Strongly convex optimization over hyperbolicity cones
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n | Method 10% 3% 1% 0.1% 0.01%
Ours 0.00322 0.00370 0.00409 0.0569 1.847
10 | Renegar’s 0.405 0.835 7.86 - -
DDS 0.293 0.369 0.435 0.593  0.687
Ours 0.0191 0.0199 0.0287 0.137 -
20 | Renegar’s - - - - -
DDS 1.266 1.604 1.906 2440 2.774
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Method 10% 5% 3% 1% 0.1% 0.01%
Ours 0.941 0.941 0.941 0.941 0.941 0.941
Renegar’s | 40.169 43.450 60.163 72.752 126.789 558.107
DDS 45.174 48.333 50.734 55.794 62.679  75.312
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