arXiv:2504.08491v1 [math.FA] 11 Apr 2025

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION FOR COUNTABLE DATA SETS

PARNEET KAUR, RATTAN LAL, ANKIT KUMAR, AND SAURABH VERMA

Abstract. Fractal geometry deals mainly with irregularity and captures the complexity of a structure or phenomenon. In this article, we focus on the approximation of setvalued functions using modern machinery on the subject of fractal geometry. We first provide a construction of fractal functions for countable data sets and use these functions in the approximation and study of set-valued mappings. We also show the existence and uniqueness of an invariant Borel measure supported on the graph of a set-valued fractal function. In addition, we obtain some effective bounds on the dimensions of the constructed set-valued fractal functions.

1. Introduction

Approximation theory in fractals is one of the most celebrated topics in the literature. Firstly, Barnsley [5] introduced the notion of fractal interpolation functions (FIFs) for the finite data set based on the theory of iterated function systems and the Banach contraction theorem. In continuation of this foundational result of Barnsley, Navascués [30,31] explores a parameterized class of FIFs, related with the continuous function defined on the compact interval of R, known as α-fractal function. The α- fractal function is then explored more in [16, 21, 44], whereas the generalized C^r fractal function is investigated in [6, 27, 33].

The authors in [35] have generalized the concept of a α-fractal function for the setvalued maps (SVMs). SVMs are widely applied in various fields including control theory, operational research, mathematical modeling, game theory, etc. For a better insight into the fundamental aspect of SVMs in more detail, refer to [23]. The algebra on sets is not the same as the algebra on numbers. The binary metric linear combination of sets is used in [2], is further extended in [7] called as a metric sum of linear combination of sets and the Minkowski sum of two sets is used in [13] and the sum defined in [2] has been extended in [7] known as a metric sum of linear combination of sets. Throughout the paper, the sum operation of sets is taken as the Minkowski sum of sets.

In 1986, Barnsley [5] introduced FIFs on the finite data set. Firstly, the concept of FIFs on finite data sets was generalized to countable FIFs [37] on countable data sets by Secelean [38]. In [10], Chandra et al. extended the result of Secelean [38] to different types of FIFs on countable data sets and Miculescu et al. [28] to a general data set using the Banach contraction theory. Recently, Verma et al. [39, 40] have shown the existence of

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 28A80; Secondary 41A30.

Key words and phrases. Set-valued functions, fractal functions, set-valued approximation, invariant measures, fractal dimension. 1

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 2

FIFs on the general data set and bivariate FIFs for countable data set using the Rakotch contraction theory. In this paper, we have studied the construction of FIFs on countable data set.

The countable iterative function system (CIFS) is more general than the finite iterative function system (IFS). Firstly, CIFS is studied by Mauldin and Urbanski [25] for the conformal contractions. Hausdorff dimension of the attractor of CIFS containing similarity and conformal contractions is studied in [18,22,25]. One can refer, [25,37] to see the example in which fractals constructed by the CIFS cannot be constructed by IFS. In this paper, CIFS we have taken consists of bi-Lipschitz contraction maps, which are more generalized than the self-similar and conformal maps.

Several theories for the approximation of SVMs are given in the literature. For example, in [23], where the concept of univariate data interpolation functions in general metric space is given and in [45], convex SVMs are approximated using the set-valued Bernstein polynomial. For an in-depth exploration of the approximation of convex SVMs, refer to [4, 9, 14] and for the approximation of compact SVMs, refer to [7, 13]. In this paper, we study the approximation of fractal over the SVMs.

The concept of fractal dimension always captivates the attention of the scientists. The dimension of the fractals can be studies by the various methods such as Hausdorff dimension, Box Counting Dimension, packing dimension, entropy dimension, quantization dimension and many more. For the more detailed study on fractal dimension, one may refer [1, 11, 12, 17, 24, 26, 34]. In this paper, we will obtain the bounds on the Hausdorff dimension of the graph of α-fractal function using the covering method.

This paper presents a new idea for constructing the fractal function of the SVMs on countable data sets. We further showed the existence of an invariant Borel probability measure supported by the graph of an α-fractal function of SVMs. We also obtained the bounds on the Hausdorff dimension on the fractal function of the constructed set-valued fractal functions.

2. Preliminaries

Definition 2.1. [15] Let (X, d) be a metric space and E be a subset of X. The Hausdorff dimensions of E is defined as

dim_H E = inf { s > 0 : H^s(E) = 0 } = sup { s > 0 : H^s(E) = ∞ } and the H^s(E) is s-dimensional Hausdorff measure of E, is defined as:

H^s(E) = lim_{δ→0} H^s_δ (E) and H^s_δ (E) = inf {_∞∑ i=1 |U_i|^s : 0 < |U_i| ≤ δ and E ⊂ ∞⋃ i=1 U_i }

where |U_i| represents the diameter of U_i. The diameter of U is defined as: |U| = sup {d(t, w) : t, w ∈ U} . Definition 2.2. [3] Let F : X ⇒ Y be a SVM from metric space X to metric space Y . Consider G_F = {(t, w) ∈ X × Y : w ∈ F (t)}. (1)

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 3

We call G_F the graph of SVM F . The value or image of F at t is represented by F (t). Map F is considered nontrivial if there exists atleast one t ∈ X for which F (t) contains atleast one element. Furthermore, F is called to be strict if F (t) contains atleast one element for each t ∈ X. The domain of F is defined as Dom(F ) := {t ∈ X : F (t) ≠ ∅} and the range of F is defined as Im(F ) := ⋃ t∈X F (t). Remark 2.3. If F (t) is compact (convex, bounded, closed) for all t ∈ Dom(F ), then F is defined to be compact (convex, bounded, closed).

Throughout the paper, we have denoted the I for the closed and bounded interval of R. Definition 2.4. Consider F_1, F_2 be SVMs such that F_1, F_2 : I ⇒ R. Then, F_1 ≤ F_2 if and only if F_1(t) ⊆ F_2(t) for all t ∈ I.

Lemma 2.5. [3] Assume F be a SVM from X to Y , is said to be convex if and only if for all t, w ∈ Dom(F ), θ ∈ [0, 1], we have θF (t) + (1 − θ)F (w) ⊂ F (θt + (1 − θ)w) . Definition 2.6. [3] Assume F be a SVM from X to Y . Let t ∈ Dom(F ) provided that for each neighborhood N of F (t), the following holds there exists δ > 0 such that F (t^′) ⊂ N for all t^′ ∈ B_X (t, δ). (2) Then, F is said to be upper semicontinuous at t. If this condition holds for every t ∈ Dom(F ), in that case F is called as an upper semicontinuous function.

For the lower semicontinuous of F at t. Let N be a open subset of Y such that N ⊂ Y with N ∩ F (t) ≠ ∅ and the following holds there exist δ > 0 such that F (t^′) ∩ N ≠ ∅ for all t^′ ∈ B_X (t, δ).

Then, F is said to be lower semicontinuous at t. If this condition holds for every t ∈ Dom(F ), in that case F is called as a lower semicontinuous function. If F is both upper semicontinuous and lower semicontinuous then F is a continuous function.

Let (X, d) be a complete metric space, and the notation K(X) is used to denote the collection of all non-empty compact subsets of X. Consider E and E^′ belongs to K(X) and H_d be the Hausdroff metric on K(X). Defined as: H_d(E, E^′) = inf{δ > 0, E^′ ⊂ E_δ and E ⊂ E^′_δ} where E_δ and E^′_δ represents the δ-neigbourhoods of sets E and E^′, respectively. It is well established result that (K(X), H_d) forms a complete metric space.

Remark 2.7. [19, Proposition 1.17] Let us recollect the some properties of the Hausdorff metric.

• For any k ∈ R and S_1, S_2 ∈ K(X), we have H_d(kS_1, kS_2) = |k|H_d(S_1, S_2).

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 4

• Assume that X is a normed space. For any S_1, S_2, S_3, S_4 ∈ K(X) then we have H_d(S_1 + S_2, S_3 + S_4) ≤ H_d(S_1, S_3) + H_d(S_2, S_4), where sum of sets is taken as Minkowski sum. For sets C, D is defined as C + D := {c + d : c ∈ C ∈ K(X), d ∈ D ∈ K(X)}. Definition 2.8. [20] Let (X, d) be a compact metric space. Let w_i : (X, d) → (X, d) be contraction mappings for each i ∈ N i.e. there exist c_i < 1 such that d(w_i(t), w_i(w)) ≤ c_id(t, w) ∀ t, w ∈ X and i ∈ N, Then the system {(X, d); w_i, i ∈ N} is known as countable iterated function system (CIFS).

Definition 2.9. Consider {(X, d); w_i, i ∈ N} be a CIFS. If K ⊆ X and K ≠ ∅, also if K satisfies the K = ⋃ i∈N w_i(K), then the set K is known as the attractor of the CIFS. Definition 2.10. [20] A CIFS, { (X, d); w_i, i ∈ N } is said to fulfill the Open Set Condition (OSC), if there exists a non-empty open set U ⊂ R such that w_i(U) ⊂ U ∀ i ∈ N, w_i(U) ∩ w_j(U) = ∅ for i ≠ j. In addition, if K is an attractor of CIFS and satisfies the U ∩ K ≠ ∅, then the CIFS is said to satisfy the Strong Open Set Condition (SOSC).

Result 1. If A is dense subset in R and f : R → R is a continuous function then, (1) if f(t) ≤ 0 for each t ∈ A, then f(t) ≤ 0 for each t ∈ X (2) if f(t) ≥ 0 for each t ∈ A, then f(t) ≥ 0 for each t ∈ X Throughout the paper we have used the following notation : K(R) for the collection of all non-empty compact subsets of R, K_c(R) for the collection of all non-empty convex subsets of R, and C(I, K(R)) for the collection of all continuous mappings from a closed and bounded interval I to K(R).

3. Construction of Fractal Functions in C(I, K(R)) Let C(I, K(R)) be the space endowed with the metric d_C , where d_C (S_1, S_2) = ‖S_1 − S_2‖_∞ = sup_{t∈I} H_d(S_1(t), S_2(t)).

With this metric d_C, the space ( C(I, K(R)) is complete.

Theorem 3.1. Let ϑ := {(t_1, t_2, t_3, . . . , t_∞ = lim t_n) : t_1 < t_2 < t_3 < · · · < t_∞ = lim t_n} be a data point that defines a partition of I, and let I_n = [t_n, t_{n+1}] and assume the following contraction homeomorphism ζ_n : I → I_n such that ζ_n(t_1) = t_n and ζ_n(t_∞) = t_{n+1} or

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 5

ζ_n(t_1) = t_{n+1} and ζ_n(t_∞) = t_n. Let Φ ∈ C(I, K(R)) and the base function B ∈ C(I, K(R)) satisfies the following condition

B(t_1) − Φ(t_1) = B(t_∞) − Φ(t_∞),

where A_1 − A_2 = {a_1 − a_2 : a_1 ∈ A_1 ∈ K(R) and a_2 ∈ A_2 ∈ K(R)}. If α ∈ R is a scaling factor, satisfying the |α| < 1, then a unique function Φ^α_{ϑ,B} ∈ C(I, K(R)) exists, satisfying the following self-referential equation

Φ^α_{ϑ,B} (t) = Φ(t) + α[Φ^α_{ϑ,B} (ζ^{−1}_n (t)) − B(ζ^{−1}_n (t))] for every t ∈ I_n and t_∞, (3)

where n ∈ J = {1, 2, 3 . . .}. and for t_∞ satisfies the

Φ^α_{ϑ,B} (t_∞) = lim_{n→∞} ( Φ(t_n) + α[Φ^α_{ϑ,B} (ζ^{−1}_n (t_n)) − B(ζ^{−1}_n (t_n))] ) (4) Proof. Define the set C_Φ(I, K(R)) = {U ∈ C(I, K(R)) : U(t_1) − B(t_1) = U(t_∞) − B(t_∞)}. It is straight forward that C_Φ(I, K(R)) forms a closed subset within the space C(I, K(R)). Thus, C_Φ(I, K(R)) is complete with the metric d_C . Now, we define the Read-Bajraktarević (RB) operator ϕ on C_Φ(I, K(R)), given by

(ϕU)(t) = Φ(t) + α[U(ζ^{−1}_n (t)) − B(ζ^{−1}_n (t))]

for each t ∈ I_n and where n ∈ J. For the t_∞ is given by

(ϕU)(t_∞) = lim_{n→∞} ( Φ(t_n) + α[U(ζ^{−1}_n (t_n)) − B(ζ^{−1}_n (t_n)) ) The operator ϕ is well defined follows from the assumptions we have taken for Φ, B, and α. Let U, V ∈ C_Φ(I, K(R)), now using the properties of the Hausdorff metric given in the Remark 2.7 for any t ∈ I_n, we get H_d((ϕU)(t), (ϕV )(t)) = H_d ( Φ(t) + α[U(ζ^{−1}_n (t)) − B(ζ^{−1}_n (t))], Φ(t) + α[V (ζ^{−1}_n (t)) − B(ζ^{−1}_n (t))] )

≤ H_d ( αU(ζ^{−1}_n (t)), αV (ζ^{−1}_n (t)) )

= |α|H_d ( U(ζ^{−1}_n (t)), V (ζ^{−1}_n (t)) )

For t = t_∞, we have

H_d((ϕU)(t_∞), (ϕV )(t_∞)) = H_d ( Φ(t_∞) + α[U(ζ^{−1}_n (t_∞)) − B(ζ^{−1}_n (t_∞))], Φ(t_∞) + α[V (ζ^{−1}_n (t_∞)) − B(ζ^{−1}_n (t_∞))] )

= lim_{n→∞}H_d ( Φ(t_n) + α[U(ζ^{−1}_n (t_n)) − B(ζ^{−1}_n (t_n))], Φ(t_n) + α[V (ζ^{−1}_n (t_n)) − B(ζ^{−1}_n (t_n))] )

≤ lim_{n→∞}H_d ( αU(ζ^{−1}_n (t_n)), αV (ζ^{−1}_n (t_n)) )

= lim_{n→∞}|α|H_d ( U(ζ^{−1}_n (t_n)), V (ζ^{−1}_n (t_n)) )

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 6

From the above two inequalities we can conclude that, H_d((ϕU)(t), (ϕV )(t)) ≤ |α| sup_{t∈I} H_d(U(t), V (t)) = |α|‖U − V ‖_∞. Because, |α|‖U − V ‖_∞ is independent of t, we get ‖ϕU − ϕV ‖_∞ ≤ |α|‖U − V ‖_∞. Since |α| < 1, the mapping ϕ acts as a contraction on C_Φ(I, K(R)). Thus, according to the Banach contraction principle, we conclude that ϕ possesses a unique fixed point, say Φ^α_{ϑ,B} in C_Φ(I, K(R)). Then Φ^α_{ϑ,B} satisfies the following self-referential equation, Φ^α_{ϑ,B} (t) = Φ(t) + α[Φ^α_{ϑ,B} (ζ^{−1}_n (t)) − B(ζ^{−1}_n (t))] for every n ∈ J = {1, 2, 3 . . .} and t ∈ I_n and for the t_∞ is given by Φ^α_{ϑ,B} (t_∞) = lim_{n→∞} ( Φ(t_n) + α[Φ^α_{ϑ,B} (ζ^{−1}_n (t_n)) − B(ζ^{−1}_n (t_n))] ) □ Note 3.2. We will use the following notations as:

• Set difference as following:

A_1 − A_2 = {a_1 − a_2 : a_1 ∈ A_1 ∈ K(R) and a_2 ∈ A_2 ∈ K(R)} .

• Unless otherwise stated, we assume that J, B, and ϑ are the same as each of them stated in Theorem 3.1 • In the absence of ambiguity, we take Φ^α instead of Φ^α_{ϑ,B}.

Remark 3.3. With respect of (3), we obtain

Φ^α(t_i) = Φ(t_i) + αΦ^α(t_1) − αB(t_1) = Φ(t_i) + αΦ^α(t_∞) − αB(t_∞) for every t_i ∈ ϑ, where i = 1, 2, 3, . . . . Further, if Φ^α and base function B takes the single-valued at the boundary points in a way that Φ^α(t_1) − B(t_1) = Φ^α(t_∞) − B(t_∞) = {0} then Φ^α(t_i) = Φ(t_i) for each i = 1, 2, 3, . . . .

This establishes that Φ^α is a set-valued countable fractal interpolation function (CFIFs). Note 3.4. The preceding remark suggests the next: When Φ(t_1) − B(t_1) = Φ(t_∞) − B(t_∞) = {0}, that is, at the end points Φ and B are single valued. Consider

C_Φ(I, K(R)) = { U ∈ C(I, K(R)) : U(t_1) − B(t_1) = U(t_∞) − B(t_∞) = {0} } . The set defined above is a complete metric space, and as stated in Theorem 3.1, the RB operator ϕ : C_Φ(I, K(R)) → C_Φ(I, K(R)) is evidently well defined and satisfies the properties of a contraction mapping. Consequently, we obtain a unique fixed point of ϕ, take it as Φ^α satisfying the Φ^α(t_i) = Φ(t_i) for all i = 1, 2, 3, . . . .

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 7

Thus, Φ^α is a set-valued countable fractal interpolation function (CFIFs).

In the next example, we present a base function B ∈ C(I, K(R)) that satisfies the end point condition B(t_1) − Φ(t_1) = B(t_∞) − Φ(t_∞).

Example 3.5. Let h : I → R be a continuous function such that h(t_1) = 1, h(t_∞) = 1. Base function-

B(t) = h(t)Φ(t) + (t − t_1)(Φ(t_∞) − Φ(t_1)) + (t_∞ − t)(Φ(t_1) − Φ(t)) Observe that the function Φ^α is a parametric function determined by the following parameters: the base function B, the function Φ itself, the partition ϑ, and the scaling function α. To study the collective behavior of function Φ^α with respect to varying parameters, we introduce a set-valued mapping on a countable dataset, denoted as F^α_B : C(I, K(R)) → C(I, K(R)) which is defined by F^α_B(Φ) = Φ^α, where α ∈ (−1, 1). (5) We call this map F^α_B(Φ) as a α-countable fractal operator.

Remark 3.6. The α-fractal operator on the SVM is defined in [35]. The fractal operator is widely studied for the single-valued maps and bivariate single-valued map. For better understanding, see, [30, 31, 42]. Here, we have introduced the concept of the set-valued αfractal operator corresponding to the countable data set and we called it as the α-countable fractal function.

In the next theorem, we prove the continuity of F^α_B (α-countable fractal operator) as defined in (5).

Theorem 3.7. The α-countable fractal operator (F^α_B ) is a continuous map. Proof. Consider a convergence sequence {Φ_k} in C(I, K(R)), such that, {Φ_k} converges to Φ ∈ C(I, K(R)). To show, F^α_B is a continuous function, we will show that Φ^α_k → Φ^α as k → ∞. Since, sequence {Φ_k} converges to Φ, for ϵ > 0, there exists a N ∈ N such that ‖Φ_k − Φ‖_∞ < ϵ(1 − |α|) for all k ≥ N Therefore, sup_{t∈I} H_d(Φ_k(t), Φ(t)) < ϵ(1 − |α|) for all k ≥ N

For the t ∈ I_j, the above give us that

H_d(Φ^α_k (t), Φ^α(t)) =H_d ( Φ_k(t) + α [ Φ^α_k (ζ^{−1}_j (t)) − B(ζ^{−1}_j (t)) ] , Φ(t) + α [ Φ^α(ζ^{−1}_j (t)) − B(ζ^{−1}_j (t)) ] )

≤H_d(Φ_k(t), Φ(t)) + |α|H_d(Φ^α_k (ζ^{−1}_j (t)), Φ^α(ζ^{−1}_j (t))).

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 8

If t = t_∞, we have the following

H_d(Φ^α_k (t_∞), Φ^α(t_∞)) = lim_{j→∞}H_d ( Φ_k(t_j ) + α [ Φ^α_k (ζ^{−1}_j (t_j )) − B(ζ^{−1}_j (t_j )) ] , Φ(t_j ) + α [ Φ^α(ζ^{−1}_j (t_j )) − B(ζ^{−1}_j (t_j)) ] )

≤ lim_{j→∞} ( H_d(Φ_k(t_j ), Φ(t_j )) + |α|H_d(Φ^α_k (ζ^{−1}_j (t_j )), Φ^α(ζ^{−1}_j (t_j ))) ) =H_d(Φ_k(t_∞), Φ(t_∞)) + lim_{j→∞}|α|H_d(Φ^α_k (ζ^{−1}_j (t_j )), Φ^α(ζ^{−1}_j (t_j ))).

From above two inequality, we can conclude

sup_{t∈I} H_d(Φ^α_k (t), Φ^α(t)) ≤ 1 1 − |α| sup_{t∈I} H_d(Φ_k(t), Φ(t))

This implies,

‖Φ^α_k (t) − Φ^α(t)‖_∞ < ϵ for all k ≥ N and t ∈ I

This establishes the proof. □ 4. Some Approximation Aspect

In previous section, we have seen that Φ^α is defined by the following self-referential equation:

Φ^α(t) = Φ(t) + α [ Φ^α ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) − B ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) )] for every t ∈ I_n,

where n ∈ J = {1, 2, 3, . . .} and for the t_∞ is given by

Φ^α(t_∞) = lim_{n→∞} ( Φ(t_n) + α[Φ^α(ζ^{−1}_n (t_n)) − B(ζ^{−1}_n (t_n))] )

In this section we will study the approximation of the set-valued fractal function taken over the countable data set.

For the following proposition, we took the motivation from the [35, Proposition 1] in which the error bound between a SVM and its associated α-fractal function is calculated. In the literature [32, 43], error bound between a univarite and bivarite single valued map and their associated α-fractal function is calculated. In the following proposition, we have found the error bound between a SVM and α-countable fractal function.

Proposition 4.1. For any Φ ∈ C(I, K(R)) and its corresponding Φ^α. The error bound is given by:

‖Φ^α − Φ‖_∞ ≤ |α| 1 − |α| ‖Φ − B‖_∞ + 2|α| 1 − |α| ‖Φ‖_∞.

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 9

Proof. Using the Hausdorff metric property given in Note 2.7 and self-referential equation,

we get

H_d(Φ^α(t), Φ(t)) =H_d ( Φ(t) + α [ Φ^α ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) − B ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) )] , Φ(t) )

≤H_d ( α [ Φ^α ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) − B ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) )] , {0} ) = |α|H_d ( Φ^α ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) − B ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) , {0} )

≤|α|H_d ( Φ^α ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) − B ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) , Φ ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) − Φ ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) )

+ |α|H_d ( Φ ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) − Φ ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) , {0} )

≤|α|H_d ( Φ^α ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) , Φ ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) ) + |α|H_d ( − B ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) , −Φ ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) )

+ 2|α|H_d ( Φ ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) , {0} )

Further taking the supremum over x ∈ I_n where n ∈ J = {1, 2, 3 . . . }. From this H_d(Φ^α(t), Φ(t)) ≤ |α| sup_{t∈In,n∈J} H_d ( Φ^α ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) , Φ ( ζ^{−1}_j (t) ) ) + |α| sup t∈I_n,n∈J H_d ( B ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) , Φ ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) )

+ 2|α| sup_{t∈In,n∈J} H_d ( Φ ( ζ^{−1}_n (t) ) , {0} )

≤ |α|‖Φ^α − Φ‖_∞ + |α|‖Φ − B‖_∞ + 2|α|‖Φ‖_∞. This implies, ‖Φ^α − Φ‖_∞ ≤ |α|‖Φ^α − Φ‖_∞ + |α|‖Φ − B‖_∞ + 2|α|‖Φ‖_∞ From this, we get the required error bound. □

Before proceeding with the next result on constrained approximation in the context of

set-valued fractal functions, let us first establish the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. The set S = ⋃ k∈N ( ⋃ 1≤i_1,...,i_k<∞ ζ_{i1...ik} ( { t_1, t_2, t_3 . . . , t_∞ = lim t_n } )) is dense in

interval I = [0, 1], where ζ_{i1...ik} (t) = ζ_{i1} (ζ_{i2} (. . . (ζ_{ik} (t)))) and k ∈ N.

Proof. For any point t ∈ I. We can obtain some w_1 ∈ {t_1, t_2, t_3 . . . , t_∞}, such that |t−w_1| ≤ max_{i∈J} { t_i − t_{i−1} 2 } . Since ζ_i is a contraction mapping for each i ∈ J with the contraction

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 10

coefficient a_i. Choose a = max_{i∈J} {a_i}, then for each x ∈ I and for given ϵ > 0 we can choose w_2 ∈ ζ_{i1...ik} ( {t_1, t_2, t_3 . . . , t_∞} ) for some k ∈ N such that, |t − w_2| ≤ a^kmax_{i∈J} { t_i − t_{i−1} 2 } < ϵ. This completes the proof. □ Theorem 4.3. Let Φ, U ∈ C(I, K(R)) and ϑ as defined in Theorem 3.1, and Φ(t_1), Φ(t_∞), U(t_1), U(t_∞) are single-valued. If Φ ≤ U, then Φ^α ≤ U^α provided B_Φ, B_U ∈ C(I, K(R)) satisfying B_Φ ≤ B_U and B_Φ(t_1) = Φ(t_1), B_Φ(t_∞) = Φ(t_∞), B_U (t_1) = U(t_1), B_U (t_∞) = U(t_∞). Proof. Let B_Φ, B_U ∈ C(I, K(R)) such that B_Φ ≤ B_U and B_Φ(t_1) = Φ(t_1), B_Φ(t_∞) = Φ(t_∞), B_U (t_1) = U(t_1), B_U (t_∞) = U(t_∞). Using Note 3.4, we have Φ^α(t_i) = Φ(t_i), U^α(t_i) = U(t_i) for each i = 1, 2, 3 . . .

From the self-referential equation, Φ^α (ζ_j(t)) = Φ (ζ_j (t)) + α [Φ^α(t) − B_Φ(t)]

and, U^α (ζ_j(t)) = U (ζ_j(t)) + α [U^α(t) − B_U (t)] for each t ∈ I_j, where j ∈ J. For t ∈ ϑ, we deduce Φ^α ( ζ_j(t) ) ⊂ U^α ( ζ_j(t) ) for any j ∈ J.

Repeating the above process k ∈ N times, we get Φ^α (ζ_{i1...ik} (t)) ⊂ U^α (ζ_{i1...ik} (t)) for any i_1, . . . , i_k ∈ J, t ∈ {t_1, t_2, t_3 . . . , t_∞}, where ζ_{i1...ik} (t) = ζ_{i1} (ζ_{i2} (. . . (ζ_{ik} (t)))) and k ∈ N. It follows that Φ^α(t) ⊂ U^α(t) for every t ∈ ∪_{k∈N} ( ∪ 1≤i_1,...,i_k<∞ ζ_{i1...ik} ( {t_1, t_2, t_3, . . . , t_∞} ) ) . Therefore, applying Lemma 4.2 and Result 1, completes the proof. □ Definition 4.4. Consider a set-valued function Φ : I → K(R). The graph of Φ is defined as- G(Φ) = {(t, Φ(t)) : Φ(t) ∈ K(R)} ⊂ I × K(R). (6) Define a metric on the graph of this set valued function; d_G((t, Φ(t)), (w, Φ(w))) = |t − w| + H_d(Φ(t), Φ(w)). Next, we will show that the graph of set valued fractal function Φ^α as defined in (6) is an attractor of an countable iterative function system (CIFS) defined on I × K_c(R).

Before proving the next theorem. We take note of the following lemma.

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 11

Lemma 4.5. [35] Let Φ ∈ C(I, K_c(R)) be a set-valued continuous map and Φ^α be its corresponding α-fractal function. Define a function D : ( I ×K_c(R) ) × ( I ×K_c(R) ) → [0, ∞) as D ( (t, S_1), (w, S_2) ) = |t − w| + H_d ( S_1 + Φ^α(w), S_2 + Φ^α(t) ) . Then (I × K_c(R), D) is a complete metric space.

Proposition 4.6. Let B ∈ C(I, K_c(R)) be the base function and Φ ∈ C(I, K_c(R)) be a setvalued continuous map. For each j ∈ J = {1, 2, 3, . . .}, define G_j : I × K_c(R) → I × K_c(R), such that G_j (t, S) = (ζ_j (t), αS + Φ(ζ_j(t)) − αB(t)) . Then with respect to the metric defined in Lemma 4.5, each G_j is a contraction map, provided max{|α|, a_j} < 1 for each j ∈ J.

Proof. Let (t, S_1), (w, S_2) ∈ I × K_c(R), then for each j ∈ J = {1, 2, 3, . . .}, we have D ( G_j(t, S_1), G_j(w, S_2) ) =D (( ζ_j(t), αS_1 + Φ(ζ_j (t)) − αB(t) ) , ( ζ_j(w), αS_2 + Φ(ζ_j(w)) − αB(w) )) = | ζ_j(t) − ζ_j (t) | + H_d ( αS_1 + Φ(ζ_j (t)) − αB(t) + Φ^α(ζ_j(w)),

αS_2 + Φ(ζ_j(w)) − αB(w) + Φ^α(ζ_j(t)) )

= | |ζ_j(t) − ζ_j (w) | | + H_d ( αS_1 + Φ(ζ_j (t)) − αB(t) + Φ(ζ_j(w)) + αΦ^α(w) − αB(w),

αS_2 + Φ(ζ_j (w)) − αB(w) + Φ(ζ_j (t)) + αΦ^α(t) − αB(t) )

=a_j | |t − w | | + H_d ( αS_1 + αΦ^α(w), αS_2 + αΦ^α(t) )

=a_j | |t − w | | + |α|H_d ( S_1 + Φ^α(w), S_2 + Φ^α(t) )

≤ max{|α|, a_j} (| |t − w| + H_d ( S_1 + F^α(w), S_2 + F^α(t) ))

This implies that D ( G_j (t, S_1), G_j(w, S_2) ) ≤ max{|α|, a_j}D ( (t, S_1), (w, S_2) ) . Hence, each G_j is a contraction mapping, when max{|α|, a_j} < 1. □

Theorem 4.7. Assume I = {(I×K_c(R)); G_i : i ∈ N}, be the CIFS, where G_i : I×K_c(R) → I × K_c(R) as defined in Equation 4.6 provided max{|α|, a_j} < 1 for each j ∈ J are the

contraction mappings defined in Proposition 4.6, then G(Φ^α) = ⋃ i∈N G_i(G(Φ^α)), where G(Φ^α)

denotes the graph of the function Φ^α.

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 12

Proof. Since, from the [35, Lemma 6] ( C(I, K_c(R)), d_c ) is a complete metric space. Also, C(I, K_c(R)) is a closed subset of C(I, K(R)). By Theorem 3.1, Φ^α ∈ C(I, K_c(R)) and I = ⋃ j∈N ζ_j (I). Let (t, Φ^α(t)) ∈ G(Φ^α), where t ∈ I G_j (t, Φ^α(t)) = (ζ_j(t), αΦ^α(t) + Φ(ζ_j(t)) − αB(t)) = (ζ_j(t), Φ^α(ζ_j(t))) ∈ G(Φ^α) It follows that G_j(G(Φ^α)) ⊆ G(Φ^α) for all j ∈ J = {1, 2, 3, . . .}. This gives us that ⋃ i∈N G_i(G(Φ^α)) ⊆ G(Φ^α). For inverse containment, let (t, Φ^α(t)) ∈ G(Φ^α) and t ∈ I_n, n ∈ N, this gives us that (t, Φ^α(t)) = (ζ_j(t), Φ^α(ζ_j(t)) for some j ∈ J, t ∈ I_j = (ζ_j (t), αΦ^α(t) + Φ(ζ_j(t)) − αB(t)) = G_j (t, Φ^α(t)) = G_j(G(Φ^α(t))) ⊆ ⋃ i∈N G_i(G(Φ^α))

If t = t_∞, then we have (t_∞, Φ^α(t_∞)) = (t_∞, lim_{n→∞}Φ^α(t_n)) = ( ζ_j(t_∞), ( lim_{n→∞}αΦ^α(t_n) + Φ(ζ_j(t_n)) − αB(t_n) )) = lim_{n→∞} ( ζ_j(t_n), αΦ^α(t_n) + Φ(ζ_j(t_n)) − αB(t_n) ) = lim_{n→∞}G_j (t_n, Φ^α(t_n)) = lim_{n→∞}G_j ( G(Φ^α(t_n)) ) ⊆ ⋃ i∈N G_i(G(Φ^α))

Therefore, we get G(Φ^α) = ⋃ i∈N G_i(G(Φ^α)) □ 5. Invariant Measure In the following section, we have shown the existence of the invariant Borel probability measure supported on the graph of the set-valued fractal function corresponding to the countable data set.

Theorem 5.1. Let I = {I × K_c(R); G_i : i ∈ N} be the CIFS as defined in Proposition 4.6. Assume that p = (p_i)_{i∈N} is a probability vector such that 0 < p_i < 1 for all i ∈ N. Then,

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 13

there exists a unique Borel probability measure μ_p on I × K_c(R), such that

μ_p = ∑ i∈N p_iμ_p ∘ G^{−1}_i . Moreover, supp(μ_p) = G(Φ^α) and supp(μ_p) denotes the support of the Borel probability measure μ_p.

Proof. Let P(I × K_c(R)) denotes the space of all Borel probability measures on I × K_c(R). Let μ, ν ∈ P(I × K_c(R)), we define the Monge-Kantorovich metric d_{MK} on the space P(I × K_c(R)) as follows

d_{MK} (μ, ν) = sup { ∫ I×K_c(R) fdμ − ∫ I×K_c(R) fdν : f : I × K_c(R) → R, Lip(f) ≤ 1 } , where Lip(f) denotes the Lipschitz constant of the function f. The space (P(I×K_c(R)), d_{MK} ) is a complete metric space, see, for instance, [8, 36].

Let us define a mapping Ψ : P(I × K_c(R)) → P(I × K_c(R)) by Ψ(μ) = ∑ i∈N p_iμ ∘ G^{−1}_i and

clearly map Ψ is a well-defined map. Firstly, we will show that map Ψ we have defined is a contraction map. With the notation c_j = max{|α|, a_j} and c_{max} = max_{j∈N} c_j , we have

d_{MK} (Ψ(μ), Ψ(ν)) = sup_{Lip(f)≤1} { ∫ I×K_c(R) f(t)d(Ψ(μ))(t) − ∫ I×K_c(R) f(t)d(Ψ(ν))(t) }

= sup

Lip(f)≤1 { ∫ I×K_c(R) f(t)d( ∑ i∈N p_iμ ∘ G^{−1}_i )(t) − ∫ I×K_c(R) f(t)d( ∑ i∈N p_iν ∘ G^{−1}_i )(t) }

= sup

Lip(f)≤1 { ∑ i∈N p_i ( ∫ I×K_c(R) f(t)d(μ ∘ G^{−1}_i )(t) − ∫ I×K_c(R) f(t)d(ν ∘ G^{−1}_i )(t) )}

= sup

Lip(f)≤1 { ∑ i∈N p_i ( ∫ I×K_c(R) f(G_i(w))d(μ)(w) − ∫ I×K_c(R) f(G_i(w))d(ν)(w) )}

= sup

Lip(f)≤1 { ∑ i∈N p_ic_i ( ∫ I×K_c(R) 1 c_i f(G_i(w))d(μ)(w) − ∫ I×K_c(R) 1 c_i f(G_i(w))d(ν)(w) )}

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 14 ≤c_{max} ∑ i∈N p_i sup

Lip(g)≤1 { ∫ I×K_c(R) gd(μ) − ∫ I×K_c(R) gd(ν) }

≤c_{max}d_{MK} (μ, ν), where g(w) = 1 c_i f(G_i(w)) is a Lipschitz function with Lip(g) ≤ 1. By the Banach fixed point theorem, we can conclude that there exist a unique Borel measure μ_p and satisfying the following equation μ_p = ∑ i∈N p_iμ_p ∘G^{−1}_i . Next, we will show that that supp(μ_p) = G(Φ^α).

We will prove this by showing that supp(μ_p) is the attractor of the CIFS. Now the μ_p (⋃ i∈N G_i(supp(μ_p)) ) = ∑ i∈N p_iμ_p ∘ G^{−1}_i (⋃ i∈N G_i(supp(μ_p)) )

≥ ∑ i∈N p_iμ_p ∘ G^{−1}_i (G_i(supp(μ_p)) = ∑ i∈N p_i = 1.

This implies that supp(μ_p) ⊆ ⋃ i∈N G_i(supp(μ_p)). And, also

1 = μ_p(supp(μ_p)) = ∑ i∈N p_iμ_p ∘ G^{−1}_i (supp(μ_p)) ≤ ∑ i∈N p_iμ_p(I × K_c(R)) = 1.

Thus, we get ∑ i∈N p_iμ_p ∘ G^{−1}_i (supp(μ_p)) = 1. Since ∑ i∈N p_i = 1, we obtain

supp(μ_p) ⊆ G^{−1}_i (supp(μ_p)) for each i ∈ N. This implies that ⋃ i∈N G_i(supp(μ_p)) ⊆ supp(μ_p), which proves our claim. By Theorem 4.7, we have G(Φ^α) = supp(μ_p), which is the required result. □ We note the coming remark to highlight the issue of not considering the case when all p_i = 0 and c_i = 0 for studying invariant measures in fractal geometry literature. Remark 5.2. In the first case, consider p_1 = 1 and remaining p_i = 0, for all i ∈ N \ {1}. Clearly, μ_p = δ_{t0} , a Dirac measure supported on t_0. Here, t_0 is the fixed point of G_1. Secondly, if some p_i are zero, for example, p_1 = 0 and others are positive then μ_p will be supported on A^∗, where A^∗ = ∪^∞_{i=2}G_i(A^∗). Third, consider for each i, f_i : R → R the constant map given as f_i(t) = t_i, ∀ t ∈ R, and p_i > 0. Then, it is straightforward to verify that μ_p is the convex combination of Dirac measures supported on {t_1, t_2, t_3, . . . , t_∞}, that is, μ_p = ∞∑ i=1 p_iδ_{ti} . These previous cases convince us to consider p_i > 0 and c_i > 0 for all

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 15

i ∈ N to avoid the above trivial cases. Further, for p_i = c^s_i , then in case of similarity IFS over the finite data set under the OSC, [29] confirms that μ_p is equal to normalized s-dimensional Hausdorff measure supported on the attractor of the associated IFS. 6. Some Dimensional Results In the present section, we have determined the upper and lower bounds on the Hausdorff dimension of the graph of the set-valued fractal function corresponding to the countable data set.

Proposition 6.1. If ∞∑ i=1 b^{s0}_i = 1 for some s_0 ≥ 0, then s_k converges to s_0, where k∑ i=1 b^{sk}_i = 1, that is, s_0 = sup_{k≥2} s_k = lim_{k→∞} s_k.

Proof. Since 0 < b_i < 1 for all i ∈ N. Given ∞∑ i=1 b^{s0}_i = 1 and k∑ i=1 b^{sk}_i = 1 where s_k is uniquely

determined for k ≥ 2. Since, we also have k+1∑ i=1 b^{sk+1}_i = 1 which gives us k∑ i=1 b^{sk+1}_i < 1 as the

b^{sk+1}_{k+1} > 0. From, ∞∑ i=1 b^{s0}_i = 1 and k∑ i=1 b^{sk+1}_i < 1, we can conclude that s_k ≤ s_{k+1}, that is, s_k for k ≥ 2 is a monotonically increasing sequence. Further, as ∞∑ i=1 b^{s0}_i = 1 then for any s > s_0, we have ∞∑ i=1 b^s_i < 1. Thus, s_0 is the lowest upper bound of s_k. Therefore, we obtain s_0 = sup_{k≥2} s_k = lim_{k→∞} s_k. □ Theorem 6.2. Consider {I × K_c(R); G_i : i ∈ N} be the CIFS, as defined in Theorem 4.7, satisfying the

b_id_G((t, S_1), (w, S_2)) ≤ d_G (G_i(t, S_1), G_i(w, S_2))) ≤ c_id_G ((t, S_1), (w, S_2)) for every (t, S_1), (w, S_2) ∈ I × K_c(R), such that 0 < b_i ≤ c_i < 1 for all i ∈ N. Then s_∗ ≤ dim_H (G(Φ^α)) ≤ dim_B (G(Φ^α)) ≤ s^∗, where s_∗ = sup_{k≥2} s_k and each of s_k is uniquely

defined by the k∑ i=1 b^{sk}_i = 1 and s^∗ = max { inf { s : ∑ i∈N c^s_i ≤ 1 } , 1 } . Proof. In Theorem 4.7 we proved that G(Φ^α) is the attractor of the CIFS , that is G(Φ^α) = ⋃ i∈N G_i(G(Φ^α))

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 16

Since,

d_G (G_i(t, S_1), G_j(w, S_2) ≤ c_id_G((t, S_1), (w, S_2)) and sup_{n∈N} c_n < 1

Let O = (t_j , t_{j+1}) × K_c(R). Then, G_{i1} (O) ∩ G_{i2} (O) = ϕ for i_1 ≠ i_2 and also G_{i1} (O) ⊆ O and O ∩ G(Φ^α) ≠ ϕ. Hence, CIFS satisfies the SOSC.

For each k ≥ 2 we considered the finite IFS {I × K_c(R); G_i : i ∈ {1, 2, . . . k}} with help of CIFS. Let A_k be the attractor of the finite IFS. Firstly, we show the SOSC for the finite IFS. Clearly,

G_{j1} (O) ∩ G_{j2} (O) = ϕ ∀ j_1 ≠ j_2 and G_j (O) ⊆ O ∀ j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}

It remains to show that O ∩ A_k ≠ ϕ. To prove this, consider the contradiction such that O ∩ A_k = ϕ. Since O = (t_j , t_{j+1}) × K_c(R) and O ∩ A_k = ϕ, A_k contains element of the type (t_n, S) for n ∈ {1, 2} and S ∈ K_c(R). Let (t_j , S) ∈ A_k for some S ∈ K_c(R). Since n ≥ 2, we have G_2 in IFS, where G_2(t, S) = (ζ_2(t), αS + Φ(ζ_j (t)) − αB(t)). The map G_2 : [t_j , t_{j+1}] × K_c(R) → [t_j , t_{j+1}] × K_c(R) and A_k = ∪^k_{i=1}G_i(A_k) this gives us that G_2(A_2) ⊆ A_2.

G_2(t_j , S) = (ζ_2(t), αS + Φ(ζ_2(t)) − αB(t)) = (t^′, S^′) for some t^′ ∈ O and S^′ ∈ K_c(R)

This implies that (t^′, S^′) is in A_k, which is a contradiction. Similarly for (t_{j+1}, S) ∈ A_k, we get the contradiction. Thus O ∩ A_k ≠ ϕ. Therefore, for each, n ≥ 2, finite IFS satisfies the SOSC. In view of [41] we have dim_H (A_k) ≥ s_k, where s_k is uniquely defined by the k∑ i=1 b^{sk}_i = 1. It is easy to see that A_k ⊆ G(Φ^α). Using the monotonic property of Hausdorff

dimension we obtain dim_H (G(Φ^α)) ≥ s_k, for all k ≥ 2.

This gives us the lower bound that s_∗ ≤ dim_H (G(Φ^α)), where s_∗ = sup_{k≥2} s_k and each of s_k is

defined by the k∑ i=1 b^{sk}_i = 1.

For the upper bound on the dimension of graph of fractal function, let G_o(Φ^α) = ⋃ i∈N G_i(G(Φ^α)).

Now,

|G_o(Φ^α)| = | | | ⋃ i_1,i_2∈N G_{i1} ∘ G_{i2} (G(Φ^α)) | | | = | | | ⋃ i_j ∈N 1≤j≤N G_{i1} ∘ G_{i2} · · · ∘ G_{iN} (G(Φ^α)) | | |

≤ ∑ i_j ∈N 1≤j≤N c_{i1} c_{i2} . . . c_{iN} |G(Φ^α)|

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 17

For any δ > 0, we can choose the N to be sufficiently large such that |G_o(Φ^α)| < δ. Further

H^s_δ (G_o(Φ^α)) ≤ ∑ i_j ∈N 1≤j≤N c^s_{i1} c^s_{i2} . . . c^s_{iN} |G(Φ^α)|^s

=|G(Φ^α)|^s ∑ i_1∈N c^s_{i1} ∑ i_2∈N c^s_{i2} · · · ∑ i_N ∈N c^s_{iN}

≤|G(Φ^α)|^s ( ∑ i∈N c^s_i )_N

Taking δ → 0, we have convergence if and only if ∑ i∈N c^s_i < 1. Hence dim_H (G_o(Φ^α)) ≤ inf { s : ∑ i∈N c^s_i ≤ 1 } . As the G(Φ^α) = G_o(Φ^α)∪{(t_∞, Φ^α(t_∞))}, where the set {(t_∞, Φ^α(t_∞))}

has dimension zero. By using the finite stability property of Hausdorff dimension, we have dim_H (G(Φ^α)) ≤ s^∗, where s^∗ = max { inf { s : ∑ i∈N c^s_i ≤ 1 } , 1 }

□ Remark 6.3. The upper bound of Hausdorff dimension is more complicated in CIFS. We need to investigate the set ⋃ i∈N G_i(K) \ ⋃ i∈N G_i(K), where K is the attractor of the CIFS.

If both sets coincide except for the countable many points, then by the countable stability property we will have the dim_H ( ⋃ i∈N G_i(K)) = dim_H (⋃ i∈N G_i(K) ) . Example 6.4. A set-valued map (SVM) Φ : [a, b] ⇒ R. As the graph of SVM is given according to (1). If

(1) Φ_1(t) = [t^2 + 1, t^2 + 2], then graph G_{Φ1} of this SVM will be an interval band in R^2 and dim_H (G_{Φ1} ) = 2.

(2) Φ_2(t) = {1}, then graph G_{Φ2} of this SVM will be a straight line in R^2 and dim_H (G_{Φ2} ) = 1.

Remark 6.5. A SVM Φ : [a, b] → K(R). A function F : [a, b] → R and F (x) ∈ Φ(x) for all x ∈ [a, b] then F is called a selection of Φ. It is noteworth that for any 1 ≤ s ≤ 2, there exists a selection F_s : [a, b] → R of the function Φ_1 mentioned in the above example such that dim_H (G_{Fs} ) = s.

Acknowledgements The first author is financially supported by the University Grant Commission, India, in the form of a junior research fellowship.

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 18

References

1. E. Agrawal, S. Verma, Dimensions and stability of invariant measures supported on fractal surfaces, Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems-S (2024) 1-27.

2. Z. Artstein, Piecewise liner approximations of set-valued maps, J. Approx. Theory 56 (1) (1989) 41-47. 3. J.-P. Aubin, H. Frankowska, Set-valued analysis, Springer Science & Business Media, 2009. 4. R. Baier, G. Perria, Set-Valued Analysis, Springer Science & Business Media, Berlin, 2009. 5. M.F. Barnsley, Fractal functions and interpolation, Constr. Approx. 2 (1986) 303–329. 6. M. F. Barnsley, Fractals Everywhere, Academic Press, Cambridge, 2014.

7. E.E. Berdysheva, N. Dyn, E. Farkhi, A. Mokhov, Metric approximation of set-valued functions of bounded variation, J. comput. Appl. Math. 349 (2019) 251-264.

8. P. Billingsley, Convergence of probability measures, Wiley & Sons, New York-London, 1968. 9. M. Campiti, Korovkin-type approximation in spaces of vector-valued and set-valued functions, Appl.

Anal. 98 (13) (2019) 2486-2496.

10. S. Chandra, S. Abbas and S. Verma, Bernstein super fractal interpolation function for countable data systems, Numerical Algorithms (2022) 1-25.

11. S. Chandra, S. Abbas, Analysis of fractal dimension of mixed Riemann-Liouville integral, Numerical Algorithms, 91 (2022), 1021-1046.

12. S. Dubey, S. Verma, Fractal dimension for a class of inhomogeneous graph-directed attractors, Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems-S (2024) https://doi.org/10.3934/dcdss.2024158.

13. N. Dyn, E. Farkhi, Set-valued approximations with Minkowski averages-convergence and convexification rates, Numer. Funct. Anal. Optim. 25(3-4) (2005) 363-377.

14. N. Dyn, E. Farkhi, Approximation of set-valued functions, Adaptation of Classical Approximation Operators, World Scientific, Singapore, 2014.

15. K. J. Falconer, Fractal Geometry: Mathematical Foundations and Applications, John Wiley Sons Inc., New York, 1999 16. Gurubachan, V. Chandramouli, S. Verma, Analysis of α-fractal functions without boundary point conditions on the Sierpiński gasket, Applied Mathematics and Computation 486 (2025) 129072 17. Gurubachan, V. Chandramouli, S. Verma, Fractal dimension of α-fractal functions without endpoint conditions, Mediterranean Journal of Mathematics 21 (3) (2024) 71.

18. M. R. Hille, Remarks on limit sets of infinite iterated function systems, Monatsh. Math. 168 (2) (2012) 215–237.

19. S. Hu, N.S. Papageorgiou, Handbook of Multivalued Analysis: Applications, Kluwer Academic Publishers, Amsterdam 1997.

20. J. E. Hutchinson, Fractals and self similarity, Indiana Uni. Math. J. 30 (5) (1981) 713-747. 21. S. Jha, S. Verma, Dimensional analysis of α-fractal Functions, Results Math 76 (4) (2021) 1-24. 22. K. Jiang, Haudorff dimension of the arithmetic sum of self-similar sets, Indagationes Mathematicae 27 (2016) 684-701.

23. D. Levin, Multidimensional reconstruction by set-valued approximation, IMAJ. Numer. Anal. 6 (2) (1986) 173-184.

24. Y. S. Liang, Box dimensions of Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals of continuous functions of bounded variation, Nonlin. Anal. 72 (2010), 4304-4306.

25. R. D. Mauldin, M. Urbanski, Dimensions and measures in infinite iterated function systems, Proc.

Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 73 (1) (1996) 105–154.

26. R. D. Mauldin, S. C. Williams, Hausdorff dimension in graph directed construction, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc. 309 (1988), 811-829.

27. P.R. Massopust, Fractal Functions, Fractal Surfaces, and Wavelets, Academic press, Cambridge, 2016. 28. R. Miculescu, A. Mihail, C.M. Pacurar, A fractal interpolation sccheme for a possible sizeable set of data, J. Fractal Geometry 9 (3-4) (2022) 337-355.

SET-VALUED FRACTAL APPROXIMATION 19

29. M. Morán, J. M. Rey, Singularity of self-similar measures with respect to Hausdorff measures, Transactions of the American Mathematical Society 350(6) (1998) 2297-2310.

30. M. A. Navascués, Fractal approximation, Complex Anal. Oper. Theory 4 (4) (2010) 953-974. 31. M. A. Navascués, Fractal polynomial interpolation, Zeitschrift für Analysis und ihre Anwedungen 24 (2) (2005) 401-418.

32. M.A. Navascués, M.V. Sebastián, Fitting curves by fractal interpolatin: an application to the quantification of cognitive brain processes, Thinking in patterns (2004) 143-154.

33. M. A. Navascués, M.V. Sebastián, Generalization of Hermite functions by fractal interpolation, J.

Approx. Theory 131 (1) (2004) 19-29.

34. R. D. Nussbaum, A. Priyadarshi, S. V. Lunel, Positive operators and Hausdorff dimension of invariant sets, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 364 (2012), 1029-1066.

35. M. Pandey, T. Som, S. Verma, Set-valued α-fractal functions, Constructive Approximation 60 (2024) 105-133, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00365-023-09652-2.

36. K. R. Parthasarathy, Probability Measures on Metric Spaces, Academic Press, New York-London, 1967.

37. N. A. Secelean, The existence of the attractor of countable iterated function systems, Mediterranean journal of mathematics 9(1) (2012) 61-79.

38. N. A. Secelean, The fractal interpolation for countable systems of data, Univ. Beograd. Publ. Elektrotehn. Fak. Ser. Mat. 14 (2003) 11-19.

39. M. Verma, A. Priyadarshi, New type of fractal function for the general data sets, Acta Applicandae Mathematicae 187 (1) (2023) , https://doi.org/10.1007/s10440-023-00604-3.

40. M. Verma, A Priyadarshi, Fractal surfaces involving Rakotch contraction for countable data sets, Fractals 32 (2) (2024) , https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218348X24400024.

41. M. Verma, A. Priyadarshi, S. Verma, Fractal dimensions of fractal transformations and Quantization dimensions for bi-Lipschitz mappings, Journal of Fractal Geometry (2024) 1-33, doi.org/10.4171/jfg/157.

42. S. Verma, P. Viswanathan, Bivariate functions of bounded variation: Fractal dimension and fractional integral, Indagationes Mathematicae 31 (2020) 294-309.

43. S. Verma, P. Viswanathan, A Fractal operator associated with bivariate fractal interpolation functions on rectangular grids, RM 75 (2) (2020) 1-26.

44. S. Verma, P. Viswanathan, Parameter identification for a class of bivariate fractal interpolation functions and constrained interpolation, Numer. Funct. Anal. Optim. 41 (9) (2020) 1109-1148.

45. R. A. Vitale, Approximation of convex set-valued functions, J. Approx. Theory 26 (1979) 301-316.

Department of Mathematics, Punjab Engineering college (Deemed to be University), Sector 12 Chandigarh 160012, India

Email address: parneetkaur.phd24maths@pec.edu.in

Department of Mathematics, Punjab Engineering college (Deemed to be University), Sector 12 Chandigarh 160012, India

Email address: rattanlal@pec.edu.in

Department of Mathematics, Punjab Engineering college (Deemed to be University), Sector 12 Chandigarh 160012, India

Email address: ankitkumar@pec.edu.in

Department of Applied Sciences, IIIT Allahabad, Prayagraj, India 211015 Email address: saurabhverma@iiita.ac.in