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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 Sierpiński
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], Sierpiński Gasket [8], post critically finite
(p.c.f.) 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 Hölder 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 Sierpiński Gasket. Even in the case of Sierpiński Gasket
also, the authors [25] obtained only a non-trivial upper bound of the box dimension of FIFs by
using Hölder 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 Hölder continuous functions. We provide non-trivial
lower bounds of the box dimension of FIF on m-dimensional cubes and Sierpiński 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 fi : X → X, i = 1, 2, . . . , N . We denote it as
S = {(X, d), (fi)

N
i=1}.

For an IFS, we can define an operator (called Hutchinson operator) FS : (H(X), h) →
(H(X), h) by

FS(B) =
N
∪
i=1

fi(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 h is the Hausdorff distance.
If FS has a unique fixed point AS (say) and lim

n→∞
F [n]

S (B) = AS for every B ∈ H(X), then AS

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

Definition 2.2. Let (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(x), f(y)) ≤ r d(x, y) for x, y ∈ X,

then f is called contraction;

2



−
d(f(x), f(y)) = r d(x, y) for x, y ∈ X,

then f is called similarity.

The constant r is called the contractivity factor of f .

Remark 2.1. [14] An IFS {(X, d), (fi)
N
i=1} has an attractor provided that fi’s are contractions.

Remark 2.2. If a function f : Rk → Rk is similarity, then it is an affine map.

For an IFS S = {(X, d), (fi)
N
i=1}, we denote N = {1, 2, . . . , N}, N k = {(ω1, ω2, . . . , ωk) : ωi ∈ N}

and N∞ = {(ωi)
∞
i=1 : ωi ∈ N}, and we define

fω = fω1 ◦ fω2 ◦ · · · ◦ fωk
for ω = (ω1, ω2, . . . , ωk) ∈ N k, k ∈ N.

Let π : N∞ → AS be defined by

π(ω) =
⋂
k∈N

fω1ω2···ωk
(AS) for ω ∈ N∞.

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

C = π−1

 ⋃
i,j∈N
i ̸=j

(fi(AS) ∩ fj(AS))

 and P =
⋃
k∈N

τ [k](C),

where τ is the left shift operator on N∞. If P is a finite set, then AS is called a post critical finite
(p.c.f.) self-similar set. The boundary of AS is defined by V ∗

0 = π(P) and we define

Vk =
⋃

ω∈N k

fω(V
∗
0 ) for k ∈ N.

Remark 2.3. [16]

(i) V ∗
0 ⊆ V1 ⊆ V2 ⊆ · · ·Vk−1 ⊆ Vk ⊆ · · · .

(ii) For ω, ω′ ∈ N k, k ∈ N with ω ̸= ω′, we get

fω(AS) ∩ fω′(AS) = fω(V
∗
0 ) ∩ fω′(V ∗

0 ).

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

dimB(F ) = lim inf
δ→0+

logNδ(F )

log
(
1
δ

) and dimB(F ) = lim sup
δ→0+

logNδ(F )

log
(
1
δ

) ,

where Nδ(F ) is the minimum number of boxes with side length δ and sides parallel to the axes,
whose union contains F . If dimB(F ) = dimB(F ), this common value is denoted by dimB(F )
and is called the box dimension or Minkowski dimension of F .
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Remark 2.4. [10] For a nonempty bounded subset F of Rk and a continuous function f : F →
R, we have the following inequalities

dimH(F ) ≤ dimB(F ) ≤ dimB(F ) and dimH(F ) ≤ dimH(Gf ),

where dimH(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
Hölder continuous with exponent η if η ∈ (0, 1] and there exists H ∈ [0,∞) such that

dY (f(x), f(x
′)) ≤ H dX(x, x

′)η for x, x′ ∈ X.

3 Fractal interpolation function
Let p : V :=

⋃
i∈N

li(V0) → R be a given function (data), where

− V0 = {k1, k2, . . . , kr} ⊆ V ⊆ K,

− K is an attractor of an IFS {(Rm, ∥.∥2), (li)i∈N}, ∥.∥2 is the Euclidean metric on Rm,
N = {1, 2, . . . , N} and li is a similarity map on Rm with the contractivity factor ri for
i ∈ N .

Let us consider gi : K × R → R defined by

gi(x, z) = si(x)z + qi(x) for (x, z) ∈ K × R, i ∈ N , (3.1)

where si is a continuous function with ∥s∥∞ := max{∥si∥∞ : i ∈ N} < 1, ∥.∥∞ is the uniform
metric and qi is a continuous function which satisfy the following ‘join-up’ conditions

qi(kj) = p(li(kj))− si(kj)p(kj) for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r}. (3.2)

We consider the IFS S = {(K × R, ∥.∥2), (fi)i∈N}, where

fi(x, z) = (li(x), gi(x, z)) for (x, z) ∈ K × R.

Let us suppose that the map T : C∗ → C given by

T (f)(x) = gi(l
−1
i (x), f(l−1

i (x)) for x ∈ li(K), i ∈ N , f ∈ C∗

is well-defined, where C = {f : K → R : f is continuous} and C∗ =
{f ∈ C : f |V0 = p|V0}.

Lemma 3.1.
T (C∗) ⊆ C∗∗ ⊆ C∗,

where C∗∗ = {f ∈ C : f |V = p|V }.
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Proof. Since

T (f)(li(kj)) = gi(kj, f(kj)) = gi(kj, p(kj))
(3.1)&(3.2)

= p(li(kj)), (3.3)

for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r}, i ∈ N and f ∈ C∗, we get the proof.

Theorem 3.1. T is a contraction map on the complete space (C∗, ∥.∥∞).

Proof. For f1, f2 ∈ C∗, we get

∥T (f1)− T (f2)∥∞ ≤ max
i∈N

max
x∈K

|gi(x, f1(x)− gi(x, f2(x)|

= max
i∈N

max
x∈K

|si(x)||f1(x)− f2(x)| = ∥s∥∞∥f1 − f2∥∞.

Corollary 3.1. There exists a unique continuous function f ∗ : K → R such that f ∗|V = p|V and

f ∗ (li(x)) = si(x)f
∗(x) + qi(x) for x ∈ K, i ∈ N . (3.4)

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

f ∗ ∈ C∗ such that f ∗ = T (f ∗)
Lemma3.1

∈ C∗∗.

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

Proposition 3.1. Gf∗ is a fixed point of the Hutchison operator FS of S, where Gf∗ denotes the
graph of f ∗.

Proof. Since Gf∗ ∈ H(K × R) and

Gf∗ =
N
∪
i=1

{(x, f ∗(x)) : x ∈ li(K)} f∗=T (f∗)
=

N
∪
i=1

{(li(x), gi(x, f ∗(x))) : x ∈ K}

=
N
∪
i=1

fi(Gf∗), (3.5)

we get the result.

Theorem 3.2. If S has an attractor AS (say), then

AS = Gf∗ ,

Proof. Since AS is the unique fixed point of the Hutchison operator of S, from Proposition 3.1,
we get the result.

Lemma 3.2. fi : K × [−M,M ] → K × [−M,M ], i ∈ N are well-defined operators, where

M :=
max
i∈N

∥qi∥∞

1−∥s∥∞ .
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Proof. For (x, z) ∈ K × [−M,M ] and i ∈ N , we get

|gi(x, z)| ≤ ∥si∥∞z + ∥qi∥∞ ≤ ∥s∥∞M +max
i∈N

∥qi∥∞ = M.

Proposition 3.2. If si’s are Hölder continuous, then S has an attractor.

Proof. From (3.4), we get

∥f ∗∥∞ ≤ ∥s∥∞∥f ∗∥∞ +max
i∈N

∥qi∥∞ ⇒ ∥f ∗∥∞ ≤ M. (3.6)

From the assumption, there exist Hi ∈ [0,∞) for i ∈ N and η ∈ (0, 1] such that

|si(x)− si(x
′)| ≤ Hi∥x− x′∥η2 for x, x′ ∈ K, i ∈ N . (3.7)

For θ =
1−max

i∈N
rηi

2Mmax
i∈N

Hi+1
> 0, let us consider the metric d on K × R, given by

d((x, z), (x′, z′)) = ∥x− x′∥η2 + θ|(z − f ∗(x))− (z′ − f ∗(x′))|,

for (x, z), (x′, z′) ∈ K × R, which is equivalent to the Euclidean metric.
For i ∈ N and (x, z), (x′, z′) ∈ K × [−M,M ], we have

d(fi(x, z), fi(x
′, z′))

= ∥li(x)− li(x
′)∥η2 + θ|si(x)z + qi(x)− f ∗(li(x)))− (si(x

′)z′ + qi(x
′)− f ∗(li(x

′)))|
(3.4)
= rηi ∥x− x′∥η2 + θ|si(x)(z − f ∗(x))− si(x

′)(z′ − f ∗(x′)))|
≤ rηi ∥x− x′∥η2 + θ∥si∥∞|(z − f ∗(x))− (z′ − f ∗(x′))|
+ θ|(z′ − f ∗(x′))||si(x)− si(x

′)|
(3.6)&(3.7)

≤ rηi ∥x− x′∥η2 + θ∥s∥∞|(z − f ∗(x))− (z′ − f ∗(x′))|+ θ2MHi∥x− x′∥η2
≤ cid((x, z), (x

′, z′)),

where ci = max {rηi + θ2MHi, ∥s∥∞} < 1.
Thus, fi’s are contractions on (K × [−M,M ], d).
From Remark 2.1, we get the result.

Case 1. If K is a p.c.f. self-similar set and V0 is the boundary of K, then by Remark 2.3 (ii), we
get

li(K) ∩ li′(K) = li(V0) ∩ li′(V0) for i, i′ ∈ N with i ̸= i′. (3.8)

From equation (3.3), we get

T (f)|li(V0) = p|li(V0) for f ∈ C∗, i ∈ N . (3.9)
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Let f ∈ C∗ and x ∈ li(K) ∩ li′(K) for some i, i′ ∈ N with i ̸= i′.
From equation (3.8) and (3.9), we get

T (f)(x) = p(x)

by viewing x as an entity belonging to li(K) and li′(K).
Therefore T (f) is a continuous function. Thus, T 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 V0, 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 qi’s as in (3.2).

Remark 3.2. If K is a p.c.f. self-similar set and V0 is its boundary with respect to the IFS
{(Rm, ∥.∥2), (li)Ni=1}, then for any n ∈ N, K (V0) is again a p.c.f. self-similar set (boundary of
K) with respect to the IFS {(R2, ∥.∥2), {lω}ω∈Nn}. So, for any n ∈ N, we can get a FIF f ∗ for
the given data on (V =)Vn := ∪

ω∈Nn
lω(V0). Note that Vn → K as n → ∞.

Remark 3.3. Sierpiński Gasket (SG), Sierpiński 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 {(R2, ∥.∥2), {li}3i=1}, where li(x) =

1
2
(x+ ki) for i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and {k1, k2, k3}

are the vertices of an equilateral triangle. In this case, the boundary of K is V0 = {k1, k2, k3}.

Case 2. If

V = {(x1i1 , x2i2 , . . . , xmim) ∈ Rm : iu ∈ {0, 1, . . . , nu}, u ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}}

with xu0 < xu1 < · · · < xunu for u ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, then we define li : Rm → Rm to be

li(x) = (l1i1(x1), l2i2(x2), . . . , lmim(xm)) ,

for x = (x1, x2, . . . , xm) ∈ Rm and i = (i1, i2, . . . , im) ∈ N , where

− N = {(i1, i2, . . . im) : iu ∈ {1, 2, . . . , nu}, u ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}},

− luiu(t) =
(

xu(iu−ϵuiu )−xu(iu−1+ϵuiu )

xunu−xu0

)
t +

(
xu(iu−1+ϵuiu )xunu−xu(iu−ϵuiu )xu0

xunu−xu0

)
for t ∈ R, u ∈

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

− ϵu = (ϵu1, ϵu2, . . . , ϵunu) ∈ {0, 1}nu for u ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} (which is called signature).

We defined luiu for u ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} such that

luiu([xu0, xunu ]) = [xu(iu−1), xuiu ]

and
luiu(xu0) = xu(iu−1+ϵuiu )

and luiu(xunu) = xu(iu−ϵuiu )
.

From our construction, we get
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− V0 = {(x1i1 , x2i2 , . . . , xmim) ∈ Rm : iu ∈ {0, nu}, u ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}} and

− K = [x10, x1n1 ]× [x20, x2n2 ]× · · · × [xm0, xmnm ].

(i) If m = 1, then K is a p.c.f. self-similar set and V0 is its boundary. So, T is well-defined.
In this case, we obtain the fractal interpolation function of the zipper on an interval (see
[7]).
If we choose εu = 0 for u ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} and si’s are constant functions, we get the
standard fractal interpolation function on an interval (see [2]).

(ii) If m > 1, then T is well-defined provided that

εu = (0, 1, 0, 1, . . . ) or εu = (1, 0, 1, 0, . . . ) for u ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}

and
Fi(x, z) = F(i1...ij−1,ij+1,ij+1...im)(x, z),

for i = (i1, i2 . . . im) ∈ N , j ∈ {1, 2 . . .m} with ij ∈ {1, 2 . . . nj − 1},
x = (x1 . . . xj−1, x

∗
j , xj+1 . . . xm) ∈ K with x∗

j = l−1
jij
(xjij) = l−1

j(ij+1)(xjij) and z ∈ R.
For more details ref. [17, 20, 22]. In this case, we call f ∗ multivariate FIF.
In particular, if εu = (0, 1, 0, 1, . . . ) for u ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, si’s are equal constants i.e.,
there exists unique s ∈ (−1, 1) such that si(x) = s for x ∈ K and i ∈ N , and

qi(x) =
∑

J⊆{1,2,...,m}

ei,J
∏
j∈J

xj for x = (x1, x2, . . . , xm) ∈ K, i ∈ N ,

where ei,J ’s are constants, then T is well-defined (see [18]).

4 Box dimension of fractal functions
For a continuous function f : K → R and ω ∈ N k, we define the oscillation of f over lω(K) by

Oscω(f) = sup
x∈lω(K)

f(x)− inf
x∈lω(K)

f(x) = sup
x,x′∈lω(K)

|f(x)− f(x′)|

and total oscillation of order k by

Osc(k, f) =
∑
ω∈N k

Oscω(f).

We define oscillation space on K, for η ∈ [0, logΛN ], as follows (Ref. [9])

Cη(K) = {f : K → R : f is continuous and [f ]η < ∞},

where [f ]η = sup
k∈N

Osc(k,f)

Λk(logΛ N−η) and Λ−1 = max
i∈N

ri.
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Remark 4.1. If m = 1 and η = logΛ N, then Cη(K) is the collection of continuous bounded
variation functions on K.

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

Proposition 4.1. If f : K → R is a Hölder continuous function with exponent η ∈ (0, 1], then
f ∈ Cη(K).

Proof. By assumption, there exists a constant H such that

|f(x)− f(x′)| ≤ H∥x− x′∥η2 for x, x′ ∈ K.

Thus, we have

Osc(k, f) =
∑
ω∈N k

sup
x,x′∈lω(K)

|f(x)− f(x′)| ≤ H
∑
ω∈N k

sup
x,x′∈K

∥lω(x)− lω(x
′)∥η2

≤ H
∑
ω∈N k

(
Λ−k

)η
sup

x,x′∈K
∥x− x′∥η2 = HNkΛ−kη|K|η

= H|K|ηΛk(logΛ N−η),

for all k ∈ N, where |K| denotes the diameter of K.

Theorem 4.1. Let si, qi ∈ Cη(K) for i ∈ N . If:

(i) γ ≤ N
Λη′ , then

dimH(K) ≤ dimH (Gf∗) ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ 1− η′ + logΛ N ;

(ii) γ > N
Λη′ , then

dimH(K) ≤ dimH (Gf∗) ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ 1 + logΛ γ,

where γ :=
∑
i∈N

∥si∥∞ and η′ := min{1, η}.

Proof. Let N(k) and N(k, ω) denote the minimum number of cubes of size |K|
Λk × |K|

Λk × . . . |K|
Λk

which covers Gf∗ and Gf∗,ω respectively, where Gf∗,ω = {(x, f ∗(x)) : x ∈ lω(K)} for ω ∈ N k.
For i ∈ N , ω ∈ N k, k ∈ N and x, x′ ∈ lω(K), we have

|f ∗(li(x))− f ∗(li(x
′))|

(3.4)

≤ ∥si∥∞|f ∗(x)− f ∗(x′)|+ ∥f ∗∥∞|si(x)− si(x
′)|+ |qi(x)− qi(x

′)|

≤ ∥si∥∞
N(k, ω)|K|

Λk
+ ∥f ∗∥∞Oscω(si) + Oscω(qi).
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For i ∈ N , ω ∈ N k and k ∈ N, we get Gf∗,(i,ω) is contained in a cuboid of size |K|
Λk+1 × |K|

Λk+1 ×
. . . |K|

Λk+1 × ∥si∥∞N(k,ω)|K|
Λk + ∥f ∗∥∞Oscω(si) + Oscω(qi).

Since Λ > 1 and

Gf∗
(3.5)
= ∪

ω∈N k
Gf∗,ω for k ∈ N, (4.10)

we get

N(k + 1) ≤
∑

ω∈N k+1

N(k + 1, ω) =
∑
i∈N

∑
ω∈N k

N(k + 1, (i, ω))

≤
∑
i∈N

∑
ω∈N k

(
Λk+1

|K|

(
∥si∥∞N(k, ω)|K|

Λk
+ ∥f ∗∥∞Oscω(si) + Oscω(qi)

)
+ 1

)
≤ ΛγN(k) +

Λk+1

|K|
∑
i∈N

(∥f ∗∥∞[si]η + [qi]η) Λ
k(logΛ N−η) +Nk+1

≤ ΛγN(k) +NkΛk(1−η′)C,

for k ∈ N, where C = Λ
|K|
∑
i∈N

(∥f ∗∥∞[si]η + [qi]η) +N .

Via the mathematical induction method, for k ∈ N, we get

N(k + 1) ≤ (Λγ)2N(k − 1) + Λγ
(
NΛ1−η′

)k−1

C +
(
NΛ1−η′

)k
C

≤ (Λγ)3N(k − 2) + C

(
(Λγ)2

(
NΛ1−η′

)k−2

+ Λγ
(
NΛ1−η′

)k−1

+
(
NΛ1−η′

)k)
≤ (Λγ)kN(1) + C

(
(Λγ)k−1NΛ1−η′ + (Λγ)k−2

(
NΛ1−η′

)2
+ · · ·+

(
NΛ1−η′

)k)
.

Case (i). Consider γ ≤ N
Λη′ , then for k ∈ N, we have

N(k + 1) ≤ (Λγ)kN(1) + C
(
NΛ1−η′

)k(
1 +

Λη′γ

N
+ · · ·+

(
Λη′γ

N

)k−1
)

≤ Λk

(
N

Λη′

)k

N(1) + C
(
NΛ1−η′

)k
k

≤
(
NΛ1−η′

)k+1

(k + 1)(N(1) + C).

Therefore, we get

dimB(Gf∗) = lim sup
k→∞

logN(k + 1)

log
(

Λk+1

|K|

) ≤ 1− η′ +
logN

log Λ
.
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Case (ii). Consider γ > N
Λη′ , then for k ∈ N, we have

N(k + 1) ≤ (Λγ)kN(1) + C(Λγ)k−1Λ

(
N

Λη′

)(
1 +

N

Λη′γ
+ · · ·+

(
N

Λη′γ

)k−1
)

≤ (Λγ)kN(1) + C(Λγ)k−1Λγ
1

1− N
Λη′γ

≤ (Λγ)k+1

(
N(1) +

C

1− N
Λη′γ

)
.

Hence

dimB(Gf∗) ≤ 1 + logΛ γ.

Let us denote Λ−1
0 = min

i∈N
ri, and for r ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . ,m}, we denote:

− γ1,r =
∑
i∈N

si,1,r, where

si,1,r =


|si|, if r = 0, si is a constant and qi is affine
|si|, if r ̸= 0, si is a constant and

qi is affine with respect to the rth co-ordinate
0, otherwise;

− γ2,r =
∑
i∈N

si,2,r, where

si,2,r =


si, if r = 0, si is a non-negative constant and qi is concave
si, if r ̸= 0, si is a non-negative constant and

qi is concave with respect to the rth co-ordinate
0, otherwise;

− γ3,r =
∑
i∈N

si,3,r, where

si,3,r =


si, if r = 0, si is a non-negative constant and qi is convex
si, if r ̸= 0, si is a non-negative constant and

qi is convex with respect to the rth co-ordinate
0, otherwise.
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Lemma 4.1. Assume that there exist y1, y2, y3 ∈ V and λ ∈ (0, 1) such that y3 = (1−λ)y1+λy2
and the set {(y1, p(y1)), (y2, p(y2)), (y3, p(y3))} is not collinear i.e., L := p(y3)−((1−λ)p(y1)+
λp(y2)) ̸= 0. Then for ω ∈ N k, k ∈ N, we get

(i) Gf∗,ω must cover a set of height sω1,1,0sω2,1,0 . . . sωk,1,0|L|;

(ii) Gf∗,ω must cover a set of height sω1,2,0sω2,2,0 . . . sωk,2,0L if L > 0;

(iii) Gf∗,ω must cover a set of height sω1,3,0sω2,3,0 . . . sωk,3,0|L| if L < 0.

Proof. Let us suppose that L > 0.
Since li’s are similarities on Rm, they are affine maps.
Thus, for ω ∈ N k, k ∈ N, we get

lω(y3) = (1− λ)lω(y1) + λlω(y2). (4.11)

For i ∈ N such that si is a non-negative constant and qi is concave, we get

gi(y3, p(y3))− ((1− λ)gi(y1, p(y1)) + λgi(y2, p(y2)))

= siL+ qi((1− λ)y1 + λy2)− ((1− λ)qi(y1) + λqi(y2)) ≥ siL. (4.12)

For i, j ∈ N such that si, sj are non-negative constants and qi, qj are concave, we get

gi(fj(y3, p(y3)))− ((1− λ)gi(fj(y1, p(y1))) + λgi(fj(y2, p(y2))))

(4.11)
= si(gj(y3, p(y3))− ((1− λ)gj(y1, p(y1)) + λgj(y2, p(y2))))

+ qi((1− λ)lj(y1) + λlj(y2))− ((1− λ)qi(lj(y1)) + λqi(lj(y2)))

(4.12)

≥ sisjL.

Via the mathematical induction method, for i ∈ N and ω ∈ N k−1, k − 1 ∈ N, we get

|gi(fω(y3, p(y3)))− ((1− λ)gi(fω(y1, p(y1))) + λgi(fω(y2, p(y2))))|
≥ si,2,0sω1,2,0sω2,2,0 . . . sωk,2,0L. (4.13)

Since f ∗ is a continuous function passing through fω(y1, p(y1)), fω(y2, p(y2)) and fω(y2, p(y2)),
and by using (4.11) and (4.13), we get Gf∗,ω must cover a set of height sω1,2,0sω2,2,0 . . . sωk,2,0L,
for ω ∈ N k, k ∈ N.
In a similar way, we can prove the other cases also.

Lemma 4.2. Let us consider li(x) = (l1i1(x1), l2i2(x2), . . . , lmim(xm)) for x ∈ Rm and i ∈ N ,
where luiu : R → R are affine maps for u ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}. Assume that there exist y1 =
(t1, t2, . . . , tr−1, tr1 , tr+1, . . . , tm), y2 = (t1, t2, . . . , tr−1, tr2 , tr+1, . . . , tm), y3 = (t1, t2, . . . , tr−1, tr3 , tr+1, . . . , tm) ∈
V for some r ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, and λ ∈ (0, 1) such that y3 = (1 − λ)y1 + λy2 and L =
p(y3)− ((1− λ)p(y1) + λp(y2)) ̸= 0. Then for ω ∈ N k, k ∈ N, we get

(i) Gf∗,ω must cover a set of height sω1,1,rsω2,1,r . . . sωk,1,r|L|;
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(ii) Gf∗,ω must cover a set of height sω1,2,rsω2,2,r . . . sωk,2,rL if L > 0;

(iii) Gf∗,ω must cover a set of height sω1,3,rsω2,3,r . . . sωk,3,r|L| if L < 0.

Proof. Using similar arguments of Lemma 4.1, we can prove this result.

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 r ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, y1, y2, y3 ∈ V and L ̸= 0 as in the
framework of Lemma 4.2. If:

(i) γ1,r ̸= 0, then
1 + logΛ0

(γ1,r) ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ;

(ii) L > 0 and γ2,r ̸= 0, then

1 + logΛ0
(γ2,r) ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ;

(iii) L < 0 and γ3,r ̸= 0, then

1 + logΛ0
(γ3,r) ≤ dimB (Gf∗) .

Proof. Let N0(k) denote the minimum number of cubes of side length |K|0
Λk
0

that covers Gf∗ ,
where |K|0 is the minimum of the side lengths of K.
Let us suppose that γ1,r ̸= 0.
From Lemma 4.2, we get Gf∗,ω must cover a cuboid of size |K|0

Λk
0
×. . . |K|0

Λk
0
×sω1,1,rsω2,1,r . . . sωk,1,r|L|,

for ω ∈ N k, k ∈ N.
Thus

N0(k) ≥
∑
ω∈N k

Λk
0

|K|0
sω1,1,rsω2,1,r . . . sωk,1,r|L| =

Λk
0

|K|0
γk
1,r|L| for k ∈ N. (4.14)

Therefore

dimB(Gf∗) = lim inf
k→∞

logN0(k)

log
(

Λk
0

|K|0

) ≥ 1 +
log γ1,r
log Λ0

.

A similar argument works for other cases as well.

Corollary 4.1. Let f ∗ be a multivariate FIF derived from Case 2, qi ∈ Cη(K) and si be a
constant for i ∈ N . Assume that the interpolation points are not collinear (i.e., there exists
r ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} as in Lemma 4.2)

− and either qi is affine with respect to the rth co-ordinate for i ∈ N
or
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− L > 0, qi is concave with respect to the rth co-ordinate and si ≥ 0 for i ∈ N
or

− L < 0, qi is convex with respect to the rth co-ordinate and si ≥ 0 for i ∈ N .

If:

(i) 0 < γ ≤ N
Λη′ , then

1 + logΛ0
γ ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ 1− η′ + logΛN ;

(ii) γ > N
Λη′ , then

1 + logΛ0
γ ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ 1 + logΛ γ;

(iii) nu = n and {xuiu}nu
iu=0 are equally spaced points for u ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, then

dimB (Gf∗) =

{
1 + log γ

logn
, if γ > nm−η′ ,

m, if γ ≤ nm−1 and η′ = 1.

Theorem 4.3. Let n ∈ N and f ∗ be a FIF on SG with respect to the data p on V = Vn as in
Remark 3.2. Assume that there exist y1, y2, y3 ∈ V and L ̸= 0 as in the framework of Lemma
4.1. If:

(i) γ1,0 ̸= 0, then
1 + log2n γ1,0 ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ;

(ii) L > 0 and γ2,0 ̸= 0, then
1 + log2n γ2,0 ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ;

(iii) L < 0 and γ3,0 ̸= 0, then
1 + log2n γ3,0 ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ;

(iv) si, qi ∈ Cη(SG) for i ∈ N and either γ1,0 = γ (or) L > 0 and γ2,0 = γ (or) L < 0 and
γ3,0 = γ, then

dimB (Gf∗) =

{
1 + log γ

log 2n
, if γ >

(
3
2η′

)n
,

log 3
log 2

, if γ ≤
(
3
2

)n and η′ = 1.

Proof. From the assumption, we get N = 3n, rν = 1
2n

for ν ∈ N = {1, 2, 3}n and Λ0 = Λ = 2n.
Let NS(k) and NS(k, ω) denote the minimum number of sets belonging to the family{

T ×
[
z, z +

|K|
2nk

]
: T is an equilateral triangle of side length

|K|
2nk

}
,
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which covers Gf∗ and Gf∗,ω respectively.

Let us suppose that γ1,0 ̸= 0.
From Lemma 4.1, for k ∈ N, we get

NS(k) =
∑
ω∈N k

NS(k, ω) ≥
∑
ω∈N k

2nk

|K|
sω1,1,0sω2,1,0 . . . sωk,1,0|L| =

2nkγk
1,0|L|

|K|
. (4.15)

Since
N |K|

2nk
(Gf∗) ≤ NS(k) ≤ 3N |K|

2nk
(Gf∗) for k ∈ N,

we have

dimB(Gf∗) = lim inf
k→∞

logNS(k)

log
(

2nk

|K|

) (4.15)

≥ 1 + log2n γ1,0.

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

Remark 4.2. By using Lemma 4.1 and 4.2, in a similar way, we can estimate non-trivial lower
bounds of the box dimension of FIFs on many different domains such as triangle, Sierpiński
sickle etc.

Theorem 4.4. Let f ∗ be a FIF on an interval derived from Case 2, si, qi ∈ Cη(K) for i ∈ N and
{x1i1}n1

i1=0 be a equally spaced points collection. If γ0 > N1−η and lim
r→∞

N(r)
(N2−η)r

= ∞, then

1 + logN(γ0) ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ 1 + logN(γ),

where γ0 :=
∑

i∈N ∥si∥0 and ∥si∥0 = inf{|si(x)| : x ∈ K}.

Proof. From assumption, we have m = 1, ri =
1
N

for i ∈ N and Λ0 = Λ = N . From Theorem
4.1, we get the upper bound of dimB (Gf∗).
For i ∈ N , ω ∈ N k, k ∈ N and x, x′ ∈ lω(K), we have

|f ∗(li(x))− f ∗(li(x
′))|

(3.4)

≥ ∥si∥0|f ∗(x)− f ∗(x′)| − ∥f ∗∥∞|si(x)− si(x
′)| − |qi(x)− qi(x

′)|.

For i ∈ N , ω ∈ N k and k ∈ N, we get Gf∗,(i,ω) must cover at least a rectangle of size |K|
Nk+1 ×

∥si∥0(N(k,ω)−2)|K|
Nk − ∥f ∗∥∞Oscω(si)− Oscω(qi).

From (4.10), we have

N(k + 1) =
∑
i∈N

∑
ω∈N k

N(k + 1, (i, ω))

≥
∑
i∈N

∑
ω∈N k

Nk+1

|K|

(
∥si∥0(N(k, ω)− 2)|K|

Nk
− ∥f ∗∥∞Oscω(si)− Oscω(qi)

)
≥ Nγ0(N(k)− 2Nk)− Nk+1

|K|
∑
i∈N

(∥f ∗∥∞[si]η + [qi]η)N
k(1−η)

≥ Nγ0N(k)−Nk(2−η)C ′,
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for k ∈ N, where C ′ = N
|K|
∑
i∈N

(∥f ∗∥∞[si]η + [qi]η) + 2Nγ0.

Via the mathematical induction method, we get

N(k) ≥ (Nγ0)
k−r N(r)− C ′

(
(Nγ0)

k−r−1 (N2−η
)r

+ (Nγ0)
k−r−2 (N2−η

)r+1

+ · · ·+
(
N2−η

)k−1
)

= (Nγ0)
k−r N(r)− C ′ (Nγ0)

k−r−1 (N2−η
)r(

1 +
N1−η

γ0
+ · · ·+

(
N1−η

γ0

)k−r−1
)

≥ (Nγ0)
k−r N(r)− C ′ (Nγ0)

k−r−1 (N2−η
)r 1

1− N1−η

γ0

= (Nγ0)
k

(
N2−η

Nγ0

)r
 N(r)

(N2−η)r
− C ′

Nγ0

(
1− N1−η

γ0

)
 ,

for k > r.
By assumption, there exists r′ ∈ N such that

N(r′)

(N2−η)r
′ −

C ′

Nγ0

(
1− N1−η

γ0

) > 0.

Thus
N(k) ≥ (Nγ0)

k C ′′,

for k > r′, where C ′′ =
(

N1−η

γ0

)r′ (
N(r′)

(N2−η)r
′ − C′

Nγ0
(
1−N1−η

γ0

)
)

.

Hence

dimB(Gf∗) = lim inf
k→∞

logN(k)

log
(

Nk

|K|

) ≥ lim
k→∞

log (Nγ0)
k

logNk
= 1 +

log γ0
logN

.

Corollary 4.2. Let f ∗ be a FIF on an interval, si, qi be continuous bounded variation maps
for i ∈ N , {x1i1}n1

i1=0 be a equally spaced points collection. If the interpolation points are not
collinear (i.e., there exists L ̸= 0 as in Lemma 4.1), and either γ1,0 > 1 (or) L > 0 and γ2,0 > 1
(or) L < 0 and γ3,0 > 1, then

1 + logN(γ0) ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ 1 + logN(γ).

Proof. From assumption, we get si, qi ∈ Cη(K) with η = 1 for i ∈ N .
Let us suppose that γ1,0 > 1.
From Lemma 4.1, for k ∈ N, we get

N(k) =
∑
ω∈N k

N(k, ω) ≥
∑
ω∈N k

Nk

|K|
sω1,1,0sω2,1,0 . . . sωk,1,0|L| =

Nkγk
1,0|L|

|K|
.

16



Since γ1,0 > 1, we get

lim
k→∞

N(k)

Nk
= ∞.

Since γ0 ≥ γ1,0 > 1, by using Theorem 4.4, we conclude

1 + logN(γ0) ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ 1 + logN(γ).

In a similar way, we can prove the cases.

Example 4.1. Let us consider the data set {(x0, 0), (x1, 1/2), (x2, 1/3), (x3, 0)} and the signa-
ture ϵ1 = (0, 0, 0), where 0 = x0 < x1 < x2 < x3 = 1.
Let gi : [0, 1]× R → R, i ∈ {1, 2, 3} given by

g1(x, z) =
xη1

2
+

f(x)z

4
, g2(x, z) =

−xη2

6
+

z

2
+

1

2
, g3(x, z) =

−xη3

3
+

3z

4
+

1

3
,

for (x, z) ∈ [0, 1]× R, where f(x) = sin(x) for x ∈ [0, 1] or f(x) = 1 for x ∈ [0, 1], η1 ∈ (0, 1]
and η2, η3 ∈ [1,∞).
We have:
− si, qi ∈ Cη([0, 1]) for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, where η = min{1, η1};

− γ = 3
2
, γ2,1 =

5
4

if f ≡ sin and γ2,1 = γ if f ≡ 1;

− γ ≤ 3
Λη if η ≤ logΛ 2 and γ > 3

Λη if η > logΛ 2.

Case (i). Consider x1 = 4/15 and x2 = 3/5, then we get Λ0 =
15
4

, Λ = 5
2
, x1 =

(
1− 4

9

)
x0+

4
9
x2

and L = p(x1)−
((
1− 4

9

)
p(x0) +

4
9
p(x2)

)
> 0.

Based on Theorem 4.1 and 4.2, we get

dimB (Gf∗) ≥

{
1 + log 15

4

(
5
4

)
, if f ≡ sin,

1 + log 15
4

(
3
2

)
, if f ≡ 1

and

dimB (Gf∗) ≤

{
1− η + log 5

2
3, if η ≤ log2.5 2,

1 + log 5
2

(
3
2

)
, otherwise.

Case (ii). Consider x1 = 1/3, x2 = 2/3, f ≡ 1 and η1 > log3 2, then we get Λ0 = Λ = 3, γ2,1 =
γ, x1 =

(
1− 1

2

)
x0 +

1
2
x2 and L = p(x1)−

((
1− 1

2

)
p(x0) +

1
2
p(x2)

)
> 0.

From Corollary 4.1, we get

dimB(Gf∗) = 1 +
log (1.5)

log 3
.
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Figure 1: Graph of FIF for f ≡ sin with (η1, η2, η3) = (0.8, 2, 1) derived from the
Case (i) of Example 4.1 and we get 1.1688 ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ 1.44251.

Figure 2: Graph of FIF for f ≡ 1 with (η1, η2, η3) = (0.8, 2, 1) derived from the
Case (i) of Example 4.1 and we get 1.3067 ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ dimB (Gf∗) ≤ 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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