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SELF-SIMILAR TOPOLOGICAL FRACTALS

FABIO E.G. CIPRIANI, DANIELE GUIDO, TOMMASO ISOLA, AND JEAN-LUC SAUVAGEOT

Abstract. We introduce the notion of (abelian) similarity scheme, as a constructive model
for topological self-similar fractals, in the same way in which the notion of iterated func-
tion system furnishes a constructive notion of self-similar fractals in a metric environment.
At the same time, our notion gives a constructive approach to the Kigami-Kameyama no-
tion of topological fractals, since a similarity scheme produces a topological fractal a la
Kigami-Kameyama, and many Kigami-Kameyama topological fractals may be constructed

via similarity schemes. Our scheme consists of objects X0

ϕ

−֒→ X1

π
← Y ×X0, where X0, X1

and Y are compact Hausdorff spaces, the map ϕ is continuous injective and the map π is
continuous surjective. This scheme produces a sequence Xn, n ∈ N, of compact Hausdorff
spaces, Xn embedded in Xn+1, and a compact Hausdorff space X∞ giving a sort of injective
limit space, which turns out to be self-similar. We observe that the space Y parametrizes
the generalized similarity maps, and finiteness of Y is not required.

1. Introduction

While the notion of fractal has been long popularized, so that many laypeople may associate
to such word either broccoli or the coast of Norway, a generally accepted precise notion of
fractal has never been achieved. Often, fractals are characterised in the negative: their
dimension is not integer, they are not manifolds a la Withney, since, due to ramification
points, they are not locally homeomorphic to an Euclidean ball, they cannot be studied
via the notion of G-space a la Klein, since their simmetry group, either topologically or
metrically, is usually finite.

However, things change dramatically when self-similar fractals are concerned: their de-
scription as a space which is locally homeomorphic to itself brought to the precise notion
of IFS (iterated function system) due to Hutchinson, where the fractal is given by means of
a complete metric space (the ambient space) and a finite number of contraction endomor-
phisms which give rise to a compact subspace K (the fractal) of the ambient space. In this
setting, the key role is played by the ambient space and the metric. Such notion has many
advantages: it is constructive, namely the few data mentioned above produce a metric frac-
tal space, whose properties are not immediately evident from the outset, and allows various
finitary approximations, with which an analytic study of the fractal can be performed.

The aim of this paper is to devise an analogous notion for topological self-similar fractals,
where neither a metric nor an ambient space is required, but still few data produce a fractal
together with a family of approximating spaces.

Let us remark here that the notion of topological self-similar fractal (or set) has been
considered by Kigami and Kameyama [5, 6], where such fractal is described as a quotient of
the infinite address space Y N, Y = {1, 2, . . . , n}, with the natural shift maps on the address
space descending to continuous (injective) maps on the quotient. This notion is very general,
indeed contains IFS fractals, but is not constructive, the fractal set being part of the definition.

The classical notion of self-similar fractal a la Hutchinson. The standard notion of self-similar
fractal consists of a complete metric space (Ω, d) and of a finite set (f1, . . . fn) of contraction
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maps. Then one obtains a map Φ on the subsets of Ω given by Φ(C) = ∪ifi(C). Clearly Φ
on compact subsets is a contraction w.r.t. the Hausdorff metric, and the fractal K associated
with Φ is simply its unique fixed point:

Φ(K) = K. (1.1)

We remark that, by the Banach fixed point theorem, given any compact subset X0 ⊂ Ω,

lim
n

Φn(X0) = K, (1.2)

where the limit is taken w.r.t. the Hausdorff metric. For some pcf (post-critically finite)
fractals, X0 may be taken as the set of essential fixed points, thus obtaining an increasing
sequence Xn = Φn(X0), which approximates the fractal in the Hausdorff metric.

We note that the metric on Ω plays here a crucial role.

What if we remove the metric? We may then consider a locally compact space Ω together
with continuous maps (f1, . . . fn), fj : Ω→ Ω. Assuming the existence of a compact subspace
X0 ⊂ Ω such that X1 := Φ(X0) ⊃ X0, we obtain an increasing family {Xn = Φ(Xn−1)} of
compact sets. Then the fractal K could be defined as the closure of ∪nXn in Ω. Of course,
K is not necessarily compact in general, however, if we assume so, K is self-similar, i.e.
Φ(K) = K. Indeed, setting A = ∪nXn, we get Φ(A) = A. Therefore Φ(K) is a compact,
hence closed, set containing Φ(A) = A, therefore it contains K. Conversely, by the continuity

of the maps {fi, i = 1, . . . , n}, Φ(A) ⊂ Φ(A), and K is a fixed point. In particular, when
there exists a metric for which the maps fi are contractions, the two definitions give the same
object. We note that in both definitions, the existence of an ambient space appears crucial.

Do we really need an ambient space? The first place where Ω plays a role is in the definition
of Φ, namely in the way in which the various copies {fi(X0), i = 1, . . . n} of X0 embed in
Ω. The lack of an ambient space can be resolved by specifying a gluing procedure, which
means a projection map from the disjoint union ⊔ifi(X0) to X1. This amounts to consider
the diagram

Y ×X0

↓ π

X0

ϕ
−֒→ X1,

(1.3)

where X0, X1, Y are compact Hausdorff spaces (indeed Y was the set {1, . . . , n} up to now),
ϕ is continuous injective, and π is continuous surjective. Such a diagram will be called an
(abelian) similarity scheme.

Such a scheme corresponds to the map Φ of the previous descriptions, namely it allows to
associate to a pair (Z, ϕZ), where Z is compact Hausdorff and ϕZ : X0 → Z is continuous

injective, a new pair (Ẑ, ϕẐ) = Φ(Z, ϕZ) according to the commutative diagram

Y ×X0

idY ×ϕZ

−֒→ Y × Z
↓ π ↓ πZ

X0

ϕ
−֒→ X1

ϕ
Ẑ,X1

−֒→ Ẑ

(1.4)

where πZ is the quotient map w.r.t. the minimal equivalence relation ∼ on Y × Z such that
π(y, x0) = π(y′, x′0)⇒ (y, ϕZ(x0)) ∼ (y′, ϕZ(x

′
0)). In this way, the map ϕ

Ẑ,X1
is well defined,

and we set ϕẐ = ϕẐ,X1
◦ ϕ.

Remark 1.1. Let us observe that we no longer require Y to be a finite set, our analysis indeed
works for any compact Hausdorff space Y .
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Self-similar fractals as fixed points of an endo-functor. It is then natural to define a self-

similar set associated with the similarity scheme X0

ϕ
→֒ X1

π
← Y × X0 as a fixed point for

the map Φ, namely as a pair (Z, ϕZ) which is isomorphic to Φ(Z, ϕZ). From the technical

point of view, the map from (Z, ϕZ) to (Ẑ, ϕẐ) is an endofunctor of the category TX0
whose

objects are pairs (Z, ϕZ), with Z compact Hausdoff and ϕZ : X0 → Z continuous injective,
and a morphism fϑ : (Z, ϕZ) → (W,ϕW ) is given by a continuous injective map ϑ : Z → W
such that ϕW = ϑ ◦ ϕZ . It is easy to see that for pcf fractals with X0, X1, Y as above, the
self-similar fractal is indeed a fixed point according to the definition above.

However, up to now, we haven’t given a procedure to obtain a fixed point associated with
a similarity scheme, and it is time to face this problem.

An approximation procedure. Mimicking the limit construction, cf. (1.2), we may apply the
scheme to the pair (X1, ϕ), obtaining the pair (X2, ϕ2,0) = Φ(X1, ϕ). A repeated application
of this procedure gives rise to an infinite diagram

Y ×X0

idY ×ϕ1,0

−֒→ Y ×X1

idY ×ϕ2,1

−֒→ Y ×X2

idY ×ϕ3,2

−֒→ Y ×X3

idY ×ϕ4,3

−֒→
↓ π0 ↓ π1 ↓ π2 ↓ π3

X0

ϕ1,0

−֒→ X1

ϕ2,1

−֒→ X2

ϕ3,2

−֒→ X3

ϕ4,3

−֒→ X4

ϕ5,4

−֒→

(1.5)

where all the squares are commutative, all vertical maps are surjective, and all horizontal
maps are injective.

We gained what looks like an approximation procedure, therefore we may expect to get a
candidate of a fixed point as a kind of limit of the Xn above. However, this is the second
point where the lack of an ambient space is a problem: we cannot set X∞ as the closure of
the union of the Xn’s. Instead, we would like to define X∞ as a compactification of the union
∪Xn, but it is not clear which compactification to choose. In other terms, the challenge now
is to define a suitable compact space X∞ in which all the Xn consistently embed via a family
of coherent injective maps, namely X∞ should satisfy:

∃ϕ∞,n : Xn → X∞ such that
ϕ∞,n = ϕ∞,m ◦ ϕm,n
X∞ = ∪nϕ∞,n(Xn).

(1.6)

Ideas from Kigami-Kameyama notion of topological self-similar fractal. According to Kameyama,
[5], see also [6], the fractal K is a quotient of the space Y N of infinite addresses endowed with
the product topology, with Y = {1, . . . , n}, endowed with shift maps fy : K → K, y ∈ Y ,
such that the following diagram commutes:

Y N
Wy

−→ Y N

↓ ↓

K
fy
−→ K,

(1.7)

where Wy(y1, . . . , yn, . . . ) = (y, y1, . . . , yn, . . . ).
Following this suggestion, we look for X∞ as a quotient of Y N w.r.t. a suitable (closed)

equivalence relation, endowed with the quotient topology.
Under the mild hypotesis of full injectivity (see below), we define such an equivalence

relation, prove that the Xn’s and X∞ satisfy Property 1.6 and prove that such limit point
is indeed a fixed point of the endo-functor. In this way, even though uniqueness for fixed
points does not hold in general (cf. Example 7.7), we may associate with any similarity
scheme a canonically defined limit fixed point X∞ = πN(Y N), therefore a similarity scheme
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provides a constructive approach to a topological fractal (the limit fixed point) together with
a family of approximating spaces Xn. These results constitute the main part of this research,
cf. Theorem 5.1, and are contained in Sections 3, 4, 5.

In particular, Section 3 contains a definition of a combinatorial equivalence relation R∞

such that Y N/R∞ is a limit space of the sequence Xn, namely satisfies Property 1.6, cf.
Theorem 3.6.
Section 4 shows that, assuming full injectivity, the relation R∞ is closed, so that X∞ is
compact Hausdorff, cf. Theorem 4.4.
Section 5 shows that the limit space X∞ is indeed a fixed point of the endo-functor, namely
it is self-similar, cf. Theorem 5.1.

In Section 6 we compare the topological limit fractals produced by similarity schemes with
the topological fractals obeying the Kigami-Kameyama requests. On the one hand, for any
such limit fractal we get a commutative diagram

Y N
Wy

−→ Y N

↓ πN ↓ πN

X∞

fy
−→ X∞,

(1.8)

so that, when Y is finite, we obtain a Kigami-Kameyama topological fractal, cf. Corollary 6.3.
On the other hand, given a Kigami-Kameyama topological fractal K, it is possible to choose
X0 ⊂ K such that (X0, X1 = ∪nj=1fj(X0), {1, . . . , n}) is a similarity scheme, and its limit
fixed point, together with its similarity maps, coincides with the given topological fractal, cf.
Theorem 6.8.

Finally, various examples of similarity schemes together with their associated limit fixed
points are described in Section 7.

We conclude this introduction with various observations.
We first remark that our interest for a constructive notion of a topological fractal indepen-

dent of a metric and of an ambient space is also due to our search of a notion of noncommu-
tative self-similar fractal (or self-similar C∗-algebra). Indeed the notion of similarity scheme
can easily be dualized and transported to the noncommutative: a noncommutative (or C∗)
similarity scheme is given by a diagram

B ⊗ A0

↑

A0
ϕ
←− A1

(1.9)

where A0, A1, B are unital C∗-algebras, ϕ is a surjective morphism and the vertical arrow is
an inclusion. All the constructions that we give below for an abelian similarity scheme may
be performed in the non-abelian setting, giving rise to noncommutative fractals as suitable
limit fixed points. An example of such construction can be recognized in the paper [2], where
the noncommutative gasket is constructed from the scheme

M3(C)⊗ C3

↑

C3 ϕ
←− C6.

(1.10)

The description of noncommutative self-similar fractals together with their properties is con-
tained in the work in progress [3].

We then note that the idea of constructing self-similar fractals with infinitely many (count-
able or even uncountable) similarity maps is not new: cf. [4, 8, 10, 1, 9]. They all need an
ambient space Ω. In particular, in [8] Ω is a complete metric space, and a continuous family
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{f(y, ·) : y ∈ Y } of contractions of Ω, parametrized by a compact space Y , are considered,
and a unique fixed-point, which is a self-similar set, is obtained. In [1] some improvements
have been obtained, in case Ω, Y are compact metric spaces. Finally, in [10], if Ω is a topologi-
cal ambient space, Y = N and the continuous maps fn : Ω→ Ω satisfy some other conditions,
a fixed-point is obtained, but the uniqueness can’t be assured.

We conclude by observing that our notion of topological fractal can also be related to the
notion of geometric space a la Whitney: indeed, when X0 is a fixed point, that is to say a
topological self-similar fractal, for any y ∈ Y , the map πy : x0 ∈ X0 7→ π(y, x0) ∈ X1 may
be seen as (the inverse of) a local chart, the Euclidean space being replaced by the fractal
itself, namely the fractal is locally modeled on itself. Transition maps are also well defined,
however their domain and range do not have a specific form: they are not homeomorphic to
the fractal in general, and they are often finite sets, therefore their regularity doesn’t play an
important role: in our definition they are simply continuous maps. Nonetheless, overlapping
sets, namely πy(X0) ∩ πy′(X0), y, y

′ ∈ Y , which allow the definition of the transition maps,
are crucial, since their knowledge is equivalent to the definition of π.

2. Preliminaries on similarity schemes

We start this section giving the main definition of this paper:

Definition 2.1 (Abelian similarity scheme). An abelian similarity scheme consists of the
following diagram

Y ×X0

↓ π

X0

ϕ
−֒→ X1,

(2.1)

where X0, X1, Y are compact Hausdorff spaces, ϕ is continuous injective, and π is continuous
surjective.

Proposition 2.2. An abelian similarity scheme acts on a pair (Z, ϕZ), where Z is compact

Hausdorff and ϕZ : X0 → Z is continuous injective, producing a new pair (Ẑ, ϕẐ) = Φ(Z, ϕZ)
such that the following diagram commutes

Y ×X0

idY ×ϕZ

−֒→ Y × Z
↓ π ↓ πZ

X0

ϕ
−֒→ X1

ϕ
Ẑ,X1

−֒→ Ẑ .

(2.2)

Proof. We set πZ to be the quotient map w.r.t. the minimal equivalence relation ∼ on Y ×Z
such that π(y, x0) = π(y′, x′0) ⇒ (y, ϕZ(x0)) ∼ (y′, ϕZ(x

′
0)). In this way, the map ϕZ′,X1

is
well defined, and we set ϕZ′ = ϕZ′,X1

◦ ϕ. �

Remark 2.3. Let us recall that the push forward of an equivalence relation is not an equiv-
alence relation in general, indeed reflexivity and transitivity may fail. However, since ϕZ is
injective, also idY ×ϕZ is injective, therefore transitivity holds. But since ϕZ is not surjective,
reflexivity should be imposed. As a consequence, (y, z) ∼ (y′, z′) either if y = y′ and z = z′

or if there exist x0, x
′
0 such that z = ϕZ(x0), z

′ = ϕZ(x
′
0), and π(y, x0) = π(y′, x′0).

Proposition 2.4. The map Φ : (Z, ϕ) → (Ẑ, ϕ
Ẑ
) produced by the action of the similarity

scheme is an endo-functor of the category TX0
whose objects are pairs (Z, ϕZ), with Z compact

Hausdoff and ϕZ : X0 → Z continuous injective, and whose morphisms fϑ : (Z, ϕZ) →
(W,ϕW ) are given by a continuous injective map ϑ : Z → W such that ϕW = ϑ ◦ ϕZ .
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Isomorphisms in the category are morphisms where ϑ is an homeomorphism.

Definition 2.5 (Topological self-similar fractal). Given a similarity scheme X0 →֒ X1 ←
Y × X0, we say that a fixed point of the endofunctor Φ is a topological self-similar fractal
w.r.t. the given similarity scheme:

Φ((Z, ϕZ)) ∼= (Z, ϕZ).

Letting the scheme act on the pair (X1, ϕ) we obtain a new pair (X2, ϕ2,0) = Φ(X1, ϕ).
As mentioned in the introduction, a repeated application of this procedure gives rise to an
infinite diagram

Y ×X0

idY ×ϕ1,0

−֒→ Y ×X1

idY ×ϕ2,1

−֒→ Y ×X2

idY ×ϕ3,2

−֒→ Y ×X3

idY ×ϕ4,3

−֒→
↓ π0 ↓ π1 ↓ π2 ↓ π3

X0

ϕ1,0

−֒→ X1

ϕ2,1

−֒→ X2

ϕ3,2

−֒→ X3

ϕ4,3

−֒→ X4

ϕ5,4

−֒→

(2.3)

where all the squares are commutative, all vertical maps are surjective, and all horizontal
maps are injective.

2.1. The extended diagram. We first observe that by suitably combining the diagrams
obtained from (2.3) by multiplying by powers of Y , we get an infinite stairway, where π1,n :=
πn,

Y 4 ×X0

id
Y 4×ϕ1,0

−֒→
↓id

Y 3×π1,0

Y 3 ×X0

id
Y 3×ϕ1,0

−֒→ Y 3 ×X1

id
Y 3×ϕ2,1

−֒→
↓id

Y 2×π1,0 ↓id
Y 2×π1,1

Y 2 ×X0

id
Y 2×ϕ1,0

−֒→ Y 2 ×X1

id
Y 2×ϕ2,1

−֒→ Y 2 ×X2

id
Y 2×ϕ3,2

−֒→
↓idY ×π1,0 ↓idY ×π1,1 ↓idY ×π1,2

Y ×X0

idY ×ϕ1,0

−֒→ Y ×X1

idY ×ϕ2,1

−֒→ Y ×X2

idY ×ϕ3,2

−֒→ Y ×X3

idY ×ϕ4,3

−֒→
↓ π1,0 ↓ π1,1 ↓ π1,2 ↓ π1,3

X0

ϕ1,0

−֒→ X1

ϕ2,1

−֒→ X2

ϕ3,2

−֒→ X3

ϕ4,3

−֒→ X4

ϕ5,4

−֒→

(2.4)

By composing the vertical maps, we get projection maps πp,q : Y p × Xq → Xp+q, defined
inductively by π1,j = πj , πp,q = πp−1,q+1 ◦ (idY p−1 × π1,q), p ≥ 2. Let us observe that we also
get

πp,q = πp−j,q+j ◦ (idY p−j , πj,q), j = 1, . . . p− 1. (2.5)

Lemma 2.6. (Basic equivalence Lemma) Let (y1, . . . , ym, ξn−m) 6= (y′1, . . . , y
′
m, ξ

′
n−m) in

Y m ×Xn−m be such that they provide the same point in Xn, i.e.

πm,n−m(y1, . . . , ym, ξn−m) = πm,n−m(y
′
1, . . . , y

′
m, ξ

′
n−m) .

Then there exists k ∈ {1, . . . , m}, ξ0, ξ
′
0 ∈ X0 such that

(1) (y1, . . . , yk−1) = (y′1, . . . , y
′
k−1) (void if k = 1)

(2) πm−k,n−m(yk+1, . . . , ym, ξn−m) = ϕn−k,0(ξ0) in Xn−k (ξn−m = ϕn−m,0(ξ0) if k = m)
(2′) πm−k,n−m(y

′
k+1, . . . , y

′
m, ξ

′
n−m) = ϕn−k,0(ξ

′
0) in Xn−k (ξ′n−m = ϕn−m,0(ξ

′
0) if k = m)

(3) (yk, ξ0) ∼ (y′k, ξ
′
0), i.e. π1,0(yk, ξ0) = π1,0(y

′
k, ξ

′
0) in X0.

Proof. By induction on m.
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Form = 1, by construction ofXn as a quotient of Y×Xn−1 , π1,n−1(y1, ξn−1) = π1,n−1(y
′
1, ξ

′
n−m)

with (y1, ξn−1) 6= (y′1, ξ
′
n−m) means exactly ξn−1 = ϕn−1(ξ0) and ξ′n−1 = ϕn−1(ξ

′
0) for some

ξ0, ξ
′
0 ∈ X0 such that (y1, ξ0) ∼ (y′1, ξ

′
0).

Suppose that the property holds true form−1 and let (y1, · · · , ym, ξn−m) 6= (y′1, · · · , y
′
m, ξ

′
n−m)

in Y m ×Xn−m have the same projection on Xn. Set ξn−1 = πm−1,n−m(y2, . . . , ym, ξn−m) and
ξ′n−1 = πm−1,n−m(y

′
2, . . . , y

′
m, ξ

′
n−m). There are two possibilities :

Either (y1, ξn−1) 6= (y′1, ξ
′
n−1) : the analysis above of the case m = 1 provides the result

with k = 1 .
Or (y1, ξn−1) = (y′1, ξ

′
n−1) and the recurrence hypothesis applied to (y2, . . . , ym, ξn−m) and

(y′2, . . . , y
′
m, ξ

′
n−m) provides the result for some k ∈ [2, . . . , m]. �

Lemma 2.7. With the notation of Lemma 2.6 above, one has

πm,n−m(y1, . . . , ym, ξn−m) ∈ ϕn,k(Xk).

Proof. By commutativity of the extended diagram 2.4, one has

πm,n−m(y1, . . . , ym, ξn−m) = πk,n−k(y1, . . . , yk, ϕn−k,0(ξ0))

= ϕn,k
(
πk,0(y1, . . . , yk, ξ0)

)
.

�

As a Corollary, we get the following result :

Lemma 2.8. Let xn ∈ Xn\ϕn,n−1(Xn−1) and (y1, . . . , yn, x0), (y
′
1, . . . , y

′
n, x

′
0) in Y

n×X0 both
projecting on xn, i.e. such that

xn = πn,0(y1, . . . , yn, x0) = πn,0(y
′
1, . . . , y

′
n, x

′
0) ∈ Xn.

(1) Then one has

{
(y1, . . . , yn−1) = (y′1, . . . , y

′
n−1) in Y n−1

π1,0(yn, x0) = π1,0(y
′
n, x

′
0) in X1 .

(2) Stated otherwise, there exists one and only one (y1, . . . , yn−1, x1) ∈ Y
n−1 ×X1 whose

image by πn−1,1 is xn.
(3) As a consequence, there exists one and only one pair (y, ξn−1) ∈ Y ×Xn−1 such that

π1,n−1(y, ξn−1) = xn.

Proof. According to Lemmas 2.6, 2.7, if xn 6∈ ϕn,n−1(Xn−1), the only possibility in the con-
clusion of Lemma 2.6 is k = n. �

Lemma 2.9. Let 1 ≤ m ≤ n, x0 ∈ X0, y1, . . . , ym ∈ Y , ξn−m ∈ Xn−m be such that

πm,n−m(y1, . . . , ym, ξn−m) = ϕn,0(x0) .

Then ξn−m ∈ ϕn−m,0(X0) .

Proof. By induction on n. Case n = 1 : then m = 1 and ξn−m ∈ X0.
Suppose now the property holds true for n − 1 (n ≥ 2) and 1 ≤ m ≤ n − 1. There exists

(y, ξ0) ∈ Y ×X0 such that ϕ1,0(x0) = π1,0(y, ξ0) in X1. We have then

ϕn,0(x0) = ϕn,1 ◦ ϕ1,0(x0) = ϕn,1(π1,0(y, ξ0)) = π1,n−1(y, ϕn−1,0(ξ0)) .

Setting ξn−1 = πm−1,n−m(y2, . . . , ym, ξm−n), we see that (y, ϕn−1(ξ0)) and (y1, ξn−1) in Y ×Xn−1

have the same projection on Xn. There are thus two possibilities :
either they are equal, and then ξn−1 = ϕn−1(ξ0) ∈ ϕn,0(Xn−1) and the induction hypothesis

provides the result;
or they are not equal, and this implies again ξn−1 ∈ ϕn−1,0(X0), so that the induction

hypothesis provides the result. �
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Lemma 2.10. Let 1 ≤ m ≤ n, xm ∈ Xm and (y1, . . . , ym, ξn−m) ∈ Y
m ×Xn−m be such that

πm,n−m(y1, . . . , ym, ξn−m) = ϕn,m(xm) .

Then ξn−m ∈ ϕn−m,0(X0) .

Proof. There exists (y′1, . . . , y
′
m, ξ

′
0) ∈ Y m × X0 such that πm,0(y

′
1, . . . , y

′
m, ξ

′
0) = xm in Xm.

Hence (y1, . . . , ym, ξn−m) and (y′1, . . . , y
′
m, ϕn−m,0(ξ

′
0)) have the same projection on Xn.

Case 1. (y1, . . . , ym, ξn−m) = (y′1, . . . , y
′
m, ϕn−m,0(ξ

′
0)) : the conclusion holds true.

Case 2. (y1, . . . , ym, ξn−m) 6= (y′1, . . . , y
′
m, ϕn−m,0(ξ

′
0)) : by Lemma 2.6, there exist k ∈

[1, . . . , m] such that πm−k,n−m(yk+1, . . . , ym, ξn−m) ∈ ϕn−k,0(X0). By Lemma 2.9 the conclu-
sion holds true. �

Corollary 2.11. If (y, ξn) ∈ Y × Xn is such that π1,n(y, ξn) ∈ ϕn+1,n(Xn), then ξn ∈
ϕn,n−1(Xn−1).

Proof. Write ξn = πn,0(y1, . . . , yn, x0) for some suitable (y1, . . . , yn, x0) ∈ Y n × X0. As
πn+1,0(y, y1, . . . , yn, x0) = π1,n(y, ξn) lies in ϕn+1,n(Xn), Lemma 2.10 provides π1,0(yn, x0) =
ϕ1,0(ξ0) for some ξ0 ∈ X0, hence

ξn = πn−1,1(y1, . . . , yn−1, ϕ1,0(ξ0)) = ϕn,n−1

(
πn−1,0(y1, . . . , yn−1, ξ0)

)
∈ ϕn,n−1(Xn−1).

�

3. A combinatorial equivalence relation

By using the map πn,0, any point ~yn ∈ Y
n gives rise to the set

C(~yn) := πn,0({(~yn, x) : x ∈ X0}) ⊂ Xn. (3.1)

Such set is called the cell determined by ~yn. For convenience, we set Y 0 := {∅}, π0,0 := idX0
,

and C(∅) := {π0,0(x) : x ∈ X0} = X0.

Definition 3.1. Given xn ∈ Xn, we define Γn(xn) ⊂ Y N as

Γn(xn) = {y∞ ∈ Y
N : ϕp,n(xn) ∈ C(ρp(y∞)), ∀p ≥ n},

where ρp : Y
N → Y p denotes the p-th truncation map.

Observe that Γn(xn) is obviously a closed subset of Y N.
By a diagram chasing argument on the diagram (2.4), it is easy to see that Γn(xn) is not empty.

Proposition 3.2. For n ∈ N and xn ∈ Xn, we have Γn+1(ϕn+1,n(xn)) = Γn(xn).

Proof. We have y∞ ∈ Γn+1(ϕn+1,n(xn)) iff ϕn+k,n(xn) ∈ C(y1, . . . , yn+k) for all k ≥ 1. All we
have to prove is that y∞ ∈ Γn+1(ϕn+1,n(xn)) implies xn ∈ C(y1, . . . , yn).

If y∞ ∈ Γn+1(ϕn+1,n(xn)), then ϕn+1,n(xn) ∈ C(y1, . . . , yn+1), i.e. ∃ξ0 ∈ X0 such that
ϕn+1,n(xn) = πn+1,0(y1, . . . , yn+1, ξ0).

Setting ξ1 = π1,0(yn+1, ξ0) ∈ X1, we have ϕn+1,n(xn) = πn,1(y1, . . . , yn, ξ1).
Hence πn+1,0(y1, . . . , yn, ξ1) ∈ ϕn+1,n(Xn) which, by Lemma 2.10, implies ξ1 ∈ ϕ1,0(X0), i.e.

ξ1 = ϕ1,0(ξ
′
0) for some ξ′0 ∈ X0.

This means

ϕn+1,n(xn) = πn,1
(
y1, . . . , yn, ϕ1,0(ξ

′
0)
)

= ϕn+1,n

(
πn,0(y1, . . . , yn, ξ

′
0)
)

and, by injectivity of ϕn+1,n, xn = πn,0(y1, . . . , yn, ξ
′
0), which ends the proof. �
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Lemma 3.3. Let xn = πn,0(y1, . . . , yn, x0) ∈ Xn, and y′∞ ∈ Γ0(x0). Then the element
(y1, . . . , yn, y

′
1, . . . , y

′
m, . . .) of Y

N lies in Γn(xn).
In particular, this shows that for any (y1, . . . , yn) ∈ Y n, there exists at least one y∞ ∈

Γn(xn), of which the first n coordinates are exactly y1, . . . , yn.

Proof. Straightforward. �

Notice that this Lemma proves also Γn(xn) 6= ∅, since for x0 ∈ X0, we can choose (y1, ξ
1
0) ∈

Y ×X0 such that π1,0(y1, ξ
1
0) = ϕ1,0(x0), then (y2, ξ

2
0) ∈ Y ×X0 such that π1,0(y2, ξ

2
0) = ϕ1,0(ξ

1
0)

hence π2,0(y1, y2, ξ
2
0) = ϕ2,0(x0), and so on, in order to get an element of Γ0(x0).

Lemma 3.4. Let n ≥ 2, xn ∈ Xn\ϕn,n−1(Xn−1), and (y1, . . . , yn−1, x1) be the only element
of Y n−1 ×X1 which is projected on xn by πn,1. Then one has

(1) Γn(xn) ⊃ {
(
y1, . . . , yn−1, y∞) : y∞ ∈ Γ1(x1)},

(2) if π1,0(y, ·) : X0 → X1 is injective, Γn(xn) = {
(
y1, . . . , yn−1, y∞) : y∞ ∈ Γ1(x1)}.

Proof. Apply Lemma 2.8. �

Given two elements y∞, y
′
∞ ∈ Y

N, consider the relation R on Y N defined as follows:

y∞R y′∞ if

{
either y′∞ = y∞,

or y∞ 6= y′∞& ∃n ∈ N ∪ {0}, xn ∈ Xn : y∞, y
′
∞ ∈ Γ(xn).

(3.2)

We stress that R is not an equivalence relation in general, since transitivity is not necessarily
satisfied.

Definition 3.5. Let us define R∞ as the minimal equivalence relation containing R, set
X∞ = Y N/R∞, and denote by πN : Y N → X∞ the associated projection map.

Let us remark that the pair (n, xn) in (3.2) may not be unique.
We are now able to prove Property 1.6 mentioned in the Introduction.

Theorem 3.6. There exist maps ϕ∞,n : Xn → X∞ such that

a) ϕ∞,n ◦ ϕn,m = ϕ∞,m

b)
⋃
n ϕ∞,n(Xn) is dense in X∞.

Proof. (a) Since two elements of Γ(xn) are related by R, a fortiori πN(Γ(xn)) is a singleton
in X∞, whose unique element will be denoted by ϕ∞,n(xn). The maps are clearly compatible
with the maps ϕn,m : Xm → Xn obtained by combining the maps ϕp+1,p of diagram (2.3).
(b) Straightforward by Lemma 3.3. �

3.1. Fully injective similarity schemes.

Definition 3.7. We say that a similarity scheme is transitive if the relation R satisfies the
transitive property, and that a scheme is fully injective if the maps ϕ∞,n are injective.

Let us consider the following three properties:

(P1) The maps ϕ∞,n are injective (full injectivity);
(P2) If for some n ∈ N, y∞ ∈ Y

N, ∃xn ∈ Xn such that y∞ ∈ Γ(xn), such xn is unique.
(P3) If for some n ≥ 1, xn ∈ Xn \ ϕn,n−1(Xn−1), y∞ ∈ Y

N, we have y∞ ∈ Γ(xn), the pair
(n, xn) is unique.

Proposition 3.8. Let X0 → X1 ← Y × X0 be a similarity scheme. If property (P2) is
satisfyed then the scheme is transitive and fully injective (i.e. (P1) holds true).
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Proof. By the uniqueness assumption it is easy to see that R is an equivalence relation,
indeed if y∞Ry′∞ and y′∞Ry′′∞ there exist xn ∈ Xn, xm ∈ Xm such that y∞, y

′
∞ ∈ Γn(xn)

and y′∞, y
′′
∞ ∈ Γm(xm). It is not restrictive to assume that m ≥ n, therefore y∞, y

′
∞ ∈

Γm(ϕm,n(xn)). Uniqueness implies that xm = ϕm,n(xn), hence y∞, y
′
∞, y

′′
∞ ∈ Γm(xm).

Assume now xn, x
′
n ∈ Xn verify ϕ∞,n(xn) = ϕ∞,n(x

′
n). Then there exists y∞, y

′
∞ ∈ Y

N such
that y∞ ∈ Γn(xn), y

′
∞ ∈ Γn(x

′
n), and y∞R y′∞, where we used the transitive property of R.

Then, either y∞ = y′∞, in which case xn = x′n by the uniqueness hypothesis, or, by (3.2),
∃m ∈ N, xm ∈ Xm such that y∞, y

′
∞ ∈ Γm(xm). Reasoning as above, e.g. for m ≥ n,

ϕm,n(xn) = ϕm,n(x
′
n) = xm, which implies xn = x′n by the injectivity of ϕm,n. �

Proposition 3.9. Let X0 → X1 ← Y × X0 be a similarity scheme. Then properties (P1),
(P2) and (P3) are equivalent:

Proof. (P1) ⇒ (P2). Assume that for some n ∈ N, y∞ ∈ Y N, xn, x
′
n ∈ Xn we have y∞ ∈

Γn(xn) ∩ Γ(x′n), which implies that πN(Γn(xn)) = πN(Γn(x
′
n)), namely ϕ∞,n(xn) = ϕ∞,n(x

′
n).

By the injectivity hypothesis, xn = x′n.
(P2) ⇒ (P3). Assume we have (n, xn), (m, xm), m ≥ n, y∞ ∈ Y

N such that y∞ ∈ Γn(xn) ∩
Γm(xm). By Proposition 3.2, y∞ ∈ Γ(ϕm,n(xn)), hence, by hypothesis, xm = ϕm,n(xn). If
xn ∈ Xn \ ϕn,n−1(Xn−1), then (n, xn) is the unique pair. If not, ∃!p < n such that xp ∈
Xp \ ϕp,p−1(Xp−1) with ϕn,p(xp) = xn. By Proposition 3.2, Γn(xn) = Γn(ϕn,p(xp)) = Γp(xp),
hence y∞ ∈ Γp(xp), so (p, xp) is the unique pair.
(P3) ⇒ (P2). Assume that, for given n ∈ N, we get xn ∈ Xn and y∞ ∈ Y N such that
y∞ ∈ Γn(xn). Clearly we find a unique p ≤ n, and xp ∈ Xp \Xp−1 such that xn = ϕn,p(xp).
By Proposition 3.2, Γn(xn) = Γn(ϕn,p(xp)) = Γp(xp). Since xp is unique by hypothesis,
uniqueness for xn follows.
(2)⇒ (1). See Proposition 3.8. �

3.2. Discrete similarity schemes.

Definition 3.10. The similarity scheme X0 → X1 ← Y × X0 is said to be discrete if each
cell in X1 intersects ϕ1,0(X0) in at most one point.

Otherwise stated, for fixed y ∈ Y , if x0, x
′
0 ∈ X0 are such that π1,0(y, x0), π1,0(y, x

′
0) ∈

ϕ(X0), then π1,0(y, x0) = π1,0(y, x
′
0) in X1.

Lemma 3.11. If X0 → X1 ← Y ×X0 is discrete, then for every n ≥ 1, each cell C(~yn) ⊂ Xn

intersects ϕn,n−1(Xn−1) in at most one point.

Otherwise stated, for fixed y1, . . . yn ∈ Yn, if x0, x
′
0 ∈ X0 are such that πn,0(y1, . . . , yn, x0)

and πn,0(y1, . . . , yn, x
′
0) ∈ ϕn,n−1(Xn−1), then πn,0(y1, . . . , yn, x0) = πn,0(y1, . . . , yn, x

′
0).

Proof. By induction on n. Suppose we have already proved the statement for some n ≥ 2,
and let y1, . . . , yn ∈ Y , x0, x

′
0 ∈ X0, and ξn−1, ξ

′
n−1 ∈ Xn−1 be such that πn,0(y1, . . . , yn, x0) =

ϕn,n−1(ξn−1) and πn,0(y1, . . . , yn, x
′
0) = ϕn,n−1(ξ

′
n−1) in ϕn,n−1(Xn−1).

Then π1,n−1(y1, πn−1,0(y2, . . . , yn, x0)) = πn,0(y1, . . . , yn, x0) = ϕn,n−1(ξn−1), so, by Corol-
lary 2.11, πn−1,0(y2, . . . , yn, x0) ∈ ϕn−1,n−2(Xn−2) ∩ C(y2, . . . , yn), and therefore it is unique,
by the inductive hypothesis. Analogously πn−1,0(y2, . . . , yn, x

′
0) is the unique element of

ϕn−1,n−2(Xn−2) ∩ C(y2, . . . , yn), so it coincides with πn−1,0(y2, . . . , yn, x0).
Finally,

πn,0(y1, . . . , yn, x
′
0) = π1,n−1

(
y1, πn−1,0(y2, . . . , yn, x

′
0)
)

= π1,n−1

(
y1, πn−1,0(y2, . . . , yn, x0)

)

= πn,0(y1, . . . , yn, x0),
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which ends the proof. �

Proposition 3.12. If the similarity scheme is discrete, then it is fully injective, hence tran-
sitive.

Proof. Suppose that there exist n ≥ 0, xn, x
′
n ∈ Xn and y∞ ∈ Y N such that ∀k ≥ 0,

ϕn+k,n(xn), ϕn+k,n(x
′
n) ∈ C(y1, . . . , yn+k) .

Write this property for k = 1 : ϕn+1,n(xn) and ϕn+1,n(x
′
n) are two points of C(y1, . . . , yn, yn+1)

belonging to Xn+1\ϕn+1,n(Xn). By Lemma 3.11 they must be equal and, as ϕn+1,n is injective,
we get x′n = xn. �

4. Properties of the quotient space X∞.

From now on we shall assume that the similarity scheme is fully injective.

4.1. The subsets Γ(xn).

Proposition 4.1. Let n,m ∈ N, xn ∈ Xn and x′m ∈ Xm.
(1) The following conditions are equivalent :

(i)





either n = m and xn = x′m
or m < n and xn = ϕn,m(x

′
m)

or m > n and x′m = ϕm,n(xm),
(ii) for all p ≥ max(m,n), ϕp,m(x

′
m) = ϕp,n(xn),

(iii) there exists p ≥ max(m,n), such that ϕp,m(x
′
m) = ϕp,n(xn),

(iv) ϕn+m,n(xn) = ϕm+n,m(x
′
m) .

(2) We have Γn(xn) = Γm(x
′
m) whenever one of the conditions above is satisfied.

Proof. (1) is obvious, while (2) is a straightforward corollary of Proposition 3.2. �

Proposition 4.2. For n,m ≥ 0, xn ∈ Xn, x
′
m ∈ Xm, the following alternative holds true :

- either ϕm+n,n(xn) = ϕn+m,m(x
′
m) and Γn(xn) = Γm(x

′
m)

- or Γn(xn)
⋂
Γm(x

′
m) = ∅.

Otherwise stated, one has either Γn(xn) = Γm(x
′
m) or Γn(xn)

⋂
Γm(x

′
m) = ∅, and the

equality occurs only in the equivalent situations of Proposition 4.1 (1).

Proof. From Proposition 4.1, it is enough to show that Γn(xn)
⋂
Γm(x

′
m) 6= ∅ implies ϕm+n,n(xn) =

ϕn+m,m(x
′
m).

Set ξn+m = ϕm+n,n(xn) and ξ
′
n+m = ϕn+m,m(x

′
m) inXn+m. Suppose y∞ ∈ Γn(xn)

⋂
Γm(x

′
m) =

Γn+m(ξn+m)
⋂
Γn+m(ξ

′
n+m). From Proposition 3.9, we obtain ξn+m = ξ′n+m. �

Next Lemma states a kind of continuity for the map xn → Γ(xn).

Lemma 4.3. Fix n ≥ 0. Let (x
(α)
n )α∈A be a net in Xn, converging to xn ∈ Xn, and (y

(α)
∞ )α∈A

a net in Y N, converging to y∞ ∈ Y
N. Suppose moreover y

(α)
∞ ∈ Γn(x

(α)
n ), for any α ∈ A. Then

y ∈ Γn(xn).

Proof. For any p ≥ n, α ∈ A, there is ξp,α ∈ X0 such that ϕp,n(x
(α)
n ) = πp,0(y

(α)
1 , . . . , y

(α)
p , ξp,α).

Since X0 is compact Hausdorff, upon passing to a subnet, we can assume that ξp,α → ξp ∈ X0.
From continuity of ϕp,n and πp,0, we get ϕp,n(xn) = πp,0(y1, . . . , yp, ξp), for all p ≥ n, so
y ∈ Γn(xn). �

Theorem 4.4. R∞ is a closed equivalence relation on Y N, namely the space X∞ endowed
with the quotient topology is compact Hausdorff.
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Proof. R∞ is an equivalence relation by Proposition 3.9.

In order to prove that its graph is closed, take (
→
y
(α)

)α∈A and (
→
z
(α)

)α∈A two convergent nets

in Y N, limα∈A
→
y
(α)

=
→
y
(∞)

, limα∈A
→
z
(α)

=
→
z
(∞)

, such that
→
y
(α)

R∞
→
z
(α)

for all α, and prove

that
→
y
(∞)

R∞
→
z
(∞)

.

Suppose first that the set A0 of α’s such that
→
y
(α)

=
→
z
(α)

is cofinal. Then we have
→
y
(∞)

=
→
z
(∞)

and the result follows.
We can thus suppose, without loss of generality, that, for any α, there exists xn(α) ∈ Xn(α)

such that
→
y
(α)

,
→
z
(α)
∈ Γn(α)(xn(α)). Moreover, by using Proposition 3.2, we can choose n(α)

as small as possible, i.e. such that xn(α) ∈ Xn(α)\Xn(α)−1. By Lemma 2.8 we have then

(y
(α)
1 , . . . , y

(α)
n(α)−1) = (z

(α)
1 , . . . , z

(α)
n(α)−1). (4.1)

Restricting oneself to a subsequence if necessary, we have only two cases to consider :
– either {n(α) : α ∈ A} is unbounded, and, upon passing to a subnet, we can assume

limα∈A n(α) =∞, in which case (4.1) provides in the limit
→
y
(∞)

=
→
z
(∞)

;
– or N = supα∈A n(α) is finite. In this case, we replace xn(α) with ξ

(α) = ϕN,n(α)(xn(α)) ∈
XN . By compactness of XN , we can suppose that the net ξ(α) has a limit ξ(∞) and, in the

limit, by Lemma 4.3 we have
→
y
(∞)

,
→
z
(∞)
∈ ΓN (ξ

(∞)). �

5. X∞ as a self-similar space.

In this Section we prove that the limit space X∞ is a topologial self-similar fractal, i.e. it
is a fixed point of the endo-functor associated with the given similarity scheme.

According to diagram (1.4), the map idY × ϕ∞,0 : Y × X0 → Y × X∞ gives rise to the
diagram

Y ×X0

idY ×ϕ∞,0

−֒→ Y ×X∞

↓ π ↓ π1,∞

X0

ϕ
−֒→ X1

ϕ
X̂∞,X1

−֒→ X̂∞ .

(5.1)

Let us recall that, by formula (2.2), the space X̂∞ is the quotient of Y × X∞ by the
equivalence relation where (y, x∞) and (y′, x′∞) are equivalent if either they are equal or if
there exist x0, x

′
0 ∈ X0 such that x∞ = ϕ∞,0(x0), x

′
∞ = ϕ∞,0(x

′
0) and π1,0(y, x0) = π1,0(y

′, x′0)
in X1.

An alternative way is to consider that X̂∞ is the quotient space of Y ×Y N by the equivalence
relation where (y, y∞) is equivalent to (y′, y′∞) if

– either y = y′ and there exist n ≥ 0, xn ∈ Xn such that y∞, y
′
∞ ∈ Γn(xn)

– or there exist x0, x
′
0 ∈ X0 such that y∞ ∈ Γ0(x0), y

′
∞ ∈ Γ0(x

′
0) and π1,0(y, x0) =

π1,0(y
′, x′0).

A third equivalent description of X̂∞ is to consider it as the quotient of Y N by the equiva-

lence relation R̂∞ thus defined :

y∞R̂∞y
′
∞ if





either y1 = y′1 and ∃n ≥ 0 , xn ∈ Xn s.t.

{
(y2, . . . , yk, . . .) ∈ Γn(xn) ,
(y′2, . . . , y

′
k, . . .) ∈ Γn(xn) ;

or ∃ x0, x
′
0 ∈ X0 s.t. π1,0(y, x0) = π1,0(y

′, x′0) and

{
(y2, . . . , yk, . . .) ∈ Γ0(x0) ,
(y′2, . . . , y

′
k, . . .) ∈ Γ0(x

′
0) .

Theorem 5.1. One has R∞ = R̂∞, which means that X∞, with the imbedding ϕ∞,0 : X0 →
X∞, is a fixed point of the similarity scheme. It will be called the limit fixed point.
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Proof. We suppose first that y∞ R̂∞y
′
∞ and we prove y∞R∞y

′
∞.

Case 1 : y1 = y′1 and ∃n ≥ 0 , xn ∈ Xn s.t.

{
(y2, . . . , yk, . . .) ∈ Γn(xn) ,
(y′2, . . . , y

′
k, . . .) ∈ Γn(xn) .

Set xn+1 = π1,n(y1, xn). For any k ≥ 2, one can find x0,k, x
′
0,k ∈ X0 such that xn =

πn+k−1,0(y2, . . . , yn+k, x0,k), which implies xn+1 = πn+k,0(y1, . . . , yn+k, x0,k) : we have shown
y∞ ∈ Γn+1(xn+1). Similarly y′∞ ∈ Γn+1(xn+1), hence y∞Ry′∞.

Case 2 : ∃ x0, x
′
0 ∈ X0 s.t. π1,0(y1, x0) = π1,0(y

′
1, x

′
0) and

{
(y2, . . . , yk, . . .) ∈ Γ0(x0) ,
(y′2, . . . , y

′
k, . . .) ∈ Γ0(x

′
0) .

Set

x1 = π1,0(y1, x0) = π1,0(y
′
1, x

′
0).

For any k ≥ 2 one can find ξ0,k ∈ X0 such that πk−1,0(y2, . . . , yk, ξ0,k) = ϕk−1,0(x0), which
implies πk,0(y1, y2, . . . , yk, ξ0,k) = ϕk,1

(
π1,0(y1, x0)

)
= ϕk,1(x1). We have proved y∞ ∈ Γ1(x1).

Similarly y′∞ ∈ Γ1(x1), hence y∞R∞y
′
∞.

We suppose now that y∞R∞y
′
∞ and we prove y∞ R̂∞y

′
∞.

If y∞ = y′∞, there is nothing to prove. We can thus suppose y∞, y
′
∞ ∈ Γn(xn) for some

n ≥ 0 and some xn ∈ Xn. We shall distinguish two cases.

Case 1 : n ≥ 2 and xn ∈ Xn\ϕn,n−1(Xn−1). By Lemma 2.8, there exists a unique pair
(y, ξn−1) ∈ Y × Xn−1 such that π1,n−1(y, ξn−1) = xn. For k ≥ 0, there exists ξ0,k ∈ X0 such
that πn+k,0(y1, . . . , yn+k, ξ0,k) = ϕn+k,n(xn), hence π1,n+k−1

(
y1, πn+k−1,0(y2, . . . , yn+k, ξ0,k)

)
=

ϕn+k,n(xn). On the other hand, ϕn+k,n(xn) = π1,n+k−1

(
y, ϕn+k−1,n−1(ξn−1)

)
. Assuming(

y1, πn+k−1,0(y2, . . . , yn+k, ξ0,k)
)
6=

(
y, ϕn+k−1,n−1(ξn−1)

)
would imply ϕn+k−1,n−1(ξn−1) ∈ ϕn+k−1,0(X0)

and xn ∈ ϕn,1(X1) ⊂ ϕn,n−1(Xn−1), which would lead to a contradiction.
We have shown

(
y1, πn+k−1,0(y2, . . . , yn+k, ξ0,k)

)
=

(
y, ϕn+k−1,n−1(ξn−1)

)
, from which one

deduces y1 = y and ϕn+k−1,n−1(ξn−1) ∈ C(y2, . . . , yn+k) for all k. Finally, we have y1 = y and

(y2, . . . , yk, . . .) ∈ Γn−1(ξn−1). The same being true for y′∞, we have proved y∞R̂∞y
′
∞ (case

”either” in the definition of R̂∞).

Case 2 : n = 1 and y∞, y
′
∞ ∈ Γ1(x1) (by Proposition 3.2, this includes the case n = 0).

For any k ≥ 1 one can find x0,k ∈ X0 such that ϕk,1(x1) = πk,0(y1, y2, . . . , yk, x0,k), hence
ϕk,1(x1) = π1,k−1

(
y1, πk−1,0(y2, . . . , yk, x0,k)

)
. By Lemma 2.10, there exists ξ0,k ∈ X0 such that

πk−1,0(y2, . . . , yk, x0,k) = ϕk−1,0(ξ0,k). Notice that, by Lemma 2.9, this implies ϕm,0(x0,k) ∈
C(y2, . . . , ym) for any m ≤ k.

Since {ξ0,k : k ∈ N} ⊂ X0, which is compact Hausdorff, there is a subnet {ξ0,k(α) : α ∈
A} such that ξ0 = limα∈A ξ0,k(α) exists in X0. On one side, π1,0(y1, ξ0,k(α)) = x1 implies
π1,0(y1, ξ0) = x1. On the other side, for any fixed m ≥ 1, one has ϕm(ξ0,k(α)) ∈ C(y2, . . . , ym)
and, in the limit, ϕm(ξ0) ∈ C(y2, . . . , ym).

We have proved that there exists ξ0 ∈ X0 such that π1,0(y1, ξ0) = x1 and (y2, . . . , ym, . . .) ∈
Γ0(ξ0).

Similarly, there exists ξ′0 ∈ X0 such that π1,0(y
′
1, ξ

′
0) = x1 and (y′2, . . . , y

′
m, . . .) ∈ Γ0(ξ

′
0). We

have proved y∞R̂∞y
′
∞ (case ”or” in the definition of R̂∞). �

Corollary 5.2. If ϕ∞,0 is injective, all maps ϕ∞,n are injective, hence the scheme is fully
injective.
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Proof. Let us observe that diagram (5.1) gives the following commutative diagram for the
fixed point X∞:

Y ×X0

idY ×ϕ∞,0

−֒→ Y ×X∞

↓ π1 ↓ π∞

X1

ϕ∞,1

−֒→ X∞ .

Assume that two points x1, x
′
1 give the same point in X∞. Then there exist (y, x∞), (y′, x′∞) ∈

Y × X∞ such that π∞(y, x∞) = π∞(y′, x′∞), x∞ = ϕ∞,0(x0) and x
′
∞ = ϕ∞,0(x

′
0) for suitable

points x0, x
′
0 ∈ X0, such that π1(y, x0) = x1, π1(y

′, x′0) = x′1. Since ϕ∞,0 is injective, x0 and
x′0 are uniquely determined, hence the commutativity of the diagram implies x1 = x′1, namely
ϕ∞,1 is injective. An inductive argument concludes the proof. �

6. Comparison with the standard notions of self-similar fractals

6.1. From fully injective similarity schemes to Kigami-Kameyama self-similar sets.
Let us recall that according to A. Kameyama [5], a compact Hausdorff spaceK is a topological
self-similar set if there exist continuous maps f1, . . . , fN : K → K and a continuous surjection
πK : {1, . . . , N}N → K such that, for all k = 1, . . . , N the following diagram is commutative

{1, . . . , N}N
Wk−→ {1, . . . , N}N

↓ πK ↓ πK

K
fk−→ K,

(6.1)

where Wy : {y∞} ∈ Y
N 7→ {y, y∞} ∈ Y

N.

Remark 6.1. (1) It follows from [11], Corollary 23.2, that K is metrizable.
(2) Let us observe that an Iterated Function System, namely a complete metric space en-
dowed with finitely many contractions, gives rise to a topological self-similar set, where the
contractions give the maps fk and K is the fixed point in the space of compact subspaces of
the complete metric space.
(3) J. Kigami in [6] introduces a particular case of topological self-similar space, where each
fi is injective, and calls such {K; f1, . . . , fN} a self-similar structure.

We now show that a similarity scheme gives rise to shift maps on the limit fixed point X∞

and, when Y = {1, . . . , N}, to a Kigami-Kameyama topological fractal. Assume we have a
fully injective similarity scheme (X0, X1, Y ).

6.1.1. Shift endomorphisms. Given y ∈ Y , consider the shift map Wy : y∞ ∈ Y
N 7→ (y, y∞) ∈

Y N, and the diagram

Y N
Wy

−→ Y N

↓ πN ↓ πN

X∞ X∞.

We now show that Wy passes to the quotient. Let y∞, y
′
∞ ∈ Y

N be such that y∞ 6= y′∞ and
y∞R y′∞. By definition, there exists n ∈ N, xn ∈ Xn, such that y∞, y

′
∞ ∈ Γn(xn). By equation

(2.5), this implies that, for any y ∈ Y , (y, y∞), (y, y′∞) ∈ Γ(π1,n(y, xn)). This implies that
Wy(y∞)RWy(y

′
∞).

We have proved that



SELF-SIMILAR TOPOLOGICAL FRACTALS 15

Proposition 6.2. For any y ∈ Y , there exists a well defined shift endomorphism wy : X∞ →
X∞ such that the following diagram is commutative:

Y N
Wy

−→ Y N

↓ πN ↓ πN

X∞

fy
−→ X∞.

(6.2)

Since the map Y × Y N → Y N sending (y, y∞) 7→ Φy(y∞) is surjective, the map π∞
def
=

Y ×X∞ → X∞ such that π∞(y, x∞) = wy(x∞) is surjective too.
If yn = (z1, z2, . . . , zn) ∈ Y

n, we set Wyn = Wz1 ◦ · · · ◦Wzn and fyn = fz1 ◦ · · · ◦ fzn, hence
diagram (6.2) is commutative and all maps are surjective.

Corollary 6.3. If Y = {1, . . . , n}, the limit fixed point X∞ of the similarity scheme (X0, X1, Y )
is a Kameyama topological self-similar set.

Proposition 6.4. Let (X0, X1, Y, ϕ, π) be a fully injective similarity scheme, y ∈ Y . Then
the following are equivalent
(1) fy : X∞ → X∞ is injective,
(2) for all n ∈ N ∪ {0}, π1,n(y, ·) : Xn → Xn+1 is injective,
(3) there is n ∈ N ∪ {0} such that π1,n(y, ·) : Xn → Xn+1 is injective.

Proof. It follows from fy ◦ ϕ∞,n = ϕ∞,n+1 ◦ π1,n(y, ·). �

6.2. From Kigami self-similar structures to fully injective similarity schemes.
Given a Kigami self-similar structure as in diagram (6.1), we first consider the map F from

the subsets of K given by F (C) =
⋃

j=1,...,N

fj(C) ⊂ K, then call the set S := {x ∈ K : ∃x′ ∈

K, i, j ∈ {1, . . . , N}, i 6= j, fi(x) = fj(x
′)} the essential part of the fractal K and assume

there exists a set X0 ⊂ K such that

A) X0 non-empty compact set,
B) X0 ⊃ S,
C) X0 ⊂ F (X0),

Observe that, by injectivity of fj , X0 and fj(X0) are homeomorphic. Then set X1 = F (X0)
and consider the similarity scheme

{1, . . . , N} ×X0

↓ π

X0

ϕ
−֒→ X1,

where ϕ is the inclusion and π is the map

{1, . . . , N} ×X0 ≃
⊔

j=1,...,N

fj(X0)
π
−→

⋃

j=1,...,N

fj(X0) = X1.

Proposition 6.5. For any k, there exists a homeomorphism ψk : F k(X0) → Xk such that
for any k ∈ N, the following properties hold:

(Pk) ψk(fi(x)) = π1,k−1(i, ψk−1(x)), ∀x ∈ F
k−1(X0),

(Qk) if x ∈ F k−1(X0) ⊂ F k(X0), then ψk(x) = ϕk,k−1 ◦ ψk−1(x),
(Rk) ∀i, j = 1, . . . , n, x, x′ ∈ F k(X0), fi(x) = fj(x

′)⇔ π1,k(i, ψk(x)) = π1,k(j, ψk(x
′)).
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Proof. We first observe that, by C), the sequence F k(X0) is increasing. We now prove the
statement by induction. This is clearly true for k = 0, 1, with ψ0, ψ1 the identity maps.
Assume the statement is true for k− 1, k ≥ 2. We first define ψk. Property (Pk) forces us to
set ψk(fi(x)) = π1,k−1(i, ψk−1(x)), and property (Rk−1) implies that such map is well defined
and injective. The continuity is a consequence of the following commutative diagram:

⊔
j=1,...,N fj(F

k−1(X0)) ≃ {1, . . . , N} × F k−1(X0)
id×ψk−1

−→ {1, . . . , N} ×Xk−1

↓ ↓ π1,k−1⋃
j=1,...,N fj(F

k−1(X0)) = F k(X0)
ψk−→ Xk.

Then, being a continuous map from a compact space to a Hausdorff space, it is a homeomor-
phism.
We now prove (Qk). For any j = 1, . . . , n, z ∈ F k−2(X0), we get

ϕk,k−1 ◦ ψk−1(fj(z)) = ϕk,k−1 ◦ π1,k−2(j, ψk−2(z)) = π1,k−1 ◦ (id× ϕk−1,k−2)(j, ψk−2(z))

= π1,k−1(j, ϕk−1,k−2 ◦ ψk−2(z)) = π1,k−1(j, ψk−1(z)) = ψk(fj(z)),

where, in the first equality, we used property (Pk−1), in the second, diagram (2.3), in the
fourth, property (Qk−1) and in the fifth, property (Pk).
We then prove (Rk). Assume π1,k(i, xk) = π1,k(j, x

′
k)), with (i, xk) 6= (j, x′k) ∈ {1, . . . , N}×Xk.

Then, by the construction of diagram (2.3), ∃xk−1, x
′
k−1 ∈ Xk−1 such that ϕk,k−1(xk−1) = xk,

ϕk,k−1(x
′
k−1) = x′k, and π1,k−1(i, xk−1) = π1,k−1(j, x

′
k−1)). Then,

π1,k(i, xk) = π1,k ◦ (id× ϕk,k−1)(i, xk−1) = ϕk+1,k ◦ π1,k−1(i, xk−1) = ϕk+1,k ◦ ψk ◦ fi ◦ ψ
−1
k−1(xk−1),

where, in the second equality, we used diagram (2.3) and, in the third, property (Pk−1).
Replacing (i, xk) with (j, x′k), we get ϕk+1,k ◦ψk ◦fi ◦ψ

−1
k−1(xk−1) = ϕk+1,k ◦ψk ◦fj ◦ψ

−1
k−1(x

′
k−1).

Since ϕk+1,k ◦ ψk is injective, we obtain

fi ◦ ψ
−1
k−1(xk−1) = fj ◦ ψ

−1
k−1(x

′
k−1).

Since

fi ◦ ψ
−1
k−1(xk−1) = fi ◦ ψ

−1
k ◦ ψk ◦ ψ

−1
k−1(xk−1) = fi ◦ ψ

−1
k ◦ ϕk,k−1(xk−1) = fi(ψ

−1
k (xk)),

equality fi(ψ
−1
k (xk)) = fj(ψ

−1
k (x′k)) follows.

Now assume fi(z) = fj(z
′), with i, j = 1, . . . , n, z 6= z′ ∈ F k(X0). By definition, z, z′ ∈

S ⊂ X0, hence, by property (R0), we get π1,0(i, ψ0(z)) = π1,0(j, ψ0(z
′)). Now observe that,

by diagram (2.3),

π1,k(i, ψk(z)) = π1,k(i, ϕk,0 ◦ ψ0(z)) = ϕk+1,1 ◦ π1,0(i, ψ0(z)),

and the same for (j, z′), hence π1,k(i, ψk(z)) = π1,k(j, ψk(z
′)). �

Proposition 6.5 immediately implies the following:

Corollary 6.6. Let y∞ ∈ {1, . . . , N}
N. Then

(1) ψn+k(f(y1,...,yn)(x)) = πn,k(y1, . . . , yn, ψk(x)), x ∈ F
k(X0), n ≥ 1, k ≥ 0,

(2) ψp(x) = ϕp,k ◦ ψk(x), where p ≥ k ≥ 0, x ∈ F k(X0) ⊂ F p(X0).

Lemma 6.7. Let x ∈ K, I ∈ {1, . . . , N}k, such that fI(x) ∈ X0. Then x ∈ X0.

Proof. (1) We first prove it for k = 1. Indeed, fi(x) ∈ X0 ⊂ X1 = ∪j=1,...,Nfj(X0), hence
there exists 1 ≤ j ≤ N , x0 ∈ X0 such that fi(x) = fj(x0). If i = j, then, by injectivity,
x0 = x ∈ X0. If i 6= j, then by definition x, x0 ∈ S ⊂ X0.
(2) We then proceed by induction, assuming the property is true for k. If I = (i1, . . . , ik+1) ∈
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{1, . . . , N}k+1, we get f(i1,...,ik) ◦ fik+1
(x) ∈ X0. By the inductive hypothesis, fik+1

(x) ∈ X0

and, finally, x ∈ X0, by (1). �

Let us consider two relations on {1, . . . , N}N: the relation R defined in (3.2) and the relation
R′ where I R′ J iff πK(I) = πK(J), cf. diagram (6.1).

Theorem 6.8. Let {K; f1, . . . , fN} be a self-similar structure, and assume there exists X0 ⊂
K satisfying hypotheses (A), (B), (C). Then, the two relations above coincide, the similarity
scheme is fully injective and K = X∞.

Proof. Let I 6= J ∈ {1, . . . , N}N, with I R J . Then ∃xn ∈ Xn such that

ϕp,n(xn) ∈ {πp,0(i1, . . . , ip, x) : x ∈ X0} ∩ {πp,0(i1, . . . , ip, x) : x ∈ X0}, ∀p ≥ n.

Then, setting z = ψ−1
n (xn) ∈ F

n(X0), by Corollary 6.6 (2) we get ψp(z) = ϕp,n(xn), ∀p ≥ n,
and, by Corollary 6.6 (1),

z ∈ f(i1,...,ip)(X0) ∩ f(j1,...,jp)(X0), ∀p ≥ n.

This means that z = πK(I) = πK(J), namely I R′ J .
Viceversa, assume I 6= J ∈ {1, . . . , N}N, with I R′ J , namely πK(I) = πK(J) = z ∈ K.

This implies that z ∈ f(i1,...,ik)(K) ∩ f(j1,...,jk)(K), for any k ∈ N. Let n ≥ 1 be the first index
such that in 6= jn, so that ik = jk, ∀k < n. Since z ∈ f(i1,...,in)(K) ∩ f(j1,...,jn)(K), we get
z1, z2 ∈ K such that z = f(i1,...,in−1) ◦ fin(z1) = f(i1,...,in−1) ◦ fjn(z2), whence fin(z1) = fjn(z2),
by the injectivity of f(i1,...,in−1). By definition, z1 and z2 ∈ S ⊂ X0, from which we get

xn
def
= ψn(z) = ψn ◦ f(i1,...,in)(z1) = πn,0(i1, . . . , in, z1) = πn,0(j1, . . . , jn, z2) ∈ Xn.
For any p > n, we also have z ∈ f(i1,...,ip)(K), namely ∃z′ ∈ K such that z = f(i1,...,ip)(z

′) =
f(i1,...,in) ◦ f(in+1,...,ip)(z

′) = f(i1,...,in)(z1), which implies f(in+1,...,ip)(z
′) = z1. By Lemma 6.7,

z′ ∈ X0, therefore

ϕp,n(xn) = ϕp,n ◦ ψn(z) = ψp(z) = ψp ◦ f(i1,...,ip)(z
′) = πp,0(i1, . . . , ip, ψ0(z

′)).

Therefore, I ∈ Γn(xn). Since the same holds for J , we get I R J . We proved that R and R
′

are the same relation, hence K = X∞. Since R′ is an equivalence relation (cf. [5], remark
1.3), R is an equivalence relation too.

We now prove that the scheme is fully injective. By Section 3, if xn ∈ Xn, ϕ∞,n(xn) is
the unique element given by πN(Γn(xn)). Now, if I ∈ Γn(xn), ∀p ≥ n, ∃x0,p ∈ X0 such that
ϕp,n(xn) = πp,0(i1, . . . , ip, x0,p). Let us set zn := ψ−1

n (xn), so that ψp(zn) = ϕp,n ◦ ψn(zn) =
ϕp,n(xn) = πp,0(i1, . . . , ip, x0,p) = ψp ◦ f(i1,...,ip)(x0,p), and zn = f(i1,...,ip)(x0,p), which implies
zn ∈ ∩p≥nf(i1,...,ip)(K). Since the intersection is a singleton, ψ−1(xn), hence xn, is uniquely
determined by Γn(xn). �

7. Examples

The word example has two meanings here: we first show which known fractals or class of
fractals can be described by a similarity scheme. Then we propose (new) similarity schemes
determining if they are fully injective or not, and describe the space X∞.

7.1. Kigami-Kameyama topological fractals that can be described via a similarity
scheme. In this subsection, we recover examples of Kigami-Kameyama fractals for which
the space X0 as in Theorem 6.8 may be constructed, so that there exists a similarity scheme
which reproduces the given fractal.
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It is worth mentioning here that there is always a trivial solution, namely X0 = K. In this
case the similarity scheme is already a fixed point, namely our notion is not really constructive,
since the fractal is given from the outset.

Let us recall the notion of pcf self-similar structure according to Kigami, [7], Definition
1.3.13. We define CK := ∩Ni=1 ∩j 6=i (fi(K) ∩ fj(K)), C := π−1

K (CK), P := ∪∞n=1σ
n(C), where

σ : (i1, i2, . . .) ∈ {1, . . . , N}
N 7→ (i2, i3, . . .) ∈ {1, . . . , N}

N, and finally V0 := πK(P). Then a
self-similar structure {K; f1, . . . , fN} is called post-critically finite (pcf) if P (and hence V0)
is a finite set.

Example 7.1. If S = ∅, and X0 is the set of fixed-points of {f1, . . . , fN}, then the hypotheses
(A), (B), (C) are satisfied, the self-similar structure is pcf, we obtain a fully injective similarity
scheme, and X∞ is homeomorphic to K and totally disconnected.

Example 7.2. If S 6= ∅, and the self-similar structure is pcf, we choose X0 = V0. Then the
hypotheses (A), (B), (C) are satisfied, we obtain a fully injective similarity scheme, and X∞

is homeomorphic to K. If V0 is not finite, we may put X0 = V0, however such a similarity
scheme may be trivial, namely equality X0 = X∞ may hold.

Example 7.3. If S 6= ∅, and S ⊂ Φ(S), we choose X0 = S. Then the hypotheses (A), (B), (C)
are satisfied, we obtain a fully injective similarity scheme, and X∞ is homeomorphic to K.

This family of examples contains non pcf self-similar structures like the Sierpinski carpet.
Let us recall that the Sierpinski carpet is the fixed point of an iterated function system,
where Ω is given by R2 with the standard metric and one has 8 contraction maps with scaling
parameter 1/3, 4 of which have fixed points in the vertices of a unit square, and 4 of which
have fixed points in the middle points of the four sides of the square. According to the
definition of S in the section above, S for the Sierpinski carpet is given by the boundary of
the unit square, therefore Φ(S), being given by the union of 8 rescaled copies of S, actually
contains S.

7.2. Further examples: new similarity schemes.

Example 7.4 (The diagonal similarity scheme). Let Y be any Hausdorff compact set, and set
X0 = Y , X1 = Y × Y/ ∼ where the equivalence relation is the folding along the diagonal,
namely we assume (a, b) ∼ (b, a) for any a, b ∈ Y . We also define ϕ : Y → X1 by y 7→ (y, y).
We observe that this similarity scheme is fully injective, namely the map ϕ∞,0 from X0 to
the limit fixed point X∞ is injective. Indeed, X∞ is a quotient of Y N with respect to an in-
finite set of equivalence relations: (y1, y2, y∞) ∼ (y2, y1, y∞), (y1, y2, y3, y∞) ∼ (y1, y3, y2, y∞),
(y1, y2, y3, y4, y∞) ∼ (y1, y2, y4, y3, y∞) and so on. In particular, (y, y, y, . . . ) has no other ele-
ments in its equivalence class, and ϕ0,∞(y) = (y, y, y, . . . ), namely it is injective. By Corollary
5.2 the scheme is fully injective.

Let us observe that when Y = X0 is a finite set the diagonal similarity scheme reproduces
topologically some known IFS’s: if |Y | = 2, our limit fractal is homeomorphic to the interval
[0, 1] obtained as a fixed point in R of the contractions centered in the points 0 and 1 with
scaling parameter 1/2. If |Y | > 2, we obtain a gasket inscribed in the equilateral n-simplex,
described as the fixed point in Rn−1 of n-contractions centered in the vertices of the simplex
with scaling parameter 1/2. In particular, for n = 3, we get the Sierpinki gasket.

Remark 7.5. The theory described in this paper concerns fully injective similarity schemes.
Indeed, strictly speaking, the notion of fixed point (Z, ϕZ) of a similarity scheme requires
ϕZ to be injective. However, it is not difficul to see that, extending the category to pairs
where injectivity is not required, the notion of fixed point still has a meaning. In some cases
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limit points of the similarity scheme are still fixed points, as the following examples show.
Moreover, uniqueness of the fixed point may fail, as the last example shows.

Example 7.6 (A similarity scheme which is not fully injective). Let Y = {0, 1}, X0 = {a, b},
X1 = Y ×X0/ ∼ where (0, a) ∼ (1, a), ϕ(a) = (0, a), ϕ(b) = (0, b). Clearly, Y n ×X0 consists
of the elements {(rn, a), (sn, b), rn, sn ∈ {0, 1}

n} and the equivalence classes associated with
the projection πn,1 consists of the set {(rn, a), rn,∈ {0, 1}

n} and of the singletons (sn, b),
sn ∈ {0, 1}

n}. Denoting by an the equivalence class {(rn, a), rn,∈ {0, 1}
n}, it turns out that

Xn = {an, (sn, b) : sn ∈ {0, 1}
n} and ϕn,n+1(an) = an+1, ϕn,n+1(sn, b) = ((sn, 0), b). Then,

if y∞ ∈ {0, 1}
N, c(ρn(y∞)) = {an, (ρn(y∞), b)}, namely ϕn,0(a) = an ∈ c(ρn(y∞)) for any

n ∈ N, y∞ ∈ Y N, or, equivalently, Γ(a) = Y N. As a consequence, X∞ is a singleton. We
observe that, even though the map ϕ∞,0 : X0 → X∞ is not injective, (X∞, ϕ∞,0) is still a
fixed point of the endo-functor Φ.

The following example is an adaptation of Example 1 of Section 3 in [10].

Example 7.7 (A similarity scheme with more than one fixed-point). Let Y = {0, 1}, X0 =
{a, b, c}, X1 = Y ×X0/ ∼ where (0, a) ∼ (1, a), (0, c) ∼ (1, c), ϕ(x0) = [(0, x0)]∼. Reasoning
as in the previous example, X∞ is a singleton. Moreover, if Z := {a, c}, and ϕZ : X0 → Z is
defined as ϕZ(a) = ϕZ(b) = a, ϕZ(c) = c, one can prove that (Z, ϕZ) is another fixed point
of the functor Φ.
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