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Abstract

We consider a construction of recurrent fractal interpolation surfaces with function vertical
scaling factors and estimation of their box-counting dimension. A recurrent fractal interpolation
surface (RFIS) is an attractor of a recurrent iterated function system (RIFS) which is a graph of
bivariate interpolation function. For any given data set on rectangular grids, we construct general
recurrent iterated function systems with function vertical scaling factors and prove the existence
of bivariate functions whose graph are attractors of the above constructed RIFSs. Finally, we
estimate lower and upper bounds for the box-counting dimension of the constructed RFISs.

Keywords: Recurrent Iterated Functions System(RIFS), Fractal surface, Fractal Interpo-
lation function(FIF), Box-counting dimension
2010 Mathematical Subject Classification: 37C45; 28 A80; 41A05

1 Introduction

Fractal interpolation surfaces (FISs), fractal sets which are graphs of bivariate fractal interpolation
functions, are being widely used in approximation theory, computer graphics, image compression,
metallurgy, physics, geography, geology and so on. (See [I], 4 @, 12| 14} 21 22].)

Barnsley [2] defined a fractal function as a function whose graph is an attractor of an iterated
function system (IFS) and such fractal functions and fractal interpolation are widely studied to
construct fractal curves and surfaces in many papers ([I}, 6} [7}, 8, @, 111, 13, 14, 15| 16, 17, 18] 22]).

One classical method of construction of fractal surfaces is to use fractal curves [9, [14] [I'7, [18] [20].
This approch is usefull in the case when data sets (measurement data) are given only on the boundaries
of the domain. The history and recent developments of this approach are described in [20].

Another (direct) method of construction of fractal surfaces is to use bivariate fractal interpolation
functions. This metod is useful in the case when data sets are given on the mesh-points of the whole
domain. Massopust [15] provided a construction of self-affine fractal interpolation surfaces with data
set on triangular domain, where the interpolation points (data points) on the boundary are assumed
coplanar. This results was generalized to allow more general boundary data and domains in [IT].
Many authors studied construction methods of FISs with the data set given on rectangular grids
([6, 7y 8, [13], 16]). In [§] for such data sets on a rectangular grid that interpolation points on the
boundary are collinear, a construction of FISs which are attractors of IFSs was provided. This was
generalized in Malysz [13], where IF'S was constructed by using constant vertical scaling factors, linear



contraction transformations of domain and quadratic polynomials. In [I6] the authors allowed an
arbitrary data set and constructed IFS using function scaling factors and Lipschitz transformations
of domain, and estimated lower and upper bounds for the box-counting dimensions of the constructed
surfaces. This estimation for box-counting dimension is improved in [I9](See [10], too.)

A recurrent iterated functions system (RIFS) defined in [3] is generalization of IFS and in [7]
they suggested a construction of recurrent fractal interpolation surfaces (RFISs) using RIFS. This
is a more flexible method of constructing fractal surfaces than using IFS and applied to the image
compression ([21]). Bouboulis and Dalla [6] provide a general construction of recurrent fractal inter-
polation functions(RFIFs) on RY by RIFS. In [6] [7] they used domain contraction transformations
and constant scaling factors.

This paper is a continuation and extension of [I6] and [I9] where they used IFS and function
vertical scaling factors. We present a flexible construction of RFISs by RIFSs with function ver-
tical scaling factors and estimate lower and upper bounds for the box-counting dimensions of the
constructed surfaces.

The remainder of the article is organized as follows: The section 2 describes construction of
recurrent fractal interpolation surfaces on the rectangular grids and gives an example. In the section
3 we estimate upper and lower bounds of the box-counting dimension of RFISs constructed in section
2. We refer to [3, 5 [20] for necessary preliminaries on RIFS.

2 Construction of Recurrent Fractal Interpolation Surfaces

In this section, we construct recurrent fractal interpolation surfaces with a data set on rectangular
grids. Let a data set on the rectangular grid be given by

P:{(xi,yj,zij)eRg; i:O,l,...,n; j:O,l,...,m},
(To <1 < ... <Zp; Yo <Y1 <...<Ym)
Let denote N =n-m; Nppm ={1,...,n} x {1,...,m} and let

I’i - [56'74‘717.'177;], J] = [yjfhyj]a E = [.’170,[1)“] X [y07y'm]a E’L = I’i X J]7 (27.7) S Nnm

and Ej; are called regions. N is the set of all positive integers.

Let [ > 2 (I € N). In the rectangle E we choose rectangles Ej,(k = 1,...,1) which consist of some
regions, and call Ey, domains. Then Ej, = I;, x Ji, k=1,...,1, where I;, and J;, are closed intervals
on the z and y axes, respectively. The end points of I, (k € {1,...,1}) coincide with some end points
of intervals I; (i = 1,...,n). If the indices of the start point and the end point of I, are respectively
denoted by s;(k), e, (k), then two mappings s, : {1,...,1} = {1,...,n}e; : {1,..., 1} = {1,...,n}
are well defined. For Jj, the two mappings sy {Ll,..., 1} = {1,...,m}e, : {1,..., 1} = {1,...,m}
are defined similarly and I, Jy, are respectively represented by

—fk = [fsm(k), xew(k)]v fk = [ysy(k)7 yey(k)]~

Assume that ey (k) — sz(k) > 2, ey (k) — sy(k) > 2, k=1,---,1. This means that the intervals
I, Ji, include at least 2 small intervals I;, J; and the domain Ej, includes [e, (k) —s,(k)]-[ey, (k) — s, (k)]
regions.

To each region E;;, we relate a domain E),. This correspondence is represented by a map v
Npm — {1,---,1}. Throughout this paper we fix a map v and denote k = (i, j).

Let Lw,ij : [.%‘Sm(k), Jiex(k)} — [xi,l,xi] and Ly,ij : [ysy(k), yey(k)} — [yj,1,$j], (27]) € Npm be
contraction homeomorphisms. These mappings respectively map end points of I, Ji, into end points
of the intervals I;, J;, that is

Loij({Zs, (k) Teo k) }) = Amim1s i}y Lyig({Ys, (k) Ye, (1) }) = 1¥i-1,Y5}



These mappings can be easily constructed as [7].

Let s;; : E;; — R be contraction mappings on regions such that 0 < |s;;(x,y)| < s < 1, which
are called vertical scaling factors. Let Q;; : E, — R be Lipschitz mappings. We define mappings
Lij - Ep — E;; and Fj; : FEr, xR — R as folllows, respectively:

Lij(x,y) = (La,ij(@), Lyi5(y),  Fij(z,y,2)) = sij(Lij(x,y))z + Qij(z,y). (1)
Now we define transformations Wj; : E, xR — Ej;xR(@i=1,...,n,j=1,...,m) by

Here s;; are taken as free unknown functions.
For construction of RFIS, the following condition for Wy; is important: there exists at least one
continuous function g : F — R interpolating the given data set P such that

Fij(xou Y, g(xom y)) :g(Lij(xou y))v Q€ {Sl(k)v ex(k)}a y e [ysy(k)a yey(k)]v (3)
Fij(, ys, 9(x, yp)) = 9(Lij(z, yp)), = € [Ts, (), Te,w)]s B € {sy(k), ey(k)}. (4)

The transformations W;; satisfying and can be constructed as follows, for example.

Example 1. Select one Lipschitz continuous function go interpolating the data set P and let
Qij(z, y) = go(Lij(z, y)) — sij(Lij(z, y)) - go(z, y), (2, y) € Ej, then

Fij(x, y, 2) = si5(Lij(z, y)) - (2 — go(w, y)) + go(Lij(x, y)), (2, y) € Ey. (5)

Then the W;; given by with these Fj; are just the needed transformations. That is why go and
the function A coincided with gy in OF;; satisfy the conditions and .

Remark 1. Then the mappings L;; map the vortices of the domains E), into the vortices of
the regions E;;. That is, for a € {s,(k), es(k)}, B € {sy(k), ey(k)}, we have

Lij(a; ys) = (Ta, yp) (Where a € {i —1,i}, b e {j—1,7}).

And from the conditions and , the transformations W;; map the data points (in P) given on
the vortices of the domains into the data points given on the vortices of the regions, that is, for

a € {sy(k), ex(k)}, B € {sy(k), ey(k)}, we have
Fij(xa7y5,zaﬁ) = Zab (Where Lij(‘raa yﬁ) = (xav yb)v a € {Z - ]-vi}v be {.7 - 17]})
We sometimes denote L;;, Wi; by Lijk, Wijr (k = 7(i,7)) explicitly pointing their domains. We

denote Lipschitz (or contraction) constant of Lipschitz (or contraction) mapping f by Ly (cy) in
what follows.

We define a distance py in R3 for § > 0 by
Pe((%%z)y (95/71//7 Z/)) = |£L' - x/l + |y - y/‘ + 9‘2«' - Z/|7 (x7y7 Z>7 (xl7yla Z/) € R3

as [§]. Let

(4, J) € Num}, EQ = maX{LQi,j,k| (4, J) € Npm }-

If 0 < @ < (1 —eér)/Lg, then the distance py is equivalent to the Euclidean metric on R?® and
Wij,i=1,...,n,5 =1,...,m are contraction mappings with respect to the distance pg (see [6 7, [§]).

¢r = max{cr,;



We define a row-stochastic matrix M = (ps)2,_; by

0,  Eris) € Eyr-1) -

Here the mapping 7 : Ny, — {1,...,N} is the bijection defined by 7(,5) = ¢ + (j — 1)n and
for every fixed s = 1,--- , N, the number a4 indicates the number of elements of the set {t €
{1,--- \N}E.~1(5 C E,Y(T—l(t))}. In other words, a4 is the number of non zero elements in s-th row
of the above row-stochastic matrix M. This means that ps; is positive iff there exists a transformation
L;; that maps s-th region into ¢-th region ([7]).

Pst = { ais’ Erois) C Eyr10y)

Now we assume that M is irreducible and define the recurrent iterated function system (RIFS)
corresponding to the given data set P by {R3; M; W;;, i=1,...,n, j =1,...,m}. Its connection
matrix C' = (cst) Nxn is given as follows. (Then C is also irreducible.)

Cor = 1a pt5>0a
st Oa pts:O-

We denote the attractor of the RIFS constructed above by A. The following theorem shows that A
is a recurrent fractal surface.

Theorem 1 There exists an interpolation function f: E — R of the data set P whose graph is the
attractor A of the RIFS constructed above.

(Proof) Let C(E) be the following set:
C(E) = {h € C°(E)| h interpolates the data set P and satisfies (3), (4)}.

Then C'(E) is not empty set and complete metric space with respect to norm ||-||s. When g € C(E),
if we define a function T'g on E by

(Tg)(xvy) = Fij(Li_jl(x7y)7 g(Li_jl(x’y)))a (33,3/) € Eij’ 1= 17 IR .] = 17' M,
then T'g € C(FE)). In fact, for any fixed (4,7) € Npm and for any « € {s(k),es(k)}) (k =~(4,7)),
(T9)(Lij(xa,y) = Fij(za,y, 9(Tasy))
(Tg)(Lij(xﬂ ys)) = Fij(xvyﬁ7g($7y5))

This means that T'g = g on the segments {(z;,¥); ¥ € [yo, ym]}.{(z,y;);z € [20,2,]},i=0,1,...,n,j =
0,1,...,m. Thus, we have

Fij(zas ¥, (T9)(as ¥) = Fij(®as ¥, 9(%a, ¥)) = 9(Lij(@as v)) = (T9)(Lij(%a, y))-

Thus T'g satisfies . Similarly, we can prove that T'g satisfies .

Therefore, the operator T': C(E) — C(E) is well defined and the operator T is contractive from
the assumption |s;;| < s < 1. Hence, the operator T has a unique fixed point f € C(E) , which is
presented by

g(Lij(xaay))7 Yy e [ysy(k)7 yey(k)]7
9(Lij(2,y8)); T € [Ts, (k) Tepk)]-

flz,y) = Fij(Li_jl(a:,y), f(LZ_Jl(x,y))),z =1,...,n;5=1,...,m.
Thus, for the graph Gr(f) of the function f we obtain

GrifH)=J U Wer(Gr(fle, )
)

s=1teA(s



Figure 1: Data set given by table 1.

Here A(s) = {t € {1,--- ,N}| pts > 0},s = 1,..., N. This means that Gr(f) is the attractor of the
RIFS constructed above. The uniqueness of the attractor implies A = Gr(f). (QED)

Remark 2. Experiments often shows that If 0 < |s;;| < 1 outside a set with zero measure, the
attractor of the RIFS constructed above becomes a recurrent fractal surface.

Example 2. A data set is given by the following table 1, the graph of which is shown in the figure
Let s;;(z,y) = sin(102? + 10y?) (see the figure . Let go(x,y) be the Lagrangean interpolation
function. Then the attractor of the RIFS constructed in the example 1 on page |3| by and is
drawn in the figure

X 0 50 100 150 200

Y
0 35 42 76 61 44
50 43 28 88 83 33
100 78 84 58 33 25
150 68 33 73 86 7
200 47 29 88 43 o4

Tablel. Data set in example 1.



Figure 3: Recurrent Fractal Interpolation Surface constructed from the dataset in table 1.



3 Box-counting Dimensions of Recurrent Fractal Surfaces

In this section we estimate upper and lower bounds of the box-counting dimension of the attractor
A of RFIS constructed in the previous section.

There exists a bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism which maps a rectangle [0,1] x [0,¢] (¢ > 0) to any
rectangle in R? and box-counting dimension is invariant under bi-Lipschitz homeomorphisms. Thus
we can assume that F = [0, 1] x [0, m/n] and the end points of the regions and domains satisfy the
following conditions.

1 a
Tit+1 — T = Yj+1 —Y; = o Ley (k) — Lsyp(k) = Yey (k) — Ysy(k) = —

i=0,1,...,n—1,j=01,....m—1, aeN, k=1,...,1

Then there are exact a? regions in every domain.
For r(> 0), we define a set B of cubes as follows:

-1 -1
BT.:{{U ’u]x[v , U} [b b+ }:u,UEN,bER}.
a” a” a” a”
Let denote the smallest number of cubes in B, necessary to cover A by N (%) and the smallest
number of a——mesh cubes that cover A by N’ (a ). We can easily see that

V(g )= v () = ().

which allows us to use N ( ) to estimate the box-counting dimension of A.
For a set D C R?, we define the mazimum variation of a function f on D as follows:

Ry (D] = sup{|f(z2, y2) — f(z1, y1)|: (x1, y1), (22, y2) € D}.

Lemma 1 Let D be a rectangle in R? and W : D x R — D x R the transformation of the form

x
w :(L(lvy) >:(L(fc7y) )
/ Flz. y. 2) s(L(z, v)z +Q(w, v)
Here Q is Lipschitz function with the Lipschitz constants Lg, L is the domain contraction transfor-

mation (defined just like L;; in the section 2) with contraction factor cp, and s(x, y) is a contraction
function with |s(x, y)| < 1. Then for any continuous function f: D — R, we have

s, gorn[L(D)] < 3R [D] + diamn(D) (e, f + Lo).

Here diam(D) is a diameter of the set D, 5 = maxp |s(x,y)|,cs is a contraction factor of s(x, y),
f=maxp|f(z, y)|.

Proof. For (z, y), (z/, ¥')(€ L(D)), let denote (z, §) = L™ (z, y), (&', §') = L~*(z', ¥')(€ D).
Then we have

[F(L7Y foL™(x, y) = F(L™!, foL N, y)|=

=|F(L™ (@, y), foL Nz, ) = F(LTH', o), foLl™ (', y))|

[s(z, ) [(Z, 9)+Q(F, §) —s(', y) (@, §) - QEF, 7))
|s(z, ) f(2,9) = s(x, ) f(@,5) + s(@,9) [ (&, §) = s ) (@ 7) + Q@ 9) — Q. )]
SR¢[D] + csd((x, y), (2", y)f + Lod((Z, §), (&', 7))
5R¢[D] + diam(D)(csf + Lg). (QED)

<
<



For N x N matrix U = (u;;), V = (v;j) we define the relation” < " by
U<V <= uy <wy, 4,5=1,2,...,N

Points of a set B in R? are said to be x (or y)-collinear if all the points of the set B with the same
x (or y) coordinates lies on one lline.

Theorem 2 Let the function f: E — R be the interpolation function constructed in Theorem [0 Let
S and S be N x N diagonal matrices

S =diag(8,-1(1)s -+, Sr-1(vy)s S = diag(s,—1¢1ys -+ Sr-1(n))s

where 8, -1(y) = 8;5 = maxp,; |sij(z, Y)|, ;1) = 8;; = ming, [si; (2, y)|, t € {1,..., N}t =7(i, 7).

If there ezists a domain Eko such that the interpolation points of PN (Eko x R) are not x-collinear or

not y-collinear, then the box-counting dimension dimpA of the attractor A is estimated as follows:
1) If A > a, then

1+log, A <dimpA <1+log, A

2) If A < a, then
dimgA = 2.

Here A\ = p(SC) and A = p(SC) are spectral radii of the irreducible matrices SC and SC, respectively.

(Proof). Proof of (1). We simply denote the maximum variance Ry [Ek:'y(i,j)] by R;;. Let denote
a% by &.. Then r — o0 < €, — 0.

After applying once each W;; = W;; & (k = 7(¢,7)) to the interpolation points in the domain
Ej, we have (a 4+ 1)? new image points of interpolation points in the region E;;. According to
the hypothesis, the interpolation points lying inside the domain Eko are not z-collinear or not y-
collinear and the (a + 1)? image points in the region FE; ;, (ko = 7(io,jo)) are not z-collinear or
not y-collinear. On the other hand the connection matrix C' is irreducible and thus the region Fj;,
is mapped into arbitrary regions E;; by applying the appropriately selected transformations from
{Wij + i=1,---,n; j =1,---,m} several times. So in each region E;; there exist the (a + 1)?
image points of interpolation points which are not z-collinear or not y-collinear. Therefore, in each
region F;; there are at least 3 image points of interpolation points which are not colinear and the
maximum vertical distance computed only with respect to the z-axis from one of the 3 points to the
line through other 2 points is greater than 0 ([7]). The maximum value is called a height and denote
by H”

On the other hand, by Lemma|I] on each region E;; we have

_ a
R¢[Eij] < 8iRs[Enip) + 0.

where b = 22 (¢sf + Lg).
We define non negative vectors hy,r,u; and i as follows:

H,rf1(1) 57*1(1)R7*1(1) 1

h; = : , T = : , i , u1:r+gbi.

HT—I(N) gT—l(N)RT—l(N) 1
Since A is the graph of a continuous function defined on E, the smallest number of cubes in B,
necessary to cover (E;; x R) N A is greater than the smallest number of cubes in B, necessary to



cover vertical line with the length H;; and less than the smallest number of cubes in B, necessary to
cover the rectangular parallelepiped E;; x | L_j, fi;], where

fi; =min f(z, y), fij = max f(z, y).

ij ij

Therefore (in the bellow [d] is the integer part of d € R),

S St 2 ¥ < 33 ([ + 20) ] 1) (5] 1)

=1 j5=1 =1 5=1
a a et 2
< < s B el —1 ) T
Z — 1(t)€ - N N ET < Z ((ST 1(t)R7. 1g) + nb) g +1 <|: " :| + 1)
t=1 t=1
and thus if we denote ®(a) =ay +---+ ay for a= (ay,...,ay), then we have

B(hiesl) — N < N(e,) < d(wes! + 1) (Fnl} n 1)2,

where 7 is selected so large that — N > Ere

After applying W;; twice, in each region E;; we have a?

new small squares of side —-, which are
mapped by the transformation W;; from the regions E; ;- lying inside the domain E, = 7(1 5+ And
since segments parallel to z-axis are mapped to those parallel to z-axis, for each region E;; the height

on these new small squares is not less than s,; - H, where H is the height on the original region E;/ ;

contained in domain Ej. Therefore, the sum of maximum variances of f on a?

small squares of 51de
i contained in the region E;; is not greater than 7(3, j)-th coordinate of the vector upy = SCu; +% b1

and the sum of the heights is not less than 7 (7, j)-th coordinate of the vector hy = SCh;. So we have
gl 2
®(hoe, ) — a®N < N(e,) < ®(uge;* + a?i) ({T] + 1)
an

where # > .
By induction we get the following conclusion: if we take k such that

agy >

P >e=r—log,n+1>k>r—log,n

and apply k times the transformations {W;; : i =1,---,n; j=1,---,m}, then we get a2(k=1) gmall
squares of side ﬁ contained in each region F;; and

1 2
d(hpe; ) — a?F DN < N(e,) < ®(upe, b 4 o> ki) ({ °r } + 1) (6)

k—1p,

where .
= SCup_q + %bi, hy = SChy_ ;.

Then we have

w = (SC)Fr + (SO Lhi+ (SO 2L bi+ ..+ (S0) 2
n n
hy, = (SC)*~ V.

+ Yo,
n



Since SC, SC are non-negative irreducible matrix, from Frobenius’s theorem (see [5} 20]) there are
strictly positive eigenvectors e, € of SC, SC which correspond to eigenvalues A = p(SC), A= p(SC)
of SC, SC and we can choose € , e so that

0<e<h;, r<e, bi<ne
Then by (6]), we have

<o (uke;l + a2k=1§

P ((SC)ftee ! + (SC)Fteas, t + (SC) " %ea’s, !t + ...
+(§C)éak_1a_l +eaket + aQ(k_l)i) (a+1)*
= {(N0@)e ' + N 0(8)as, ! + N PD(8)ae ! 4
+AP(&)ar e 4 @(é)akar_l + a2(k_1)(1>(i)} (a+1)*
<ANThet + N ape NV e e+
X" et a" T e 4 a2 ”)N} (a+1)>2 (7)

where v =log, n, g = ®(€). B
On the other hands, since (SC);; < (SC);; for (4,5)(€ Npm , from Frobenius’s theorem we have
A<SA IfA>a, thenl> § > % and thus we obtain

B 2 r—v+1 r—2v
Ne) < Mgt (lda+ =+ + 5 — 42 ) (a+1)?
)\ Ar v >\7‘ UM

\r—v+1
_ _ 1— by r721/N
Ne I\ <1+a+ (a/) = + L ) (a+1)%

1—a/A ATV
Let denote

- 1-— (a/jx)riwrl e\
5(ry =2 (1 : - 1)?
(r) u( R s S AT (a+1)

Then 6(r) > 0 and logN( ) < 1+log, A+ Llog, §(r), thus we have
log N(er)

dimpA = 61T1~>O “loge, <1+log, A (8)
By (), we have
N(e,) > @(hgert) —a? "IN = &((SO)Fhie?) — a?F-DN
> O((SO) teest) —a?FTIN = N lpest —a2FTUN
R

T 2VN
—1yry—v—1
o)

10



where p = ®(e). Since A > a, there is ro such that

T—QJ/N
n(r)=x""""! <M - C/L\T_V_l) , for any r > r.

Therefore for r > r( we have % > 1+log, A+ log, n(r) and thus

dimpA = lim 710g N(er)

> .
LT 1 +log, A 9)

By (§) and (9), if A > a, then we get

1+log, A <dimpA <1+ log, A

Proof of 2). If A < a , then by
N(gy) < {N Ve, + N Vape, b+ N e e + L+ Aa” T e
+a" "Mt + a? "IN a4+ 1)?
<{a et +a Vet +am  per L+ am e
+ ar—y—&-lﬂgr—l +(L7‘_2VNET_1}((I+ 1)2
<eHa Va4 (r—v+ a4+ am? NY(a + 1)%,

Hence, we have

log N (e,
dimp A = 1im 28 N(Er)

1
< — v _ —v+1- —2v 2
Jimy e <2 g {7 it (= v 4 Da™ 4 o N o+ 1)

On the other hands, since A is the surface in R3, we have dimp.A > 2. Hence dimp.A = 2. (QED)

Remark 3. In the case where s;;(x, y) = s;j(constant), if A\ = A > a , then dimp.A = 1 +log, A.
This is the estimation of Box-counting dimension of RFISs in [7].
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