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Abstract

We study a wide class of fractal interpolation functions in a single platform by consider-
ing the domains of these functions as general attractors. We obtain lower and upper bounds
of the box dimension of these functions in a more general setup where the interpolation
points need not be equally spaced, the scale vectors can be variables and the maps in the
corresponding IFS can be non-affine. In particular, we obtain the exact value of the box

dimension of non-affine fractal functions on general m-dimensional cubes and Sierpiniski
Gasket.
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1 Introduction

In 1986, Barnsley [2] proposed the concept of a fractal interpolation function (FIF) on intervals
using the notion of iterated function system. This work was extended to many different domains
such as triangles [19], m-dimensional cubes [22], Sierpiiski Gasket [8], post critically finite
(p.c.t.) self-similar sets [24] etc.

The graph of a function, and its box and Hausdorff dimensions, have been of qualitative
interest for many researchers since the past few decades. Several theories concerning the box
dimension of fractal functions have been explored in the literature. Some of recent works on FIF
and dimension theory can be found in [7,/15,{17,21,{23]].

Hardin and Massopust [13] have estimated the value of the box dimension of graph of FIF
on an interval when the maps in the corresponding IFS are affine and the interpolation points
are equally spaced. Barnsley and Massopust [3]] studied the box dimension of bilinear FIF on an
interval in the case of equally spaced data points. Nasim et al. [1] obtained the box dimension
of non-affine FIF in the case of equally spaced data points by using Holder exponent. Feng and
Sun [11] studied the box dimension of FIFs on a rectangle derived from affine FIFs on an interval
with arbitrary interpolation nodes. Geronimo and Hardin [12] have estimated the box dimension
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of self-affine FIF on polygonal regions. Bouboulis et al. [4] introduced recurrent FIF (RFIF) on
a rectangle as the invariant set of the recurrent IFS (RIFS) in order to gain more flexibility, and
studied the value of the box dimension of RFIF when the maps in the corresponding RIFS are
affine with respect to each variable and the interpolation points are equally spaced. Bouboulis
and Dalla [5] generalized the theory of RFIF and its box dimension to higher dimensions.

In the literature, we found that, in most of the cases, the authors assumed that the interpo-
lation points are equally spaced and the maps in the corresponding IFS are affine when the box
dimension of FIF was considered, and there was no discussion about the box dimension of FIFs
on p.c.f. self-similar sets except the Sierpinski Gasket. Even in the case of Sierpinski Gasket
also, the authors [25]] obtained only a non-trivial upper bound of the box dimension of FIFs by
using Holder exponent. The authors always assumed all the scale variables to be constants for
estimating a non-trivial lower bound of the box dimension of fractal functions.

In this paper, we consider FIFs on attractors and we study lower and upper bounds of the box
dimension of these functions without assuming that the interpolation points are equally spaced,
the maps in the corresponding IFSs are affine and all the scale vectors are constants. We derive
upper bounds of the box dimension of fractal functions using a function space called the oscilla-
tion space, which contains the collection of Holder continuous functions. We provide non-trivial
lower bounds of the box dimension of FIF on m-dimensional cubes and Sierpinski Gasket.

2 Preliminaries

Definition 2.1. An iterated function system (IFS) consists of a complete metric space (X,d)
together with a finite set of continuous mappings f; : X — X,1 =1,2,..., N. We denote it as

S = {<X7 d)v (fl)z]il}
For an IFS, we can define an operator (called Hutchinson operator) Fs : (H(X),h) —
(H(X),h) by
N
Fs(B) = Hlfi(B> for B € H(X),
where (H(X), h) is the Hausdorff metric space on X i.e., H(X) is the collection of all non-

empty compact subsets of X and / is the Hausdorff distance.
If Fs has a unique fixed point As (say) and lim F, é"](B) = Ag forevery B € H(X), then Ag
n—oo

is called the attractor of the IFS, where by f (] we mean the composition of a function f with
itself n times.

Definition 2.2. Ler (X, d) be a metric space and f : X — X be a function. If there is a constant
r € [0,1) such that:

d(f(z), f(y)) <rd(x,y) forz,y € X,

then f is called contraction;



d(f(x), f(y)) = rd(z,y) forz,y € X,

then f is called similarity.
The constant r is called the contractivity factor of f.
Remark 2.1. [[4] An IFS {(X,d), (fi)X,} has an attractor provided that f;’s are contractions.
Remark 2.2. If a function f : R¥ — R¥ is similarity, then it is an affine map.

ForanIFS S = {(X,d), (f))X,}, wedenote N = {1,2,..., N}, N* = {(wy,wa, ..., wp) 1 w; € N}
and N> = {(w;)2, : w; € N'}, and we define

fo=Tfoofuo-of, forw=(w,wa... ,wg) EN’“,I{:GN.

Let m : N> — Ag be defined by
Tr(w) = ﬂfwwag-uwk (AS) fOI‘ w € Noo
keN

Following Kigami [16], we define the critical set C and the post critical set P of As by

c=r"| U (fi(As) N fi(4s)) | and P = [ Jr™M(C),
i,jEN kEN
i#]
where T is the left shift operator on N*>°. If P is a finite set, then Ag is called a post critical finite
(p.c.f) self-similar set. The boundary of Ag is defined by V' = m(P) and we define

Vi = U fu(Vy) fork e N.
weNk

Remark 2.3. /6]
() Vo CViCWh -V SV Ceee.
(ii) Forw,w’ € N* k € Nwithw # W', we get
£l As) O furlAs) = £u(Vi) O £ur (V).

Definition 2.3. For a nonempty bounded subset F of R¥, the lower and upper box dimensions
are defined by

log Ns(F' E— log Ns(F
dimz(F) = liminf Og—ég) and  dimp(F) = limsup et 65 )>
B =0+ log () 5ot log (5)

where Ns(F) is the minimum number of boxes with side length § and sides parallel to the axes,
whose union contains F. If dimg(F) = dimg(F), this common value is denoted by dimp(F')
and is called the box dimension or Minkowski dimension of F'.

3



Remark 2.4. [10] For a nonempty bounded subset F of R¥ and a continuous function f : ' —
R, we have the following inequalities

dimy (F) < dimg(F) < dimg(F) and dimy(F) < dimg(G}),
where dimy (F') means the Hausdorff dimension of F.

Definition 2.4. Let (X,dx) and (Y, dy) be metric spaces. A function f : X — Y is called
Hoélder continuous with exponent n if ) € (0, 1] and there exists H € [0, 00) such that

dy(f(z), f(2") < H dx(z,2")" forz,2’ € X.

3 Fractal interpolation function

Letp: V := |J1;(Vo) — R be a given function (data), where
ieN

— Vo= {ki, ks, ... .k} CV CK,

— K is an attractor of an IFS {(R™, ||.||2), ({;)ienr}, ||-]|2 is the Euclidean metric on R™,
N ={1,2,...,N} and [; is a similarity map on R™ with the contractivity factor r; for

ieN.
Let us consider g; : K x R — R defined by
gi(x,2) = si(x)z + q;(x) for (z,2) € K xR,i € N, (3.1

where s; is a continuous function with ||| := max{||s;||lc : # € N} < 1, ||.||oc is the uniform
metric and ¢; is a continuous function which satisfy the following ‘join-up’ conditions

qi(kj) = p(li(kj)) — si(k;)p(k;)  forj e {1,2,...,7}. (3.2)
We consider the IFS § = {(K X R, ||.||2), (f;)ien'}, where
filz,2) = (li(x), gi(x, 2)) for (z,z) € K x R.
Let us suppose that the map 7" : C* — C given by
T(f)(x) = gi(l7 (), f(I7 () forz € li(K),i€e N, feC

is well-defined, where C = {f : K — R : f is continuous} and C* =
{f eC : f‘Vo :p|Vo}'

Lemma 3.1.

where C** = {f € C : flv = plv}-



Proof. Since

(LK) = gi(k, 1 (k7)) = giky,p(k;)) EPZE2 p(is(ry)), (3.3)
forj € {1,2,...,7},i € N and f € C*, we get the proof. O

Theorem 3.1. T is a contraction map on the complete space (C*,||.||c)-

Proof. For f1, fo € C*, we get

IT(f1) = T(f2)|leo < max max |9i(, fi(z) — gi(z, fa(z)]|

= max max [s;()[| fi(z) = fa(@)| = [Isllocl[ f1 = f2lco-

iEN ze

O

Corollary 3.1. There exists a unique continuous function f* : K — R such that f*|y = p|y and

¥ i(x) = si(x) f*(x) + qi(x) forz e K,ieN. (3.4)

Proof. From Theorem [3.1] and the Banach contraction principle, we conclude that there exists
emmds. 1]

f* € C* such that f* = T'(f*) el o, O

We call this unique map f* fractal interpolation function (FIF) on K.

Proposition 3.1. G- is a fixed point of the Hutchison operator Fs of S, where G ¢+ denotes the
graph of f*.

Proof. Since G- € H(K x R) and

Gy = igl{(x,f*(x)) e e LK I ). o ) - o € K

=1
N
= iglfi(Gf*>7 (3.5)
we get the result. ]

Theorem 3.2. If S has an attractor Ags (say), then
As = Gy,

Proof. Since Ag is the unique fixed point of the Hutchison operator of S, from Proposition 3.1}
we get the result. O]

Lemma 3.2. f; : K x [-M,M] — K x [-M,M],i € N are well-defined operators, where
max |[gi|eo

M — i€EN

I=lslloc



Proof. For (z,z) € K x [-M, M] andi € N, we get

19i(, 2)| < Isilloo® + ll4illoo < llsllocM +max [|gijoc = M-

Proposition 3.2. If s;’s are Holder continuous, then S has an attractor.

Proof. From (3.4)), we get

177 Moo < Nsllocllf oo +max flgifloc - = [1f7lc < M-

From the assumption, there exist H; € [0, 0c0) fori € N and 1 € (0, 1] such that

|si(x) — s;(2")| < Hy||lx — 2|3 forz,2' € K,i e N.

1—max 7

_ ieN " . . .
For § = Wy .71 > 0, let us consider the metric d on K x R, given by

d((z,2), (', ) = |lz = 2'll3 + 01(z — f*(2)) = (z' = f*())],

for (z, z), (¢/, 2') € K x R, which is equivalent to the Euclidean metric.
Fori € N and (z, 2), (2/,2') € K x [—M, M|, we have

d(fz(l’, Z)? fi(xlv Z,))

(3.6)

3.7

[li(z) = L(@)13 + 0]si(2)z + qi(x) = f7(li(2))) — (si(2')2" + qi(2") = f7(li(2")))]

Pl — |3 + Olsi(2) (2 — f*(
<z — 2|3+ Ollsilll (2 — £*(x)
F0)(2' — £ (@)lsilx) — si(@)]
1»1»

) = si(@) (' = f*(2)))]

)
) — (&' = (@)

< cid((, 2), (2, 2)),

where ¢; = max {r] + 02M H,, ||s]|~} < 1.
Thus, f;’s are contractions on (K x [—M, M],d).
From Remark we get the result.

rille =23 + Ollsllool(z = f7(x)) = (2" = f*(2")| + 62M Hi|w — 2'|[3

]

Case 1. If K is a p.c.f. self-similar set and Vj is the boundary of K, then by Remark [2.3](ii), we

get
From equation (3.3)), we get

T(Nlivo) = Plisov) for feC*ieN.

(3.8)
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Let f € C*and x € [;(K) Nly(K) for some ,7 € N with i # i'.
From equation (3.8)) and (3.9), we get

by viewing z as an entity belonging to /;(K) and [; (K).
Therefore T'(f) is a continuous function. Thus, 7" is well defined.

Remark 3.1. If K is a p.c.f. self-similar set, then for any given data on it’s boundary Vj, there
exists a unique harmonic function on K such that it satisfies the given data (see [16|]). This gives
the guarantee for the existence of ¢;’s as in (3.2)).

Remark 3.2. If K is a p.c.f. self-similar set and V, is its boundary with respect to the IFS
{R™ ||.]l2), (l)X.,}, then for any n € N, K (Vy) is again a p.c.f. self-similar set (boundary of
K) with respect to the IFS {(R?,||.||2), {lo }wenn }. So, for any n € N, we can get a FIF f* for
the given data on (V =)V, := we%nlw(vo). Note that V,, — K as n — oo.

Remark 3.3. Sierpiriski Gasket (SG), Sierpiriski sickle, Koch curve, Hata’s tree-like set are some
of the examples of p.c.f. self-similar sets.

The IFS of SG is {(R?, ||.||2), {l;}i_1 }, where I;(x) = §(x + k;) for i € {1,2,3} and {k1, ks, ks}
are the vertices of an equilateral triangle. In this case, the boundary of K is Vo = {k1, k2, k3}.

Case 2. If

V ={(x1i,, T2y - -y Tni,,,) E R™ 14, €{0,1,... .0, },ue {1,2,...,m}}

with 2,0 < Ty1 <+ - < Tyy, foru € {1,2,...,m}, then we define ; : R™ — R™ to be
() = (liy (1), loi (T2), -+ - s L (7))
forx = (v1,22,...,2,) € R™and i = (iy,4,...,i,) € N, where

— N ={(i1, 02, .. i) s iy € {1,2,...,nu},u € {1,2,...,m}},

Tunqgy —Lu0 Lunqgy —Lu0

{1,2,...,m} and

Loy iy —€qy4 —Ty iy —14€q; Ty, iy —14€q4 Tuny —Ty G —€qyf Zu0
S O R (e u))t+< ot eus) ‘ “)u)fortER,uE

— €y = (€u1, €42, - - €un, ) € {0,1}™ foru € {1,2,...,m} (which is called signature).

We defined [,;, for v € {1,2,...,m} such that

Lui ([Tu0; Tun,]) = {xu(iufl)a Tui, )

and
luiu (:L‘UO) - xu(iu—l—i-euiu) and luzu (:L‘unu) - J7u(iu—5uiu)-

From our construction, we get



— Vo = {(x1i,, T2ips - - -y Tpns,,) € R™ 24y, € {0, },u € {1,2,...,m}} and
- K= [$107$1n1] X [I207$2n2] X X [Imo,l"mnm].

(1) If m =1, then K is a p.c.f. self-similar set and Vj, is its boundary. So, 7" is well-defined.
In this case, we obtain the fractal interpolation function of the zipper on an interval (see

(71D
If we choose ¢, = 0 for u € {1,2,...,m} and s;’s are constant functions, we get the
standard fractal interpolation function on an interval (see [2]).

(i) If m > 1, then T is well-defined provided that
.= (0,1,0,1,...)oreg, = (1,0,1,0,...) foru € {1,2,...,m}

and
Fi($7 Z) = F(il...ijfl,ij+177;j+1...im) (l', 2)7
fori = (i, is. .. ip) €N, j € {1,2...m} with; € {1,2...n; — 1},

r = ($1 .. .xj_l,x;‘-,xjH .. .Im) € K with I‘;k = l;]l(l’ﬂj) = l;(zlj+1)<xjij) and z € R.

For more details ref. [[17,20,22]. In this case, we call f* multivariate FIF.
In particular, if ¢, = (0,1,0,1,...) foru € {1,2,...,m}, s;’s are equal constants i.e.,
there exists unique s € (—1, 1) such that s;(x) = s forz € K and i € N/, and

gi(x) = Z ei7JH$j forx = (z1,22,...,2,) € K,i € N,

JC{1,2,..m}  j€J

where e; ;’s are constants, then 7" is well-defined (see [18]]).

4 Box dimension of fractal functions
For a continuous function f : K — R and w € A'*, we define the oscillation of f over [, (K) by

Osc,(f) = sup f(z)— inf )f(x)z sup | f(z) — f(a")]

z€l,(K) zEly (K z,x' €l (K)

and total oscillation of order k by

Osc(k, f) = Z Osc,,(f).

We define oscillation space on K, for n € [0,log, N], as follows (Ref. [9])
C"(K)={f:K — R: fis continuous and [f], < oo},

where [f], = su

Osc(h.S) _ and A~! = max ;.
ke ) ieN

gAk(logA N—n
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Remark 4.1. If m = 1 and n = log, N, then C"(K) is the collection of continuous bounded
variation functions on K.

In the following proposition, we discuss the relation between Holder continuous functions
and oscillation spaces, draws inspiration from [6].

Proposition 4.1. If f : K — R is a Holder continuous function with exponent n € (0, 1], then

felCnK).

Proof. By assumption, there exists a constant /7 such that
[f(z) = f(@)] < H||z = 2"||3 for z,2" € K.
Thus, we have

Oseh )= 3 sup 17(a) = () < H 3 sup Jhte) = L)

weNFD 2! €l (K) kT 'eK
<H Z )" sup |z —2'||] = HN*AF1| K|
weNF €K

— H‘K‘ﬁAk(IOgA N=n)
for all k£ € N, where | K| denotes the diameter of K. O
Theorem 4.1. Let s;,q; € C"(K) fori € N. If:

(i) v < ,,then

.. N
(ii) v > 17, then

dimy (K) < dimpy (G4+) < dimg (Gy+) < dimp (G+) < 1+ logy 7,

where v := Y ||8i||oc and ' := min{1,n}.
ieN

Proof. Let N(k) and N(k,w) denote the minimum number of cubes of size ‘f' X % X ...

which covers G- and G-, respectively, where G-, = {(z, f*(z)) : x € [, (K)} forw € N’“.
Fori € N,w e N* k € Nand z,2’ € I,(K), we have

|7 (li(x) = f*(li(2")]

@

< lsilloo £5 (@) = F2@)] + 1 ool i) = si(a”)] + lai(z) — gi(2))]
Nk w)| K
< HS@HOO% + 11/l Oscy (8:) + Oscy(q;)-



Fori € N,w € N* and k € N, we get G- ;) is contained in a cuboid of size A|,€K+|1 X Al,fill X

] s Dl NROIEL ) 2 Oscyy(s5) + Oscu(g:)-
Since A > 1 and

¢r B UG, forkeN, (4.10)
weNFk

we get

NE+1)< Y Nk+Llw =Y > Nk+1,(iw)

weNk+1 iENweNk

<Y (A|K| (LKL s ) + Ot +1)

iENweNk

< AMYN(k Z 1 oo lsil + [i]) ARCo8AN=1) 4 Nrhe1
26/\/
< AYN (k) + N’“A’“ =c

for k € N, where C = % Z/\/(Hf*Hoo[Sz]n + [qiln) + N.
1€

Via the mathematical induction method, for k£ € N, we get
A k-1 N
N(k+1) < (A)2N(k — 1) + Ay (NAH7 ) C+ (NAH7 ) C
N k=2 A k-1 N
< (M)*N(k—2)+C ((M)? (NAH7 ) + Ay (NAH7 ) + (NAH7 ) )
/ / 2 / k
< (AY)*N(1) + C ((Ay)k‘lNAl‘” T (A)e2 (NAT) e (VAR > .

Case (1). Consider v < % then for £ € N, we have
) & An,”y Anlfy k—1
N(k+1)g(Ay)’“N(l)JrC(NAl*”) 1+ N +---+(N>

PN 1\ "
<A (7 N(1)+C(NA ")k

< (NA1’7'>k+1 (k+ )(N(1) + C).

Therefore, we get

— : log N(k+1 log N
dimp(G) = hmsup% <1l-n'+ 1(())g A
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Case (ii). Consider 7y > %, then for k£ € N, we have

N(k+1) < (Ay)*N(1) + C(Ay)* A <Aﬂn) (1 + A%Y S (i)kl)

< (Ay)"N(1) + C(M)’“*M%

!/

ANy
C
k+1
< (Ay) (N(1)+ |
An/’y
Hence
dimp(Gy+) < 1+logy 7.
Let us denote Aal = min 4, and for r € {0, 1,2,...,m}, we denote:
eN
— Yy = Y Si1s Where
ieN
|4l if r =0, s; is a constant and ¢; is affine
|4l if r # 0, s; is a constant and
Silr = . . .
oo q; is affine with respect to the ™ co-ordinate
0, otherwise;
— Yor = Y Si2ns, Where
ieN
S;, if r = 0, s; is a non-negative constant and ¢; is concave
. S, if » £ 0, s; is a non-negative constant and
2, = . . .
. ¢; is concave with respect to the ™ co-ordinate
0, otherwise;
— Y3, = Y Si3s, Where
i€
Si, if r = 0, s; is a non-negative constant and ¢; is convex
. Sis if » # 0, s; is a non-negative constant and
'73’ . . .
o q; is convex with respect to the r™ co-ordinate
0, otherwise.
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Lemma 4.1. Assume that there exist y1,ys,ys € V and A € (0,1) such that y3 = (1—X)y1 + Ay

and the set {(y1,p(v1)), (y2, p(y2)), (ys3, p(y3))} is not collinear i.e., L := p(ys)— ((1—=N)p(y1)+
Ap(y2)) # 0. Then for w € N* k € N, we get

(i) G g+, must cover a set of height s, 1.05wy1,0 - - - Swe1,0/ L

(ii) Gy« , must cover a set of height S, 2.05.,,2,0 - - - Swg,2,0L if L > 0;
(iii) Gy, must cover a set of height S, 305,30 - - - Swy3.0/ L] if L < 0.

Proof. Let us suppose that L > 0.
Since [;’s are similarities on R™, they are affine maps.
Thus, forw € N* k € N, we get

lo(ys) = (1 = Mlw(y1) + Muw(y2)- 4.11)

For i € N such that s; is a non-negative constant and ¢; is concave, we get

9i(y3, p(y3)) — (1 = N)gi(yr, p(y1)) + Agi(y2, p(y2)))
=5 L4 ¢i((1 = Nyr + M) — (1= Nai(y1) + Agi(y2)) > siL. (4.12)

For i, j € N such that s;, s; are non-negative constants and ¢;, ¢; are concave, we get

9i(fi(ys,p(y3))) — (1 — N)agi(fi(yr, p(y1))) + Agi(f;(y2, (y2))))

= 5095 (53, p(ys)) — (1= N (1, (1)) + Agj (2, p(12))))

+ @i((1 = N(y) + My(ye)) — (1= Nailli(y1)) + Aai(l5(y2)))
(4.12])
2 SZ'S]'L.

Via the mathematical induction method, fori € N and w € N*71 k — 1 € N, we get

|9:(fu(y3, p(y3))) — (1 = N)gi( fu(y1, p(11))) + Agi(fu(y2, P(y2))))]

> 8i.2,0801,2,0502,2,0 - - - Swy,,2,0L- (4.13)

Since f* is a continuous function passing through f,,(y1, p(v1)), fu(y2, p(y2)) and fi,(y2, p(y2)),
and by using and (4.13)), we get G4~ ,, must cover a set of height s, 205u,20 - - - Swy.2,0L
forw € N*, k € N,

In a similar way, we can prove the other cases also. []

Lemma 4.2. Let us consider 1;(x) = (I, (1), l2iy(X2), - -+, lns,, (x)) for z € R™ and i € N,
where l,;, : R — R are affine maps for v € {1,2,... ,m}. Assume that there exist y; =

(tl,tg, e 7tr—17tr17tr+1a Ce 7tm>7y2 = (tl,tg, P atT—17t’r‘27t7‘+17 e ,tm),yg = (tl,tg7 P atT—17t7"37t7‘+17 ce

V' for some r € {1,2,...,m}, and A € (0,1) such that y3 = (1 — N)y1 + A\yp and L =
p(y3) — (1 = Np(yr) + Ap(y2)) # 0. Then for w € N* k € N, we get

(i) Gy» ., must cover a set of height Su, 115wy - - - S| Ll
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(ii) G g+, must cover a set of height S, 2.r5u, 2,5 - - - Swy2,0 L if L > 0;
(iii) Gy, must cover a set of height Sy, 35wy 3. - - - Swy3.r|L| if L < 0.
Proof. Using similar arguments of Lemma 4.1, we can prove this result. L

Theorem 4.2. Let f* be a multivariate FIF derived from Case [2| Assume that the interpolation
points are not collinear, i.e., there exist v € {1,2,... . m},y1,92,y3 € V and L # 0 as in the

framework of Lemma If:

(l) Ti,r 7& O’ then
1 +logy, (11,-) < dimp (Gy-);

(ii) L > 0 and v, # 0, then

1+ logy, (v2,r) < dimpg (Gy+);

(iii) L < 0and v, # 0, then
1 +logy,(73,) < dimp (Gy-) -

|K]o

Proof. Let Ny(k) denote the minimum number of cubes of side length “5* that covers Gy,
0

where | K| is the minimum of the side lengths of K.
Let us suppose that 7 ,. # 0.

. . K K
From Lemma , we get G's- ,, must cover a cuboid of size % X. .. % X Suy A rSwp L« -+ Seo 1| L

forw e N* ke N.
Thus

)

Ak Ak

No(k) = ) ﬁsm,,ﬂsw,u e S| L] = ﬁvfrﬁd for k € N. (4.14)
weNFk 0 0

Therefore

log No(k) | log 1,

o AK - '
o og < S ) log Ay
A similar argument works for other cases as well. ]

Corollary 4.1. Let f* be a multivariate FIF derived from Case 2| q; € C"(K) and s; be a
constant for i € N. Assume that the interpolation points are not collinear (i.e., there exists

re{1,2,...,m} as in Lemma{.2))

— and either q; is affine with respect to the ™ co-ordinate for i € N
or

13



— L >0, g; is concave with respect to the " co-ordinate and s; > 0 fori €¢ N
or

— L <0, g; is convex with respect to the r'™ co-ordinate and s; > 0 fori € N.
Ij:.

(i) 0 <~y < %,then
14 logy, v < dimp (Gy-) < dimp (Gy+) <1—7"+log, N;
.. N
(ii) v > A then
1 +logy, v < dimp (Gy-) < dimp (Gy-) < 1+ logy v;

(iii) ny = n and {2y, };"_, are equally spaced points for u € {1,2,...,m}, then

1 loﬂ7 iy > mfn”
dlmB(Gf*>:{ +10gn lf’}/ n

m, ify<n™tandn = 1.

Theorem 4.3. Let n € N and f* be a FIF on SG with respect to the datap on V = V,, as in
Remark Assume that there exist y1,yo,ys € V and L # 0 as in the framework of Lemma

If

(i) y1,0 # O, then
1 +1oggn 10 < dimp (Gy-) ;5

(ii) L > 0and v29 # 0, then
1 +loggn Y2,0 < dimp (G- ) ;

(iii) L < 0and v39 # 0, then
1+ logyn ¥3,0 < dimp (G+) ;

(iv) si,q; € C"(SG) fori € N and either y10 = 7 (or) L > 0 and 29 = 7y (or) L < 0 and
V3,0 =7, then

n

1 : 3
L+ > ()
log 3 . 3
Tog 2’ ify < (2)

dimp (Gg+) = {

Proof. From the assumption, we get N = 3", r, = 2% forv e N ={1,2,3}"and Ay = A = 2".
Let Ns(k) and Ns(k,w) denote the minimum number of sets belonging to the family

K K
{T X {z, z+ %} : T' is an equilateral triangle of side length |27k|} ,

14



which covers G ¢+ and G4« , respectively.

Let us suppose that y; o # 0.
From Lemma[.1] for & € N, we get

2nkk 1L
Ns(k) = > Ns(k,w) > Z| |5w1105m10 Suto L] = %H (4.15)
weNF weNF
Since
Kll (Gf*) S Ns(/{?) < 3N|Kll (Gf*) for k € N,
on on
we have
log Ns(k) @13
dim (G p+) = liminf log Ns(k) > 14 logyn 11,0-
k—o0 lo 2nk
s (51)
In a similar way, we can prove the other cases. [

Remark 4.2. By using Lemma .1 and in a similar way, we can estimate non-trivial lower
bounds of the box dimension of FIFs on many different domains such as triangle, Sierpiriski
sickle etc.

Theorem 4.4. Let f* be a FIF on an interval derived from Casel 2l si,q; € C"(K) fori € N and

{21, }iLo be a equally spaced points collection. If vo > N =1 and hm ﬁ =

0o, then
1+ logy(70) < dimp (Gy-) < dimp (Gy+) <14 logy(7),
where o ==Y .. |Isillo and ||si|lo = inf{[s;(x)| : v € K}.

Proof. From assumption, we have m = 1,r; = N fori € N and Ag = A = N. From Theorem
4.1, we get the upper bound of dimp (G- ).
Fori € N,w e N* k € Nand z,2’ € I,(K), we have

| *(li(fv)) — ("))l
= salol (@) = £@)] = 1 lclsi(@) = 5:@)] = lai(a) — (e
Fori € N,w € N*and k € N, we get G f*,(iw) Must cover at least a rectangle of size

lsclo@W k) =2IK] ) £l Osc, (57) — Oscol(q:).
From (4.10), we have

=> > N(k+1(i,w))

iENweN*k

. Z Z Nk+ (HS H ( (Nk) 2)‘[(‘ . ||f*||ooOSCW(Si) —OSCW((]Z‘))

ieENweNk

VE

|K]|
NF+

T X

Nk+1 . )

2 No(N (k) = 2N%) = =D (1 aclsily + lail) N0
ieEN

> NyoN (k) — NFC=

15



for k € N, where ¢’ = %ZN(Hf*Hoo[si]n + [aily) + 2N.
1€

Via the mathematical induction method, we get
N(k) > (N50)" " N(r) = € ((N0) 77 (W21) + (Nyo) 772 (N27) ™

IS (NQ*n)k_l)

= (V90) 77 N(r) = €' (N0) 7 (N2 0)” (1 P () )

Yo Yo

- —r— —n\T" 1
> (Nyo)" " N(r) = C" (N)* "1 (N?7) 1N
Y0
NZ\" [ N(r C’
=0 (5 ) | ey - -
No (N2 Ny, (1_N ">
Y0
for k > r.
By assumption, there exists 7’ € N such that
N(@') c’ >0
2-n)"" N1-n ’
(N ) N’)/O (]_ — ~o >
Thus

N(k) > (Ny0)* C”,
for k > r’, where C" = (M)r ( N(@') c’ )>

=) e e

Hence
log N (k log (N~o)" ]
dim () — i inf 228 NE) o, 108 (Vo) 7}3) _ 14 %80
k—o0 log <%> k—oo log N log N

[]

Corollary 4.2. Let f* be a FIF on an interval, s;,q; be continuous bounded variation maps
fori e N, {z1, }i be a equally spaced points collection. If the interpolation points are not
collinear (i.e., there exists L # 0 as in Lemma , and either v, o > 1 (or) L > 0 and vy, > 1
(or) L < 0and 3o > 1, then

1 +logy (7o) < dimp (Gy+) < dimp (Gy+) < 1+ logy (7).

Proof. From assumption, we get s;, q; € C"(K) withn = 1 fori € N.
Let us suppose that ;o > 1.
From Lemma[.1] for k € N, we get

N* Nk7f0|[/|
N(k) = Z N(k,w) 2 Z Wswl,l,oswz,l,o c S0l L] = BT
wENF weNk
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Since 19 > 1, we get
N (k)

lim =00
k—o0 Nk

Since 7o > 71,0 > 1, by using Theorem [4.4] we conclude
1+logy(70) < dimp (Gy-) < dimp (Gy-) < 1+ logy(7).
In a similar way, we can prove the cases. O]

Example 4.1. Let us consider the data set {(x¢,0), (x1,1/2), (22,1/3), (23,0)} and the signa-
ture €1 = (0,0,0), where 0 = zo < 11 < T3 < x3 = 1.
Let g; : [0,1] x R — R, i € {1,2,3} given by

am o f(x)z —z™ oz 1 —x™ 3z 1
91($,Z)—7+ 1 ,92(,2) = 6 +§+§,g3($>z)—

for (x,z) € [0,1] x R, where f(x) = sin(x) for x € [0,1] or f(x) = 1 for x € [0,1],m; € (0, 1]
and 1,13 € [1, 00).

We have:

— s;,q; € C"([0,1]) for i € {1,2,3}, where n = min{1, 7, },

—y =2 =2iff=sinand v =vif f =1

— v < & ifn <logy2and~ > £ if n > log, 2.

Case (i). Consider z; = 4/15 and x5 = 3/5, then we get Ao = 12, A =
and L = p(x1) — ((1 - §) p(wo) + 5p(2)) > 0.

Based on TheoremH. 1| and we get

Nt

, L1 = (1 — %) ZE0+§JZ2

1+ logs (2 , = ,
dimy (G > |1 T L) 7=
1+10g17:s(§), iff=
and
. 1—n+logs3, ifn<log,:2,
T, (G < U 0§g ifn f)gg.s,
1+ log% (5) ,  otherwise.

Case (ii). Consider x1 = 1/3,x9 = 2/3, f = L and n; > logs 2, then we get A\g = A = 3,791 =
Yox1=(1—3)zo+ 2zaand L = p(z1) — ((1 — %) p(xo) + 2p(x2)) > 0.
From Corollary[d.1| we get

log (1.5)

: N
dimp(G ) + log 3
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Figure 1: Graph of FIF for f = sin with (11,72, 73) = (0.8,2, 1) derived from the
Case (i) of Exampleand we get 1.1688 < dimp (Gy+) < dimp (G+) < 1.44251.
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Figure 2: Graph of FIF for f = 1 with (11, 12,73) = (0.8, 2, 1) derived from the

Case (7) of Exampleand we get 1.3067 < dimp (Gy+) < dimp (G+) < 1.44251.
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5 Conclusion

According to the research done so far on the dimensional analysis of FIFs, FIFs on specific
domains have been taken and their box dimensions have been analyzed. It is important to note
that each domain so far considered can be written as the attractor of some suitable IFS. In this
paper, we have analyzed the box dimension of FIF with its domain considered as an attractor of
an arbitrary IFS. Hence, most of the FIFs constructed so far will become particular cases of our
theory. Also, studies have shown that the domain of any new FIF can be likely be obtained as
an attractor of a suitable IFS. Hence, in the future, if any new FIF is considered in a different
domain, our dimensional results can be applied to such FIFs as well. Hence, the theory on which
we have worked will act as a single platform for the study of the dimensional analysis of a large
class of FIFs.
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