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Mesoscale structures can often be described as fractional dimensional across a wide range of scales. We con-
sider a Y dimensional measure embedded in an N dimensional space and discuss how to determine its dimension,
both in N dimensions and projected into D dimensions.

It is a highly non-trivial problem to decode the original geometry from lower dimensional projection of a high-
dimensional measure. The projections are space-feeling, the popular box-counting techniques do not apply, and
the Fourier methods are contaminated by aliasing effects. In the present paper we demonstrate that under the
"Copernican hypothesis” that we are not observing objects from a special direction, projection in a wavelet basis
is remarkably simple: the wavelet power spectrum of a projected y dimensional measure is P; o< 2-JY_ This holds
regardless of the embedded dimension, N, and the projected dimension, D. This approach could have potentially
broad applications in data sciences where a typically sparse matrix encodes lower dimensional information
embedded in an extremely high dimensional field and often measured in projection to a low dimensional space.

Here, we apply this method to JWST and Chandra observations of the nearby supernova Cas A. We find
that the emissions can be represented by projections of mesoscale substructures with fractal dimensions varying
from y = 1.7 for the warm CO layer observed by JWST, up to ¥ = 2.5 for the hot X-ray emitting gas layer in the
supernova remnant. The resulting power law indicates that the emission is coming from a fractal dimensional
mesoscale structure likely produced by magneto-hydrodynamical instabilities in the expanding supernova shell.

1. INTRODUCTION

Observations of nebulae, molecular clouds, and other astro-
nomical objects reveal intricate structures. While astronomers
display these images in beautiful multi-color images, they
rarely extract the full information contained in the data. In
this paper, we discuss how to infer the fractal dimension of
a structure in three-dimensional space from projected images.
While this work has been motivated by examples from astron-
omy, our methods are applicable to a broad range of fields.

Many objects show scaling behavior over many orders of
magnitude, often generated by hydrodynamical or magneto-
hydrodynamical turbulence. If we could accurately measure
the dimension of these structures in 3D, then we could ob-
tain new insights into the underlying physics. The dimension
of a level set of a passive scalar in a turbulent flow appears
to depend on the Damkohler number [1]]: flames develop a
7/3 fractal if the chemical reaction time (or equivalently the
cooling time) is short compared to the Eddy turnover time of
the smallest eddies and 8/3 if the Eddy turnover time scale
is comparable to the chemical reaction time. Simulations [2]
suggest that the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability generates a ther-
mal emission layer with dimension 5/2 while simulations [3]
of molecular clouds show an index that varies with Alfvenic
Mach number. If we could infer the dimension of a structure
in three dimensions, we would have important insights into the
physics that determines the observed mesoscale structures.

When astronomers observe the surface brightness of an im-
age at frequency, v, X (x,y), they are measuring the projec-

tion of the emissivity, &y:

Zy(xy) = [ dze(xna), (1)

where we assume that the emission at frequency V is optically
thin. If the emission at frequency v is coming from a thin
layer corresponding to a peak in the cooling function, then
our underlying physical model is that we are observing emis-
sion from a surface that can be described as a y-dimensional
surface on its mesoscale, 1y < r < rpg. Here, rpyi, is the
thickness of the emission layer and r,,,, is the outer scale of
the instability that creates the mesoscale phenomenon. Note
that equation (1) implies that we are interesting in measures
and their projections, not sets. Indeed, when y > 2, the pro-
jection of a set would be typically space-filling, that is, two-
dimensional, as well, rending no information about the initial
structure. In this paper, we will generalize from the projection
from 3 to 2 dimensions to N to D dimensions.

What is the most effective way of describing the fractal di-
mension of a measure on the mesoscale? Even with the access
to the full structure, not just its projection, this is a very intri-
cate question, and the traditional toolbox is surprisingly mis-
leading. The fundamental problem is that numerical methods
developed for “classical” fractals do not accurately capture the
mesoscale phenomena in highly disconnected sets under con-
sideration. While the box counting methods are widely used
to describe sets in fields ranging from engineering [4] to plant
science [5] to opthalmology [6]], we argue that this approach
fails even for the famous problem of determining the proper-
ties of a coastline. This method counts the number of boxes,
K, in RY that contain u as a function of scale, L and then
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defines the box-counting dimension as dlogK/dlogL. This
definition is problematic [[7], particularly if 1 is not a continu-
ous surface. An important caveat is that in many applications
U is fragmented into bubbles. While it may be tempting to
introduce a “filling factor" to count the boxes containing U,
this is an ill-defined concept: in the limit, the points in ( are a
set of measure zero in R" and the filling factor, the volume of
the box filled by U, is zero. One could say that a bubble is not
a point, but when viewed on the mesoscale, a bubble or tidal
pool appears as "dust" and box counting breaks down in the
presence of "dust". As an illustration of its failure, consider
the rational numbers Q C R: box counting yields a dimension
1 for Q and dimension N for QV. The rational numbers are a
set of measure zero. If you are a marine biologist who wants to
determine the surface area of the tidal zone, you do not want to
exclude tidal pools. Similarly, isolated bubbles are not prop-
erly counted in analyses of molecular clouds or measurements
of the area of a flame front in studies of combustion. In §2,
we show that wavelets are a sparse and effective description
of a measure that provides a more robust approach than box
counting on sets.

An even bigger problem, central to the present paper, is that
in astronomy one often only has access to projected images.
If one is projecting to R? a set of dimension larger than 2,
the result is typically two-dimensional, space-filling, and box
counting fails for much more trivial reasons than above: it
blindly yields projected dimension 2. The Fourier methods, if
attempted, would be contaminated by aliasing. Moreover, we
only observe one projection at a time, as opposed to the view
from all angles. Thus, the methods of reconstructing the data
from projections at all angles used, e.g., in CT, do not apply.
This problem is the focus of §3, where the main contributions
of the paper are described. We develop a new method to infer
fractal dimension of a mesoscale structure in R from obser-
vations of projected images in R, under appropriate physical
assumptions.

In §4, we apply this method to an image of the emission
from warm CO derived from JWST image of Cas A at F356W
and F444W [8,19] and to X-ray images of Cas A[10].

2. MEASURING FRACTAL DIMENSION

This section focuses on methods for describing the dimen-
sion of a measure with either wavelets or Fourier methods. We
refer the reader to classical texts, e.g., [7]], for rigorous defini-
tions and analysis of some of the mathematical concepts use
below.

We consider a set in RY with a fractional dimension. We
will refer to it as a fractal, although we do not assume self-
similarity, simply that it exhibits the same dimension across a
range of scales. We denote by ut the Hausdorff measure. The
Hausdorff dimension, ¥, of i, is the supremum of s so that the
Riesz potential,
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is finite.

Wavelets provide an effective language for describing the
dimension of a measure. We pick a wavelet basis and let ¢, =
2IN/2¢((x —x;m)/277) denote the wavelets concentrated on a
cube centered at xj,, € 2~/Z of the side length 27/. We make
sure that wavelets are L2 normalized, that is, Jrv |9 jm|2 =1,
and denote the amplitude of a wavelet coefficient at scale 27/
centered at position x j,, by

ain= [ $indu. 3)

Because fractal dimensional surfaces are sparse and typi-
cally not space-filling, wavelets are a sparse representation.
In this language, most of the wavelet coefficients (concen-
trated on boxes that do not intersect the support of u) are
close to zero. When, on the other hand, the box correspond-
ing to ¢;, has an ample intersection with supp u, generally
the amplitude of the corresponding coefficient aj,, scales as
27i72iN/2 (see, e.g., [[1], for an analogous computation).
Given that u is y-dimensional in RY, the proportion of boxes
with a non-trivial contribution at every scale is 2/ (¥=N) Work-
ing at mesoscales iy < r < Fyqx corresponds to consider-
ing wavelets with — j,,x < j < —jmin- On these scales, the
wavelet power spectrum has a power-law behavior:
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Alternatively, we can describe the measure in a Fourier ba-
sis:

o~

fi(k) = / exp(ikx)dp(x), keRV. )

Now, the Riesz potential becomes:

L(w) = [P a.

Hence, bringing us back to the power spectrum, if we assume
the power behavior of |l (k)|?, the dimension can be viewed as
inf{7: |{L(k)|*> < C|k|~"}, or more informally, ¥ is the meso-
scopic dimension if | (k)|? ~ |k| ¥ for ﬁ < |k| < ﬁ The
description of the measure in Fourier modes is, however, a
less sparse representation as the information is spread through

Fourier space.

3. MEASURING FRACTAL DIMENSION FROM
PROJECTED IMAGES

How do we deduce the dimension of the original set, 7,
looking at its projection on RP? When y < D, it almost surely
projects into a set of dimension Y again, according to Mar-
stand’s 1950 theorem. When y > D, which is a typical sit-
uation discussed in the present paper, the situation is much
more delicate. The projection of a set itself would typically



be simply D-dimensional, space-filling, giving us no informa-
tion. However, we have more information than that. We actu-
ally project a measure not a set, in the sense that we retain the
information of the number of intersections with the set when
projecting, but then the challenge is how to take advantage of
this information.

Part of the problem is that projection always loses infor-
mation. Physical systems can have preferred directions deter-
mined by either large-scale gravitational fields (e.g., the Earth
for oceanographers or atmospheric physicists) or large-scale
magnetic fields. If the properties of the set depend on direc-
tion, a projection parallel or perpendicular to the symmetry
direction yields very different projected images. Luckily, we
can apply “Copernican principle" to an astronomical obser-
vation and assume that we are not seeing an object from a
preferred directions which eliminates this problem, but yet, to
the best of our knowledge, the methodology for establishing
the dimension of a measure from its projection has been un-
known.

Projecting the RY wavelet decomposition ¥ im@jm@jm tO
RP, we use the property that “horizontally oriented" 3D
wavelets ¢, m € 27/ZN, project identically onto 2D
wavelets modulo a renormalization: P¢;, = 2’j¥¢f_mt,
m? € 27JZP. The “vertically oriented" wavelets project to
zero. This would be a problem if horizontal or vertical were
a preferred direction, but since we assume that there is none,
the information contained in all coefficients a;, is the same.
Hence, we obtain a decomposition of the projected measure,

jm

where a,,; is the sum of the coefficients aj, for m above

mt times 2=/ "2°. For the astronomical images described in
the introduction, equation (6)) is essentially an expansion of
Z(x,y).

In N dimensional space on scale j, there are 2/N wavelets
in a box of size 1. For a y dimensional set, a fraction of
roughly 27/(N=7) of the aj,’s are non-zero. These 2/7 non-
zero wavelets project into 2/° wavelets in the projected image.
Thus, each a . : is a sum of typical M amplitudes

(r-D)
M(j) =2/ = (1) : (7

jmt

r

where r is the wavelet scale associated with the j-th wavelets.
If the coefficients of the modes sum incoherently [12], then

At M1/20=iviN/29—j(N=D)/2 o 5(Y=D)/29=jY9iD/2
o V2 (8)

Thus, the dimension of the initial image can be deduced from
its D-dimensional wavelet decomposition (equation (@) by
using the scaling law (equation (§)).

Many astronomical objects are “limb brightened". Con-
sider a supernova remnant of radius Ry with a shell of thick-
ness .. Because, we are viewing a spherical shell in pro-
jection, its projected thickness varies so that the number of

projected wavelets varies across the image and depends on the
path length, R, ; at the position of the wavelet center:

y-D
M(j,mt) = (R’"ﬁ) , ©)

r

At the center of the image, R, s ~ 2r,,4c and closer to the edge,
the shell thickness can reach ~ 24/2RoFax-

Averaging the image over wavelet centers at fixed j yields
an averaged shell thickness, Regf:

= _ 1 R \"? (Re\"™P .
Mprojected(])zszZ< > o< (e o 2J(r=D)
mb

r r
(10)
Note that R¢ can be defined independently of j (only depend-
ing on ¥, D, and the shape of the shell). Then again the com-
putation yields the scaling of the wavelet power spectrum:

1 .
let __ 2 0y
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Note that the shape of a shell ultimately plays no role in (@)
(TI). The wavelets mod out the global structure effortlessly.
This makes it clear why the proposed method is superior to
the Fourier decomposition.

Indeed, for a homogeneous uniform slab in (6)-(@), the
analysis could be done in Fourier space. Projection in physi-
cal space is a slice (restriction) in Fourier space. If we apply
the “Copernican principle" and assume that we are not seeing
an object from a preferred directions, then the power spec-
trum of the image in D dimensions is just a slice through the
N dimensional power spectrum. For a projected measure,

|1 (kp)|* = Cky,” (12)

where kp is a vector in D dimensional space whenever for the
original measure |{(ky)|> = Cky".

However, an analog of (6)—(8) would suffer from the domi-
nating aliasing effects (see §4): one would need to know what
is the shape of the initial shell and painfully extract delicate
dimension information from an analogue of (TI), much less
explicit in the Fourier representation. Thus while projection
is conceptually simplest in Fourier space, Fourier analysis is
poorly suited as even isotropic processes can be inhomoge-
neous in projection due to “limb brightening" effects.

4. APPLICATION: CAS A

In this section, we apply these methods to a mosaiced NIR-
CAM JWST image of Cas A [8]] and to Chandra image at
0.5-1.5, 1.5-3.0, and 4.0-6.0 keV [10]]. Cas A is a nearby and
young (~ 350 yr) core-collapse supernova remnant. Emission
at F444W is dominated by warm CO and synchrotron emis-
sion, while emission at F365W is dominated by synchrotron
[9]. In this section, we analyze an image shown in Figure (TJ
that is derived by subtracting the F365W observations from



F444W to remove the synchrotron emission [9]. The CO
emission in the image is tracing the distribution of warm gas
(~ 1000K) in a reverse shock in the remnant [13]. This re-
verse shock is unstable to Rayleigh-Taylor instabilities and is
expected to develop a multi-scale fractal-like structure [14].
The X-ray images are tracing the hot gas behind the forward
shock.

Figure (2) shows the power spectrum of the Fourier trans-
form of the image shown in Figure (I). The power spectrum
is dominated by the large-scale structure of the image. As dis-
cussed in the previous section, projection effects alias power
across scales making it more difficult to extract information
about the structure of the emission layer.

Figure (E]) shows the wavelet power spectrum, P;, as a func-
tion of scale. The wavelet transform of the image shows re-
markable power law behavior across a wide range of scales
with a spectral index depending on the wavelength. This
power law scaling suggests that the description of the image
as the projection of fractal emitting layer is consistent with
the data. For the CO gas, the slope of the wavelet power spec-
trum is 1.7: this suggests that instabilities fragment the re-
verse shock into filaments that do not fill the shell. For the X-
ray emitting gas, the slope of the power spectrum peaks near
2.5, consistent with simulations of instabilities of a thermal
radiative mixing layer [2]]. It will be interesting to compare
numerical studies of the development of instabilities in young
supernova remnants [[15]] to these measurements from the ob-
servations.

CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we establish a new method for analyzing im-
ages and determining the dimension of projected mesoscale
measure, set up in the framework of the wavelet-based anal-
ysis. Traditional box-counting methods fail not only in pro-
jection but in the original dimension for disconnected sets.
Fourier methods are also ineffective as the Fourier power
spectrum is dominated by the large-scale structure of the rem-
nant. Here, we demonstrate the technique on observations of
Cas A and find that the dimension of the measure depends on
the temperature contour. We speculate that the inferred fractal
dimensions are due to the various instabilities in the super-
nova’s forward and reverse shocks.

We believe this approach is quite general and can be used
not only to extract additional information about the under-
lying physics for a wide range of astrophysical objects, but
more generally to analyze data in projection across a variety
of fields.
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FIG. 1. Image of CO emission in Cas A. This image is derived [9] by subtracting the F365W JWST NIRCAM image from F444W JWST
NIRCAM image to remove the synchrotron emission. We display the image provided by Tea Temim from the JWST Cas A survey team. The
other three images are Chandra X-ray images at 0.5-1.5 keV, 1.5-3.0 keV, and 4.0-6.0 keV. JWST has better angular resolution so there are
more pixels across Cas A in the upper left figure.
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FIG. 2. Fourier Power Spectrum of the CO image of Cas A. Because
of aliasing effects, it is difficult to infer the geometry of the projected
layer.
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FIG. 3. Wavelet Power Spectrum of 2D Image of Cas A for gas at different frequencies. Here, we use Ricker wavelets in the analysis. The
upper left is for CO emission. The upper right is for 0.5-1.5 keV X-ray emission. The lower left is for 1.5-3.0 keV X-ray emission and the
lower right is for 4.0-6.0 keV. The break from the power law at the largest scales is due to the fractal description of the emitting surface failing
at scales comparable to the radius of Cas A. Because of JWST’s better angular resolution, the upper left spectrum has a larger dynamic range.
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