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In this paper, a deep dynamical analysis is made, by using tools from multi-
dimensional real discrete dynamics, of some derivative-free iterative methods
with memory. All of them have good qualitative properties, but one of them (due
to Traub) shows to have the same behavior as Newton's method on quadratic
polynomials. Then, the same techniques are employed to analyze the perfor-
mance of several multipoint schemes with memory, whose first step is Traub's
method, but their construction was made using different procedures. Therefore,
their stability is analyzed, showing which is the best in terms of wideness of
basins of convergence or the existence of free critical points that would yield
to convergence toward different elements from the desired zeros of the non-
linear function. Therefore, the best stability properties are linked with the best
estimations made in the iterative expressions, rather than in their simplicity.
These results have been checked with numerical and graphical comparison with
many other known methods with and without memory, with different order of
convergence, with excellent performance.
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1 INTRODUCTION

A wide variety of physical processes observed in real life are nonlinear, as are many systems underlying engineering
problems. If, in order to simplify the problem, they are linearized, much of the complexity disappears, but the solution
obtained is a worse approximation to the real solution. Iterative processes are very useful in this context, approximating
the solution of the nonlinear equations, 𝑓 (x) = 0, that model this type of problem.

Although the best-known fixed-point iterative method is Newton's method, it represents only a subclass of numerical
procedures: Memoryless iterative processes, which use only the current iteration to compute the next one, building the
sequence that will eventually converge to the solution. However, there are iterative schemes that use more than one
known iterate to calculate the next: These are known as iterative procedures with memory, and the best known is the
secant method, whose iterative expression is
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2 CORDERO ET AL.

xn+1 = xn − 𝑓 (xn)(xn − xn−1)
𝑓 (xn) − 𝑓 (xn−1)

, n = 1, 2, … ,

where x0 and x1 are the initial estimations. The simplicity of its expression makes it very useful but the quadratic order
of convergence of Newton's scheme is lost, reaching superlinear convergence. To overload this inconvenient, Traub in [1]
designed, among others, the derivative-free scheme (DF, for short) with memory,

xn+1 = xn − 𝑓 (xn)
𝑓 [xn, xn−2] − 𝑓 [xn−1, xn−2] + 𝑓 [xn, xn−1]

, (1)

denoted by TM, where 𝑓 [x, 𝑦] = 𝑓 (x)−𝑓 (𝑦)
x−𝑦

, which increases the order of convergence from 1.618 (of secant scheme) up
to 1.839. Traub [1] has shown that the method is of order 1.839. See also [2, 3]. It is lower than other DF methods as
Steffensen's scheme (without memory), but it has good numerical properties. In fact, this scheme has been used as first
step of several higher order multipoint methods, with good results in terms of robustness and applicability (see the works
by Neta [3–5] and other authors [6–10]).

In recent years, different iterative schemes with memory have been designed (a good overview can be found in [11]),
mostly derivative-free. These have been constructed with increasing order of convergence and, therefore, with increasing
computational complexity. In terms of stability, some researchers compared the amplitude of the set of initial points
converging to the same attractor, using complex discrete dynamics techniques. In [12], the authors observed that iterative
schemes with seventh-order memory convergence showed better stability properties than many eighth-order optimal
procedures without memory. This graphical comparison was subsequently used by different authors; observe, for instance,
the work of Wang et al. in [13] and Cordero et al. [14] in 2016 or the investigations of Bakhtiari et al. [15] in 2016 and
Howk et al. [16] in the following years.

The authors developed in [17, 18] a technique that, using multidimensional real discrete dynamics tools, is able to study
the qualitative performance of iterative with memory schemes, not only in graphical terms but essentially in analytical
terms. Using this technique, the stability of the fixed and critical points of secant, Steffensen's and Kurchatov's meth-
ods (among others) were studied in [17]. It was also used to analyze other procedures, such as those described in [18],
that defined by Choubey et al. in [19], or those by Chicharro et al. in [20–22]. In this kind of analysis, the performance
of the numerical procedure on the simplest nonlinear functions (i.e., quadratic polynomials) is studied. As it has been
corroborated by many researchers in the area, this kind of study allows us to select those elements of a class of iterative
schemes with better qualitative performance. Those schemes are shown to be the best also on nonpolynomial functions
(see, e.g., [12, 19, 22]), among others. Also Behl et al. in [23] presents a similar study on derivative-free eighth-order
iterative schemes without memory, both with polynomial and nonpolynomial functions.

The design of high-order multipoint iterative methods is based on the scheme used as first step: It defines the starting
order of convergence, the use of derivatives or not, the employment of only one previous iterate, or the use of memory. Our
aim is to analyze in depth the qualitative performance of some DF methods with memory so that we can select the one
with the best stability properties. Then, that one is used as first step of different iterative methods, which were designed
by means of diverse techniques. The qualitative behavior of those multipoint schemes is studied in order to deduce how
the qualitative properties are inherited. The positive aspect of this study is that we have objective tools to select which
technique is more suitable in the construction of iterative multipoint methods with memory. On the opposite sense, we
are working with derivative-free iterative methods with memory, but schemes with memory using derivatives are out of
this analysis and it will be a forthcoming issue.

In this context, we made in Section 2 a deep dynamical analysis of several DF iterative schemes with memory, defined by
using three previous iterates. We find the most stable one and, therefore, compare in Section 3 the performance of several
multistep methods based on the previous methods. All this analysis is made by using multidimensional discrete dynamics.
By using these results, we select the most stable scheme, and in Section 4, we check numerically the performance of the
methods on nonpolynomial functions, showing their basins of attraction. Therefore, the applicability of the schemes and
the dynamical results are checked.

2 QUALITATIVE STUDY OF ONE-STEP ITERATIVE WITH MEMORY
SCHEMES

An iterative procedure that uses three previous iterate to calculate the next one is

xn+1 = Ψ(xn−2, xn−1, xn), n ≥ 2,
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CORDERO ET AL. 3

being the starting guesses x0, x1 and x2. The authors described in [17, 18] a procedure that allows us to describe any
iterative with memory scheme as a multidimensional real discrete dynamical system, so that its stability performance can
be studied.

To get the fixed points of an iterative scheme defined by Ψ, we define a multidimensional fixed point function H ∶ R
3 →

R
3, related to Ψ as

H (xn−2, xn−1, xn) = (xn−1, xn,Ψ(xn−2, xn−1, xn)),

for n = 1, 2, … , where x0, x1, and x2 are the initial guesses. Then, any fixed point of H must satisfy xn+1 = xn, xn−2 = xn
and xn−1 = xn.

From function H ∶ R
3 → R

3, the associate discrete dynamical system in R
3 is defined by H (xn−2, xn−1, xn) =

(xn−1, xn, xn+1), where Ψ is the operator of the iterative method with memory. Let us define the sequence of vectors
x̄n = (xn−1, xn, xn+1) by taking three consecutive iterates. The fixed points x̄ of H satisfy x̄ = Ψ(x̄) and all three components
are identical. This notation implies xn−2 = xn−1 = xn. Now, let us introduce some definitions (see [24]).

Let us consider the vectorial rational function H ∶ R
3 → R

3, usually obtained by applying an iterative method on a
scalar polynomial q(x). Then, if a fixed point x̄ of operator H is different from (r, r, r), being r a zero of q(x), it is called
strange fixed point. Moreover, the orbit of a point x∗ ∈ R

3 is defined as the set of successive images from x∗ by the
vector function, that is, orbit(x∗) = {x∗,H(x∗), … ,Hn(x∗), …}. Indeed, if a point x̄∗ ∈ R

3 satisfy Hk (x̄∗) = x̄∗ and
Hp (x̄∗) ≠ x̄∗, p = 1, 2, … , k− 1 is called k-periodic point. Let us remark that a k-periodic point x∗ is a fixed point if k = 1.

The qualitative performance of a point of R3 is classified depending on its asymptotic performance. So, in order to
declare the stability of multidimensional fixed points, the following result from Robinson [25] is used.

Theorem 1. Let H be a function of class 2, defined from R
m to R

m. Let us also assume that x∗ is a k-periodic point. If
we denote by 𝜆1, 𝜆2, … , 𝜆m, the eigenvalues of H′(x∗), then

a) x∗ is attracting if |𝜆𝑗| < 1, for all 𝑗 = 1, 2, … ,m.
b) If ∃𝑗0 ∈ {1, 2, … ,m} such that |𝜆𝑗0 | > 1, then x∗ is unstable (repelling or saddle).
c) x∗ is repelling if |𝜆𝑗| > 1, for all 𝑗 = 1, 2, … ,m.

Moreover, a fixed point x̄ ∈ R
3 is said to be hyperbolic if |𝜆𝑗| ≠ 1 for all 𝑗 = 1, 2, … ,m. Specifically, if ∃i, 𝑗 ∈

{1, 2, … ,m} satisfying |𝜆i| < 1 and |𝜆𝑗| > 1, then the fixed point is a saddle point.
Nevertheless, sometimes the Jacobian is not well defined at the fixed points. In these cases, we impose to the rational

operator H the condition that all components are identical, so that it is reduced to a real-valued function. Therefore, the
stability of the fixed point can be inferred from the absolute value of its first derivative at the fixed point, as it is done in
scalar complex dynamics.

By considering x̄ an attracting fixed point of function H, we define its basin of attraction (x̄) as the set

(x̄) =
{

x̄ ∈ R
3 ∶ Hm(x̄) → x̄, for m → ∞

}
.

A key element in the stability analysis of an iterative method is the set of critical points of its associated rational function
H: If H′(x̄) satisfies det(H′(x̄)) = 0, x̄ is said to be a critical point. This definition usually do not provide a finite set of
points, but one or several curves in the domain of the rational function or even that all points are critical. Therefore, we
calculate them by finding those points satisfying that H′ has zero eigenvalues on them; this is a more restrictive definition,
but often necessary. Moreover, if the critical points are also fixed points, they are called superattracting points; if not, they
are called free critical points (let us remark that components of critical points can be different). Indeed, Julia and Fatou
[24] proved that there is at least one critical point associated with each basin of attraction. Therefore, by studying the orbit
of the free critical points, all the attracting elements can be found.

2.1 Preliminary analysis: How to select the first step
In this section, we analyze the performance on quadratic polynomials of three different schemes with memory due to
Traub [1], (1), denoted by TM, that of Jarratt and Nudds [26],

xn+1 = xn − 𝑓 (xn)
(xn−1 − xn)(xn−2 − xn)(𝑓 (xn−2) − 𝑓 (xn−1))

(xn−1 − xn)(𝑓 (xn−2) − 𝑓 (xn))𝑓 (xn−1) + (xn−2 − xn)(𝑓 (xn) − 𝑓 (xn−1))𝑓 (xn−2)
, (2)
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4 CORDERO ET AL.

denoted by JNM, and the procedure presented by Popovski et al. in [27],

xn+1 = xn − 𝑓 (xn)
(xn − xn−2)(𝑓 (xn−2) − 𝑓 (xn−1))(xn − xn−1)

(𝑓 (xn−2) − 𝑓 (xn))(xn−2 − xn−1)( 𝑓 (xn−1) − 𝑓 (xn))
, (3)

denoted by PM.
All these schemes have similar iterative expressions, the same order of convergence (p = 1.839), and our first aim is

to decide, under qualitative considerations, which is the most stable one in order to add two more steps, increasing its
convergence order and showing the best performance in terms of wideness of the sets of initial estimations converging to
the roots.

With the aim of extending the results to any polynomial of second degree, this study is constructed on q(x) = x2 − c,
so that the value of c yields to a situation with real, complex, or multiple roots depending on c > 0, c < 0, or c = 0,
respectively. This analysis can be summarized in the following results.

Theorem 2. The multidimensional rational operator associated with Traub's scheme TM, when it is mapped on
polynomial q(x) = x2 − c, c ≠ 0, is

T(w, z, x) =
(

z, x, c + x2

2x

)
,

and it is
T(w, z, x) =

(
z, x, x

2

)
,

for c = 0. Moreover, TM satisfies:

a) The only fixed points are the roots of q(x).
b) The only critical points are the roots of q(x).

So, there is no other possible performance of TM scheme than convergence to the roots.

Proof. Let us remark that the third component of operator T(w, z, x) is equal to the rational function obtained when
classical Newton's method is applied on polynomial q(x). This is the reason why, when we force the three consecutive
iterates to be equal (x = z = w) in order to get the fixed points, then the only fixed points are the roots x = ±

√
c.

Regarding the critical points, the Jacobian matrix T′ is

T′(w, z, x) =
⎛⎜⎜⎝

0 1 0
0 0 1
0 0 1

2
− c

2x2

⎞⎟⎟⎠ ,
with eigenvalues

{
0, 0, 1

2
− c

2x2

}
. So, there are no free critical points. □

A very useful tool to visualize the analytical results is the dynamical plane of the system, composed by the set of the
different basins of attraction. They are drawn by means of the programs presented in [28] using Matlab R2021a, after
some changes to adapt them to schemes with memory. The dynamical plane of a method is built by calculating the orbit
of a mesh of 400 × 400 starting points (z, x) (w does not appear in the rational function T) and painting each of them in
different colors (orange and green in this case) depending on the attractor they converge to (marked as a white star), with
a tolerance of 10−3. Also they appear in black color if the orbit has not reached any attracting fixed point in a maximum
of 80 iterations. In Figure 1, we show the dynamical planes of this method for selected values of c, in order to show its
performance. Let us remark that, as by definition all the fixed points have equal components, they will always appear in
the main diagonal of the dynamical plane. It can be observed that, when there are no real root (c < 0; Figure 1A), no
other attracting element appear; when c = 0, the only root is multiple and the convergence is linear, so there are global
convergence to x = 0 as can be seen in Figure 1B. In Figure 1C, the convergence to the roots is also observed to be global,
being their basins of attraction two symmetrical half-planes.

Now, we analyze the performance of Jarratt–Nudds method with memory [26] on quadratic polynomials.

Theorem 3. The multidimensional rational operator associated with method JNM, when it is applied on polynomial
q(x) = x2 − c, c ≠ 0, is

JN(w, z, x) =
(

z, x, c(x + z + w) + xzw
c + x(z + w) + zw

)
,
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CORDERO ET AL. 5

FIGURE 1 Dynamical planes of scheme TM on q(x). [Colour figure can be viewed at wileyonlinelibrary.com]

and it is

JN(w, z, x) =
(

z, x, xzw
x(z + w) + zw

)
,

for c = 0. Moreover, JNM satisfies:

a) There are no attracting strange fixed points. If c ≠ 0, x = 0 is a strange fixed point, that is, a saddle point. If
c = 0, x = 0 is an attracting fixed point, as it is a multiple zero of q(x).

b) There exists an infinite set of free critical points (w, z, x), defined by the lines x = ±
√

c or z = ±
√

c, being c > 0 and
w arbitrary, provided that c + x(z + w) + zw ≠ 0.

Proof. By applying Jarratt–Nudds' method on q(x) and constructing the auxiliary multidimensional operator,
JN(w, z, x) is found. To get the fixed points of JN, we solve JN(x, x, x) = (x, x, x) and find

2x
(

c − x2)
c + 3x2 = 0,

so the fixed points are those whose three components coincide at x = ±
√

c and x = 0, provided that c + 3x2 ≠ 0. To
study their qualitative behavior, we calculate

JN′(w, z, x) =
⎛⎜⎜⎝

0 1 0
0 0 1

(c−x2)(c−z2)
(c+x(z+w)+zw)2

(c−x2)(c−w2)
(c+x(z+w)+zw)2

(c−z2)(c−w2)
(c+x(z+w)+zw)2

⎞⎟⎟⎠
and its eigenvalues at the fixed points are (0, 0, 0) in the case of w = z = x = ±

√
c and (approximately)

{1.83929,−0.419643 + 0.606291i,−0.419643 − 0.606291i} for w = z = x = 0. So, the roots of q(x) are superattracting
fixed points and (0, 0, 0) is saddle, since |𝜆1| = 1.83929 > 1 and |𝜆2| = |𝜆2| ≈ 0.737353 < 1.

Regarding the critical points, it is not possible to gent an analytical expression of the eigenvalues of JN′(w, z, x).
Then, it can be checked that

det( JN′(w, z, x)) =
(

c − x2) (c − z2)
(c + x(z + w) + zw)2 ,

and, therefore, x = ±
√

c or z = ±
√

c are curves of critical points, provided that c+ x(z +w) + zw ≠ 0 and they are free
as the third component w is not fixed. □

In Figure 2, we show the dynamical planes of this method for selected values of c, in order to show its performance. For
all the dynamical planes, different values of w has been used, in order to observe the dependence of the wideness of the
basins of attraction on it. It can be noticed that, for c ≥ 0, global convergence to the roots is found, being slower in case of
multiplicity (see Figure 2B). Moreover, a symmetry is observed for opposite values of w in the wideness of the basins of
attraction of both roots (see Figure 2C,D).
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6 CORDERO ET AL.

FIGURE 2 Dynamical planes of scheme JNM method on q(x), for different values of w and c. [Colour figure can be viewed at
wileyonlinelibrary.com]

Finally, by means of a similar analysis, we found the main result about the stability of Popovski's scheme [27]. The proof
is omitted as it is similar to the previous ones.

Theorem 4. The multidimensional rational operator associated with method PM, when it is applied on polynomial
q(x) = x2 − c, c ≠ 0, is

P(w, z, x) =
(

z, x, c(z + w) + x3 + xzw
(x + z)(x + 𝑦)

)
,

and it is

P(w, z, x) =
(

z, x, x3 + xzw
(x + z)(x + w)

)
,

for c = 0. Moreover, PM satisfies:

a) The only fixed points are the roots of q(x).
b) There exists an infinite set of free critical points (w, z, x), defined by the lines z = x, provided that x ≠ z and x ≠ w.

In Figure 3, we show the performance of this method with memory for several values of c. For all the dynamical planes,
different values of w has been used, in order to observe the dependence of the wideness of the basins of attraction on it.
We observe that, depending of the value of w, the basins of both roots are symmetric (w = 0) or one of them is wider and
this situation is reversed for the opposite value of w (see, e.g., Figure 3C,D).

We notice that similar performance as in case of JNM is observe in terms of symmetry and convergence to the roots.
However, their basins of attraction have more connected components and the Julia set (the boundary among the basins
of attraction) is much more complicated. Also slow convergence to the multiple root in case of c = 0 is observed.

So, it can be concluded that the stability of Traub's scheme with memory is much better than the other methods with
similar shape and order of convergence under analysis. Therefore, we study, in the following section, the qualitative
behavior of two iterative schemes with three steps based on Traub's procedure as first step.
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CORDERO ET AL. 7

FIGURE 3 Dynamical planes of scheme PM on q(x), for different values of w and c. [Colour figure can be viewed at wileyonlinelibrary.com]

3 QUALITATIVE PERFORMANCE OF MULTIPOINT METHODS WITH THE
SAME FIRST STEP

As it has been previously stated, we analyze the qualitative properties of two iterative with memory schemes based on
Traub's scheme. We denote by method M1 that scheme with iterative expression

𝑦n = xn − 𝑓 (xn)
𝑓 [xn−2, xn] + 𝑓 [xn−1, xn] − 𝑓 [xn−2, xn−1]

,

zn = 𝑦n − 𝑓 (𝑦n)
𝑓 [𝑦n, xn] + 𝑓 [𝑦n, xn, xn−1](𝑦n − xn) + 𝑓 [𝑦n, xn, xn−1, xn−2](𝑦n − xn)(𝑦n − xn−1)

,

xn+1 = zn − 𝑓 (zn)
𝑓 [zn, 𝑦n] + 𝑓 [zn, 𝑦n, xn](zn − 𝑦n) + 𝑓 [zn, 𝑦n, xn, xn−1](zn − 𝑦n)(zn − xn)

,

(4)

presented in [4], with order of convergence 7.356. Also in [3], the scheme with memory that we denote by M2 was
constructed,

𝑦n = xn − 𝑓 (xn)
𝑓 [xn−2, xn] − 𝑓 [xn−2, xn−1] + 𝑓 [xn−1, xn]

,

zn = 𝑦n − 𝑓 (𝑦n)
𝛼1𝑓 (xn) + 𝛼2𝑓 (xn−1) + 𝛼3𝑓 (𝑦n)

,

xn+1 = zn − 𝑓 (zn)
𝛽1𝑓 (xn) + 𝛽2𝑓 (𝑦n) + 𝛽3𝑓 (zn)

,

(5)

showing the order of convergence is 6.219.
Although both schemes are based on the same first step, they reach different order of convergence with also great

divergence between their computational complexity: As M1 uses in the denominator of second and third steps high-order
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8 CORDERO ET AL.

estimations of the derivatives 𝑓 ′(𝑦n) and 𝑓 ′(zn), respectively, its expression is more complicated but it reaches higher order
of convergence than its partner M2, with a simpler iterative expression but lower order of convergence. Moreover, usually
the highest is the order of convergence, the closer to the root the initial estimate need to be in order to ensure convergence;
so, it would be possible to get better stability properties for lower order methods. In any case, our aim is not to classify
them by means of their order of convergence, but of their stability. In what follows, we construct the multidimensional
discrete dynamical system associated to both schemes and analyze the existence of strange attracting fixed points or free
critical points that might yield to undesirable numerical performances.

3.1 Qualitative study of M1
We analyze now the performance of the rational operator related to M1 on quadratic polynomials. As in the previous
section, this analysis is made on q(x) = x2 − c. The results are condensed in the following theorem. It can be observed
that the third component of the vectorial rational function does not depend on the two previous iterations, w and z as it
happened in Traub's method.

Theorem 5. The multidimensional rational operator associated with method M1, when it is applied on q(x) = x2−c, c ≠

0 is
M1(w, z, x) =

(
z, x, c4 + 28c3x2 + 70c2x4 + 28cx6 + x8

8c3x + 56c2x3 + 56cx5 + 8x7

)
,

and it is
M1(w, z, x) =

(
z, x, x

8

)
,

for c = 0. Moreover, M1 satisfies:

a) There are no strange attracting fixed points. If c < 0, there exist six real strange fixed points that are saddle points.
If c = 0, x = 0 is the unique fixed point, that is, only attracting; finally, for c > 0, the only fixed points are the roots
of q(x).

b) There exists no critical points different from the roots of q(x).

So, method M1 has global convergence.

Proof. We calculate the fixed points of operator M1 by solving M1(w, z, x) = (w, z, x), that must satisfy w = x = z.
Specifically,

M1(w, z, x) =
(

z, x, c4 + 28c3x2 + 70c2x4 + 28cx6 + x8

8c3x + 56c2x3 + 56cx5 + 8x7

)
= (w, z, x),

if and only if w = z = x and

−
(

x2 − c
) (

c3 + 21c2x2 + 35cx4 + 7x6)
8x

(
c + x2

) (
c2 + 6cx2 + x4

) = 0.

So, the fixed points of M1(w, z, x) are the roots of q(x) and also the zeros of the sixth-degree polynomial c3 + 21c2x2 +
35cx4 +7x6 (that are real if c < 0), meanwhile c2 +6cx2 + x4 ≠ 0. Let us remark that in case c > 0, there are not strange
fixed points and when c = 0, the rational function is reduced and the only fixed point is x = 0, that is attracting but
not superattracting. The Jacobian matrix M1′(w, z, x) is defined as

M1′(w, z, x) =
⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

0 1 0
0 0 1
0 0 (x2−c)7

8x2(c+x2)2(c2+6cx2+x4)2

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠ .
It can be checked that the first two eigenvalues of M1′ evaluated at each one of these strange fixed points are null.
Then, their character would be attracting or saddle depending on the absolute value of the third eigenvalue, depending
on c and x. In all cases, |𝜆3| = 8, so they are saddle.

By calculating the eigenvalues of M1′(w, z, x), we get 𝜆1 = 𝜆2 = 0 and 𝜆3 = − (c−x2)7

8x2(c+x2)2(c2+6cx2+x4)2 . So, we conclude

that the only critical points are the roots of q(x), proving the global convergence for quadratic polynomials. □
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CORDERO ET AL. 9

FIGURE 4 Dynamical planes of scheme M1 on q(x). [Colour figure can be viewed at wileyonlinelibrary.com]

Figure 4 shows the behavior stated at Theorem 5. Let us notice that only the convergence to the roots is reached (it is
clear from the absence of free critical points), showing the best possible behavior in terms of stability. Fixed points are
represented as white stars. This performance is qualitatively the same that those obtained by Newton's scheme.

3.2 Qualitative study of M2
A similar study is made for M2, the rational function involved depends on the two previous iterations (in this case, w = xn−2
has not any role). The proof is omitted as it can be developed in a similar way as in Theorem 5.

Theorem 6. The multidimensional rational operator associated with method M2, when it is applied on q(x) = x2−c, c ≠

0, is

M2(w, z, x) =

(
z, x,

−c5(3x + z)3 + c4x2q1(z, x) + c3q2(z, x) − 2c2x6q3(z, x) + cx8q4(z, x) + x10q5(z, x)
8x

(
c(x + z) + x2(x − 3z)

) (
−c3(3x + z)2 + c2x2r1(z, x) + cx4r2(z, x) + x6r3(z, x)

) ) ,

where
q1(z, x) = −141x3 − 77x2z + 17xz2 + 9z3,
q2(z, x) = −222x7 + 610x6z + 438x5z2 + 70x4z3,
q3(z, x) = 69x3 − 411x2z + 471xz2 + 319z3,
q4(z, x) = −23x3 + 425x2z − 1373xz2 + 1163z3

q5(z, x) = 39x3 − 217x2z + 333xz2 − 91z3,
r1(z, x) = −17x2 + 18xz + 15z2,
r2(z, x) = −11x2 + 62xz − 35z2,
r3(z, x) = 5x2 − 10xz − 11z2,

and it is

M2(w, z, x) =

(
z, x,

x
(
39x3 − 217x2z + 333xz2 − 91z3)
8(x − 3z)

(
5x2 − 10xz − 11z2

) )
,

for c = 0. Indeed, M2 satisfies:

a) There are no strange attracting fixed points. If c < 0, there are two real strange fixed points
(
−

√
−c√
3
,−

√
−c√
3

)
and(√

−c√
3
,

√
−c√
3

)
that are saddle points. If c = 0, the unique fixed point is x = 0 that is attracting but not superattracting;

finally, for c > 0, the only fixed points are the roots of q(x).
b) If c > 0, there are two infinite sets of free critical points, (w,

9
11

√
5

17

√
c,−

√
c√

85
) and (w,− 9

11

√
5

17

√
c,

√
c√

85
), for any

real value of w.

The existence of free critical points led us to infer the possibility of convergence to attracting elements (points, orbits,
etc.) different from the roots. As a first step to check if other performances are possible, some dynamical planes can be
seen in Figure 5.

In Figure 5, M2 scheme is found to have a very stable performance. That is, in case there exist strange fixed points,
they are repelling or neutral. Global convergence is observed, despite the existence of free critical points that lie inside
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10 CORDERO ET AL.

FIGURE 5 Dynamical planes of M2 method on q(x)for different values of c. [Colour figure can be viewed at wileyonlinelibrary.com]

FIGURE 6 Bifurcation diagrams of M2 for real critical points. [Colour figure can be viewed at wileyonlinelibrary.com]

the basins of attraction of the roots in Figure 5C, where c > 0. The observed performance is similar to that of M1, but the
basins of attraction are divided in infinite connected components. However, this existence of free critical points does not
allow to assure that there exist another values of c with convergence to attracting periodic orbits, or even with chaotical
performance. So, it should be possible that for any value of c > 0, those free critical points where not in the basins of
attraction of the roots, but inside the basin of any other attractor, maybe a periodic orbit or an strange attractor. In order
to detect this performance, we use Feigenbaum's diagram.

3.2.1 Feigenbaum's diagrams
We use bifurcation diagrams of M2, depending on the value of c, by means of the use of each real critical point s1(c) =
(w,

9
11

√
5

17

√
c,−

√
c√

85
) and s2(c) = (w,− 9

11

√
5

17

√
c,

√
c√

85
) as a starting point, w arbitrary, (described in Theorem 6) and

observing the range [0, 10] of the parameter c, where free critical points are real.
Both Feigenbaum's diagrams can be observed in Figure 6A,B, with the same performance. We use blue color for plotting

the last 100 from a total amount of 500 iterations, for each c ∈ [0, 10] (if a wider interval is used, the results are the same).
We notice that the same curve appears in both. It corresponds with the real roots of q(x) in this interval. This behavior is
in accordance with the dynamical planes shown in Figure 5.

So, both schemes have shown good stability properties on quadratic polynomials. The performance of M1, in spite of
the higher complexity of its iterative expression, has shown to be globally convergent due to the absence of free critical
points, although the final performance of M2 has been similar. It seems that the best estimation of the derivatives has a
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CORDERO ET AL. 11

FIGURE 7 Dynamical planes of analyzed methods for the roots of the function 𝑓1(x). [Colour figure can be viewed at
wileyonlinelibrary.com]

key role in the qualitative properties. In what follows, these schemes are numerically checked on some other nonlinear
functions in order to test the applicability of these qualitative results.

4 NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we compare nine methods of various orders, some of which are derivative free (DF, for short) and other
are optimal eighth-order schemes without memory. The methods and their order of convergence are as follows:

1. TM, Traub's DF method (1) of order 1.839 [1] (Method 7a on page 234)
2. JNM, Jarratt–Nudds' DF method (2) of order 1.839 [26]
3. PM, Popovski's DF method (3) of order 1.839 [27]
4. NM, Newton's second order method
5. SM, Steffensen's DF second order method [29]
6. M1, Neta's DF method of order 7.356 [4]
7. M2, Neta's DF method of order 6.219 [3]
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12 CORDERO ET AL.

TABLE 1 Average number of function
evaluations per point for each example and
each of the methods.

Method Ex1 Ex2 Ex3 Average
TM 16.11 14.31 14.94 15.12
JNM 11.62 9.48 9.76 10.29
PM 14.92 12.81 13.18 13.64
NM 23.25 18.63 19.71 20.53
SM 63.90 39.36 49.17 50.81
M1 13.67 11.84 12.20 12.57
M2 16.72 14.38 14.98 15.36
ZOM 84.23 53.03 72.46 69.91
SAM 14.57 13.41 13.66 13.88

TABLE 2 CPU time (ms) for each example and each
of the methods.

Method Ex1 Ex2 Ex3 Average
TM 1050.964 842.572 774.008 889.181
JNM 568.898 574.472 551.134 564.835
PM 717.363 656.711 665.299 679.791
NM 926.910 530.669 522.581 660.054
SM 1498.093 920.992 975.164 1131.416
M1 582.13 532.055 582.332 565.506
M2 726.71 354.122 685.238 655.357
ZOM 1404.49 1110.924 1148.6 1221.338
SAM 805.488 512.445 492.982 603.638

TABLE 3 Number of black points for each
example and each of the methods and average across
examples.

Method Ex1 Ex2 Ex3 Average
TM 278 11515 9022 6938
JNM 0 174 152 109
PM 2446 10625 11515 8195
NM 20 1742 1806 1189
SM 273404 140192 192616 202071
M1 0 1730 1679 1136
M2 0 1600 1900 1167
ZOM 166138 94779 142562 134439
SAM 0 1894 1827 1240

8. ZOM, Zhanlav-Otgondroj's DF method of optimal order 8 [30]
9. SAM, Sharma-Arora's method of optimal order 8 [31]

We ran these methods on three examples on a 6 × 6 square with center at (0, 0). The functions are as follows:

1. Wilkinson-type polynomial
𝑓1(x) = x(x2 − 1∕4)(x2 − 1)(x2 − 9∕4)(x2 − 4). (6)

2. A function vanishing at ±3,±2,±1, 0, 3∕2 on [−3, 3]

𝑓2(x) = sin(𝜋x)
(

ex−1.5 − 1
)
. (7)

3. A function vanishing at ±2.5,±1.5,−1,±1∕2 on [−3,3]

𝑓3(x) = cos(𝜋x)
(

ex+1 − 1
)
. (8)
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CORDERO ET AL. 13

FIGURE 8 Dynamical planes of analyzed methods for the roots of the function 𝑓2(x). [Colour figure can be viewed at
wileyonlinelibrary.com]

The square is divided in a mesh of initial points of the complex plane in order to apply on them the iterative procedures.
For those methods requiring additional starting values, we have taken x−1 = x0+0.01 and x−2 = x0+0.02. Also the number
of function evaluations to converge within a tolerance of 10−7 is collected and the root the sequence has converged to.
If the iterates have not converged in 40 iterations, we denote it as a divergent point. Each point is colored by the color
corresponding to the root. Note that we have used six different colors; therefore, some roots will have the same color
but they are far apart. Moreover, the color is brighter for lower number of iterations needed to converge to the root. A
divergent point is colored black. We also have annotated the CPU time needed to run the code on all initial guesses of the
mesh using MacBook Pro computer.

In Figure 7, we have depicted the basins of attraction for the nine methods of the first function. It is clear that SM and
ZOM (having SM as first step) have too many divergent points. Also, the basins of M1, M2, and SAM are brighter than
the rest, showing the fastest convergence. Also, in these cases, the basins of attraction of the roots are similar in terms of
width to those of Newton's method.

We have also collected in Tables 1–3 the average number of function-evaluation per point for each scheme, the
CPU run time in seconds and the number of divergent points. The methods SM and ZOM use the highest number of
function-evaluations per point. Clearly, the CPU runtime for these schemes is the highest since they have the most
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14 CORDERO ET AL.

FIGURE 9 Dynamical planes of analyzed methods for the roots of the function 𝑓3(x). [Colour figure can be viewed at
wileyonlinelibrary.com]

divergent points. The methods M1, M2, JNM, and SAM have no divergent point. TM and NM have very few divergent
points.

The basins of attraction for the methods in the second example are given in Figure 8. Again SM and ZOM are inferior.
The methods M2, SAM, and M1 are the fastest. Similar results can be observed in Figure 9.

We averaged the numerical results over the three examples, and we can conclude that JNM is the top scheme in all
three categories followed by M1. In previous comparison of TM, JNM, and PM using four polynomials of degrees 2–5 and
one nonpolynomial function [3], we found that TM was best.

5 CONCLUSIONS

In this manuscript, we have delved deeper in the reasons of the better stability of derivative-free iterative methods with
memory based on DF Traub's scheme relative to other methods of the same kind but based on other schemes as first
step. The absence of critical points different from the roots in case of Traub's method yields to global convergence on
quadratic polynomials, exactly the same performance as Newton's scheme. Other procedures also under analysis show
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CORDERO ET AL. 15

stable behavior, but the complexity of the basins of attraction is much higher. Once Traub's method is selected as the most
stable, some schemes constructed with this method as first step are also analyzed with the same dynamical technique,
finding only convergence to the roots but global convergence in case of M1. This scheme was designed by using high-order
estimations of the derivatives in the iterative expression, versus a simpler construction of the denominators in the design
of M2. Therefore, the dynamical analysis has shown that the computational complexity is not a key fact in the stability,
even if it is a sufficient element to assure a good performance, when it comes from fine estimations of the derivatives.
Numerically, these schemes show to hold this good performance, compared with other schemes with memory, of different
orders of convergence. In fact, it shows to be better than optimal iterative procedures without memory, of higher order
of convergence. Even in these cases, the performance of M1 shows lower computational time and better efficiency. For
further work, we will intend to do a similar study for methods with memory using derivatives.
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11. M. S. Petković, B. Neta, L. D. Petković, and J. Dzunić, Multipoint methods for the solution of nonlinear equations, Elsevier, 2012.
12. A. Cordero, T. Lotfi, P. Bakhtiari, and J. R. Torregrosa, An efficient two-parametric family with memory for nonlinear equations, Numer.

Algo. 68 (2015), 323–335.
13. X. Wang, T. Zhang, and Y. Qin, Efficient two-step derivative-free iterative methods with memory and their dynamics, Int. J. Comput. Math.

93 (2016), no. 8, 1423–1446.
14. A. Cordero, T. Lotfi, J. R. Torregrosa, P. Assari, and S. Taher-Khani, Some new bi-accelerator two-point method for solving nonlinear

equations, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 35 (2016), no. 1, 251–267.
15. P. Bakhtiari, A. Cordero, T. Lotfi, K. Mahdiani, and J. R. Torregrosa, Widening basins of attraction of optimal iterative methods for solving

nonlinear equations, Nonlinear Dyn. 87 (2017), no. 2, 913–938.

 10991476, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/m

m
a.9367 by U

niversitat Politecnica D
e V

alencia, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [05/07/2024]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7462-9173
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7462-9173
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9893-0761
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9893-0761
info:doi/10.3390/math9060583


16 CORDERO ET AL.

16. C. L. Howk, J. L. Hueso, E. Martínez, and C. Teruel, A class of efficient high-order iterative methods with memory for nonlinear equations
and their dynamics, Math. Meth. Appl. Sci. 41 (2018), 7263–7282.

17. B. Campos, A. Cordero, J. R. Torregrosa, and P. Vindel, A multidimensional dynamical approach to iterative methods with memory, Appl.
Math. Comput. 271 (2015), 701–715.

18. B. Campos, A. Cordero, J. R. Torregrosa, and P. Vindel, Stability of King's family of iterative methods with memory, Comput. Appl. Math.
318 (2017), 504–514.

19. N. Choubey, A. Cordero, J. P. Jaiswal, and J. R. Torregrosa, Dynamical techniques for analyzing iterative schemes with memory, Complexity
2018 (2018), 1232341.

20. F. I. Chicharro, A. Cordero, N. Garrido, and J. R. Torregrosa, Stability and applicability of iterative methods with memory, J. Math. Chem.
57 (2019), no. 5, 1282–1300.

21. F. I. Chicharro, A. Cordero, N. Garrido, and J. R. Torregrosa, On the choice of the best members of the Kim family and the improvement of its
convergence, Math. Meth. Appl. Sci. 43 (2020), no. 14, 8051–8066.

22. F. I. Chicharro, A. Cordero, N. Garrido, and J. R. Torregrosa, Impact on stability by the use of memory in Traub-type schemes, Mathematics
8 (2020), no. 2, 274.

23. R. Behl, M. Salimi, M. Ferrara, S. Sharifi, and S. K. Alharbi, Some real-life applications of a newly constructed derivative free iterative scheme,
Symmetry 11 (2019), 239.

24. P. Blanchard, Complex analytic dynamics on the Riemann sphere, Bull. AMS 11 (1984), no. 1, 85–141.
25. R. C. Robinson, An introduction to dynamical systems, continous and discrete, American Mathematical Society, Providence, 2012.
26. P. Jarratt and D. Nudds, The use of rational functions in the iterative solution of equations on a digital computer, Comput. J. 8 (1965), 62–65.
27. D. B. Popovski, Method of tangential hyperbolic approximation for solving equations, Proc. 3rd Int. Symp. Computers at the University,

Cavtat, May 25-28, 1981, pp. 311.1–311.6.
28. F. I. Chicharro, A. Cordero, and J. R. Torregrosa, Drawing dynamical and parameters planes of iterative families and methods, Sci. World

2013 (2013), 780153.
29. J. F. Steffensen, Remarks on iteration, Scand. Actuar. J. 1 (1933), 64–72.
30. T. Zhanlav and K. Otgondorj, Comparison of some optimal derivative-free three-point iterations, J. Numer. Anal. Approx. Theory 49 (2020),

76–90.
31. J. R. Sharma and H. Arora, A new family of optimal eighth order methods with dynamics for nonlinear equations, Appl. Math. Comput. 273

(2016), 924–933.

How to cite this article: A. Cordero, B. Neta, and J. R. Torregrosa, Reasons for stability in the construction of
derivative-free multistep iterative methods, Math. Meth. Appl. Sci. (2023), 1–16, DOI 10.1002/mma.9367.

 10991476, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/m

m
a.9367 by U

niversitat Politecnica D
e V

alencia, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [05/07/2024]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

info:doi/10.1002/mma.9367

	Reasons for stability in the construction of derivative-free multistep iterative methods
	Abstract
	1 INTRODUCTION
	2 QUALITATIVE STUDY OF ONE-STEP ITERATIVE WITH MEMORY SCHEMES
	2.1. Preliminary analysis: How to select the first step

	3 QUALITATIVE PERFORMANCE OF MULTIPOINT METHODS WITH THE SAME FIRST STEP
	3.1. Qualitative study of M1
	3.2. Qualitative study of M2
	3.2.1. Feigenbaums diagrams


	4 NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS
	5 CONCLUSIONS
	REFERENCES



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends false
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage false
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2001
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck true
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (Euroscale Coated v2)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier (FOGRA1)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <>
    /CHT <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF che devono essere conformi o verificati in base a PDF/X-1a:2001, uno standard ISO per lo scambio di contenuto grafico. Per ulteriori informazioni sulla creazione di documenti PDF compatibili con PDF/X-1a, consultare la Guida dell'utente di Acrobat. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 4.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die moeten worden gecontroleerd of moeten voldoen aan PDF/X-1a:2001, een ISO-standaard voor het uitwisselen van grafische gegevens. Raadpleeg de gebruikershandleiding van Acrobat voor meer informatie over het maken van PDF-documenten die compatibel zijn met PDF/X-1a. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 4.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENG (Modified PDFX1a settings for Blackwell publications)
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents that are to be checked or must conform to PDF/X-1a:2001, an ISO standard for graphic content exchange.  For more information on creating PDF/X-1a compliant PDF documents, please refer to the Acrobat User Guide.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 4.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


