arXiv:2212.04332v1 [math.DS] 8 Dec 2022

On the convergence of sequences in the space of
n-iterated function systems with applications

Praveen M} Sunil Mathew'
Department of Mathematics,
National Institute of Technology Calicut, Calicut - 673 601
India.

Abstract

This article discusses the notion of convergence of sequences of iterated function systems.
The technique of iterated function systems is one of the several methods to construct objects
with fractal nature, and the fractals obtained with this method are mostly self-similar. The
progress in the theory of fractals has found potential applications in the fields of physical
science, computer science, and economics in abundance. This paper considers the metric
space of n- iterated function systems by introducing a metric function on the set of all
iterated function systems on a complete metric space consisting of n contraction functions.
Further, sequences of n- iterated function systems with decreasing, eventually decreasing,
Cauchy and convergent properties are discussed. Some results on sequences of n- iterated
function systems and sequences of contractions are obtained. The practical usage of the
theory discussed in the article is explored towards the end.
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1 Introduction

The fractal theory is a leading research area of mathematics which has made its own identity
in many of the interdisciplinary sciences. Recently research conducted by MIT scientists in
condensed matter physics discovered [1] fractal patterns in neodymium nickel oxide(NdNiOs3),
a quantum material that is rare in the earth. The quantum, atomic-scale effects of the quantum
materials result in the bizarre electronic or magnetic behavior of them. The quantum material
NdNiQOs, depending on its temperature, behaves both as an electrical conductor and an insula-
tor. The analysis conducted by the researchers with the aid of statistics of domain distribution
on the texture of the magnetic domains of NdNiOs helped them identify a fractal pattern in
it. The scientific community is conducting an extensive study on NdNiQOs for the immense
applications it offers, such as the possibility to use it as a building block for neuromorphic de-
vices, which are the artificial systems that imitate biological neurons. The researchers believe
the knowledge regarding the nanoscale magnetic and electronic textures is central to study and
engineer other materials for similar scopes.

Fractal geometry, which was established in the mid-1980s with the help of computers, over
the years, became a bridge in the gap between pure mathematics and applied sciences. Benoit B.
Mandelbrot, who is considered the founding father of this branch of study, laid down the basic
structure for fractal theory and made many remarkable contributions in this field. Mandelbrot
brought together concepts in the analysis by people like Felix Hausdorff, Pierre Fatou, Gaston
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Julia, and concepts in geometry by people like Helge von Koch, Ernesto Cesaro, in the construc-
tion of the theory of fractals. Self-similarity, which was defined by Cesaro in 1905, Hausdorff
dimension, defined by Hausdorff in 1918, and non-differentiability are some of the crucial notions
used in building the theory of fractals by Mandelbrot. He used the term ‘fractal’ to describe
repeating or self-similar mathematical patterns. He also gave a formal definition of fractals in
1975, comparing topological dimension and Hausdorff dimension of an object, which later he
retracted, claiming that there existed objects which should be considered as fractals and not
qualify as a fractal with his definition. The mathematicians are still working on finding a formal
definition of fractals. In his celebrated book Fractal Geometry of Nature(1982), Mandelbrot
highlighted the many occurrences of objects in nature with the fractal properties. Mandelbrot
claimed that the notions from fractal theory could be used to comprehend the components of
any essential structure in nature and make predictions about their future.

There are many natural objects as well as phenomena following the fractal characteristics.
The shape of coastlines, the venation of leaves and branching of trees, the branching of blood
vessels and nerves in the human body, the DNA molecule, the price history in the stock market
are some of the places where we see fractal properties. The fractal theory has many real-life
applications, as well. The traders often make use of fractals to understand the direction in
which the price will develop in the stock market. The new researches conducted in technology
established that antennae having specific fractal shapes will reduce, on a considerable scale, the
size and weight of the antennae. The fractal patterns derived from our blood vessels have been
used in the silicon chips of computers to allow the cooling fluid to uniformly flow across the
surface of the chip and keep it cool. Many branches of applied sciences are making use of the
fractal theory in their research to revolutionize life in the future.

There are several methods to generate a fractal object mathematically. The widely used
methods include iterated function systems(IFS), strange attractors, L-systems, escape-time frac-
tals, random fractals, and finite subdivision rules. The technique of iterated function systems
generate fractal objects with self-similarity; that is, the part of the object resembles the whole.
The concept of iterated function system(IFS) first appeared in a paper |2| by John E. Hutchinson
in 1981 and later was popularized by Michael Barnsley in his book [3]. According to Hutchinson
IFS theory, an iterated function system consists of a family of Banach contracting self-maps on
a complete metric space. He proved that the Hutchinson operator or the fractal operator defined
by him on the hyperspace of all non-empty compact subsets of the underlying space with the
Hausdorff-Pompieu metric exhibits a unique fixed point namely the attractor of the correspond-
ing IFS. Following this, mathematicians have extended the Hutchinson IF'S theory by using more
general spaces as the underlying space, taking infinite number of contractions in the IFS, and
using generalized contraction mappings instead of Banach contractions. The generalization in
which an infinite set of contractions is used in place of a finite set is called an infinite iterated
function system(I1FS) |4] and is called a countable iterated function system(CIFS) [5,6] when
the set of contractions is countable. Also, there are generalizations in the literature with the con-
traction condition relaxed to generalized contraction conditions such as r-contraction 7], convex
contraction [8-11], Meir-Keeler type contraction, F-contraction |7], weak contraction [12], etc.
The other types of generalizations include the relaxation on the completeness condition of the
underlying metric space, replacing the metric space with a product of metric spaces, relaxing
the metric condition in the space to partial metric |[13| condition, replacing the metric space
with a general topological space [14], etc.

In this paper, we introduce the space of iterated function systems consisting of a fixed num-
ber of contractions. We also give an ordering of an IFS with respect to another IFS in this space.
Further, it is defining several types of sequences of IFSs, such as decreasing, eventually decreas-
ing, Cauchy, convergent, etc. Using this basic structure, we obtain certain results connecting
the attractors of IFSs in a sequence of IFS. A possible application of the theory developed in
the paper is discussed towards the end.



2 Preliminaries

This section is providing the fundamental definitions and results that are the building blocks of
the theory discussed in this paper, and they are from [2}|3,/12]. Throughout this paper, (X, d)
denote a complete metric space, H(X) denote the non-empty closed and bounded subsets of
(X,d) and K(X) denote the non-empty compact subsets of (X, d).

The following are the concepts from the literature that help in defining a metric called the
Hausdorff metric in H(X).

Definition 2.1. |[3| Let (X, d) be a metric space, x € X and K, A, B € H(X). Then
d(z,K) = inf{d(z,y) : y € K} and
d(A, B) = sup{d(z,B) : x € A}.
The function d : H(X) x H(X) — R is not a metric because of the the following remark.
Remark 2.2. |3| In general, d(A, B) # d(B, A) and d(A, B) = 0 even if A # B.
The Hausdorff metric on X is used to measure how far any given two subsets of X are. It is

the largest of all the distances from a point in one set to the nearest point in the other set. The
definition of Hausdorff metric is as follows.

Definition 2.3. |[3] The map A : H(X) x H(X) — R defined by
B(A, B) = max{d(A, B),d(B, 4)}

is a metric on H(X) called the Hausdorff-Pompeiu metric or Hausdorff metric. The metric
space (H(X), h) is complete provided that (X, d) is complete.

The definition of a dynamical system is as follows:

Definition 2.4. [3| A dynamical system is a transformation f : X — X on a metric space
(X,d). It is denoted by {X; f}.

An iterated function system is a dynamical system with finitely many contraction maps
acting on a complete metric space. The following is the formal definition of a hyperbolic IF'S.

Definition 2.5. [3| A hyperbolic Iterated Function System (hyperbolic IFS) consists of a com-
plete metric space (X, d) and a finite number of contraction mappings f; : X — X, with respec-
tive contractivity factors t; for i = 1,2,---,n. The value t = max]_, ¢; is called the contractivity
factor of the IFS.

The IF'S is a method to construct objects with fractal nature mathematically. The attractor
or the set fixed point obtained from the I'F'Ss are mostly self-similar fractals. We have the
following theorem for the existence and uniqueness of the attractor of an I'F'S.

Theorem 2.6. /5] Let {X;fi,i = 1,2,"-,71} be an IFS with contractivity factor t. Then
the transformation W : H(X) — H(X) defined by W(B) = Ui, fi(B) for all B € H(X), is
a contraction mapping on the complete metric space (H(X),h) with contractivity factor t. Its
unique fized point, A € H(X), exists and is given by A = nh_{rgo W[”](B) for any B € H(X).

To get a mathematical model for a given object with fractal nature one can make use of IF'S
theory. The following theorem called the Collage theorem ensures how this can be achieved.

Theorem 2.7. [3] Let L € H(X) and € > 0 be given. Choose an IFS {X;fi,i =1,2,--- ,n}

n
with contractivity factor 0 <t < 1, so that h(L, U fz(L)) <€ Then h(L, F) < %t’ where F
=1

is the attractor of the IF'S.

In the next section we provide our definitions and major results.



3 Definitions and Main Results

This section provides new definitions, associated results and the impact of them on the existing
theory. We first make the set of all iterated function systems on a complete metric space into
a metric space by introducing a metric on it. In order to achieve this we need to structure the
IFSs according to the given IFSs and the following definition explains how to do it.

Definition 3.1. Consider a complete metric space (X,d). Let ¢ denotes the
collection of all iterated function systems on X with n-contractions. Let
S={X; fi,fo,--, fn} and T = {X; 91,92, - -, gn} be iterated function systems, i.e., S,T € #¢.
Then, we say, T is minimally ordered with respect to S, if

n n
Zdoo(fiagi) = felgn ZJOO(fiaga(i))
i=1 ™i=1

- d
where S, is the permutation group on {1,2,---,n} and d(f,g) = sup (f(:v),?(x)) is a

zeX 1+ d(f(l‘ ,g(l‘))

metric on the set of all functions from X to itself.

Let S, T € .¢, and T be minimally ordered with respect to S. Then, we say, S < T if ¢y, < ¢y,
for every i = 1,2,---,n, where cy,, ¢y, denote the contractivity factors of f;, g; respectively

Let S; = {X; f1,, fo;,- -+, fn,;} be iterated function systems for j = 1,2,--- Then (S;);>1
is called a sequence of iterated function systems on X with n-contractions. Let ¢;; be the
contractivity factor of the contraction f;; for 1 <14 < mn,j > 1. The sequence of IFSS (Sj)j>1
is said to be decreasing if S;11 < S; for all j = 1,2,--- Also (S;);>1 is said to be eventually
decreasing if there exists k € N such that Sjt1 <S5 for every j > k.

The sequence (S;);>1 is a minimally ordered sequence of IFSs if S;y1 is minimally ordered
with respect to S;, for every j =1,2,---

Remark 3.2. Hereafter an iterated function system on X with n-contractions will be called an
n-iterated function system on X.

Now we define a decreasing and eventually decreasing sequence of contractions as below.
Definition 3.3. Let Con(X) denote the collection of all contractions on X. Then doo is a metric
on Con(X). A sequence (fp) in (Con(X),dx) is decreasing if ¢p+1 < ¢y, for every n > 1, where
¢n, 18 the contractivity factor of f,,. Also, (f,) is eventually decreasing if there exists N € N such
that ¢,11 < ¢y, for every n > N.

Remark 3.4. Even though (X, d) is a complete metric space, (Con(X), ds ) need not be complete.

The following is an example which demonstrate the remark [3.4]

Ezample. Consider the metric space X = [0, 1] with Euclidean metric. Let (fy,),>1 be a sequence
of contractions on X defined by f,(z) = (1 — 1)z and let f(z) = z. We have

- s 2

(1 - *) x\

= up
s 1+ (1= )z — g
= 1
= ”1: — 0asn — oco.

Hence f, — f in de. But f is not a contraction. Therefore, (Con(X),ds) is not complete.

The next theorem discusses the convergence of a sequence of contractions.



Theorem 3.5. Consider a complete metric space (X,d). Let (fn)n>1 be an eventually decreasing
Cauchy sequence in (Con(X),ds). Then (fn)n>1 converges in Con(X).

Proof. Since (fyn)n>1 is eventually decreasing, we get (c)n>1 is eventually decreasing in [0, 1),
where ¢,, denotes the contractivity factor of f,,. Further we get (¢y)n>1 converges in [0, 1), say,
to ¢, because (¢p)n>1 is also bounded below by 0, i.e., lim ¢, = c.

- n—oo

Also, since (fn)n>1 is Cauchy, we get, for any given 0 < € < 1, there exists N € N such that
doo(frs fm) < € for every n,m > N, i.e.,

sup (). ()
2R T d(fal), fonl))
A2, fn(2)
T+ d(fa(@), fn())

= d(fn(x), fm(z)) < i,Vm e Xandn,m>N

Therefore, f,(x) is Cauchy in (X,d), and f,(z) converges in (X,d), say, to Z, since (X,d) is
complete, i.e., 1i_>m falx)=1=
Now define f: X — X as f(z) = . Then,
d(f(x), f(y)) = d(z,7)
=d( lim_fu(z), lim_f,(y))
= lim d(fu(x), fa(y))
< Jim, [en - dw0)] = | i ] - do,)

Sd(f(z), f(y) <c-d(z,y), wherece€|[0,1)
Hence (f)n>1 — f in (Con(X),ds). O

<e€,Yn,m>N

<e,Vre X andn,m>N

n

Now let us define 7 : S x.7¢ — Ras Z(S,T) = rmsn E Joo(fi,gg(i)) where S = {X; f;}7,
[ASIor
i=1

and T = {X; g;}I" ; are n-iterated function systems on X. We note that, if T is minimally ordered
with respect to S, then (S, T) Z doo(fiy 9i).

We prove that & is a metric functlon
Claim: (¢, Z) is a metric space.

Let S = {X; fi}1,, T = {X; ¢}, and U = {X;h;}]"; be n-iterated function systems on X.
We have
O < @ S S - d (3] 0' ’L (23] 'L -
(S,8) = min Zj (Fi Jot) < 3 doolfi )
L9(S,S) =
Now suppose @(S,’]I‘) = 0. Then for some o € S,, we get Joo(fi,gg(i)) =0,Vi=1,2,---,n
Since do 1s a metric, we obtain f; = gy, Vi = 1,2,---,n. Hence, S=T

To prove the symmetry property, we have

n

P2(S,T) = ;relgn 2 doo (fis 9o(i))

n

= min 2 doo (9o (i), fi)



n

- i Cioo iy J (3
;gg}ti:l (i, Fr))

= 9(T,S)

Further to prove 2(S,U) < 2(S,T) + 2(T,U), i.e., the triangle inequality for 2 in .7¢,
without loss of generality we prove the triangle inequality for 2 in .72.
For this purpose let S = {X; f1, f2},T = {X;01,92},U = {X;h1,ho} and S,T,U € V2.
Also, let T with respect to S and U with respect to T be minimally ordered and du(f;, gj) =

Qijs doo(giy hy) = Bij, doo(fis hy) = ij for i,j € {1,2} where ayj, Bij,7;; € R. Then a1 + age <

@12 + ao1 and B11 + Poo < B2 + P21 Since, do is a metric, the triangle inequality of ds gives

711 < a1 + Br1 and 22 < age + Ba2. Therefore, y11 + 722 < (11 + az2) + (P11 + Po2).

We have, either 2(S,U) = v11 + 722 or Z2(S,U) = 12 + 7o1.

If 2(S,U) = v11 + 722, then 2(S,U) < 2(S,T) + 2(T,U), because y11 + Y22 < (11 + o2) +

(B11 + B22) and Z(S,T) = a1 + a2, Z(T,U) = S11 + Soa.

On the contrary, if Z(S,U) = y12 + 721, then yi2 + 7921 < 711 + 722 < (11 + 92) + (Bi1 + F22).

Therefore 2(S,U) < 2(S,T) + 2(T, U).

Hence the triangle inequality for 2 holds in .#% and the same follows for .#% by the principle

of mathematical induction.

Thus, & is a metric on %. O
In the next example we illustrate the previously discussed concepts.

Ezample. Consider X = [0,1] with the Euclidean metric and ,71% ;) With the metric 2. Let

S ={[0,1]; f1, fo}, T = {[0,1]; g1, 92}, U = {[0, 1]; h1, ha} be iterated function systems where

1 1 1
fl(m)—§$, f2($)—§+§$,
1 2 1
g1(x) = 3% g2(z) = 3 + 3%
1 1 3
hi(z) = 5 T 5% ha(z) = i

i - d(f1(z), g1(x))
We have  doo(f1,91) = 22)12 L4+d(fi(x),g91(x))

1

|52 — %a:| G % 1
R DN US P ol 1417
ze0] 1+ |52 — 32 aepo) 1+ 52 + 5
doo(f2, g2) ]%—f—%x—(%—i—%x)] |%m—%| % 1
2,092) = Sup = = =,
oo xe[O,l]l-i—’%-&-%l‘—(%—l—%l‘)’ xe[o,l]l‘i"%l‘—%‘ 1+% 7
; 37 = (5 + 37)| 57 — 3 ;o2
doo(f1,92) = sup 3 3 = sup 6 8 _—_3 _—Z
0o xe[o,1]1+]%$—(%+%x)] x6[0,1]1+’%$—%‘ 1+% )
; |3+ 57 — 32| 57 + 3] i o2
doo(f2,91) = sup 3 = sup 6 =3 _=Z2
- zefo,1] 1+ ’% + %a: - %m\ zefo,1] 1+ \%x + % 1 % 5
: O O I
doo(f1,h1) = sup = =2
- e L+ e — A+l 1413
i 3 + 5% — 7] 3 — 32| o1
doo(f2, h2) = sup = sup — _——
- el LA 12+ 15— 32)  Loml+i—La] 141 3
7 |32 — 37| ir i 1
doo(f1,h2) = sup —=5—"5— = sup = =5
> veor) L+ |32 — 32 sepul+iz 1+1
_ |l+l$_(l+lx)|
doo(f2,h1) = sup —2 2 —2 1 2 0.
z€[0,1] 1+ ‘5 + 5% — (§ + QZ)‘
. - 11 2 - _ 9 9
Also doo(f1,91) + doo(f2,92) = = + z = doo(f1,92) + doo(f2,91) = + =z and



1 1 2

_ - - - 1 1
doo(flahl) + doo(f27h2) = § + § = g» doo(flah2) + doo(f2ah1) — g +0 - g

Hence T is minimally ordered with respect to S and Z(S,T) = % But U is not minimally or-
dered with respect to S, because doo(f1,h2) + doo(f2, 1) < doo(f1, h1) + doo(f2, ho). Therefore,
the minimal order of U with respect to S is U = {[0,1]; ho, h1} and 2(S,U) = +.

First few stages of finding the attractors of S, T, U are as shown in Figure[l] Here, while evaluat-
ing the attractors of S and U we have shifted different iterates a bit to see the overlapping part,
if any. Thus, from Figure [I| we can see that S is a just-touching IFS, T is a totally-disconnected
IFS, and U is an overlapping IFS. Also, note that, even though the attractors of S and U are
the same, they have a positive metric distance in Z.
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Figure 1: First six iterates in finding the attractors of S, T and U

Now we pose the following problem. Let T with respect to S and U with respect to T both
be minimally ordered. Does it follow that U with respect to S is minimally ordered?
We found that the implication doesn’t follow. The counterexample to this is as follows:

Ezample. Consider the metric space X = R? with the Euclidean metric. Let S = {X;s1, 52},
T ={X;t,t2} and U = {X;u3,u2} be iterated function systems on X where s1(x,y) = (0,0),
s2(z,y) = (1,0), ta(z,y) = (0,1), ta2(z,y) = (1,-1), wi(z,y) = (1,1) and us(z,y) = (0,-1).

The illustration finding the minimal orders are given in Figure [2|

We found that d(s1,t;) = 1, d(s2,t2) = 1, d(s1,t2) = /2 and d(s2,t;) = /2. Therefore, T
is minimally ordered with respect to S. Also, d(t1,u1) = 1, d(ta,uz) = 1, d(t1,us) = v/2 and
d(ta,u1) = v/2. Hence, U is minimally ordered with respect to T. But, we get d(si,u1) = 2,
d(s2,u2) = 2, d(s1,u2) = 1 and d(s2,u1) = 1. Thus, U is minimally ordered with respect to S
and the minimal order of U with respect to S is U = {X;u9,u;}. Hence, we proved that even
though T with respect to S and U with respect to T both are minimally ordered, U with respect
to S may not be minimally ordered. Thus, minimally ordered relation is not transitive.

We make the following remark on relation of an n-IFS minimally ordered with respect to
another n-IFS.

Remark 3.6. The relation of an IFS minimally ordered with respect to another IFS in ¢ is
reflexive and symmetric, but not transitive.

The following definition is introduced to discuss on the smaller subsets of /% in which the
relation used in the above remark is an equivalence relation.
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Figure 2: Finding the minimal order of (i) T w.r.t S (ii) U w.r.t T and (iii) U w.r.t S

Definition 3.7. A subset % of S% is called minimally ordered (abbreviated as m.o) if the
relation of an IFS minimally ordered with respect to another IFS is an equivalence relation on

B.

We remark the following on the n- iterated function systems and the minimally ordered sets
containing them.

Remark 3.8. For every S € .7¢, there exists 2 C /¢ such that £ is minimally ordered.

Now we define the notion of Cauchy and convergent sequences in the setting of sequences of
n~ iterated function systems.

Definition 3.9. Let (S;);>1 be a sequence of n-iterated function systems on X. Then (S;);>1 is
said to be Cauchy if for every € > 0, there exists N € N such that for all j,k > N, Z(S;,S;) < e.
Also, we say (S;);>1 converges to an iterated function system S € .#¢ if for every € > 0, there
exists N € N such that for every j > N, 2(S;,S) < e.

Remark 3.10. A sequence of IFSs (S;);>1 is said to be convergent if there exists contractions f;
on X such that (f;)j>1 converges to f; point-wise for i = 1,2, -

Theorem 3.11. Consider the n-iterated function systems S; € ¢ for j = 1,2,---. Assume
(Sj)j>1 = S in (g, 2). Let A; be the attractor of the iterated function systems S; for j =
1,2,--- and A be the attractor of the iterated function system S. Then A; — A in the Hausdorff
metric on X.

Proof. We prove fi; — fqq(i) in the metric d for some oy € S,,. Let € > 0 be given. Since S; — 8,
there exists N € N such that for all j > N, 2(8;,8) < e. Then min > do(fi;s fo(i)) < € Then
oESn
i=1
Zgw(fij7f00(i)) < €, where o9 € S, is such that Z(joo(fij, fo(#)) is minimum for o = oy.
i=1 =1
Hence we have d( fi i foo(iy) < € for every j > N. Therefore f;; — fq@;) in the metric doo. O

The following is an alternate proof for the Theorem [3.11]

Proof. Let A be the code space on {1,2,---,n} and v = y17273--- € A. Suppose 7; and 7 be
the code maps for A; and A respectively.

Then m;(y) == fy,(x) == --- 0 fra, © Fra; © f, (x) for every j € N and n(y) := f,(z) =
li_}m Jrn 0 0 frg 0 frp 0 fr () for any x € X
n—oo



We have fw]- — fo,- Therefore f,. — f and f, () — f,(x) for every x € X and v € A.
But we have A; = U fr;(x) and A = U [y ().

reX,yEA zeX,yEA
Hence A; — A in the Hausdorff metric on X. O

The following example is a demonstration of the theorem [3.11}

Ezample. Let S; = {[0,1]; 3z + %,% + 2z} and S = {X;1z,2 4+ 1z}, Then (S;);>1 > S. A
demonstration of Ag; — Ag is provided in the Figure|3} We note that, in (Sp)n>1 only Sy is just
touching and S,, are totally disconnected for all n > 2.

| |
I | [ |
NS e I . Il e
| O | LN AN EN AN EN
i n e nn nu nn nn
e (1 (| ([l
i i ([ ([N
Iterates of S¢ Iterates of So
| |
] I ] [
HE e Il e I . Il .
AN EN AN EN BN EN BN EN
nn nn nn nn nn nmn un
0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1T
[ 1/ T 1 1/ T 1 1 Tl 111
Iterates of Sig Iterates of St

|

] I

I . I .

AN EN AN EHN

nn nn nn nn

1 1 1

[/ — Y (] (11
Iterates of S

Figure 3: First few iterates in finding the attractors of (S;);>1 and S

Proposition 3.12. Consider a complete metric space (X, d). Let C(X) denotes the set of all
continuous functions on X. Then the metric space (C(X),d~) is complete, where d is defined

by doo(f,9) = 5161)12 1 _7_(5((;:2;?7(;();)) for every f,g € C(X).

Proof. Let (fn)n>1 be a Cauchy sequence in C'(X). Consider the sequence (f,(x))n>1 for some
z € X. We will prove (fn(z))n>1 is a Cauchy sequence. Let € > 0 be given. Then, (f,) being
a Cauchy sequence, there exists N € N such that doo(fn, fm) < €, for every n,m > N. Thus,

d(fn(2), fm(x))

1+ d(fn(z), fm(z))
d(fu(z), fm(z)) < 1% . Therefore, f,,(x) is a Cauchy sequence in (X, d). But (X, d) is complete,

and hence f,(x) converges in (X,d), to say 2’ € X. Now define f : X — X by f(x) = 2’ for
every z € X. Then f,(z) = f(z) in (X, d) for each x € X. Thus f,, — f uniformly.

Now for a given € > 0, there exists 4, > 0 for each n € N such that,
d(fn(z), fo(y)) < € whenever d(z,y) < 0,. Then, on taking § = TlLlelg 0y, (infimum exists since

< ¢, for every n,m > N and x € X (here N does not depend on z). Hence



(6n)n>1 1s bounded below by 0), we get, if d(x,y) < d then

d(f(z), f(y)) = d( lim_fu(z), im_fn(y))
= nli)rgo d(fo(x), fu(y)) [.d: X x X — R is continuous]

<e

Hence f € C(X). Thus, if (X, d) is complete, then (C(X),ds) is also complete.
O

Theorem 3.13. A minimally ordered eventually decreasing, Cauchy sequence of hyperbolic it-
erated function systems with n-contractions on a complete metric space (X,d) is convergent in

(7%, 2)-

Proof. Let (S;);>1 be an eventually decreasing Cauchy sequence of n-iterated function systems
on a complete metric space (X,d), where S§; = {X; f;, }i') for j = 1,2, Then (f;;);>1 is
an eventually decreasing Cauchy sequence of contractions on the complete metric space (X, d).
Then by Theorem the sequence converges, say, to f; € Con(X).
Now, let S = {X; f;}7~;. Then S € /%.
Claim: (Sj)jzl — S in (y)?, .@)

Let € > 0 be given. Then, since (f;;);>1 — fi, for each i = 1,2,---,n, there exists N; € N
such that Joo(fij, fi) < %, for every j > N;. Take N = Igl%lx N;.

Then , Z(S;,S) = Zcioo(fij,fi) <n- % = € for every j > N.
i=1

Therefore, (Sj);>1 — S in (%, 2).
O

Some potential applications of the theory developed in this article are discussed in the fol-
lowing section.

4 Applications

In this section we propose certain ways to apply the theory of sequences of iterated function
systems developed. Suppose we have the data images of the geographical location of a soon
to be extinct species in a world map at varying times. Assume that the time gap between
taking images is decreasing, and the corresponding series of time gaps is convergent, say to time
T. With the given images, using Collage theorem we construct a finite sequence of iterated
function systems. We find a decreasing sequence of iterated function system whose speed of
convergence matches with the speed convergence of the sequence of time gaps in taking the
images, which can be controlled. The attractor of the IFS to which the sequence of iterated
function systems converges will have an approximation of the image at the time Ty + 1', where
Ty is the first instance when we record an image. Hence we can obtain an approximation of the
image of geographical data of the species at a later time. Now, suppose we take some measures
to increase the population of this species at various locations and record further images and
incorporate it to our previous process, then at time Ty 4+ T we will get an attractor showing
the effect of measures taken to increase the population of the species. It could be possible to
regulate the measures to get the final image at Ty + 1" as we desire. The same procedure may
be applied to get the effect of medicines on the human body.

We will discuss now a practical scenario in which we can make use of the theory in a much
simpler way. According to the 2008 global assessment conducted by International Union of
Conservation of Nature(IUCN), the asian elephant(Elephas Mazimus) is in the red list and is
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Figure 4: Geographical range of Elephas maximus measured in the year 2008

marked as endangered. The geographical range of the species according to the IUCN sources
is as in the Figure. To apply our theory in this scenario, we first have to find an IFS, say
IFS1, using the Collage theorem of fractal theory so that the attractor of IF'S; is € close to the
original image of geographical ranges in the Hausdorff metric. Suppose we are able to find the
geographical range in the subsequent years till the current year. Following the same procedure
we can find [ F'Sy, I[F'Ss, - - -, [ F'Sqo for the geographical range of the years 2009, 2010, - - -, 2019.
Now we find the convergence pattern for the functions in the I F'Ss: IFSy, IFSs,---, [FS15 and
manipulate a convergent sequence of iterated function systems (IF'S,,),>1 with fixed number of
contractions. We can use this sequence to find the approximate image of geographical ranges in
the future years, simply by finding the attractor of the term in the sequence corresponding to
the year we need. For example, in order to find an approximation to the geographical range for
the year 2025, we just need to find the attractor of the IF'Sig from the sequence (IF'Sy)n>1.
We conclude the findings of our paper in the next section.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have introduced a sequence of iterated function systems consisting of a fixed
number of contractions. In order to achieve this, a proper metric & is defined on the set of
all n-iterated function systems on a complete metric space X. Further, minimally ordered,
decreasing, eventually decreasing, Cauchy type of sequences are discussed, and the convergence
of certain types of sequences of n-iterated function systems are studied. Towards the end of the
article, we have discussed certain applications of the theory developed.
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