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PARAMETRIZABILITY OF INFINITELY GENERATED
ATTRACTORS

EVE SHAW AND VYRON VELLIS

ABSTRACT. An infinite iterated function system (IIFS) is a countable
collection of contraction maps on a compact metric space. In this paper
we study the conditions under which the attractor of such a system
admits a parameterization by a continuous or Hélder continuous map of
the unit interval.

1. INTRODUCTION

Iterated function systems are among the most standard and canonical
methods in mathematics of producing fractal sets. An iterated function
system (abbv. IFS) is a finite collection F of contraction maps on a complete
metric space X. Hutchinson [Hut81] showed that for each IFS F, there
exists a unique nonempty compact set K C X (called the attractor of F)
such that K = {Jycr ¢(K). The similarity dimension of an IFS F is the

unique solution to the equation

(1.1) Yr(t) =Y Lip(¢)' =1

o F

where Lip(¢) denotes the infimum of all L > 0 for which ¢ is L-Lipschitz.
Here and for the rest of the paper we only consider nondegenerate proper
contractions, that is, we always assume that Lip(¢) € (0,1).

The connection between the similarity dimension of an IFS F and the
Hausdorff dimension of its attractor K was established by Hutchinson [Hut&1]
who showed that if F is an IF'S of similarities on R™ satisfying the open set
condition, then dimg(K) = s-dim(F). Recall that a similarity in R" is the
composition of a dilation and an isometry. An IFS F on R” satisfies the open
set condition (abbv. OSC) if there exists a nonempty open set U C R™ such
that ¢(U) C U for all ¢ € F, and ¢(U)N¢'(U) = 0 for all distinct ¢, ¢’ € F.
Many well known fractals (such as the standard Cantor set, the Sierpinski
carpet, the von Koch snowflake, etc.) are attractors of IFS of similarities
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on the plane with the OSC. See also [Sch94. [Sch96| [FF15, FHORI15| for the
necessity of the OSC.

A natural question in the theory of Dynamical Systems is the regularity
of an IFS attractor and whether it admits “good” parameterizations by
the unit interval. Hata [Hat85] showed that if the attractor K of an IFS
is connected, then it is the image of a curve, that is, the image of [0, 1]
under a continuous map. The second named author and Badger [BV2I]
improved Hata’s result by proving that if the attractor K of an IFS F is
connected, then it is the image of [0,1] under a Z-Holder continuous map
for any a > s-dim(F). Under the extra assumptions that X = R"™ and that
F is an IF'S of similarities on R” satisfying the OSC, Remes [Rem98] showed
earlier that the attractor is the image of [0, 1] under a é—Hélder continuous
map where one can actually have o = s-dim(F). Remes’ result is sharp
in that there exists no é—Hélder parameterization if a < s-dim(F). The
assumption X = R™ in Remes’ theorem can be replaced by the assumption
H>4(F)(K) > 0 [BV2I]. Here and for the rest of the paper H® denotes
the Hausdorff a-dimensional measure.

In their celebrated paper, Mauldin and Urbaniski [MU96] (see also [Mau95])
further extended Hutchinson’s theory and introduced the notion of an in-
finite iterated function system (abbv. IIFS); i.e., an infinite countable col-
lection of contractions on a compact metric space X. Ever since their in-
troduction, ITFSs have played a major role in fractal geometry, geometric
group theory, and number theory; see [MU99, [HU02, MU02, [UZ02] [KZ06,
MSU09, JRI12, SW15, RGUIL6, BE23] and the references therein.

Here, unlike in most literature, we do not assume that contractions are
conformal or even injective. Given an IIFS F = {¢; : © € N} on a compact
metric space X, we define the attractor of F by

(0.9}
K= U m ¢iy 00 i, (X).
(in)CNn=1
The attractor K in the infinite setting may not be compact. Moreover,
although K = seF ¢»(K), there may exist multiple nonempty subsets of
X with this property. If, additionally, each ¢; € F is injective, and if each
x € X is contained in at most finitely many ¢;(X), then

(1.2) E=( U ¢no o6 (X).
neENiy,...,in€EN

In the infinite setting, the auxiliary function ¥ in is either infinite
for all ¢ > 0, or it is continuous and strictly decreasing on an interval (a, co)
for some a > 0. Hence, unlike in the finite case, equation may not have
a solution. We define the similarity dimension of an IIFS F as

s-dim(F) :=inf{t > 0: x(t) < 1}.

By Fatou’s Lemma, the infimum above is in fact a minimum. As in the finite
case, if F is an IIFS of similarities on X = U C R" where U is a bounded
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domain, satisfying the OSC, then the Hausdorff dimension of the attractor
K is equal to s-dim(F) [MU96|, Corollary 3.17].

The purpose of this paper is to study the parameterizability of IIFS at-
tractors. In the infinite case an interesting dichotomy appears. On the one
hand, in Proposition [2.I] we show that if the attractor K of an IIFS F is a
continuum and if s-dim(F) = 1, then K is a line segment; see also [MMUOI]
for a similar phenomenon. On the other hand, both Hata’s theorem and
the Badger-Vellis theorem are false when the similarity dimension is greater
than 1, even if it is arbitrarily close to 1.

Theorem 1.1. (1) For each € > 0, there exists an IIFS of similarities
on the unit square [0, 1) having the OSC such that s-dim(F) < 1+e,
and its attractor is a continuum but not path connected.

(2) For each e > 0, there exists an IIFS of similarities on the unit square
[0,1]% having the OSC such that s-dim(F) < 1+ €, and its attractor
is the image of a curve, but not the image of a Holder curve.

While the first example may not be too surprising, the second example
has the additional property that for every two points there exists a Lipschitz
curve in the attractor that connects them. A common theme in both these
examples is the existence of a “bad 1-skeleton” inside the attractor which
is not the image of a curve (in the first case) or not the image of a Hélder
curve (in the second case). If such bad structures are absent, we show that
the attractor admits good parameterizations.

Theorem 1.2. Let F = {¢i}ien be an IIFS on a compact metric space
so that the attractor K is compact, lim;_,o Lip(¢;) = 0, and there exists a
curve 7y : [0, 1] — K whose image intersects ¢;(K) for all i.

(1) The attractor K is the image of a curve.
(2) If v is %- older for some s > 1, then for each o > max{s,s-dim(F)}
the attractor K is the image of a é—H(')'lder curve.

We leave it as an open question whether in the second part of the theo-
rem one can choose a = max{s,s-dim(F)}; this is unknown even for IFSs.
Furthermore, in the case that F is finite, the existence of the curve v in
both parts of Theorem is guaranteed by [BV21, Theorem 1.1]. Finally,
the condition lim;_,, Lip(¢;) = 0 is necessary for Theorem see

The construction of the two examples of Theorem [I.1]is given in Section
and we prove Theorem [I.2]in Section

1.1. Symbolic notation. Here and for the rest of the paper, given a count-
able (infinite or finite) set A and an integer n > 0, we denote by A™ the set
of words formed from A of length n, with the convention A = {¢} and e
is the empty word. We denote A* = |J, -, A" and by AN, the set of infi-
nite words formed with letters from A. Given w = i1is--- € AN we denote
w(n) =4y - - - iy the truncated sub-word of w.



4 EVE SHAW AND VYRON VELLIS

Given an IFS or ITIFS F = {f; : i € A} and a finite word w = i1 -4, €
A" we denote the length n of w by |w| and

Jw=fiy0--0 fi,.
Given quantities x,y > 0 and a constant a > 0 we write x <, y if there

exists a constant C' depending on at most a such that z < Cy. If C is
universal, we write z < y. We write x ~, y if <, y and y <, 2.

2. PARAMETRIZATIONS OF INFINITE IFS ATTRACTORS

In this section we prove Theorem We start by proving the simple
fact that if an IIF'S has similarity dimension equal to 1 and the attractor
is a continuum, then the attractor is a line segment. This was shown by
Hutchinson for finite IF'S of similarities on Euclidean spaces [Hut81, Remark
3.4].

Proposition 2.1. Let K be the attractor of an infinite or finite IFS F on
a compact space. If K is a continuum and if s-dim(F) = 1, then K is
isometric to a closed line segment.

Proof. Write F = {¢; : i € A}. We first claim that H!(K) < diam K. Fix
d > 0 and let n € N such that (diam K) Lip(¢y,) < 6 for all w € N™. Since
vr(1) <1,
MHi(K) < ) diam¢y(K) < diamK Y Lipg;, -+ Lip ¢,
wEAN i1,...,in €A
=diam K (¢x(1))" < diam K
and the claim follows by taking § — 0. Hence, K is the Lipschitz image of

[0,1] [AO17, Theorem 4.4]. Fix p,q € K such that d(p,q) = diam K and fix
an arc v C K with endpoints p, q. Note that

diam K = H'(K) > H'(y) > diamy = diam K.

Therefore, K = 7. For each x,y € v denote by v(z,y) the subarc of v with
endpoints x, y.
Let x,y € v such that x is between p and y. Then,

diam~y < d(p, ) + d(z,y) + d(y,q)
<H' (v(p,x)) + H (v(z,y) + H' (v(y,9))
=H'(v)
= diam .

Therefore, H'(y(z,y)) = d(x,y) for all z,y € 7, which yields that K is
isometric to the line segment [0, diam K. O

The rest of Section [2]is devoted to the proof of Theorem Henceforth,
we assume that we have an IIFS F = {¢1,¢2,...} on a compact space
X so that K is compact, lim; . Lip(¢;) = 0, and there exists a curve
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v :]0,1] — K whose image intersect each set ¢;(K). We make some standard
reductions.

First, if K is a point, then the claim of the theorem is trivial. Therefore,
we may assume that K is nondegenerate and, rescaling the metric, we may
also assume that diam(K) = 1. Second, since lim;_, Lip(¢;) = 0, we may
assume that

Lip(¢1) = max Lip(¢).
1EN

Third, by traversing the image of v backwards if necessary, we may assume
that «(0) = v(1). For any point p in the image of 7, by reparameterizing =,
we may assume that y(0) = (1) = p. Moreover, for any p, g in the image
of 7, by reparameterizing -y, we may assume that there exists [a,b] C [0, 1]
such that v(a) = p and ~(b) = q.

Here and for the rest of this section, given w = 4145 .. .14, € N*, we denote

Ly = Lip(¢s, ) Lip(¢s,) - . - Lip(¢,,)
with the convention L. = 1. Note that in general, L,, > Lip(¢y,).

2.1. Path connectedness of ITF'S attractors. The first step in the proof
of Theorem is the following lemma which shows that K is pathwise
connected.

Lemma 2.2. Let w € N* and xz,y € ¢ (K). There exists a continuous map
f00,1] = ¢u(K) such that f(0) =  and f(1) = y. If v is 1-Hélder for
some s > s-dim(F) and with Hélder constant Hy, then f can be chosen to
be %—H()'lder with Hélder constant H Sy 1 (s),s,Ho, L1 Lw,-

Proof. Clearly, we may assume that x # y. Moreover, it suffices to assume
that w = ¢, and that there is no j € N so that =,y € ¢;(K), as otherwise
we could pass to the longest common word. By the Kuratowski embedding
theorem, we may further assume that K is a subset of /.

We construct a sequence of continuous maps (f, : [0,1] — floc)n>0,
sequences of finite collections of closed nondegenerate intervals (% )n>0,
(€n)n>0 in [0,1], and an injection w : (J,,~oén — N* with the following
properties.

(P1) For each n € N, intervals in %,, U &, intersect only at endpoints and
the union of all these intervals is [0, 1].

(P2) For each J € &, there exists unique S € %, 41 such that S C J.
Conversely, for each S € %11 \ %, there exists unique Jg € &,
such that S C Jg.

(P3) For any n > 0 and any J € &,11, there exists unique J' € &, such
that J C J’. Moreover, there exists u € N* such that |u| > 0 and
w(J) =w(J )u.

(P4) For each n > 0 and J € &, there exist distinct 7,57 € N such that
fn|J is a linear map mapping the left endpoint in ¢y(s);(/) and the
right endpoint in ¢y, s); (k).
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(P5) For each n > 1, and each S € 4, there exists a closed nondegenerate
interval I and a linear map ( : S — I such that

fos1|S = fulS = dw(sg) 0 (V) o C.

(P6) For each n >0, f,(0) =z and f,(1) =v.
(P7) For each n > 0, and each J € &, || fn — fat1lli00 < 2Lw()-

Before the construction of (fn)n, (Zn)n, (én)n, and w we remark that
(P3) and a simple induction yield that

(P8) For all n € N and all J € &,, |w(J)| > n.

The construction is done in an inductive fashion. Define & = {[0, 1]},
By = 0, w([0,1]) = &, and fy : [0,1] = ¢ to be the linear map with
fo(0) = x and fy(1) = y. Property (P4) is immediate while the rest of the
properties are vacuous.

Assume now that for some integer n > 0 we have defined a continuous
map f, : [0,1] — l, collections %, &, in [0,1], and an injection w :
Ur—o & — N* with properties (P1)~(P7). The new collections of intervals
will be

B =BV | ) Buia(D),  Enpi= | Eua(J).
Je&, JE&,

If S € %, then we set f,+1|S = fu|S.

Fix now J € &, and write J = [t, s|. By (P3) there exist distinct 7,j € N
such that | w(J)| = n, fu(t) € dw(s)i(K), and fn(s) € dw(.);(K). There also
exists an interval I = [a,b] C [0, 1] such that y(a) € ¢;(K) and v(b) € ¢;(K).
We consider three possible cases.

Case I: Suppose that ¢y () 0 v(a) = fu(t) and dyw(s) 0 V(b)) = fu(s). Set
PBni1(J) =1{J}, Ent1(J) =0, and fri1|J = dw(syo(y[1)o¢ where ¢ : J — I
is the orientation preserving linear map.

Case II: Suppose that ¢w () o v(a) # fu(t) and ¢y ) o (b)) = fu(s).
Let z € (t,s) and let u € N* be the shortest word such that there exist
distinct i, j € N with ¢y 07(a) € dw(s)ui(K) and fu(t) € dw(s)u;(K). By
(P4) we have that |u] > 1. Set &,11(J) = {[t, 2]}, Bn+1(J) = {[z, 5]}, and
w([t, z]) = w(J)u. Define f,, 11 on J continuously so that f,,+1][z, s] is as in
Case I, and f,11|[t, 2] is linear with f,+1(t) = fn(t). We work similarly if
Pw(sy 0 v(a) = fu(t) and ¢y gy 0 ¥(b) # fu(s).

Case III: Suppose that ¢y () 0y(a) # fu(t) and ¢y () 0y(b) # fu(s). Let
t < z<w<sandset &,41(J) = {[t, 2], [w,s]}, Bni1(J) = {[z,w]}. For
the definitions of w([t, z]), w([w, s]), and f,,+1|J we work as in Cases I, II.

Properties (P1)—(P7) are easy to verify. Since w is injective on (Jj_, &%,
then by (P3) and the fact that w is injective on &,41(J) for each J € &, we
have that w is injective on UZié &%. Finally, continuity of f,,1 follows from
the facts that f,,41 is the same as f,, outside of intervals in &, that f,,41|J
is continuous for all J € &,,, and that f,11|0J = f,|0J for all J € &,. This

completes the inductive construction.
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From (P5) and (P7) we have that (f,)nen converges to a continuous map
f100,1] = b Fix J € U,5¢ €n- By (P5) we have that for all S € U,,5¢ %n
with S C J, f( ) C ¢w(s)(K). By this fact, by (P3), and by (P4) we have
that for all m > n,

sup dist( fim(t), dw () (K)) £ max 2Ly ) < 2Ly L
teJ J'CJ

Since K is closed, it follows that f(J) C ¢w(s)(K). This proves the first
part of the lemma.

Assume now that v is 2-Hélder for some s > s-dim(F) and with Hélder
constant Hy. Then, ¢x(s) € (0,1). Set & = J,,>¢én and B = ;> Pn.
For each J € &, set B B

M(I) =Y (L)

e

By injectivity of w and (P3) we have that for each J € &
5 s s w(J )s
(Lw(n)® S M) < Y (Lugiy)® = Z A %
weN* n=0 \ieN w}—( )

The only difference in the construction in this case is that we require that
forall S € Zandall J €&

15| = (Lw(ss))"/M([0,1])  and  |J[ = M(J)/M([0, 1]).

To see why this is possible, note that if J € &, and %B,,+1(J) = {S} for some
n > 0, then

1= W(‘” ZM(’ =Isl+ > 1

J'e& J'e€&n1(J)
JCJ

We claim that the map f defined above is ¢ L_Holder continuous with Holder
constant depending only on ¥ x(s), L1, s, and Hy. To show the claim, fix
p,q € [0,1]. Clearly, we may assume that p # ¢q. There exist n € N and
J € &, so that p,q € J and n is maximal. Proving the claim falls to a case
study.

Case 1. Suppose that p € J; and ¢ € Jo where Jy,Jo € &,41(J) are
distinct. On the one hand

Ip—al > S| Zspr(s) (Lw(n)®
while on the other hand, by (P5) and (P7), f(p), f(q) € ¢w(s)(K), so
Case 2. Suppose that p,q € S where S € %,,.1(J). By (P5),
d(f(p). F(q)) < Lwn|SI™*Holp — q|"/* Sy pris),m0 I — al"/*.

Case 3. Suppose that p € J; \ S and g € S\ J; where J; € &,41(J)
and S € HBp4+1(J). There exists integer m > n+ 1 and J' € &, such that
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peJ CJi,J NS #0, and if S’ € Bp,11(J'), then S’ separates p from g.
Let z be the unique point in J' N S. By Case 1 for p, z and Case 2 for z,q

d(f(p), £(q)) < d(f(p), F(2)) +d(f(2), (@) Sryswprs)mo [P — al*
which completes the proof of the claim. [l

2.2. Parameterizations of ITF'S attractors. The second step in the proof
of Theorem [I.2]is the following lemma that allows us to reparametrize v so
that preimages of ¢;(K) have nonempty interior.

Lemma 2.3. Let p be in the image of v. There exists a map I" : [0,1] —
K and a collection of nondegenerate closed intervals {Zy, }nen with disjoint
interiors such that T' has the same image as v, satisfies T'(0) = I'(1) = p,
and for each n € N, I,, C T (¢(K)). Moreover, if v is 2-Hslder with
constant Hy, and if (a,) € €' is a sequence of positive numbers, then T' is
L Hélder with constant H < 2Y5Ho(1 + |(an)|1)'/* and for each n € N,
Tl = an(1+ @) 1) .

Proof. We may assume that v(0) = (1) = p. For each n € N fix a point
Tn € 7 Hdn(K)) C [0,1]. It is possible that for some n # m we have
Ty, = T Let {pi}trep be an enumeration of the set {z,},eny where B is
either a finite set, or N. For each k € B, define Ay, = {n € N: z,, = p;}.

For the first claim, fix a decreasing sequence (by,)nen of positive numbers
that converges to 0. Identify R? with C x R and define the set

E={oyx0,1ulJ U ({te%ﬂ'/n .t € [0,b,]} x {pk}> C RS,

keBneAg

Since b, — 0, it is easy to see that E is closed. Moreover, there exists a
continuous increasing map 7 : [0, 1] — [0, 1] such that 7(0) = 0,

by, < i - for all k € B
ﬁ%ﬁ”—”&{fﬁi_l}‘pﬁ pkl) orall k €

and

bn < ( min [e?™/™ — eQm/no for all n € N.
me{l,...,n—1}

We claim that there exists a continuous w : [0,1] — [0, 1] with w(0) =0
such that for all z,y € E, there exists a curve o : [0,1] — E such that
0(0) =z, o(1) = y and the diameter of its image is at most w(|z — y|). The
proof of the claim is a simple case study.

If z,y € {0} x [0, 1], then use the line segment [z, y].

If x = (te?>™/" py) and y € {0} x [0,1] for some t € [0,b,], n € Ay and
k € B, then use the union of line segments [z, (0, px)] U [(0, pk), y].

If x = (tle%i/",pk) and y = (t2e>™/™, p) for some distinct ty,ty € [0, by],
n € A, and k € B, then use the line segment [z, y].
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If x = (t1€2™/", py,) and y = (t2e>™/™ p;,) for some ty,ty € [0,by,], n,m €
Aj, with m < n, and k € B, then use the union of line segments [z, (0, px)| U
[(0,pr),y]. Note that

|z = y| 2 [t — to| + min{ty, to}[e*™/™ — €27/
> |t — to| + min{ty, to}n~ H(min{t,, to})
while
diam(a([O, 1])) <t +1t3 < ‘tl — tg’ + min{tl,tg}.

2mi/m 2mi/n

Finally, suppose that =z = (t1e ,pr) and y = (o€ ,pj), for some

distinct k,j € B, m € Ay, n € Aj, t1 € [0,by,], and to € [0,b,]. Then,
|z =yl 2 |pk — il + [t — L]

and if o is the union of line segments [z, (0, px)]U[(0, px), (0, ;)] U[(0, p;), yl,

diam(c([0,1])) < t1 +t2 + [pr — pj| < [t1 — to| + min{t1, 2} + [pr — pj

S o =yl + n(lpk — psl)

and the proof of the claim is complete.

Thus, F is connected and locally connected, and by the Hahn-Mazurkiewicz

Theorem [HY61), Theorem 3.30], there exists continuous surjection g : [0, 1] —
E. Note that for each n € N, the preimage

g_l({te%i/” :t€100,b,]} x {zn})
contains a nondegenerate closed interval. Define now 4 : E — K by 4[{0} x
0,1] = v and for each n € N and ¢ € [0,b,], 5(te*™/", x,) = y(2,,). Then ¥
is continuous and I' := 7 o g satisfies the conclusions of the lemma.
For the second part of the lemma, assume that v is %—Hélder with constant

Hp, and assume that (a,) € ¢! is a sequence of positive numbers. Define E
as above replacing b,, by a,. Then,

HYE) =14+ |[(an)|1 < oco.

Therefore, by [AO17, Theorem 4.4], there exists a Lipschitz surjection g :
[0,1] — E with constant speed equal to 2H!(E). Thus, for each n € N,
g ({te*™/" .t € [0,an]} ¥ {,}) contains a closed subinterval of length

(1 +[I(an)ll1) " an.
Define 4 as above and note that 7 is %—Hé’)lder with constant Hy. Setting
I':= 4 o0g, we have for all z,y € [0,1]
d(T'(z),T(y)) < Holg(x) — g(y)["/* < 2"/*Ho(1 + |[(an)[[)"/*[x = y[V*. O
We are now ready to prove Theorem [I.2]

Proof of Theorem|[1.3 Fix py € K. We construct a sequence of continuous
maps (fy : [0,1] = K)n>0, sequences of collections of closed nondegenerate
intervals (A7,)n>0, (Fn)n>0 in [0,1], and a bijection w : |J,,~o 4 — N*
with the following properties. ;
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(P1) For each n > 0, intervals in .4;, U .#, intersect at most on endpoints.

(P2) For each n > 0, each I € 4, and each i € N, there exists I' € ;11
contained in the interior of I such that w(I’) = w(I)i. Conversely,
for each n > 0 and each I’ € 4;,.1, there exists I € 4, and i € N
such that I’ is contained in the interior of I and w(I’) = w([)i.

(P3) For each n > 0 and each I € .4}, there exist exactly two intervals
J,J' € #,11 contained in I. Conversely, for each n > 0 and each
J € Fpi1 \ Hn, there exists unique interval Iy € 4, such that
J Cly.

(P4) Ifn>1,1¢€ A,y and J,J' € .7, are contained in I, then there
exists an orientation reversing linear map (; : J' — J, such that
fnld" = (fulJ) o (. Moreover, fn|J = go ¢ where g : [0,1] —
dw(r)(K) is the map from Lemma and ¢ : J — [0,1] is an in-
creasing linear map.

(P5) For each n > 0 and each I € A, f,|I is constant and its image is
in ¢w(r)(K). Moreover, fr(I) C fry1(I) C dy(r)(K).

(P6) For each n € N, if x is not in the interior of some I € .4;,, then
frt1(x) = fu(z).

(P7) For each n € N, f,(0) = fn(1) = po.

For the construction, apply Lemma and obtain a map I': [0,1] — K
and a collection {Z; : i € N} of closed nondegenerate intervals in [0, 1] such
that for each i € N, I'|Z; is constant and its image is in ¢;(K). The proof of
the claim is done in an inductive fashion.

For n = 0, let A4 = {[0,1]} and S = 0, let fo : [0,1] — K be the
constant map pg, and let w([0,1]) = €. Properties (P1), (P5) and (P7) are
trivial while the rest of them are vacuous.

Assume now that for some n > 0 we have defined a continuous f, :
[0,1] — K, collections of intervals .4;,,.%,, and a bijection w : .4;, — N"
satisfying assumptions (P1)—(P7). The new collections of intervals will be

Ing1 = Ip U U Int1(I), Nyl = U N1 (I).
Iey Ie Ay,

We set
fn+1|[07 1] \ U% = fn’[ovl} \ U%

Fix now I € ;. By (P5), there exists i € N such that f,(I) € ¢w (1) (K).
Reparameterizing I, we may assume that I'(0) € ¢;(K) and 0 is the left
endpoint of Z;. Write I = [a,b], and let a < a1 < az < b. Let & :
[a1,a2] — [0, 1] be an increasing linear map and let (s : [a,a1] — [0,1] and
¢} : [az,b] — [0, 1] be increasing linear maps. Set

M) ={&71(Zj) - j €N} and  Fsa (1) = {[a, a1, [az, b]}

and for each j € N define w(¢;1(Z;)) = w(I)j.
Let g : [0,1] = ¢w(7)(K) be the map given from Lemmathat connects
Jn(I) to ¢w(n)([(Z;)) and define
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(1) fasilla,a1] = go (s,
(2) fatillar, as] = ¢y o0&y,
(3) frn+1llaz,b) = goho(} where h:[0,1] — [0,1] with h(z) =1 — z.

Properties (P1)—(P6) are clear from design and the properties of I'. Note
that for all I € .4;, the function w : A5,41(I) — {w(I)i: i € N} is bijective.
Therefore, w : A1 — N"t! is a bijection. Finally, since 0,1 are not
contained in the interior of any I € 45, by (P6), fn+1(0) = fnt1(1) = po.

It remains to prove continuity of f,4+1. Fix z € [0,1]. We only show
continuity of f,,+1 at « from the right. To this end, fix a sequence z,, C (z, 1]
that converges to x and consider the following three cases.

Case 1. Suppose that for all m sufficiently large, z,, € [0,1]\|J A47. Then
fr+1(xm) converges to fnri1(x) by (P6) and continuity of f,.

Case 2. Suppose that for all m sufficiently large, z,, € I for some I € A,
Then, fni1(xm) converges to fr41(z) by design.

Case 3. Suppose that for for all m sufficiently large, there exists I,,, € 4,
such that z,, € I, and that the collection {I,}, is infinite. Fixing e > 0,
there exists ig € N such that for every i > ig, L; < ¢/2. Since the collection
{w(In)}m is infinite, there exists N € N such that for every m > N, some
character of the word w(/p,) is larger than ig. It follows that Ly,(z,,) < €/2
for every m > N. By continuity of f,, we may further assume that for every
m > N, d(fn(x), fu(zm)) < €/2. By (P5), for every m > N,

d(frt1(2), fry1(2m)) < d(fn(@), fr(zm)) + d(fa(zm), farr(@m)) <€
This completes the induction and the proof of (P1)-(P7).
By (P5) and (P6),
[ fr1 = falloo < sup [|fn — fat1llr,00 < sup Lw(I) <L}
Ie Ay Iem,

so the maps f, converge uniformly to a continuous map f : [0,1] — K. By
(P5) and the bijectivity of w, we have f([0,1]) N ¢y, (K) # 0 for all w € N*.
Therefore, for all z € K and n € N,

dist(e, f([0,1)) < inf diam oy (K) < L.

Hence, K C f([0,1]) and it follows that f([0,1]) = K. This proves the first
part of Theorem [I.2]

For the second part of the theorem, assume that v is f—Holder for some
s > s-dim(F) and with Holder constant Hp. Define for all w e N*

wi =3 (Luu)’

ueN*
Working as in the proof of Lemma we have that for all w € N*

My =3 (Lu)* (1= 5(s) ™!
For each i € N set a; = M; > 0 and note that [|(a;)[1 = Me Sspr,, 1
We apply on each stage of the construction, the second part of Lemma
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with a; = M; and we may assume that I' is %—Hélder with constant
H Sspr(s).0 Ho-

The other change in the construction, is that we require that if n > 0,
Ie A, and J € Zni1(1), then

1] = Me_le(I) and | J| = Ms_l (LW(I))S .
To see why this is possible, fix n > 0 and I € .4;,. By Lemma [2.3
11| = M Myy(p

= 2M " (L) + M (L) + Y M My
€N

= Y U\ U+ X 1l

J€ Int1(I) JeMpa(I)

We claim that the limit f of the maps f, is %—Hélder continuous. To this
end, fix distinct p,q € [0,1] and let n > 0 be the maximal integer such that
there is some I € .4; with p,q € I. Denote by J,J’ the two elements in
Int1(I), by I’ the closure of I\ (JU.J'), and by By the closure of the set of
points in I which are not contained in any interval in A7, 11(I) U _Zp1(1).
The proof of the claim falls to a case study.

Case 1. Suppose that p,q € J or p,q € J'. By (P6) and Lemma

d(f(p), f(q)) = d(g o Cr(p),g°¢i(q))

S5 Ho Lwn 175 lp — q|V*
1
Sﬂlff(s)yS,Ll,Ho ’p - q’ /e,

Case 2. Suppose that p and ¢ are separated by the interior of one of I’,
J, J'. Then |p —q| Zspr(s) (Lw(n)® while, by (P5), f(I) C ¢w()(K) and

d(f(p), f(q)) < Lw(r)-

Case 3. Suppose that p,q € B;. By (P6) and design of f,4+1, f|Br =

fnt11Br = ¢w(ry o T 0 1. Therefore, by Lemma [2.3| we have
d(f(p)7 f(Q)) SJHQ,S,w]:(s) LW(I)’I/‘71/8|p - Q|1/S S;Hg,l/)]:(s),s ’p - QP/S-

Case 4. Suppose that p € I} and ¢ € Iy where I1,Is € A,41(I). By
maximality of n, we have I} # Iy. Let a € I} and b € Iy such that |a — b| =
dist(I1, I2). Then the pair p, a satisfy either Case 1 or Case 2, with I replaced
by Iy. Similarly for ¢,b. Moreover, a,b € By, and hence satisfy Case 3.
Therefore, by triangle inequality,

A(f(P), F(@) Sur(s).sbiorn [P —al*’*.

Case 5. Suppose that p € I; for some Iy € A,+1(I) and ¢ € B;. Let
a € I1 be such that |a — ¢| = dist([1, ¢). Note that points a, p satisfy one of
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Case 1 or Case 2 (with I replaced by Iy), while points a, ¢ satisfy Case 3.
Therefore, by the triangle inequality,

d(f(), £(2) Spp(s)stors [P — al**.

Case 6. Suppose that p € JU J' (say J) and g € I'. Let a € J such that
la — q| = dist(J,q). Note that points a,p satisfy Case 1, while points a,q
satisfy Case 3 or Case 5. Therefore, by the triangle inequality,

A(f(p), F(@) Sup(s)stors [P —al*’*. O

3. EXAMPLES oOF IIFS

In this section we provide three examples of ITFS. In §3.1| we show that

the condition lim,, o Lip(¢,) = 0 is necessary in Theorem in we
prove Theorem [L.I[1), and in we prove Theorem [1.12).

3.1. An IIFS without vanishing Lipschitz norms. For this example we
use complex coordinates. For each n € N define a contraction ¢, : B? — B2
on the closed unit disk B2 by

2mi

On(z) =€n %(Re(z) +1).
Note that Lip(¢,) = 1/2 for all n € N, and let F = {¢,, : n € N}.

Set G = {te% :n € Njt € [0,1]}; see Figure |1| below for the first
generation of images of the system used in this section. Note that the figure
shows only the images of finitely many maps in the family, the images in
fact accumulate to the real interval [0, 1].

FIGURE 1. Attractor of IIF'S of

We claim that G is the attractor K of the IIFS F. Note that for all
n € N we have ¢, (B?) = ¢,,(G). Therefore, ¢,,(B?) = ¢, (G) for all w € N*.
Moreover, it is easy to see that

U O (Bz) =G,

neN
which yields that K C G. For the opposite inclusion, fix x € G. There
exists n; € N such that = € ¢, (B2). Assume now that for some m € N
we have defined a word w € N™ such that = € ¢,(B2) = ¢,(G). Since

G = U,en ®n(B?), there exists npq1 € N such that £ € dun,,,, (B?). It
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follows that there exists an infinite word w = ning--- € NN such that
T € (Vpen Pni-nn, (B?) which yields that G C K.

To complete the example, note that there exists a curve v : [0,1] — K
(namely the constant curve with image the origin) whose image intersects
every ¢n,(K), and the attractor K is a continuum but it is not locally con-
nected.

3.2. An ITFS where the attractor is a continuum but not path
connected. Fix s > 1 and fix M € N such that M > max {43—%,7}. For
each n € N let
1+ M™(2M + 1)t
fn = M+1
Note that a,, € (0, 1] for each n, that a, is strictly decreasing, that a; =1,
and that for all n € N

an—an+1—M_":(

and b, =M "(an —apy1 — M.

M
2M +1

The construction of the ITFS F is done in three subfamilies
F =A{¢n,itniU{mnitniU{on}tn.
First, for n € Nand i € {1,..., M"}, define ¢,,; : [0,1]> — [0, 1]* by
Oni((2,y)) = (an — M7, M"(i = 1)) + M™"(z,y).

Second, for n € N and i € {1,..., M"}, define 7,,; : [0,1]> — [0,1] by
Tni((2, ) = (an — M ™" = (i — 1)b,,0) + by (z,y) if n is even
Tni((z,y)) = (an - M —(i—1)by,1— bn) + bp(x,y) if nis odd.

Third, for i € {1,..., M + 1}, define o; : [0,1]? — [0,1]? by

oil(w.y) = (0,47 ) + s (@ y).

See Figure [2] below for the first generation of images of the system used
in this section. Note that this figure shows only finitely many of the first
generation images, and the images in fact accumulate to the boxes along the
left edge of the square.

Using the definition of M we now compute

n
) - M >M".

co M™ co M™ M+1
ZZLIP ¢nz +ZZL1anz +ZLIP Un
n=1i=1 n=1 i=1

ZM(l sn+ZMnbs M—|-1)
=1 =
2 1

s—1 __ 1 + (M + 1)371

3

A A
-~
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Tl

g

T2 =
111

FIGURE 2. First iteration of IIF'S of

Therefore, the similarity dimension of F is no more than s. We are now
ready to prove the first part of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[1.1)(1). Define Ky = [0,1]* and for each m € N define
K, = Ufeff(Km,l). By , (Km)men is a nested family of sets with
K =,,>0 Km- Thus in order to show that K is a continuum, it suffices to
show that each K,, is a continuum.

To show compactness, we proceed by induction. The base case m = 0
is trivial. Suppose now that K, is compact. Let (px) be a sequence in
Kmi1 converging to some p = (z,y) € R2. If v < ﬁ, then for all k
large enough, p € |J; 0i(Kp,) which is compact. If 2 > ﬁ then there
exists a finite set 7' C F such that for all k large enough, py, is contained in
User f(Km) which is compact. Finally, if 2 = 71—, then p € U, 03 (K.
In either case, p € Kpyy1-

Connectedness is also shown inductively. The case m = 0 is trivial. Sup-
pose now that for some m > 0, the set K, is connected. Let

2M—1
L= U Ui(Km)7 R= Km—i—l \ L= Ud)n,z(Km) U UTn,z(Km)
=1 n,i n,%

Note that L is connected since for every i € {1,...,2M — 2}
0i+1((1,0)) € 0i(Km) N 0is1(Kim)

and each 0;(K,,) is connected by the inductive hypothesis. We also claim
that R is connected. This follows from the fact that sets 7,;(K,,) and
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&n,i(Ky,) are connected and from the fact that for all n € N
(17 0)) € ¢n,z(Km) N an,i—l—l(Km)

(1, 0)) € Tn,i(Km) M Tn,i+1(Km)
(0,0)) € T (Km) N dpy1,1(Km)
(0,0)) € Tn1 (Km) N dppm (Kopp)-

Therefore if we were to have some partition K,,11 = AU B by disjoint
nonempty open sets A, B, we must have that A = L or B = L. However,
R is not a closed set, as it is disjoint from {5+—} x [0, 1] but its sequential

(bn,i—i—l
Tn,i+1

Tn,Mn™

~—~ o~ ~

an,M”

closure contains (z77—7,0). Thus, Ky,41 is connected.
To finish the proof, we show that there is no path in Kj connecting
p = (ﬁ,O) to ¢ = (1,0). Since both of these points are in K, and
K C K the latter implies that K is not path connected. To this end,
assume for a contradiction that f = (f1, f2) : [0,1] — K is a continuous
map with f(0) = p, f(1) = ¢q. By design of Kj, for any n € N
(1) for any t € [0, 1] with

2]\/[171 + 2—2n < fl(t) < 2]\4171 + 2—2n+1 _ M—Qn

we have that fo(t) < (2M)~2" and
(2) for any t € [0, 1] with

sy T2 < fit) < gy 27— M

we have that fo(t) > 1 — (2M)~2n—1,

It follows now that fs (and consequently f) is not continuous at ¢t =0. [

3.3. An ITFS where the attractor is the image of a curve but not
the image of a Holder curve. Fix s > 1 and fix an even integer M >

max{10, 73—%} For each n € N let
1 -1 —1\n
_ 0g(2) and b, = 44+ 2M(2 M=)
Mnlog(n +1) M +2

A simple calculation shows that for all n € N, b,11 < by — 2a, < by.
Additionally, for each n € N let N,, be an integer such that

2a;i1(bn —ap —bpt1) < N, < 4aT_le1(bn —ap — bpt1).

Qn

The construction of the IIFS F is done in three subfamilies
F =A{nitni U{mn,itni U{c}.
First, for each n € Nand i € {1,..., M"} define ¢y, : [0,1]> — [0,1]> by
Pni(2,y)) = (bn — an, (i — D)an) + an(z, y).
Second, for n € Nand i € {1,..., N,} define 7, : [0,1]> — [0,1]2 by

a(9)) = (b (i = 1)ttt 0) o et ().
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Third, we define o : [0,1]? — [0, 1]? such that

o((2,9)) = 773 (1)

See Figure [3 below for the first generation of images of the system used
in this section. Note that this figure shows only finitely many of the first
generation images, and the images in fact accumulate to the box in the
bottom left corner of the square.

¢3.1 -

q
ITTT T T I T TIT ]

— Tl
......... I11

FIGURE 3. First iteration of IIF'S of

Using the definition of M we compute

oo M™ oo Np

Yr(s) =D Y (Lin(dni)* + Y Y (Lip(ra:))* + (Lip(0))".

n=1i=1 n=1i=1

> S b, — a, — b s 4 \*
_ M"a® N n — Un — Un41
nz::l an+; n<Nn + 32

Ml—s Ml—s 48
ST Yo e

<1

Therefore, the similarity dimension of F is at most s.
Lemma 3.1. The attractor K of the IIFS F is the image of a curve.

Proof. Define Ly, L, to be the bottom and left, respectively, edges of the
unit square [0,1]2. Define also Ky = [0,1]%, and for each m € N define

Ky, = Ufe]—‘ f(Km—l)-
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We claim that for every f € F, f(LyU L;) C f(K). Assuming the claim,
we note that the set
E=LyU|Joni(Lr)
n,i
is contained in K and, working as in the proof of Lemma it follows that
E is the image of a curve. Now, by Theorem [1.2|(1), it follows that K is the
image of a curve.

To prove the claim, we show that Ly, U L, C K,, for every m € N. By a
simple inductive argument, this immediately implies that f(L,UL,) C f(K)
for all f € F. The proof is by induction on m. Clearly LyUL, C Ky. Assume
now that Ly U L, C K, for some integer m > 0. First,

L, = Q <{1} X {Z_Ml, ]\ZD = Qqﬁu(Lr) C K1

Second,

o0

Ly = U ([bn - anabn] X {0}) U

n=1

s

(w1, 0 = an] x {01) U (10, 375] x {0})

= | én1(Le) U Jmi(Ls) Uo(Ly)

n,t

n=1
c |J f(Km). O

feFr

Proof of Theorem[1.1](2). We show that the attractor K of the ITFS F is not
the image of a Holder curve. Assume for a contradiction that there exists
a>1, H >0 and a surjection f : [0,1] — K such that for all z,y € [0, 1]

|f(z) = f(y)I* < H|z —yl.
For each n € N let

M’n
Ap = ¢n.i(K).
=1

Note that the height of each “tower” A, is equal to log(2)/log(n + 1).
Recall that M was chosen even and for each n € N define p, = ¢, 1 ((1,1))
and ¢, = ¢,, 1,,((1,1)). Following the proof of Lemma ﬂ for each n € N,
2

the vertical segment [g,,p,] C A,. Moreover, for any n € N, p, is the
point of A, with the highest y-coordinate, and the y-coordinate of g, is
3 log(2)/log(n + 1). Setting

M™
Bn = U ¢n,z(K)7

i=1Mn+1
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we have B, N K \ B, = {q,}. Given that B,, is connected, there exists for
each n € N an interval I, C [0, 1] such that

{pn,an} C f(I,) C By.

It follows that the intervals I, I5, ... are mutually disjoint and

> > (log 2)® & 1
1>§d‘ I>§:H_1 —qn|® = § .
- lam n - ’pn qTL| 2aH (log(n + 1))0&
n=1 n=1 n=1

However, the latter series diverges and we reach a contradiction. ([
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