1691 × 10−807 10.0000
NWM10 0.05665 9.9658 × 10−10 2.4061 × 10−90 1.9718 × 10−895 10.0000
NWM11 0.05665 9.9659 × 10−10 9.3351 × 10−99 1.7551 × 10−1051 10.7150
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Table 6. Comparison results of the with- and without-memory methods after three iterations
for φ6(s).

Method |(s1 − s0)| |(s2 − s1)| |(s3 − s2)| |φ6(s3)| COC

SH6 0.07491 2.8459 × 10−5 5.5745 × 10−26 1.4266 × 10−148 6.0000
SH8 0.07494 2.6904 × 10−7 1.2077 × 10−50 9.0275 × 10−396 8.0000
HS10 11.61089 1.2106 8.3766 × 10−2 2.6580 × 10−16 10.3150
CJ10 0.07513 1.8605 × 10−4 7.4813 × 10−35 3.7413 × 10−337 10.0000
WZ10 0.07484 9.8996 × 10−5 4.0035 × 10−37 2.1170 × 10−359 10.0000
CCJT10 0.07495 1.0136 × 10−5 2.7132 × 10−47 2.3084 × 10−461 10.0000
NWM10 0.07494 6.8053 × 10−7 3.1990 × 10−59 7.6445 × 10−581 10.0000
NWM11 0.07494 6.8053 × 10−7 7.0208 × 10−65 2.0005 × 10−691 10.8340

Table 7. Comparison results of the with- and without-memory methods after three iterations
for φ7(s).

Method |(s1 − s0)| |(s2 − s1)| |(s3 − s2)| |φ7(s3)| COC

SH6 0.12125 2.9952 × 10−6 4.8045 × 10−34 7.0299 × 10−200 6.0000
SH8 0.12125 7.7131 × 10−9 4.7932 × 10−67 9.1585 × 10−532 8.0000
HS10 0.12125 1.3062 × 10−4 1.4202 × 10−47 3.3274 × 10−477 10.0000
CJ10 0.12125 5.3825 × 10−8 4.7085 × 10−74 1.6972 × 10−735 10.0000
WZ10 0.12125 9.5115 × 10−8 9.1359 × 10−73 1.8214 × 10−722 10.0000
CCJT10 0.12125 1.6076 × 10−8 5.6170 × 10−80 1.0041 × 10−792 10.0010
NWM10 0.12125 8.4570 × 10−9 3.5933 × 10−85 1.1373 × 10−846 10.0000
NWM11 0.12125 8.4571 × 10−9 1.6632 × 10−91 1.3380 × 10−979 10.7490

Table 8. Comparison results of the with- and without-memory methods after three iterations
for φ8(s).

Method |(s1 − s0)| |(s2 − s1)| |(s3 − s2)| |φ8(s3)| COC

SH6 0.14177 6.8830 × 10−7 7.3009 × 10−39 2.9384 × 10−230 6.0000
SH8 0.14177 6.3516 × 10−9 9.7114 × 10−68 8.1960 × 10−538 8.0000
HS10 0.14177 2.9779 × 10−7 2.7815 × 10−70 1.4059 × 10−700 10.0000
CJ10 0.14177 4.5598 × 10−7 1.1993 × 10−66 6.0622 × 10−660 10.0000
WZ10 0.14177 1.0462 × 10−7 2.8607 × 10−73 3.1584 × 10−727 10.0000
CCJT10 0.14177 8.8001 × 10−8 5.1277 × 10−73 2.1772 × 10−725 9.9995
NWM10 0.14177 6.2949 × 10−9 1.9362 × 10−83 7.2933 × 10−828 10.0000
NWM11 0.14177 6.2947 × 10−9 1.8530 × 10−90 1.6124 × 10−965 10.7380

Comparing the newly proposed with-memory methods NWM10 and NWM11 to the other existing
methods, the numerical results in Tables 1–8 and Figure 1 demonstrate that they are highly competitive
and have fast convergence towards the roots with minimal absolute residual error and a minimum error
value in consecutive iterations. Additionally, the numerical results demonstrate that the computational
order of convergence in the test functions is consistent with the theoretical convergence order of the
newly proposed methods.
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Figure 1. Comparison of the methods after the first three iterations based on the error in
successive iterations, |sk − sk−1|.
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4. Conclusions

This article presents three-step with-memory iterative techniques that use single and double self-
accelerating parameters to solve nonlinear equations. The main objective is to improve the optimal
eighth-order method’s convergence order without involving more calculations. In order to do this,
the eighth-order technique incorporates self-acceleration parameters and their estimates. The Hermite
interpolating polynomial is used to get the estimations of these self-accelerating parameters. When
parameters are included, the with-memory methods NWM10 and NWM11’s R-order of convergence
rise from 8 to 10 and 10.7446, respectively. The findings demonstrate that compared to other existing
methods, the proposed NWM10 and NWM11 techniques have smaller asymptotic constant values and
faster convergence. Additionally, the newly introduced techniques perform exceptionally well overall
and have a fast rate of convergence, making them a viable substitute for solving nonlinear equations.

The presented techniques can be used by the interested researchers to improve efficiency for single
or multivariate functions by extending well-known higher optimal order without-memory iterative
methods to with-memory algorithms along with single or multi self-accelerating parameters.
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