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Abstract. In this article, we provide a simple and systematic way to rep-

resent general (inhomogeneous) fractals that may look different at different
scales and places. By using set-valued compression maps, we express these

general fractals as F-limit sets, which are represented as sequences of points

in a fixed parameterization space M . By choosing different types of sequences
in M , we get various types of fractals: from self-simlilar to non self-similar,

and from deterministic to random. The computational complexity of produc-

ing a general fractal is independent of the sequence in M , and as a result, is
the same as that of an iterated function system obtained from a constant se-

quence. In the metric space setting, we also estimate the Hausdorff dimension

of limit sets for collections of sets that do not necessarily satisfy the Moran
structure conditions. In particular, we introduce the concept “uniform cover-

ing condition” for the study of the lower bound of the Hausdorff dimension of
the limit set, and provide sufficient conditions for this condition. Specific ex-

amples (Cantor-like sets, Sierpiński-like Triangles, etc.) with the calculations

of their corresponding Hausdorff dimensions are also studied.

1. Introduction

A popular mathematical way to produce a fractal is with the limit set of a
collection of compact sets. By choosing different collections of sets of similar type,
one may use them to produce very general fractals. The collections of compact sets
that produce self-similar fractals are simple to generate, whereas the collections
that produce non-self-similar fractals are often more complicated. In this paper,
we introduce the notion of an F-limit set. We propose that it provides a simple,
systematic way to represent collections of compact sets that produce general fractals
including selfsimilar and non-selfsimilar ones, as well as deterministic and random
ones.

When X is a metric space, a limit set is defined for a certain collection of subsets
of X indexed by the nodes of a tree as described as follows. Let {nk}∞k=1 be a
sequence of positive integers. Let D0 = ∅ and for each k ≥ 1, let

(1.1) Dk := {(i1, . . . , ik) : 1 ≤ ij ≤ nk, 1 ≤ j ≤ k}
be the collection of all words of length k with letters from the alphabet {1, . . . , nk}.
With such a collection, we let D := ∪∞

k=0Dk. The collection D has a naturally
directed tree structure (see Figure 1), where k represents the generation, and nk

denotes the number of children in generation k that each parent set from generation
k − 1 has. We call D a tree generated by {nk}∞k=1 or simply, a tree. If nk = m for
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all k ∈ N we say that D is an m-ary tree. For any two words σ = (σ1, . . . , σk) ∈ Dk

∅

(2)

(2, 2)

(2, 2, 2)(2, 2, 1)

(2, 1)

(2, 1, 2)(2, 1, 1)

(1)

(1, 2)

(1, 2, 2)(1, 2, 1)

(1, 1)

(1, 1, 2)(1, 1, 1)

Figure 1. Generations k = 0, 1, 2, and 3 of the tree structure of
a 2-ary tree D.

and τ = (τ1, . . . , τi) ∈ Di, we define

(1.2) σ ∗ τ := (σ1, . . . , σk, τ1, . . . , τi) ∈ Dk+i.

Definition 1.1. Given a tree D, and a collection J := {Jσ : σ ∈ D} of subsets of
a metric space X, the limit set F of J is defined to be

(1.3) F :=
⋂
k≥0

Ek where Ek :=
⋃

σ∈Dk

Jσ.

When producing general fractals using limit sets, one typically chooses the ele-
ments Jσ in the collection J to be alike. For instance, for the well-known Moran
sets, every Jσ is required to be “similar” to the root J∅. Since their introduction by
Moran [10], Moran sets have been studied extensively by many authors with various
approaches [3, 5, 6, 9, 11, and references therein]. We reproduce the definition here
with a more current interpretation.

Definition 1.2 ([6]). Suppose that J ⊆ RN is a compact set with nonempty inte-
rior. Let {nk}k≥1 be a sequence of positive integers, and {Φk}k≥1 be a sequence of
positive real vectors with

(1.4) Φk = (ck,1, ck,2, . . . , ck,nk
),

∑
1≤j≤nk

ck,j ≤ 1, k ∈ N.

Suppose that J := {Jσ : σ ∈ D} is a collection of subsets of RN , where D is the
tree generated by {nk}∞k=1. We say that the collection J fulfills the Moran Structure
provided it satisfies the following Moran Structure Conditions (MSC):

MSC(1) J∅ = J.
MSC(2) For any σ ∈ D, Jσ is geometrically similar to J . That is, there exists a

similarity Sσ : RN → RN such that Jσ = Sσ(J).
MSC(3) For any k ≥ 0 and σ ∈ Dk, Jσ∗1, . . . , Jσ∗nk

are subsets of Jσ, and int(Jσ∗i)∩
int(Jσ∗j) = ∅ for i ̸= j.

MSC(4) For any k ≥ 1 and σ ∈ Dk−1, 1 ≤ j ≤ nk,

(1.5)
diam(Jσ∗j)

diam(Jσ)
= ck,j .
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If J satisfies the Moran Structure Conditions, then we call the limit set of J a
Moran set.

Using the limit sets of the collections J := {Jσ : σ ∈ D} that satisfy the MSC
is a great way to produce geometrically similar fractals (including self-similar and
generalized self-similar fractals [6]). A popular way to generate such collections is
by using iterated function systems (IFSs). An iterated function system (IFS) on X
is a finite family {S1, . . . , Sm} of contractions on X, where a contraction on X is a
Lipschitz function from X to X with Lipschitz constant strictly less than 1 (see [4]
for more details and applications). A nonempty compact subset F ⊆ X is called
an attractor of an IFS {S1, . . . , Sm} if F =

⋃m
i=1 Si(F ). For example, the 1

3 -Cantor
set is the attractor of the IFS {x/3, (x+ 2)/3} on [0, 1].

As shown in [7], the attractor of an IFS {S1, . . . , Sm} on a compact metric space
X is given by the limit set of the collection J = {Jσ : σ ∈ D} of compact subsets
of X defined by

(1.6) J∅ = X and Jσ = Si1 ◦ · · · ◦ Sim(J∅)

for all σ = (i1, . . . , im) ∈ D, where D is an m-ary tree. If in addition, S1, . . . , Sm

are similarities, then J satisfies the Moran Structure Conditions by letting nk = m
and Sσ := Si1 ◦ · · · ◦ Sim for σ = (i1, . . . , im) in MSC(2). The resulting Moran
set is self-similar and agrees with the attractor of the IFS {S1, S2, · · · , Sm}. The
dimension of the limit set can be quickly calculated from the Moran-Hutchinson
formula in [7].

IFSs provide simple procedures for constructing the collections J used to gen-
erate self-similar fractals. By construction, each element Jσ is similar to the root-
ancestor J∅. Nevertheless, the fractals that we see in nature are not necessarily
strictly self-similar. Within a fixed scale, the fractals may look different at differ-
ent places. In these fractals, each child Jσ∗i is typically similar to its parent Jσ
with a small variation. Accumulations of these variations after many generations
can cause a larger variation between each element Jσ with its root-ancestor J∅. A
natural question is: how to mathematically model these general fractals? We are
looking for a generating method that has the following attributes.

(A) The method generates general fractals including selfsimilar and non-selfsimilar
ones, as well as deterministic and random ones;

(B) Any child in each generation is nearly similar to its parent, i.e., each child
is similar, but with the possibility of a “small” variation;

(C) The method is systematic and computationally simple.

Note that, (B) means that each child is obtained from its parent under some nearly
similar map. In other words, a method with attribute (B) preserves the tree struc-
ture of D.

The limit sets generated from some collections of subsets are good candidates
that satisfy (A), while the IFS procedure is an ideal one that satisfies (C). Towards
a method that will also satisfy (B), a natural attempt is to combine them; by using
limit sets from the collections J given in (1.6) after some perturbations of the IFSs.
However, by (1.6), it follows that Jσ∗τ = Sσ(Jτ ) for any σ, τ ∈ D, and in particular,

Jσ∗i = Sσ(Si(J∅)) ̸= Si(Sσ(J∅)) = Si(Jσ).

That is, the ith child Jσ∗i of the Jσ in the tree structure D is not generated by
applying Si to parent Jσ. In this sense, the IFS procedure does not preserve the tree
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structure D. To keep the tree structure, we would like to obtain Jσ∗i by applying
some function S̃i on Jσ. In this case, we would need S̃i = Sσ ◦ Si ◦ S−1

σ since

Jσ
S−1
σ−−→ J∅

Si−→ Ji
Sσ−−→ Jσ∗i.

Here the child Jσ∗i is “forced” to be similar to the root-ancestor J∅ under Sσ ◦ Si,
rather than depending only on its parent Jσ. This feature causes trouble when one
tries to generate general fractals that have variations among different scales and
places.

To overcome this issue, in this article, we modify the above attempt by consid-
ering certain types of set-valued mappings (see Definition 3.1) that directly map
Jσ to Jσ∗i. These set-valued mappings can be used to generate a type of limit set,
called an F-limit set. An F-limit set is determined by a sequence of points in a
fixed parameterization space M . By choosing different types of sequences in M ,
we are able to get various types of fractals: from self-simlilar to non self-similar,
and from deterministic to random. Standard fractals that can be obtained by IFSs
correspond to constant sequences in M , whereas non-constant sequences produce
non-self-similar fractals. Additionally, since the general process of constructing an
F-limit set is independent of the sequence, the computational complexity of pro-
ducing an F-limit set from a general sequence is the same as that of an IFS obtained
from a constant sequence. As a result, our F-limit set approach satisfies all the
attributes (A), (B) and (C) listed above.

Another novelty of the article is the estimation of the Hausdorff dimension of
limit sets. In §2 we find bounds for the Hausdorff dimension of the limit sets
in a general metric space setting of a collection of bounded sets, not necessarily
satisfying the MSC conditions. In particular, we introduce the concept uniform
covering condition in Definition 2.1 for the purpose of studying the lower bound of
the Hausdorff dimension of the limit set, and provide sufficient conditions for this
condition in later sections.

The article is organized as follows. After studying the Hausdorff dimension of
limit sets in §2, we systematically formulate the general setup for the construction
of F-limit sets in §3. The Hausdorff dimensions of F-limit sets are then estimated
in §4. After that, in §5 we apply the results to specific examples, including mod-
ifications of the Cantor set, the Sierpiński triangle, and the Menger sponge. We
also give a remark to discuss similarities and differences of this construction with
V−variable fractals created by Barnsley, Hutchinson, and Stenflo in [1], [2]. In par-
ticular, our F-limit sets are analogous to ∞−variable fractals. In §6, we explore the
sufficient conditions needed for a fractal to satisfy the uniform covering condition,
which plays a vital role in computing a lower estimate for the Hausdorff dimension
of a limit fractal.

2. Hausdorff Dimension of the Limit Sets

In this section we investigate the Hausdorff dimension dimH(F ) of the limit set
F defined in (1.3) of a collection J that does not necessarily satisfy all the MSC
conditions. To start, we determine an upper bound for the dimension of the limit
set F by considering the step-wise relative ratios between the diameters of sets.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose J := {Jσ : σ ∈ D} is a collection of bounded subsets
of a metric space (X, d), and s > 0. Let Ek =

⋃
σ∈Dk

Jσ, and F =
⋂

k≥0 Ek be
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defined as in (1.3). If there exists a sequence of positive numbers {ck}∞k=1 such that

lim inf
k→∞

k∏
i=1

ci = 0

and

(2.1)

nk∑
j=1

(diam(Jσ∗j))
s ≤ ck (diam(Jσ))

s
,

for all σ ∈ Dk−1 and all k = 1, 2, · · · , then dimH(F ) ≤ s.

Proof. We prove by using mathematical induction that for k = 1, 2, · · · ,

(2.2)
∑
σ∈Dk

(diam(Jσ))
s ≤

(
k∏

i=1

ci

)
(diam(J∅))

s.

When k = 1, (2.2) follows from (2.1). Now assume (2.2) is true for some k ≥ 1.
Then by (1.2), (2.1), and (2.2),

∑
σ∈Dk+1

(diam(Jσ))
s =

∑
σ∈Dk

nk+1∑
j=1

(diam(Jσ∗j))
s


≤ ck+1

∑
σ∈Dk

(diam(Jσ))
s ≤

(
k+1∏
i=1

ci

)
(diam(J∅))

s

as desired. By the induction principle, (2.2) holds for all k = 1, 2, · · · . For each k,
set

δk = max{diam(Jσ) : σ ∈ Dk} > 0.

Then, by (2.2), δk ≤
(∏k

i=1 ci

)1/s
diam(J∅). Moreover, by (2.2)

Hs
δk
(F ) ≤ Hs

δk
(Ek) ≤

∑
σ∈Dk

α(s)

(
diam(Jσ)

2

)s

≤

(
k∏

i=1

ci

)
α(s)

(
diam(J∅)

2

)s

.

Since lim infk→∞
∏k

i=1 ci = 0, there exists a sequence {kt}∞t=1 such that

(2.3) lim
t→∞

kt∏
i=1

ci = 0.

Thus, limt→∞ δkt = 0, Hs(F ) = limt→∞ Hs
δkt

(F ) = 0, and hence dimH(F ) ≤ s. □

Conversely, to study the lower bound on the Hausdorff dimension of the limit
set F , we introduce the following concept.

Definition 2.1 (uniform covering condition). Let J := {Jσ : σ ∈ D} be a collection
of compact subsets of a metric space (X, d), and F be the limit set of J as given
in (1.3). J is said to satisfy the uniform covering condition if there exists a real
number γ > 0 and a natural number N such that for any closed ball B in X, there
exists a subset DB ⊆ D with cardinality of DB at most N ,

(2.4) B ∩ F ⊆
⋃

σ∈DB

Jσ and diam(B) ≥ γ
∑

σ∈DB

diam(Jσ).
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Proposition 2.2. Let J := {Jσ : σ ∈ D} be a collection of compact subsets of
a metric space (X, d) with diam(J∅) > 0, and F be the limit set of J as given in
(1.3). If J satisfies the uniform covering condition, and if for some s > 0,

(2.5)

nk∑
j=1

diam(Jσ∗j)
s ≥ diam(Jσ)

s

for all σ ∈ Dk−1 and all k = 1, 2, · · · , then dimH(F ) ≥ s.

Proof. We first show that under condition (2.5), there exists a probability measure
µ on X concentrated on F such that for each σ ∈ D,

(2.6) µ(Jσ) ≤
(
diam(Jσ)

diam(J∅)

)s

.

Let µ(J∅) = 1, and for each σ ∈ Dk for k > 0 and i = 1, · · · , nk, we inductively set

µ(Jσ∗i) =
diam(Jσ∗i)

s∑nk

j=1 diam(Jσ∗j)s
µ(Jσ).

For any Borel set A in X, define

µ(A) = inf

{ ∞∑
i=1

µ(Jσi) : A ∩ F ⊆
∞⋃
i=1

Jσi and Jσi ∈ J

}
.

One can check that µ defines a probability measure on X, concentrated on F .
To prove (2.6) for Jσ, ∀σ ∈ D, we proceed by using induction on k when σ ∈ Dk.

It is clear for k = 0. Now assume that (2.6) holds for each σ ∈ Dk for some k.
Then by induction assumption and (2.5), for each i = 1, · · · , nk+1,

µ(Jσ∗i) =
diam(Jσ∗i)

s∑nk

j=1 diam(Jσ∗j)s
µ(Jσ)

≤ diam(Jσ∗i)
s∑nk

j=1 diam(Jσ∗j)s

(
diam(Jσ)

diam(J∅)

)s

≤
(
diam(Jσ∗i)

diam(J∅)

)s

.

This proves inequality (2.6).
Now, for any δ > 0, let {Bi} be any collection of closed balls with diam(Bi) ≤ δ

and F ⊆ ∪iBi. For each i, let DBi
be the subset of D corresponding to Bi as given

in equation (2.4). Note that

F ⊆
⋃
i

Bi ∩ F ⊆
⋃
i

⋃
σ∈DBi

Jσ =
⋃
σ∈D̃

Jσ,

where D̃ := ∪∞
i=1DBi

⊆ D.
Let

C(s) := max{
N∑
i=1

(xi)
s
: (x1, x2, · · · , xN ) ∈ [0, 1]N with

N∑
i=1

xi = 1}

=

{
N1−s, if 0 < s < 1

1, if s ≥ 1.
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and c(s) = α(s)
C(s)

(
γdiam(J∅)

2

)s
> 0. Then, by (2.4) and (2.6),

∑
i

α(s)

(
diam(Bi)

2

)s

≥
∑
i

α(s)

2s

γ
∑

σ∈DBi

diam(Jσ)

s

≥
∑
i

α(s)

2sC(s)
γs

∑
σ∈DBi

(diam(Jσ))
s ≥ α(s)

2sC(s)
γs
∑
σ∈D̃

(diam(Jσ))
s

≥ α(s)

2sC(s)
γs (diam(J∅))

s
∑
σ∈D̃

µ(Jσ) ≥ c(s)µ

∑
σ∈D̃

Jσ

 ≥ c(s)µ(F ) = c(s).

Thus, Hs(F ) = limδ→0 Hs
δ(F ) ≥ c(s) > 0, and hence dimH(F ) ≥ s. □

Next, we provide a sufficient condition for J to satisfy the uniform covering
condition in a general situation. Later in §6, we will provide another one with
Theorem 6.1 that is particularly useful for the examples we will encounter in §5.

Recall that a metric space (X, d) is called doubling if there is some doubling
constant M > 0 such that any ball B(x, r) in X can be covered by at most M balls
B(xi, r/2) in X. Equivalently [8, Lemma 2.3], (X, d) is doubling if for any ϵ > 0,
there exists a natural number Nϵ such that for any ρ > 0, any ball in X of diameter
ρ contains at most Nϵ many disjoint balls of diameter ϵρ. Clearly, any Euclidean
space is a doubling metric space.

Proposition 2.3. Let J := {Jσ : σ ∈ D} be a collection of compact subsets of a
doubling metric space (X, d), and F be the limit set of J as given in (1.3). Suppose
that J satisfies the following conditions:

(1) there exists a number r ∈ (0, 1] such that for any k ∈ N and for each
σ ∈ Dk,

rck ≤ diam(Jσ) ≤
ck
r

where ck := min{diam(Jσ̄) : σ̄ ∈ Dk−1}.
(2) there exists a number τ ∈ (0, 1] such that for each σ ∈ D, the convex hull

of Jσ contains a closed ball Wσ such that

diam(Wσ) ≥ τ · diam(Jσ)

and for each k ∈ N, the collection {Wσ : σ ∈ Dk} are pairwise disjoint.

Then F satisfies the uniform covering condition (2.4).

Proof. For any closed ball B in X, let k be the number such that

ck+1 ≤ diam(B) < ck

where by convention, we set c0 = ∞. Let

DB := {σ ∈ Dk : B ∩ F ∩ Jσ ̸= ∅}.

Note that

B ∩ F = B ∩ F ∩
⋃

σ∈Dk

Jσ ⊆
⋃

σ∈DB

Jσ.
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Also for any σ ∈ DB , since diam(Jσ) ≤ ck
r and B ∩ Jσ ̸= ∅, it follows that Jσ ⊆

B̄(x0,
r+2
2r ck), where x0 ∈ X is the center of the ball B. Thus, Wσ ⊆ B̄(x0,

r+2
2r ck).

Let ρ = r+2
r ck and ϵ = r2

r+2τ , then

diam(Wσ) ≥ τ · diam(Jσ) ≥ τrck = ϵρ.

Since {Wσ : σ ∈ DB} are pairwise disjoint and (X, d) is doubling, the cardinality

of DB is at most N := Nϵ. On the other hand, for γ = r2

N , it holds that

(2.7) diam(B) ≥ ck+1 ≥ rck = γN
ck
r

≥ γ
∑

σ∈DB

ck
r

≥ γ
∑

σ∈DB

diam(Jσ).

As a result, J satisfies the condition (2.4) as desired. □

3. General Setup of F-Limit sets

We now formalize the construction of general fractals using F-limit sets.
Let A ⊆ 2X be a collection of subsets of X, let O(A) denote the collection of all

operators that map A to A, and let D be an m-ary tree. Given a set E0 ∈ A and
an O(A)m-valued map on D

(3.1) f : σ 7→ fσ = (f (1)
σ , . . . , f (m)

σ ),

we can construct the limit set of the collection J (f,E0) := {Jσ : σ ∈ D} of subsets
defined by

(3.2) J∅ := E0, and Jσ∗j := f (j)
σ (Jσ)

for all σ ∈ D and all 1 ≤ j ≤ m. The corresponding set

(3.3) F =
⋂
k≥0

Ek where Ek :=
⋃

σ∈Dk

Jσ

is called the limit set generated by f with initial set E0.

Remark 3.1. To ensure that our limit sets are not empty, the class O(A) of
operators that we will be using is the class C(X ) of compression operators defined
as follows. For more general maps, instead of considering the intersection of {Ek},
one may study the limit of the sequence {Ek} in some suitable metric. We leave
this path of exploration to future research.

Definition 3.1. Given a collection X of compact subsets of X, an operator f :
X → X is called a compression operator on X if f(E) ⊆ E for all E ∈ X . We let
C(X ) denote the collection of all compression operators on X .

Example 3.1. Here are some examples of simple collections of compression oper-
ators.

(a) Let S : X → X be a contraction map on the metric space X. Let XS be
the collection of all compact subsets of (X, d) with S(E) ⊆ E. Then S is a
compression on XS.

(b) Let Xcpt be the collection of all compact subsets of (X, d), and let K be a
compact set. Then, fK(E) := E ∩ K defines a compression fK on Xcpt.
Note that fK is usually not given by a contraction map.

(c) Let XI = {[a, b] : a, b ∈ R} be the collection of all closed intervals in R.
Then for each p ∈ [0, 1], both f

(1)
p ([a, b]) := [a, p(b−a)+a] and f

(2)
p ([a, b]) :=

[p(b− a) + a, b] define compressions f
(1)
p and f

(2)
p on XI .
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(d) Let f be a compression on X , and K ∈ X . Then the “restriction” f |K
of f on K defines a compression on X|K := {E ∩ K : E ∈ X} because
f(E ∩K) ⊆ f(E) ∩ f(K) ⊆ E ∩K.

In this article, we study the C(X )m-valued maps on D that are defined by the
composition of two maps

(3.4)

D C(X )m

M

k F

that factors through a set M that is used as a way to parameterize some subset
of compression operators. Throughout this article, our parameterization space M
will often be some Cartesian product of the closed unit interval [0, 1]. A limit set
generated by such a map f = F ◦ k with an initial set E0 is called an F-limit set.
Let us formally state the definition of an F-limit set.

Definition 3.2. Let D be an m-ary tree, let X be a collection of compact subsets
of X, and let C(X ) denote the collection of all compressions on X . We say that a
subset F of X is an F-limit set if there is a set M and maps k : D → M , and

F : M → C(X )m; p 7→ (f (1)
p , . . . , f (m)

p )

such that F is the limit set of the collection {Jσ : σ ∈ D} of compact subsets of X
defined by

(3.5) J∅ := E0, Jσ∗j = f
(j)
k(σ)(Jσ) for all σ ∈ D and all 1 ≤ j ≤ m.

The set M is called a parameterization space and F is called a marking of C(X )m.

In this article, we are interested in fixing a marking F and investigating the
different F-limits sets that can be generated by varying k. When F is fixed, we
say that the limit set F of Definition 3.2 is an

F-limit set generated by the map k with initial set E0.

The following is an example of a marking that will produce different Cantor-like
fractals when choosing different k.

Example 3.2. Let M = [0, 1]2 and let XI := {[a, b] : a, b ∈ R}. Define a marking
F of M into C(XI)

2 by

F(p) = (f (1)
p , f (2)

p ) for all p = (p1, p2) ∈ [0, 1]2

where

f (1)
p ([a, b]) := [a, p1(b− a) + a] and f (2)

p ([a, b]) := [p2(a− b) + b, b].

By choosing k : D → M to be the constant map defined by

k(σ) = (1/3, 1/3) for all σ ∈ D,

we get that the F-limit set generated by F ◦ k with the initial set E0 = [0, 1] is
equal to the standard 1

3 -Cantor set. In Example 5.1, we give an example of a non-
constant function k : D → M that will produce an F-limit set that has the same
basic shape as the standard 1

3 -Cantor set, but is not self-similar.
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Example 3.3. For any IFS S = {S1, . . . , Sm} on a metric space X, let JS := {Jσ :
σ ∈ D}, where each Jσ is defined as in (1.6) and D is the m-ary tree. Suppose
there exists one collection X containing JS, and a marking

F : M → C(X )m; p 7→ (f (1)
p , . . . , f (m)

p )

from a parameterization space M to C(X )m such that for some p∗ ∈ M ,

f
(j)
p∗ (Jσ) = Jσ∗j

for all σ ∈ D and j = 1, . . . ,m. Then, the F-limit set generated by the constant map
k(σ) := p∗ agrees with the attractor of the IFS. We will provide explicit examples
of these types of markings in §5.

Since the m-ary tree D is an ordered set, it is sometimes more convenient to
represent the mapping k : D → M as a sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 in M where kℓ := k(σℓ)
for some ordering {σℓ}∞ℓ=0 of D. This ordering of D is given as follows: Set σ0 = ∅
and for any N ∈ N, define σN := (i1, . . . , ik) where 1 ≤ i1, . . . , ik ≤ m are uniquely
defined by the expression

(3.6) N =

k−1∑
p=0

mpik−p.

In other words, the ordering of D is determined by the map ℓ : D → N∪{0} defined
by ℓ(∅) = 0 and

(3.7) ℓ(σ) =

k−1∑
p=0

mpik−p for all σ = (i1, i2, . . . , ik) ∈ D.

Using this notation, we can rewrite Definition 3.2 as follows. To do so, let us
introduce another notation. For each n ≥ 1, let Gm(n) be the cardinality of ∪n

k=1Dk,
namely

(3.8) Gm(n) = m+m2 + · · ·+mn =
mn+1 −m

m− 1
.

Also set Gm(0) = 0.

Definition 3.3 (Revision of Definition 3.2). Let X be a collection of compact sub-
sets of X and let C(X ) denote the collection of all compressions on X . Fix a map

F from a non-empty set M to C(X )m denoted by F(p) = (f
(1)
p , . . . , f

(m)
p ).

For any sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 in M and E0 ∈ X , we iteratively define the sets

Emℓ+j := f
(j)
kℓ

(Eℓ) ∈ X , for ℓ = 0, 1, 2, · · · , j = 1, 2, · · · .
The limit set

(3.9) F =

∞⋂
n=1

Gm(n)⋃
ℓ=Gm(n−1)+1

Eℓ

is called the F-limit set generated by the sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 with initial set E0, where
Gm(n) is defined as in (3.8).

Note that the F-limit set generated by the sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 with initial set E0 is
the F-limit set generated by F ◦k where the map k : D → M is given by σ 7→ kℓ(σ)

and ℓ(σ) as defined in (3.7).
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4. Hausdorff dimensions of F-Limit sets

In this section, we fix an m-ary tree D, a parameterization space M , a collection
X of compact subsets of a metric space X, and a marking F of M into C(X )m.

As indicated in Propositions 2.1 and 2.2, the relative ratio between the diameters
of the sets plays an important role in the calculation of the dimension of the limit
set. Therefore, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 4.1. For any compression g : X → X , define

(4.1) U(g) = sup
E∈X

diam(g(E))

diam(E)
, and L(g) = inf

E∈X

diam(g(E))

diam(E)
.

Note that, for each E ∈ X ,

(4.2) L(g) · diam(E) ≤ diam(g(E)) ≤ U(g) · diam(E).

For any p ∈ M and fp = (f
(1)
p , · · · , f (m)

p ) ∈ C(X )m, define

Up =
(
U(f (1)

p ), · · · , U(f (m)
p )

)
∈ Rm,

and

Lp =
(
L(f (1)

p ), · · · , L(f (m)
p )

)
∈ Rm.

Also, for each x = (x1, · · · , xm) ∈ Rm and s > 0, denote

||x||s =

(
m∑
i=1

|xi|s
) 1

s

.

These notations, Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.2 motivate our main theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let F be the F-limit set generated by the map k : D → M with
initial set J∅, and s > 0.

(a) If F satisfies the uniform covering condition (2.4) and

inf
σ∈D

{||Lk(σ)||s} ≥ 1,

then dimH(F ) ≥ s.
(b) If

sup
σ∈D

{||Uk(σ)||s} < 1,

then dimH(F ) ≤ s.

Proof. (a) By (3.5) and (4.2), for all σ ∈ D,
m∑
j=1

diam(Jσ∗j)
s =

m∑
j=1

diam
(
f
(j)
k(σ)(Jσ)

)s
≥

m∑
j=1

(
L(f

(j)
k(σ))

)s
diam(Jσ)

s ≥ diam(Jσ)
s.

Thus, by Proposition 2.2, dimH(F ) ≥ s.
(b) Similarly, for all σ ∈ D,

m∑
j=1

diam(Jσ∗j)
s ≤

m∑
j=1

(
U(f

(j)
k(σ))

)s
diam(Jσ)

s ≤ c · diam(Jσ)
s,

where
c := sup

σ
{(||Uk(σ)||s)s} < 1.

By Proposition 2.1, dimH(F ) ≤ s. □
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In the following, we will use the notation from Definition 3.3 to describe the
construction of the F-limit sets. Clearly, using this notation, Theorem 4.1 simply
says that if F satisfies the uniform covering condition (2.4) and inf

ℓ
{||Lkℓ

||s} ≥ 1,

then dimH(F ) ≥ s, and if sup
ℓ
{||Ukℓ

||s} < 1, then dimH(F ) ≤ s.

When both {||Lkℓ
||s}∞ℓ=0 and {||Ukℓ

||s}∞ℓ=0 are convergent sequences, the follow-
ing corollary enables us to quickly estimate the dimension of F .

Corollary 4.2. Let F be the F-limit set generated by the sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 with
initial set E0.

(a) Let s∗ := sup {s : lim infℓ→∞{||Lkℓ
||s} > 1} . Then

(4.3) dimH(F ) ≥ s∗,

provided F satisfies the uniform covering condition (2.4).
(b) Let s∗ := inf {s : lim supℓ→∞{||Ukℓ

||s} < 1}. Then

(4.4) dimH(F ) ≤ s∗.

Proof. For any 0 < s < s∗, by the definition of s∗,

lim inf
ℓ→∞

{||Lkℓ
||s} > 1.

Thus, when ℓ∗ ∈ N is large enough,

inf
ℓ≥ℓ∗

{||Lkℓ
||s} ≥ 1, i.e. inf

ℓ≥0
{||Lkℓ∗+ℓ

||s} ≥ 1.

Since F ∩Eℓ∗ is the set generated by the sequence {kℓ∗+ℓ}∞ℓ=0 with initial set Eℓ∗ ,
by Theorem 4.1, it follows that dimH(F ∩ Eℓ∗) ≥ s for any ℓ∗ large enough. This
implies that dimH(F ) ≥ s for any s < s∗ and hence dimH(F ) ≥ s∗. Similarly, we

also have dimH(F ) ≤ s∗. □

In the following corollaries, we will see that bounds of the dimension of F can
also be obtained from corresponding bounds on Lkℓ

and Ukℓ
.

Notation. For any two points x = (x1, · · · , xm) and y = (y1, · · · , ym) in Rm,
we say x ≤ y if xi ≤ yi for each i = 1, · · · ,m.

Corollary 4.3. Let t = (t1, · · · , tm) and r = (r1, · · · , rm) be two points in (0, 1)m ⊆
Rm. Let s∗ and s∗ be the solutions to ||t||s∗ = 1, and ||r||s∗ = 1 respectively, i.e.

ts∗1 + ts∗2 + · · ·+ ts∗m = 1, and rs
∗

1 + rs
∗

2 + · · ·+ rs
∗

m = 1.

Let F be the F-limit set generated by the sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 with initial set E0.

(a) If Lkℓ
≥ t for all ℓ and F satisfies the uniform covering condition (2.4),

then dimH(F ) ≥ s∗.
(b) If Ukℓ

≤ r for all ℓ, then dimH(F ) ≤ s∗.
(c) If Lkℓ

= r = Ukℓ
for all ℓ and F satisfies the uniform covering condition

(2.4), then dimH(F ) = s∗.

Proof. (a) Let 0 < s < s∗. Then,

inf
ℓ
{||Lkℓ

||s} ≥ ||t||s ≥ ||t||s∗ = 1.

Thus, by Theorem 4.1, dimH(F ) ≥ s for any s < s∗, and hence dimH(F ) ≥ s∗.
(b) Similarly, let 0 < s∗ < s. Then,

sup
ℓ
{||Ukℓ

||s} ≤ ||r||s < ||r||s∗ = 1.
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Thus, by Theorem 4.1, dimH(F ) ≤ s for any s > s∗, and hence dimH(F ) ≤ s∗.
(c) follows from (a) and (b). □

A special case of Corollary 4.3 gives the following explicit formulas for the bounds
on the dimension of F .

Corollary 4.4. Let F be the F-limit set generated by the sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 with
initial set E0. Let

t = (t, · · · , t) and r = (r, · · · , r),
for some 0 < t, r < 1.

(a) If Lkℓ
≥ t for all ℓ and F satisfies the uniform covering condition (2.4),

then dimH(F ) ≥ logm
− log t .

(b) If Ukℓ
≤ r for all ℓ, then dimH(F ) ≤ logm

− log r .

(c) If Lkℓ
= r = Ukℓ

for all ℓ and F satisfies the uniform covering condition

(2.4), then dimH(F ) = logm
− log r .

Other types of bounds on Lkℓ
and Ukℓ

can also be used to provide bounds on
dimH(F ), as indicated by the following result.

Corollary 4.5. Let F be the F-limit set generated by the sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 with
initial set E0.

(a) If F satisfies the uniform covering condition (2.4) and

w := inf
ℓ
{||Lkℓ

||1} ≥ 1,

then dimH(F ) ≥ log(m)
log(m)−log(w) .

(b) If

u := sup
ℓ
{||Ukℓ

||1} < 1,

then dimH(F ) ≤ log(m)
log(m)−log(u) .

Proof. (a). In this case, for s = log(m)
log(m)−log(w) ≥ 1, we have∑m

j=1

(
L
(
f
(j)
kℓ

))s
m

≥

∑m
j=1 L

(
f
(j)
kℓ

)
m

s

≥
(w
m

)s
for each ℓ. Thus,

inf
ℓ
{||Lkℓ

||s} ≥ m
1
s
w

m
= 1,

then by Theorem 4.1, dimH(F ) ≥ s.

(b). In this case, for any 1 ≥ s > log(m)
log(m)−log(u) , we have∑m

j=1

(
U
(
f
(j)
kℓ

))s
m

≤

∑m
j=1 U

(
f
(j)
kℓ

)
m

s

≤
( u

m

)s
for each ℓ. Thus,

sup
ℓ
{||Ukℓ

||s} ≤ m
1
s
u

m
< 1.

By Theorem 4.1, dimH(F ) ≤ s. Hence, dimH(F ) ≤ log(m)
log(m)−log(u) . □
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Note that this corollary generally provides better bounds on dimH(F ) than those
obtained from directly applying Theorem 4.1.

5. Examples of F-Limit sets

In this section, we provide concrete examples of F-limit sets in dimensions 1, 2,
and 3. Within each example, we provide a parameter space and a marking such
that the F-limit set generated by a certain constant sequence will result in the
classical fractals: the Cantor set, the Sierpiński triangle, and the Menger sponge.
By choosing non constant sequences in our parameter spaces, we build non self-
similar variations of the classical fractals mentioned above, and with the results of
§4 and §6, we are able to find (or estimate) their Hausdorff dimensions. It is worth
reiterating that the computational complexity of the construction is independent
of the sequence in the parameter space.

5.1. Cantor-like sets. To construct our Cantor-like sets, in this subsection we
choose D to be the 2-ary tree, M := [0, 1]2, and

(5.1) X := {[a, b] : a, b ∈ R}.
Also, as in Example 3.2, define the marking F of M into C(X )2 as

F(p) = (f (1)
p , f (2)

p ) for all p = (p1, p2) ∈ [0, 1]2

where

f (1)
p ([a, b]) := [a, p1(b− a) + a] and f (2)

p ([a, b]) := [p2(a− b) + b, b].

Since

diam
(
f (i)
p ([a, b])

)
= pi · diam([a, b]) for i = 1, 2,

we get that L
(
f
(i)
p

)
= pi = U

(
f
(i)
p

)
, and hence

(5.2) Lp = p = Up.

Let E0 = [0, 1] ∈ X be fixed. For any sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 ∈ M , towards using
Definition 3.3 for our F-limit sets, we define the following:

E(0) = E0

E(1) = f
(1)
k0

(E0) ∪ f
(2)
k0

(E0) =: E1 ∪ E2

E(2) = f
(1)
k1

(E1) ∪ f
(2)
k1

(E1) ∪ f
(1)
k2

(E2) ∪ f
(2)
k2

(E2)

:= E3 ∪ E4 ∪ E5 ∪ E6

...

E(n) =

2n−2⋃
i=2n−1−1

(
f
(1)
ki

(Ei) ∪ f
(2)
ki

(Ei)
)
:=

2n−2⋃
i=2n−1−1

(E2i+1 ∪ E2i+2) =

2(2n−1)⋃
ℓ=2n−1

Eℓ.

Observe that the process of constructing the sequence {E(n)}∞n=0 here is indepen-
dent of the values of {kℓ}∞ℓ=0. For the constant sequence kℓ = ( 13 ,

1
3 ) for all ℓ, E

(n)

is the nth-generation of the Cantor set C and the F-limit set F = ∩nE
(n) = C.

To allow for more general outcomes, we can update the linear functions f
(1)
k and

f
(2)
k simply by changing the value of k at each stage of the construction, which
does not change the computational complexity of the process. Using this idea, we
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now construct some examples of Cantor-like sets by choosing suitable sequences
{kℓ}∞ℓ=0.

Figure 2. Comparison of classical Cantor set (blue) and new
Cantor-like set (red)

Example 5.1. Let kℓ =
(

ℓ+1
4ℓ+6 ,

2ℓ+5
8ℓ+16

)
for ℓ ≥ 0, and let F be the F-limit set

generated by the sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 with initial set E0. In Figure 2 we plot the usual
Cantor set C (in blue) below the set F (in red) to illustrate the comparison. We
can see that the set F has the same basic shape as the Cantor set C, but is no
longer strictly self-similar. In order to compute the Hausdorff dimension of the
new Cantor-like set F , we apply Corollary 4.2. Note that by equation (5.2),

lim
ℓ→∞

||Lkℓ
||s = lim

ℓ→∞
||kℓ||s =

2
1
s

4
.

So,

s∗ = sup
s
{lim inf

ℓ→∞
||Lkℓ

||s > 1} = sup
s

{
2

1
s

4
> 1

}
=

1

2
.

Similarly, we also have s∗ = 1
2 . By the following Proposition 5.1, since

sup
{
k
(1)
ℓ + k

(2)
ℓ : ℓ = 0, 1, 2, · · ·

}
=

1

2
< 1,

F satisfies the uniform covering condition (2.4). By Corollary 4.2, dimH(F ) = 1
2 .

Proposition 5.1. Let {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 be a sequence in M with

(5.3) sup
{
k
(1)
ℓ + k

(2)
ℓ : ℓ = 0, 1, 2, · · ·

}
< 1,

and F be the F-limit set generated by the sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 with initial set E0.
Then F satisfies the uniform covering condition (2.4).
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Proof. Define {Jσ : σ ∈ D} as in (3.5), and let

(5.4) γ := inf
ℓ

{
1− k

(1)
ℓ − k

(2)
ℓ

}
.

By (5.3), γ ∈ (0, 1]. We will show that F satisfies the uniform covering condition by
showing that for any closed interval B in R with B ∩ F ̸= ∅, there exists a σ∗ ∈ D
such that B ∩ F ⊆ Jσ∗ and diam(B) ≥ γ · diam(Jσ∗).

Indeed, consider the set

L := {ℓ(σ) : B ∩ F ⊆ Jσ, σ ∈ D},

where ℓ(σ) is given in (3.7). Note that L is nonempty because B ∩ F ⊆ J∅ implies
that ℓ(∅) ∈ L.

Case 1: If L is an infinite set, then since diam(Jσ) → 0 as ℓ(σ) → ∞, there
exists σ∗ ∈ D such that ℓ(σ∗) ∈ L and diam(B) ≥ diam(Jσ∗) ≥ γ · diam(Jσ∗).

Case 2: If L is finite, let ℓ(σ∗) be the maximum number in L for some σ∗ ∈ D.
Then, ℓ(σ∗) ∈ L but ℓ(σ∗ ∗ j) /∈ L for each j = 1, 2. This implies that B∩Jσ∗∗j ̸= ∅
for both j = 1, 2 because Jσ∗ = Jσ∗∗1 ∪ Jσ∗∗2. Since B is an interval, the gap
Jσ∗ \ (Jσ∗∗1 ∪ Jσ∗∗2) between Jσ∗∗1 and Jσ∗∗2 is contained in B, which yields that

diam(B) ≥ diam (Jσ∗ \ (Jσ∗∗1 ∪ Jσ∗∗2))

= diam(Jσ∗)− diam(Jσ∗∗1)− diam(Jσ∗∗2)

≥ diam(Jσ∗)
(
1− k

(1)
ℓ(σ∗) − k

(2)
ℓ(σ∗)

)
≥ γ · diam(Jσ∗).

As a result, in both cases, the uniform covering condition (2.4) holds. □

In the next example, we will construct a random Cantor-like set as follows.

Figure 3. A randomly generated Cantor-like set

Example 5.2. For each ℓ ≥ 0, we take kℓ =
(
qℓ,

1
2 − qℓ

)
where qℓ is a random

number between 1
8 and 3

8 . Let F be the corresponding F-limit generated by the
sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 with initial set E0. We plot the first few generations in Figure 3.

In this example, the total length of the nth generation E(n) is chosen to be ( 12 )
n,

while the scaling factors of the left subintervals at each stage are randomly chosen.
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We now estimate the dimension of F . By (5.2),(
1

8
,
1

8

)
≤ Lkℓ

= kℓ = Ukℓ
≤
(
3

8
,
3

8

)
.

By Corollary 4.4,
log(2)

− log(1/8)
≤ dimH(F ) ≤ log(2)

− log(3/8)
.

That is,
1

3
≤ dimH(F ) ≤ log(2)

log(8/3)
≈ 0.7067.

Note that due to Proposition 5.1, F satisfies the uniform covering condition (2.4)
since qℓ + ( 12 − qℓ) =

1
2 < 1 for each ℓ ≥ 0.

Figure 4. Fractal of measure 1
3 created by using

∑∞
n=0

1
n! = e

Example 5.3. In this example, we create a sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 that results in a limit
set with a given measure, e.g. 1/3. Of course, the classic example of such a limiting
set is the fat Cantor set. For a different approach, let

∑∞
n=0 an be any convergent

series of positive terms with limit L. We consider a sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 defined in
the following way.

Let n ≥ 1 be the generation of the construction and for each ℓ with 2n−1 − 1 ≤
ℓ ≤ 2n − 2, define kℓ = (bn, bn) where

b1 :=
3
2L− a0

2
(
3
2L
) and bn :=

3
2L−

∑n−1
i=0 ai

2
(

3
2L−

∑n−2
i=0 ai

) for n ≥ 2.

With this sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0, one can find that the length of each interval in the nth

generation is

b1b2 · · · bn =
3
2L−

∑n−1
i=0 ai

2n · 3
2L

.

Thus, the total length of the nth generation is

3
2L−

∑n−1
i=0 ai

3
2L

= 1− 2

3L

n−1∑
i=0

ai
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which converges to 1/3 as desired. As an example, we take the convergent series
∞∑

n=0

1

n!
= e and use it to create the F-limit set F with measure 1/3. The first few

generations are shown in Figure 4.

5.2. Sierpiński Triangle. To construct our Sierpiński-like triangles, in this sub-
section we choose D to be the 3-ary tree, M := [0, 1]6, and

(5.5) X := {(A,B,C) : A,B,C ∈ R2}
consists of all triangles ∆ABC in R2.

Figure 5. Geometric illustration of p = (p1, p2, p3, p4, p5, p6) ∈ M

Define the marking F of M into C(X )3 by

F(p) := (f (1)
p , f (2)

p , f (3)
p ) for all p = (p1, p2, p3, p4, p5, p6) ∈ [0, 1]6

where

f (1)
p (A,B,C) := (A,A+ p1(B −A), A+ p2(C −A))

f (2)
p (A,B,C) := (B + p4(A−B), B,B + p3(C −B))

f (3)
p (A,B,C) := (C + p5(A− C), C + p6(B − C), C)

are compression maps from X to X as illustrated in Figure 5.
Of course, to prevent overlaps we can require that

(5.6) p1 + p4 ≤ 1, p2 + p5 ≤ 1, p3 + p6 ≤ 1.

When each of the inequalities are strict, the images of f
(i)
p are three disconnected

triangles, as illustrated in Figure 6a. When all equalities hold, the images are
connected, as illustrated in Figure 6b.

In the case of the connected sets, the values of p = (p1, p2, p3, p4, p5, p6) are
determined by p1, p2, p3 since p4 = 1 − p1, p5 = 1 − p2, p6 = 1 − p3. In this case,
we may also view p = (p1, p2, p3) as a vector in [0, 1]3 ⊆ R3.
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(a) (b)

Figure 6. First generation of disconnected and connected trian-
gles

To create the normal Sierpiński triangle, we choose

(5.7) E0 =

(
−1/2 1/2 0

0 0
√
3/2

)
,

the equilateral triangle of unit side length, and {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 to be the constant sequence
kℓ = k := (1/2, 1/2, 1/2, 1/2, 1/2, 1/2) in M so that each iteration maps a triangle
to three triangles of half the side length with the desired translation. In this case
the F-limit set generated by the constant sequence {kℓ = k}∞ℓ=0 with initial set E0

corresponds to the standard Sierpiński Triangle as seen in Figure 7.

· · ·

Figure 7. Constructing the Sierpiński triangle

To generate Sierpiński-like fractals, we now adjust the values of the marking
parameters {kℓ}∞ℓ=0. For each p = (p1, p2, p3, p4, p5, p6) ∈ M = [0, 1]6 and 1 ≤ i ≤ 3,

U
(
f (i)
p

)
= sup

(A,B,C)∈X

diam
(
f
(i)
p (A,B,C)

)
diam ((A,B,C))

= max
{
p

2i−1
, p

2i

}
,

and

L
(
f (i)
p

)
= inf

(A,B,C)∈X

diam
(
f
(i)
p (A,B,C)

)
diam ((A,B,C))

= min
{
p

2i−1
, p

2i

}
.

When p ∈ M is bounded, i.e. if 0 < λ ≤ pj ≤ Λ < 1 for all j = 1, · · · , 6, then by
also considering the constraints (5.6),

Up ≤ r := (r, · · · , r) and Lp ≥ s := (s, · · · , s),

where r = min{1− λ,Λ} and s = max{1−Λ, λ}. We usually set λ+Λ = 1 so that
r = Λ and s = λ.
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Following our general process, we construct some random but connected Sierpiński-
like sets by introducing randomness into the choice of the sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 in [0, 1]3.

Example 5.4. Let {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 =
{(

k
(1)
ℓ , k

(2)
ℓ , k

(3)
ℓ

)}∞

ℓ=0
be a sequence in [0, 1]3 with

each k
(i)
ℓ a random number between given numbers λ and Λ for each i = 1, 2, 3. Let

F be the F-limit set generated by the sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 with initial set E0. Then the
6th generation of the construction results in images like Figure 8. Here, in Figure
8a, λ = 1

4 and Λ = 3
4 ; while in Figure 8b, λ = 0.45 and Λ = 0.55. Note that the

sets are no longer self-similar.

(a) Each k
(i)
ℓ is random in [ 1

4
, 3
4
]. (b) Each k

(i)
ℓ is random in [0.45, 0.55].

Figure 8. Generation 6 of a random and connected Sierpiński
triangle

In Figure 8b, we pick λ = 0.45 and Λ = 0.55. By Corollary 4.4,

log(m)

− log(s)
≤ dimH(F ) ≤ log(m)

− log(r)
,

where m = 3, r = 0.55 and s = 0.45. That is, 1.3758 ≤ dimH(F ) ≤ 1.8377. Here,
one may use Theorem 6.1 to show F satisfying the uniform covering condition (2.4).

Example 5.5. As in Example 5.4, but replacing E0 with Ẽ0 =

(
0 1 0
0 0 1

)
, the

7th generation of the construction results in an image like Figure 9, when λ = 1
4

and Λ = 3
4 .

Example 5.6. Let {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 =
{(

k
(1)
ℓ , k

(2)
ℓ , k

(3)
ℓ

)}∞

ℓ=0
be a sequence in [0, 1]3 where

k
(1)
ℓ :=

1

2
+

aℓ√
ℓ+ 1

, k
(2)
ℓ :=

1

2
+

bℓ√
ℓ+ 1

, k
(3)
ℓ :=

1

2
+

cℓ
ℓ+ 1

for random numbers aℓ, bℓ, cℓ ∈ [− 1
3 ,

1
3 ]. Let F be the F-limit set generated by the

sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 with initial set E0. Then the seventh generation of the construc-
tion of F results in an image like Figure 10.

In this case, we can calculate the exact value of the Hausdorff dimension of F .
Indeed, by Corollary 4.2,

lim
ℓ→∞

(||Ukℓ
||s)s =

3

2s
= lim

ℓ→∞
(||Lkℓ

||s)s.
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Figure 9. Generation 7 of a random Sierpiński triangle

Figure 10. Generation 6 of a Sierpiński-type triangle with con-
trolled dimension

Thus, dimH(F ) = log(3)
log(2) , where one may use Theorem 6.1 to show that F satisfies

the uniform covering condition (2.4).

5.3. Menger Sponge. Let

(5.8) X =
{
(O,A,B,C) : O,A,B,C ∈ R3

}
representing the collection of all rectangular prisms (OABC) in R3, m = 20, and

(5.9) M =
{
(p1, p2, p3, p4, p5, p6) ∈ [0, 1]6 : p1 ≤ p2, p3 ≤ p4, p5 ≤ p6

}
.

For each p ∈ M and i = 1, 2, . . . , 20, we can define affine transformations f
(i)
p :

X → X as follows. For any p = (p1, p2, p3, p4, p5, p6) ∈ M , define

T =
[
0 p1 p2 1

]
, R =

[
0 p3 p4 1

]
, S =

[
0 p5 p6 1

]
.

Let

I = {(a, b, c) : 1 ≤ a, b, c ≤ 3 with a, b, c ∈ Z, and no two of a, b, c equal to 2}.
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𝑝!
𝑝"

𝑝#

𝑝$

𝑝%
𝑝&

Figure 11. Geometric illustration of p = (p1, p2, p3, p4, p5, p6) ∈
M used in constructing f

(i)
p

For each (a, b, c) ∈ I and p ∈ M , define

Qp(a, b, c) =


1− (T (a) +R(b) + S(c)) T (a) R(b) S(c)

1− (T (a+ 1) +R(b) + S(c)) T (a+ 1) R(b) S(c)
1− (T (a) +R(b+ 1) + S(c)) T (a) R(b+ 1) S(c)
1− (T (a) +R(b) + S(c+ 1)) T (a) R(b) S(c+ 1)


where T (a) denotes the ath entry of the vector T , and similarly for the others.

Note that the set I contains 20 elements, so we can express it as

I = {(ai, bi, ci) : 1 ≤ i ≤ 20}.

For each p ∈ M and 1 ≤ i ≤ 20, we consider the affine transformation f
(i)
p : X → X

given by

(5.10) f (i)
p (O,A,B,C) = Qp(ai, bi, ci)


O
A
B
C


for every (O,A,B,C) ∈ X . Note that for i = 1, . . . , 20 and p ∈ M , f

(i)
p is a

compression. Thus, we can define a marking F : M → C(X )20 by sending p 7→ fp =

(f
(1)
p , . . . , f

(20)
p ). Using this, for any starting rectangular prism E0 = (O,A,B,C) ∈

X , we can generate a sequence of sets that follows a similar construction to the
Menger sponge.

In the following examples, we will construct F limit sets with the unit cube

(5.11) E0 =

0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1


as the initial set. Note that, for k = (1/3, 2/3, 1/3, 2/3, 1/3, 2/3), the F limit set
generated by the constant sequence {kℓ = k}∞ℓ=0 with initial set E0 is the classical
Menger sponge as shown in Figure 12.
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Figure 12. The first three generations of the Menger sponge

To estimate the dimension of variations of the Menger sponge, let us make the
following calculations. For each p = (p1, p2 · · · , p6) ∈ M and 1 ≤ i ≤ 20,

U
(
f (i)
p

)
= sup

(O,A,B,C)∈X

diam
(
f
(i)
p (O,A,B,C)

)
diam ((O,A,B,C))

= sup
(O,A,B,C)∈X

diam (Qp(ai, bi, ci)[O,A,B,C]′)

diam ((O,A,B,C))

= max{T (ai+1)− T (ai), R(bi+1)−R(bi), S(ci+1)− S(ci)}.

Similarly,

L
(
f (i)
p

)
= min{T (ai+1)− T (ai), R(bi+1)−R(bi), S(ci+1)− S(ci)}.

When p2j = 1− p2j−1 for each j = 1, 2, 3, it is easy to check that

20∑
i=1

U(f (i)
p )s =

20∑
i=1

max{T (ai+1)− T (ai), R(bi+1)−R(bi), S(ci+1)− S(ci)}s

= 8max{p1, p3, p5}s + 4max{1− 2p1, p3, p5}s

+4max{p1, 1− 2p3, p5}s + 4max{p1, p3, 1− 2p5}s.

Note that, when 0 < λ ≤ p1, p3, p5 ≤ Λ < 1, it follows that

(5.12) (||Up||s)s =
20∑
i=1

U
(
f (i)
p

)s
≤ 8Λs + 12max{1− 2λ,Λ}s.

Similarly,

(5.13) (||Lp||s)s ≥ 8λs + 12min{1− 2Λ, λ}s.

Example 5.7. Let kℓ =
(
k
(1)
ℓ , k

(2)
ℓ , k

(3)
ℓ , k

(4)
ℓ , k

(5)
ℓ , k

(6)
ℓ

)
∈ M with each k

(2j−1)
ℓ a

random number between given parameters λ and Λ and k
(2j)
ℓ = 1− k

(2j−1)
ℓ for each

j = 1, 2, 3. Let F be the F-limit set generated by the sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 with initial
set E0. Then the third iteration of the construction of F results in images like
Figure 13. Here, in Figure 13 (A) the parameters λ = 0 and Λ = 1

2 , while in
Figure 13 (B) the parameters λ = 0.32 and Λ = 0.35.

We now estimate the dimension of the random F limit set F for λ = .32 and
Λ = .35 as illustrated in Figure 13(B). By equation (5.12), for any s > 2.901,

(||Ukℓ
||s)s ≤ 8Λs + 12max{1− 2λ,Λ}s ≤ 8 ∗ 0.35s + 12 ∗ 0.36s

< 8 ∗ 0.352.901 + 12 ∗ 0.362.901 ≈ 1.000.
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𝐴 	 𝜆 = 0, 	 Λ = !
" 𝐵 	 𝜆 = .32, 	Λ = .35

Figure 13. Generation 3 of random Menger sponge

By Theorem 4.1, dimH(F ) ≤ 2.901. Similarly, by equation (5.13), for any s ≤
2.546,

(||Lkℓ
||s)s ≥ 8λs + 12min{1− 2Λ, λ}s

≥ 8 ∗ 0.32s + 12 ∗ 0.3s ≥ 8 ∗ 0.322.546 + 12 ∗ 0.32.546 ≈ 1.000.

By Theorem 4.1 again, dimH(F ) ≥ 2.546, where one may use Theorem 6.1 to show
that F satisfies the uniform covering condition (2.4). As a result,

2.546 ≤ dimH(F ) ≤ 2.901.

In the following example, we are able to calculate the exact Hausdorff dimension
of a non self-similar Menger sponge.

Figure 14. Generation 3 of a non-self similar Menger sponge with

Hausdorff dimension log(20)
log(3)



F-LIMIT SETS 25

Example 5.8. For each ℓ ≥ 0, let kℓ =
(
k
(1)
ℓ , k

(2)
ℓ , · · · , k(6)ℓ

)
where

k
(1)
ℓ =

1

3
+

(−1)ℓ

12(ℓ+ 1)2
, k

(2)
ℓ = 1− k

(1)
ℓ ,

k
(3)
ℓ =

1

3
− (−1)ℓ

6(ℓ+ 1)2
, k

(4)
ℓ = 1− k

(3)
ℓ ,

k
(5)
ℓ =

1

3
+

(−1)ℓ

18(ℓ+ 1)2
, k

(6)
ℓ = 1− k

(5)
ℓ .

Let F be the F-limit set generated by the sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 with initial set E0. Then
the third generation of the construction of F leads to an image like Figure 14.

By direct computation,

lim
ℓ→∞

(||Ukℓ
||s)s =

20

3s
= lim

ℓ→∞
(||Lkℓ

||s)s.

Thus, by Corollary 4.2, dimH(F ) = log(20)
log(3) ≈ 2.7268, since F satisfies the uniform

covering condition according to Example 6.3.

Remark 5.1. Another way to construct fractals with partial self similarity was
introduced by Barnsley, Hutchinson, and Stenflo [1]. These fractals are called V -
variable fractals, and their dimensions were studied in [2]. Here, we make some
comparisons between F-limit sets and V -variable fractals. In essence, the construc-
tion of a V -variable fractal uses at most V ∈ N number of distinct patterns within
each generation of the construction. This is done through the following process.

Let (X, d) be a metric space, Λ an index set, Fλ = {fλ
1 , f

λ
2 , . . . , f

λ
m} an IFS for

each λ ∈ Λ, and P a probability distribution on some σ-algebra of subsets of Λ.
Then denote F = {(X, d), Fλ, λ ∈ Λ, P} to be a family of IFSs (with at least two
functions in each IFS) defined on (X, d). Assume that the IFSs Fλ are uniformly
contractive and uniformly bounded, that is, for some 0 < r < 1,

sup
λ

max
m

d
(
fλ
m(x), fλ

m(y)
)
≤ rd(x, y),(5.14)

sup
λ

max
m

d
(
fλ
m(a), a

)
< ∞(5.15)

for all x, y ∈ X and some a ∈ X.
A tree code is a map ω : D → Λ from a tree D into the index set Λ. Given

any σ ∈ D, one can naturally define another tree code (ω σ)(τ) := ω(σ ∗ τ) that
“starts” at σ. A tree code ω is V -variable if for each positive integer k, there are at
most V distinct tree codes of the form ω σ with σ ∈ Dk. For example, consider the
Sierpiński triangle. We let F be the IFS that maps the triangle to three copies of 1/2
the size, as usual. Let G be the IFS that maps the initial triangle to three triangles
that are 1/3 the size, with the vertices shared with the initial set being the fixed
points of the maps. See Figure 15 for the image of the initial step of each. Thus,
F = {(R2, d), {F,G}, P = (1/2, 1/2)} is the family {F,G} with probability function
uniformly choosing 1/2 for each IFS. Using these IFSs, three V -variable pre-fractals
are given in Figure 16, being 1-variable, 2-variable, and 3-variable respectively.

Now, we express this V -variable fractal in terms of an F-limit set. Let X ,M,F
and E0 be as in Section 5.2 and define a map h : {F,G} → M by h(F ) =
(1/2, 1/2, 1/2, 1/2, 1/2, 1/2) and h(G) = (1/3, 1/3, 1/3, 1/3, 1/3, 1/3). For any V -
variable tree code ω : D → Λ = {F,G}, we can define an associated map kω : D →
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Figure 15. Initial steps of IFSs F and G respectively

Figure 16. n = 3 generation prefractals that are 1, 2 and 3-
variable respectively. Images from [2].

M given by kω = h ◦ ω. Then, the V -variable fractal generated by the V -variable
tree code ω is the F-limit set generated by kω with initial set E0.

We now provide some observations of F-limit sets with V -variables fractals.
First note that the sequence kω associated with a V-variable tree code ω contains
many repeated terms. In particular, at any generation k > V there must be at
least two nodes σ and σ′ ∈ Dk such that their corresponding tree-codes are equal,
i.e., ω σ = ω σ′. This means that kω is the exact same for a large number of
subtrees, whereas in general, as illustrated in Example 5.6, the maps k that we use
to construct F-limit sets are not. In this sense, the F-limit set approach tackles
the case of V -variable fractals where V = ∞.

Here is another observation. To address randomness, we consider maps from D
to a parametrization space M , while the V -variables approach uses a map from D to
an index set Λ. In this sense, M plays a similar role as Λ. After that, we consider
a mapping F from M to the spaces of all compressions between a collection of sets
to itself, while the V -variable approach uses IFSs between ambient spaces.

As for the existence of the fractals, in our case, the existence of the limit fractals
trivially follows from the definition, while in the case of V -variables, one needs to
prove the existence of attractors.

6. Sufficient conditions for the Uniform Covering Condition

In previous sections, we have seen that the uniform covering condition (2.4) plays
a vital role in computing a lower estimate for the Hausdorff dimension of a fractal.
In this section, Theorem 6.1 provides us with a sufficient condition needed for a
fractal to satisfy the uniform covering condition. This theorem can be used for
most examples in §5. For the sake of brevity, we only provide the details for the
Menger sponge-like fractal encountered in Example 5.8.
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Motivated by Proposition 5.1, we introduce two quantities as follows. The first
quantity ρn intuitively describes the “gap” between n + 1 elements of a collection
of subsets.

Definition 6.1. Let n ≥ 1 and H be a collection of subsets of a metric space (X, d).
Define

(6.1) ρn(H) = inf{diam(B) : B ⊆ X is a closed ball intersecting at least

n+ 1 elements in H}.

The second quantity γn describes the minimum “gap” between any n+1 children
of a generation relative to the size of their parents.

Definition 6.2. Let J = {Jσ : σ ∈ D} be a collection of compact subsets of a
metric space (X, d), and n ≥ 1. Define

(6.2) γn(J ) := inf

{
ρn({Jσ∗i : σ ∈ Rk, i = 1, 2, · · · ,m})∑

σ∈Rk
diam(Jσ)

: for some k

and Rk ⊆ Dk with 1 ≤ |Rk| ≤ n} ,
where |Rk| denotes the cardinality of the set Rk.

We now demonstrate how to calculate γn(J ) for the collections J that we
constructed in §5. Note that given X , M , D, and F , for any sequence {kℓ}
in M (or equivalently, any map k : D → M), we can construct the collection
J = {Jσ : σ ∈ D} by (3.5).

Example 6.1. Let J = {Jσ : σ ∈ D} be a collection of closed intervals used in the
construction of the Cantor-like sets in §5.1. Then

γ1(J ) = inf

{
ρ1({Jσ∗i : σ ∈ Rk, i = 1, 2})

diam(Jσ)
: for some Rk ⊆ Dk with |Rk| = 1

}
= inf

{
ρ1({Jσ∗1, Jσ∗2})

diam(Jσ)
: for σ ∈ D

}
= inf

{
diam(Jσ)− diam(Jσ∗1)− diam(Jσ∗2)

diam(Jσ)
: σ ∈ D

}
= inf

{
1− diam(Jσ∗1)

diam(Jσ)
− diam(Jσ∗2)

diam(Jσ)
: σ ∈ D

}
,

which agrees with the γ in (5.4), see Figure 17.

Example 6.2. Let J = {Jσ : σ ∈ D} be a collection of triangles used in the con-
struction of the connected Sierpiński-like fractals in §5.2. In the following figures,
we plot the smallest ball that intersects a certain number of children. The children
that have non-empty intersection with the ball are colored red, while those that have
empty intersection are light blue.

First note that for any σ ∈ D, ρ1({Jσ∗1, Jσ∗2, Jσ∗3}) = 0 since any pair of
children share a vertex. At the intersection of the two children of Jσ one can
construct a ball of arbitrarily small diameter (see Figure 18 (A)). On the other
hand, ρ2({Jσ∗1, Jσ∗2, Jσ∗3}) > 0 because the diameter of any ball that intersects
all three children of Jσ is bounded below by the diameter of the inscribed circle of
the removed center triangle. In other words, ρ2({Jσ∗1, Jσ∗2, Jσ∗3}) is equal to the
diameter of the inscribed circle (see Figure 18 (B)).
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Figure 17. Illustration of ρ1({Jσ∗1, Jσ∗2})

Figure 18. (A) shows an illustration of ρ1(Jσ∗1, Jσ∗2, Jσ∗3) = 0
and (B) shows how ρ2({Jσ∗1, Jσ∗2, Jσ∗3}) = diameter of inscribed
circle

Now we may compute γn(J ) as follows. Note that for n = 1,

γ1(J ) = inf

{
ρ1({Jσ∗i : σ ∈ Rk, i = 1, 2, 3})

diam(Jσ)
: for some Rk ⊆ Dk with |Rk| = 1

}
= inf

{
ρ1({Jσ∗1, Jσ∗2, Jσ∗3})

diam(Jσ)
: for σ ∈ D

}
= 0.

On the other hand, when n = 2, we have

γ2(J ) = inf

{
ρ2({Jσ∗i : σ ∈ Rk, i = 1, 2, 3})∑

σ∈Rk
diam(Jσ)

: for some Rk ⊆ Dk with |Rk| ≤ 2

}
.

When |Rk| = 1, this is reduced to the same case as Figure 18 (B). When |Rk| = 2,
we use two triangles in Rk, and find the smallest diameter among all balls that
intersect three or more of the triangles’ children. See Figure 19 for a few candidates.
For each Rk ⊆ Dk with |Rk| ≤ 2, ρ2({Jσ∗i : σ ∈ Rk, i = 1, 2, 3}) > 0. Note that if
there exists some c2 > 0 such that

ρ2({Jσ∗i : σ ∈ Rk, i = 1, 2, 3}) ≥ c2 max
σ∈Rk

diam(Jσ),

for all Rk ⊆ Dk with |Rk| ≤ 2 and k = 0, 1, . . . , then γ2(J ) ≥ c2/2 > 0.
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Figure 19. Various options for smallest radius ball

In general, for any collection J := {Jσ : σ ∈ D} in a metric space (X, d) and
N ∈ N, if there exists a constant cN > 0 such that

ρN ({Jσ∗i : σ ∈ Rk, i = 1, 2, · · · ,m}) ≥ cN max
σ∈Rk

diam(Jσ),

for any Rk ⊆ Dk with |Rk| ≤ N and k = 0, 1, . . . , then γN (J ) ≥ cN
N > 0.

Theorem 6.1. Let J := {Jσ : σ ∈ D} be a collection of compact subsets of (X, d)
satisfying MSC(3) and

(6.3) lim
k→∞

max {diam(Jσ) : σ ∈ Dk} = 0,

and let F be the limit set of J as given in (1.3). If there exists an N such that
γN (J ) > 0, then F satisfies the uniform covering condition (2.4).

Proof. Let γ = γN (J ) > 0. For any closed ball B in X with B ∩F ̸= ∅, let g(k) be
the number of elements σ in Dk such that B ∩ F ∩ Jσ ̸= ∅. Then g : N ∪ {0} → N
is monotone increasing with g(0) = 1.

Case 1: Suppose g(k) ≤ N for all k = 0, 1, 2, · · · . For each k, let

Rk = {σ ∈ Dk : B ∩ F ∩ Jσ ̸= ∅} ⊆ Dk.

Then, |Rk| = g(k) ≤ N and B ∩ F ⊆
⋃

σ∈Rk
Jσ. As a result,

0 ≤
∑
σ∈Rk

diam(Jσ) ≤ N ·max{diam(Jσ) : σ ∈ Dk}.

By (6.3) and the squeeze theorem,

lim
k→∞

∑
σ∈Rk

diam(Jσ) = 0.

Thus, since γ > 0, when k is large enough,

diam(B) > γ ·
∑
σ∈Rk

diam(Jσ).

Hence, equation (2.4) holds for B.
Case 2: There exists k∗ ≥ 0 such that g(k∗) ≤ N but g(k∗ + 1) > N .
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Since g(k∗) ≤ N , there are g(k∗) many elements σ ∈ Dk∗ such that B∩F ∩Jσ ̸=
∅. That is, there exists Rk∗ ⊆ Dk∗ with |Rk∗ | ≤ N such that B ∩ F ⊆

⋃
σ∈Rk∗ Jσ.

On the other hand, since g(k∗ + 1) > N , B ∩ F intersects at least N + 1 elements
of Dk∗+1. Since B ∩ F ⊆

⋃
σ∈Rk∗ Jσ, all of these N + 1 elements must be children

of {Jσ : σ ∈ Rk∗}. Then, by the definition of ρN in (6.1),

(6.4) diam(B) ≥ ρN ({Jσ∗i : σ ∈ Rk∗ , i = 1, 2, . . .m}) ≥ γ ·
∑

σ∈Rk∗

diam(Jσ).

As a result, F satisfies the uniform covering condition (2.4). □

Now we explicitly apply Theorem 6.1 to the Menger sponge-like fractal of Ex-
ample 5.8. Let X , D, M , and F be as in section §5.3. To show that the F-
limit set generated by certain sequences satisfies the uniform covering conditions
(2.4), we will first derive the following lower bound (6.7) of γ8(J ) for a collection
J = {Jσ : σ ∈ D} generated by an arbitrary sequence {kℓ}∞ℓ=0 in M .

Let H be a subset of {Jσ : σ ∈ Dk} for some k ∈ {0, 1, . . . }. We now make
the following observation: For any ball B that intersects at least 9 elements of H,
its diameter diam(B) must be greater than or equal to the smallest edge length of
the elements in H. Indeed, by considering the projections to the three coordinate
axes, one can see that at least one coordinate contains three non-identical projected
images of these 9 elements. As a result, the ball B intersected with these 9 elements
will have a diameter at least the length of the smallest side of the three projected
images. This justifies our observation.

For each kℓ = (k
(1)
ℓ , k

(2)
ℓ , k

(3)
ℓ , k

(4)
ℓ , k

(5)
ℓ , k

(6)
ℓ ) ∈ M , define

mℓ = min{k(1)ℓ , k
(2)
ℓ −k

(1)
ℓ , 1−k

(2)
ℓ , k

(3)
ℓ , k

(4)
ℓ −k

(3)
ℓ , 1−k

(4)
ℓ , k

(5)
ℓ , k

(6)
ℓ −k

(5)
ℓ , 1−k

(6)
ℓ }

and

Mℓ = max{k(1)ℓ , k
(2)
ℓ −k

(1)
ℓ , 1−k

(2)
ℓ , k

(3)
ℓ , k

(4)
ℓ −k

(3)
ℓ , 1−k

(4)
ℓ , k

(5)
ℓ , k

(6)
ℓ −k

(5)
ℓ , 1−k

(6)
ℓ }.

Then, by the definition of M , we have 0 ≤ mℓ ≤ Mℓ ≤ 1 for each ℓ.
For any σ ∈ D, direct calculation shows that

(6.5) mℓ(σ) ≤
diam(Jσ∗i)

diam(Jσ)
≤ Mℓ(σ)

where ℓ(σ) is given in (3.7). Thus, for any σ = (i1, i2, . . . , ik) ∈ Dk, we have
(6.6)

mℓ((i1))mℓ((i1,i2)) · · ·mℓ((i1,...,ik)) ≤
diam(Jσ)

diam(J∅)
≤ Mℓ((i1))Mℓ((i1,i2)) · · ·Mℓ((i1,...,ik)).
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Let Rk ⊆ Dk for some k. Suppose |Rk| ≤ 8. Then for any σ ∈ Rk, by the
observation

ρ8({Jσ∗i : σ ∈ Rk, i = 1, 2, . . . 20})∑
σ∈Rk

diam(Jσ)

≥ smallest diameter of Jσ∗i
8 ·max{diam(Jσ) : σ ∈ Rk}

≥ 1

8
min

(i1,i2,...,ik)∈Rk,ik+1=1,...,20

{
mℓ((i1))mℓ((i1,i2)) · · ·mℓ((i1,...,ik+1))diam(J∅)

Mℓ((i1))Mℓ((i1,i2)) · · ·Mℓ((i1,...,ik))diam(J∅)

}
≥ 1

8

( ∞∏
i=1

mi

Mi

)
lim inf
i→∞

mi,

where the last inequality follows from 0 ≤ mi ≤ Mi for each i. As a result, we have

(6.7) γ8(J ) ≥ 1

8

( ∞∏
i=1

mi

Mi

)
lim inf
i→∞

mi.

Example 6.3. We now apply it to show that the F-limit set in Example 5.8 satisfies
the uniform covering condition. In this example,

mℓ =

{
aℓ, ℓ even

bℓ, ℓ odd
and Mℓ =

{
bℓ, ℓ even

aℓ, ℓ odd

where

aℓ = k
(3)
ℓ =

1

3
− (−1)ℓ

6(ℓ+ 1)2
and bℓ = 1− 2k

(3)
ℓ =

1

3
+

(−1)ℓ

3(ℓ+ 1)2
.

One may show that the product

∞∏
i=1

mi

Mi
is convergent, whose numerical value is

0.369761. . . and lim infi→∞ mi = 1/3. Thus, by ( 6.7), γ8(J ) > 0. Therefore, by
Theorem 6.1, the F-limit set F satisfies the uniform covering condition.
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