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Abstract. The aim of this paper is to establish some results regarding In-
finite Iterated Function Systems with the help of the Tarski-Kantorovitch
fixed-point principles for maps on partially ordered sets. To this end we
introduce two new classes of Infinite Iterated Function Systems which
are well suited for applying the aforementioned principle. We also study
some properties of the canonical projection from the shift space of an In-
finite Iterated Function System belonging to one of the two introduced
classes to its attractor.
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1. Introduction

Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and S = (X, (f;)ier) an Infinite
Iterated Function System (IIFS for short) and define the operator Fs on the
family of nonempty closed and bounded sets of X as follows: Fs(B) :=
U,es fi(B) for all B < X neonempty, closed and bounded. The fundamental
result regarding ITFS’s states that if sup;erlip(f;) < 1, where lip(f;) is the Lip-
schitz constant associated to f;, then there exists a unique nonempty, closed
and bounded subset of X, A(S), such that Fs(A(S)) = A(S), which is called
the attractor of the IIFS.

In this paper we follow in the footsteps of the article [8] and study possibil-
ities of applying the Tarski-Kantorovitch fixed-point principle in the theory
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of IIFS’s, which naturally conducts us to consider two new classes of IIFS’s
in certain topological spaces. The idea of applying the Tarki-Kantorovitch
principle to deduce results about the fixed points of some classes of maps is
not necessarily new - for other applications one may consult [1], [3], [7].
Our paper is organized in the following way. In the second section we will
recall some definitions and results regarding IIFS’s and introduce two new
classes of IIFS’s.

In the third section of the article we shall study possibilities of applying
the Tarski-Kantorovitch fixed point principle for the partially ordered set
(poset for short) (§ (X),2), where X is an arbitrary set. In this case we
give sufficient conditions for the existence of a (greatest) fixed point of the
Hutchinson-Barnsley operator associated to an IIFS. These conditions turn
out to be also necessary if one is interested in applying the Tarski-Kantorovitch
principle.

In the fourth section we turn our attention to the poset (F(X),2), where
F(X) denotes the family of all nonempty closed subsets of a Hausdorff topo-
logical space X. As seen in [§]], the countable chain condition in this poset
forces X to be countably compact. In the case that X is also a sequential
space, the main result of this section provides sufficient conditions for the
existence of a greatest fixed point of the Hutchinson-Barnsley operator asso-
ciated to an IIFS. As in the previous section, the specified conditions are also
necessary for applying the Tarski-Kantorovitch principle.

In the fifth section we are employing similar techniques as in the previous
sections in order to apply the Tarski-Kantorovitch principle to the poset
(K(X),2), where K£(X) denotes the family of nonempty compact subsets
of a topological space X. In particular, we discover that in the same way as
in [8], in order to apply the Tarski-Kantorovitch principle in this case, we can
actually assume that X is compact. We also show that if (X, d) is a bounded
Heine-Borel metric space, then the Hutchinson-Barnsley operator associated
to an IIFS of contractions admits a nonempty compact fixed point (though
we cannot posit that this fixed point is unique from the proof provided).

In the final section of the article we turn our attention to the shift space as-
sociated to an IIFS and the canonical projection from the shift space to the
attractor of said IIFS and investigate what special properties this projection
has in the cases of the two new classes of IIFS’s introduced in this article. We
also provide the reader with a sufficient condition for the canonical projec-
tion to be a homeomorphism and state a few immediate corollaries.

As a final remark in this introductory part of the article, we want to stress the
fact that the generality of the setting in which we work, i.e. that of Infinite
Iterated Function Systems, has forced us to impose (fairly natural) condi-
tions on the systems we work with in order to apply the Tarski-Kantorovitch
Fixed-Point Principle and the two examples we provide tell us the introduc-
tion of these classes is in fact necessary.

For more work on Infinite Iterated Function Systems, you can also check [9],
[10], [11], [12], [13].
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2. Preliminaries

Definition 2.1. Let (X,dx), (Y, dy) be two metric spaces and (fi)ier S Y~
a family of maps. We say that this family is bounded if the set | J,.; fi(A) is
bounded for any A < X bounded.

Definition 2.2. Let (X, dx), (Y, dy) be metric spaces and f : X — Y a func-

tion. The quantity lip(f) = sup, yex sy W € [0, 0] is called the
Lipschitz constant associated to f. We say that f is Lipschitz if lip(f) < «©

and that f is a contraction if lip(f) < 1.

As an immediate consequence of the previous definition, we have the
following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let (X,dx), (Y,dy) be two metric spacesand f : X — Y a
map. Then if we denote the diameter of a subset A < X with §(A), we have
that 0(f(A4)) < lip(f)6(A) for any A < X. In particular, if =,y € X, then
dy (f(2), f(y)) < lip(f)dx(z,y).

Remark 2.1. For an arbitrary topological space X, we shall denote by

£ (X) the family of subsets of X, £ *(X) := £ (X)\{&}, K(X) the fam-
ily of nonempty compact subsets of X and by F(X) we mean the family
of nonempty closed sets of X. If X is also metrizable, we shall denote by
B(X) the family of nonempty closed and bounded subsets of X. In the lat-
ter case, note that we have the inclusions K(X) < B(X) < §# *(X). How-
ever, if X is not necessarily metrizable, but it is Hausdorff, we have that
K(X) < F(X) < *(X).

Definition 2.3. Let X,Y be two arbitrary sets, f : X — Y a function and
y € Y. We shall call the set f~1(y) the fibre of f over y.

Definition 2.4. We say that a topological space X is sequential if every se-
quentially closed subset A = X is closed.

We recall the following characterisation of continuity on countably com-
pact sequential spaces from [8].

Theorem 2.1. Let X, Y be countably compact and sequential spaces and f :
X — Y amap. The following conditions are equivalent:
a) fis continuous;
b) if A e F(X), then f(A4) € F(Y) and all fibres of f are closed;
c)if A € F(X), then f(A) € F(Y) and given a decreasing sequence
(An)nen € F(X), then f((,.en An) = Npen f(An);
d) if A € K(X), then f(A) € K(Y) and given a decreasing sequence
(An)nen € K(X), then f((,.en An) = Npen f(An).-

Definition 2.5. Let (X,d) be a metric space. The generalised Hausdorff-
Pompeiu semimetric on the family of subsets of X induced by d is defined
ash:§ *(X) x £ *(X) — [0,00], where

h(A, B) := max{d(A, B),d(B, A)} (1)
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and
d(A, B) := sup inf d(z,y) 2)

reAYEB

forall A, B e 9 *(X).

Several properties of the Hausdorff-Pompeiu semimetric can be found
in [2], 6], [14].

Definition 2.6. Let X be a topological space. We say that S = (X, (fi)ier) is
an IIFS if f; is a selfmap of X foralli e I.

Definition 2.7. An IIFS § = (X, (fi)ier) is said to be non-overlapping if
fi(B)n f;j(B) = Zforany B< X and i,j € I, i # j.

Remark 2.2. Obviously, an IIFS as above is non-overlapping if and only if
fi(X)n f;(X) = g foranyi,je I,i# j.
Definition 2.8. AnIIFS S = (X, (f;)icr) is said to be locally finite if for any

y € X there exists a neighbourhood V), of y such that #{i e I : V, n f;(X) #
g} < 0.

Remark 2.3. Let S = (X, (fi)ier) be a locally finite IIFS, y € X, A< X and V,
as in the definition above. Then the set {i € I : V}, n f;(A) # J} is finite.

Definition 2.9. AnIIFS S = (X, (f;)ier) on a metric space (X, d) is said to be
an IIFS of contractions if (f;)ic; S XX is a bounded family of contractions
such that sup,c; lip(fi) =: c < 1.

Definition 2.10. ToanIIFS S = (X, (f;):cr) we can associate two Hutchinson-
Barnsley operators, namely Fs,Gs : £ *(X) — £ *(X) given by

Fs(A) == fi(4) 3)
el
and
Gs(4) = fi(4) @)
el

forall g # A c X.

Remark 2.4. Note that if S is an IIFS of contractions, then G's is a contraction
with respect to the Hausdorff-Pompeiu metric on B(X ) and in fact lip(Gs) <

¢ = sup;er lip(fi).

A straightforward application of the Banach-Caccioppoli-Picard con-
traction principle yields the following result, which is the fundamental re-
sult in the theory of IIFS’s (for the proof, you can check [14])

Theorem 2.2. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and S = (X, (f;)ier) an
ITFS of contractions. Then we may consider Gs : B(X) — B(X) and in this
case there exists a unique set A = A(S) € B(X) such that Gs(A) = A. We
call this set the attractor of S. Moreover, if Ag € B(X) and A,, := Gs(An—1)
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for any n € N, then lim A, = A. As for the speed of convergence, we have

n—0o0
the following estimate:

n

c
1—c

h(An, A) < h(Ag, A1) ©)

foralln > 0.

Regarding the shift space associated to an IIFS of contractions on a met-
ric space (X, d), we have the following definitions and main theorem from
[10].

Definition 2.11. Let I # . We define:

a) the space A = A(I) := I" as the space of infinite words with letters
from the alphabet I. An element w € A(I) will be written as w =
Wi . . . WpWp41 -- -5

b) for m € N, the space A,;, = A,,(I) of words of length m with letters
from the alphabet I. An element w € A,,(I) will be written as w =
WiW3 . . . Wi Forw € A, orw € A and n € N;n < m, we denote [w],, :=

W1 ...Wn;
c) the space A* = A*(I) := |, ey Am (1) U {A} of finite words, where X is
the empty word;

d) form,ne Nand a € A,(I), € Ay, (I) or 8 € A(I), one may define the
concatenated words a8 := a1 ...ap01 ... 0Bm € Apiyn and
af =ai...apf1...0mPm+1 - € A, respectively;

e) the metric dy on A(I) given by da (o, 3) 1= >, 173(3?2 , where §Y de-
notes the Kronecker delta of = and y. Note that (A(I),ds) is a complete
metric space and convergence in A(I) coincides with the convergence
on components;

f) fori e I, the right shift function F; : A(I) — A(I) given by F;(w) := iw
for all w € A(I). Note that F; is a +—similarity of A(1);

g) forme Nandw € A, (1), F, := F,, 0o---0 F,,  and A, := F,(A). By
convention F) := ida(r) and Ay = A. Note that A(1) = (J,.; Fi(A(])),
so A(I) is the attractor of the IIFS of contractions (A(I), (F;);er) and for
everyme Nand w € A", A = J,ep, Ao and Ay =, cn, Awas

h) if (X, d) is a metric space, S = (X, (f;)ics) is an IIFS of contractions on
X,B< Xandwe A, (D), let f, := fo, 0---0fy, and B, := f,(B). By
convention fy := idx and B) = B;

i) in the setting above, if f : X — X is a contraction and (X, d) is com-
plete, we denote its fixed point by es. If f = f,, for some w € A*, we
denote ey = ey, = e,.

Theorem 2.3. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space, S = (X, (fi)ier), A =
A(S) its attractor and ¢ := sup,; lip(f;) < 1. Then the assertions below hold:

a) forany m € Nand w € A(1), we have that A, ., € Af.y,, and
0(Afw1,.) — 0. More precisely, 6(A[,,.) = 6(A[w),,) < c™I(A);

b) if a,, is defined by {a,} = (e Apwl,,» Where w € A(I), then
limOo d(€[u],n > 0w) = 0;

meN
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) foreverya e Aand w e A(I), we have 1imoO Jlw]n (@) = ay;

d) forevery o € A*, wehave A = A(S) = | cp{0w} and

Aq = UweA{aaw}' IfA= Uz‘e[ fi(A), then A = A(S) = UweA{aw}?
e) we have A = {ef,,, 1we A, me N}
f) the function 7 : A(I) — A, defined by n(w) = a,, for every w € A(I),
has the following properties:
i) = is continuous;
ii) m(A) = A;
iii) if A = |J,; fi(A), then 7 is surjective;
g) foreveryi e I, wehavethatmo F; = f;om.

Finally we shall state the Tarski-Kantorovitch fixed-point principle.

Definition 2.12. Let (P, <) be a poset and F' : P — P. We say that F'is
< —continuous if for every countable chain C admitting a supremum, we
have that F'(C) has a supremum and F'(supC) = sup F(C). Note that in this
case I is increasing.

Theorem 2.4. (Tarski-Kantorovitch) Let (P, <) be a poset in which every
countable chain admits a supremum and F' : P — P a < —continuous
map such that there exists a € P with ¢ < F(a). Then F has a fixed point.
Moreover, sup,,. F"(a) is the least fixed point of F in theset{p € P : p > a}.

Remark 2.5. Note that we can replace the assumption that every countable
chain C admits a supremum with the assumption that each increasing se-
quence (P )neny < P admits a supremum.

As in [5] we shall assume that every compact or countably compact
space is Hausdorff.

3. The Hutchinson-Barnsley operator on (¢ (X), 2)

Let X be an arbitrary set and f : X — X a selfmap of X. Proposition
1 from [8] shows that the function F' : £ (X) — & (X) defined by F'(A) :=
f(A) forall A < X is © —continuous if and only if all fibres of f are finite.

Remark 3.1. Note that the poset (§ (X), 2) satisfies the countable chain con-
dition, as if (An)nen S & (X), then sup,,.y An = [),.en An (and, of course,
infren Ap = UneN Ap).

Our main result in this section is the following;:

Theorem 3.1. Let S = (X, (f;)ier) be a non-overlapping IIFS such that all
the fibres of f; are finite for each i € I and let Fs(A) := |J,.; fi(A) for any
A € X. Then for each A € X such that Fs(A) < A, theset (), F&(A)isa
fixed point of Fs. In particular, (). F&(X) is the greatest fixed point of Fis.
It follows that S admits a nonempty fixed point if and only if ("), F&(X) #
.
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Proof. We have seen that the poset (£ (X), 2) satisfies the countable chain
condition and obviously Fs(A4) € ¥ (X) for every A < X. We shall prove
that Fs is © —continuous.

Let (Cp)nen € & (X) be a © —increasing sequence, i.e. decreasing in the
usual sense. Obviously, F’s is increasing, so (Fs(Cy))nen € & (X) is a de-
creasing sequence as well. It remains to prove that

FS (SupneN C ) - SupneN FS(CN)’ Le. Fs(ﬂnEN Cn) = ﬂneN FS(Cn)

Lety € Fs((),,en Cn) = Uses fil( ey Cn)- Then there exist i € I and

z €[ ),y Cn such thaty = fi(x). Theny € f;(Cy) foralln € N, so

Y € Mnen Uier fi(Cn) = Npen Fs(Chn).

Conversely, let y € (),,cny Uies fi(Crn). Then for all n € N there exist i, € I
and z,, € C, such that y = f;, (z,). Note that since the sequence (C,)nen is
decreasing, we have that y € f; ., (Cr+1) € fi,.,,(Cr), so that

Y € finir(Cn) 0 fi,(Cpn), 50 inqy1 = iy for all n € N since (f;)ies is non-
overlapping. Thus, there exists iy € I such thaty € f;, (Cy,) for all n € N and
write y = f;, (xn), where z,, € C,, as before. It follows that (2, )nen < f;l(y)
Since this fibre is finite, it follows that we may find (z,, )ken S (25 )nen a sub-
sequence and x4 € f‘l( ) such that z,,, = x, forall k € N. Since (C, )nen is
decreasing and z,. = z,, € C,, for all k € N, it follows that Ty € [Npen On
Since x4 € fl* (y), we deduce that y € (J,.; fi((,en Cn) = Fs( ﬂneNC
which concludes the proof that Fs is © —continuous.

Thus, the conditions of the Tarski-Kantorovitch fixed-point principle are sat-
isfied and the first part of the theorem follows from a direct application of
this principle.

If Ais a fixed point of Fs,then A = Fs(A),s0 A = Fs( ) for alln € N.
Hence, A = (,,cny FE(A) S (,en FE(X), so that (), .y F2(X) is indeed the
greatest fixed point of Fs. The last part of the theorem is tr1v1al. o

Remark 3.2. Consider X := [0,1), (fm)ms2 S XX, fm(z) := {z + L}, where
{x} symbolises the fractional part of z and (C;,)n>3,Cy := [0, 1] U

[1—1,1). Obviously, the fibres of each f, are finite, but the system is not non-
overlapping. Clearly, (-5 Cr = {0}, 50 U,,50 fm(Nns3 Cn) = {3, 5. }-
Also note that 0 € f,,(C,,) for all n = 3. It follows that 0 € | J,,~, fm(Cn) for
alln = 3,500€ ()23 Upss fm(Co)\Umso fim (=3 Cn ). What this simple
example tells us is that we actually need to assume that the IIFS considered
in the statement of the previous theorem is non-overlapping, otherwise the
Hutchinson-Barnsley operator need not be continuous with respect to = .

4. The Hutchinson-Barnsley operator on (F(X), D)

y =

In what follows X will denote a Hausdorff topological space and (F(X), 2
) is the poset of nonempty closed parts of X ordered by 2 . In order to ap-
ply the Tarski-Kantorovitch fixed-point principle, we need to have that each
countable chain in (F(X),2) admits a supremum. As shown in Proposi-
tion 4 from [8]], this assumption restricts our attention to countably compact
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spaces. In fact we will be looking at countably compact sequential spaces
X and establish results regarding the operators Fis and Gs in this setting.
Note that in such a space, given a decreasing sequence (C,)nen < F(X), its

supremum is simply (). Cn

Remark 4.1. As X is a countably compact sequential space, Theorem 2.1 as-
sures us that a function f : X — X is continuous if and only if f(A) is closed
for each A € F(X) and all fibres of f are closed.

The main result of this section is the following;:

Theorem 4.1. Let X be a countably compact sequential space and

S = (X, (fi)ier) alocally finite non—overlapping IIFS, where each f; is con-
tinuous. Then Fs(F(X)) < F(X), (),en F&(X) is nonempty and closed and
it is the greatest fixed point of Fg Moreover, if X is metrizable, then the
sequence (FZ(X))nen € F(X) converges to (), oy F& (X ) with respect to the
Hausdorff-Pompeiu metric.

Proof. First we prove that we can indeed consider the restriction
Fs: F(X) — F(X). Thus, let A € 7(X). We shall prove that
A) = Uy £i(A) = Uses (@ = Upe, fi(A) = Fs(A). The direct inclu-

sion is trivial by definition, so we only prove the converse. It suffices to show
that Fs(A) is sequentially closed.
Indeed, let y € | J,.; fi(A) and (yn)nen S U,es fi(A) such that y, — y. Let
Vy be the neighbourhood of y provided by the local-finiteness of the IIFS,
ie.#{ieI:V,n fi(X) # g} < . Then V, intersects only finitely many
of the sets (f;(A))er. Since y, — y, we may assume that (y,)nen S V.
Define i, € I to be the subscript such that y,, € f;, (A4) (it is well defmed
since this IIFS is non-overlapping). It follows that #{i, : n € N} < o0, so
we may find a subsequence (¥, )ken S (Yn)nen such that i,, = in, and

Yny, € fi,, (A) for all k e N. Since X is Hausdorff we deduce that y,,, — v,

so thaty € ﬂn S Uyes fi(A) = Uie; fi(A) = Fs(A), proving that Fis(A)
is indeed Closed

Fs is clearly increasing and the continuity of this operator with respect to =
is shown in the same way as in Theorem 3.1.

It is trivial that Fis(X) < X. Hence, all the conditions stated in the Tarski-
Kantorovitch fixed-point principle are satisfied and the first part of the the-
orem follows directly from this.

For the last part of the theorem, note that if X is metrizable, the sequence
(F2(X))nen is © —increasing, so it converges to sup,,cy F & (X) =

MNyen F& (X) with respect to the Hausdorff-Pompeiu metric (see [4]). o

In the proof of the last theorem, we also obtained a result about the
other Hutchinson-Barnley operator, Gs.
Corollary 4.1. Let X be countably compact and sequential space, S = (X, (fi)ier)
alocally finite non-overlapping IIFS. Then Fs(A) = J,c; fi(A) = U,es fi(A) =
Uer fi(A) = Gs(A) forall A e F(X).
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Remark 4.2. Let X = [0, 1] (which is compact and sequential) and ( f,, )men S
XX givenby f,,(z) := 2§jf}1 for all z € X and m € N. Obviously, the image
of f,, is the closed interval [22,”;_1, 22,,7;_2] and f,, is continuous for any m €
N. It clearly follows that the IIFS S = (X, (fmn)men) is non-overlapping, but
not locally finite (because it is not locally finite at 0). It is also clear that 0 €
Umen frn O\ (U men fm (X)), so in this case it is not true that Fis(F (X)) <
F(X). This example shows us that we cannot drop the condition that the
IIFS considered in Theorem 4.1 is locally finite, because in that case we could
have that Fs(F(X)) ¢ F(X) and we wouldn’t be able to apply the Tarski-
Kantorovitch fixed-point principle.

Also note that there exist locally finite non-overlapping IIFS’s. Indeed, for
a nonempty set I consider the IIFS & = (A(I), (F;)ier). This is clearly non-
overlapping. Moreover, if w € A(]) is arbitrary, consider the open set U, :=
{neA(I) : da(w,n) < 3}.1fn e A(I) and 1 # wy, then dx(w,n) > 3, so
n ¢ U,. It follows that U,, only intersects A,,, = F,, (A(I)), so this IIFS is also
locally finite.

Remark 4.3. Finally, note that we can extend Theorem 4.1 and Corollary
4.1 on the poset (B(X),2) if X is metrizable, the IIFS considered is also
bounded and there exists B € B(X) such that Fs(B) < B. Indeed, note
that in this case Fs(B(X)) < B(X) since the IIFS is bounded and Theorem
4.1 clearly shows us that Fs(F(X)) < F(X), so we may apply the Tarski-
Kantorovitch fixed-point principle to the poset (3(X), 2) and Fs. Note that
in the case that such a B exists, then ),y F&(B) is nonempty, closed and
bounded and it is the greatest fixed point of Fis contained in B.

5. The Hutchinson-Barnsley operator on (X(X), D)

Henceforth X will be a Hausdorff topological space and ((X), 2) will
denote the poset of nonempty compact subsets of X ordered by 2 . Note
that in this case every countable chain admits a supremum and if (Cy, )nen <
K(X) is a decreasing sequence, then its supremum in this poset is simply

mneN C”'

Remark 5.1. Note that we may assume that X is compact. Indeed, let S =
(X, (fi)ier) be an IIFS and Fs(A) := (J,.; fi(A) for all A < X just as before.
In order to apply the Tarski-Kantorovitch fixed-point principle to ((X), 2)
and Fs, we would need the existence of a nonempty compact subset B <
X such that Fis(B) < B. Then we may simply consider the restricted IIFS
S := (B, (filB)icr) and establish the desired result in the poset (K(B), 2).

The main result of this section is the following;:

Theorem 5.1. Let X be a compact space and S = (X, (f;)ier) a locally finite
non-overlapping IIFS, where f; is continuous for all i € I. Then Fs(K(X)) <
K(X), Nyeny F2(X) is nonempty and compact and it is the greatest fixed
point of F's. Moreover, if X is metrizable, then the sequence (Fg(X))nen <
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K(X) converges to ()
ric.

Fg(X) with respect to the Hausdorff-Pompeiu met-

neN

Proof. Note that all we need to prove is that Fis(K(X)) < K(X), as the con-
tinuity of F's with respect to = follows in the same way as in Theorem 3.1

and we clearly have that Fs(X) € X (and X is compact), so we may apply

the Tarski-Kantorovitch fixed point principle to establish the first part of the
theorem. Also the last part of the theorem can be proven in the same way as

in Theorem 4.1.

To show that Fs(K(X)) < K(X), note that all compact sets are closed in
Hausdorff topological spaces, so Fs(K(X)) € Fs(F(X)) < F(X). But since
closed subsets of compact spaces are compact, we deduce thatindeed Fss(K(X)) <
K(X). o

Corollary 5.1. Let X be an arbitrary topological space and S = (X, (f;)ier) a
locally finite non-overlapping IIFS, where f; is continuous for all ¢ € I. The
following assertions are equivalent:

a) there exists A € K(X) such that Fs(A) = A;
b) there exists A € K(X) such that Fs(A) < A.

Proof. Obviously, a) = b). The converse follows from applying Theorem
5.1 to the restricted IIFS S| 4 described in Remark 5.1. o

A direct application of Corollary 5.1 (thus a direct application of
Theorem 5.1) is the next result, which establishes the existence of a fixed
point of the Hutchinson-Barnsley operator associated to a locally finite non-
overlapping IIFS of contractions on a bounded Heine-Borel metric space.

Corollary 5.2. Let (X, d) be a bounded Heine-Borel metric space and

S = (X, (fi)ier) a locally finite non-overlapping IIFS of contractions, where
the contractive constant of f; is h; € (0,1). Then there exists a nonempty
compact subset A € X such that Fs(A4) = A.

Proof. The proof is the same as the proof of Corollary 2 from [8] with the
remark that in this case, we have that M := sup,.; d(ei, e;) < o, where ¢; is
the fixed point of f; for each i € I and h := sup;c; h; < 1 by the definition of
an IIFS of contractions. o

6. Remarks regarding the canonical projection
m: A(I) — A(S) for an IIFS of contractions

Throughout this section, (X,d) is a complete metric space and S =
(X, (fi)ier) is an IIFS of contractions on X. As in Definition 2.9, we will de-
note ¢ := sup;; lip(fi) < 1. The attractor of S will be denoted by A = A(S).
By A(I) we mean the shift space associated to this ITFS (as in Definition 2.11)
and 7 : A(I) — A(S) is the canonical projection from the shift space to the
attractor of S. Note that each metric space is sequential.
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Proposition 6.1. With the notations above, if ¢ < %, then 7 is a contraction
and lip(m) < 36(A).

Proof. Indeed, let o, 5 € A(I), o # [ and write @ = a1a2...QpQn41 ...,
B =P51B2...Bnfns1--.. Define m := max{i > 0 : a; = 3;}, where we de-
fine g = o := A\. Thena; = f; forall 0 < j < mand appy1 # Bt It
follows from the definition of dx that i+ < da(a, ) < Sisma + =1
Moreover, note that aq, a3 € Afy),, = Afg),., s0 d(7(a),7(8)) = d(aa,as) <
6(Afay,,.) < c™0(A) (by parta) of Theorem 2.3). Thus, d(w(a), 7(3)) < ¢™6(A) <
7:0(A) = 575130(A) < 35(A)da(ev, B). Since the inequality is also valid
when a = 3, the conclusion follows. =

Proposition 6.2. If X is countably compact and S is also locally finite and
non-overlapping, then the canonical projection 7 : A(I) — A is surjective.

Proof. It follows directly from Remark 4.3, Theorem 4.1, Corollary 4.1, the
definition of the attractor of this IIFS and Proposition 5.1 from [10] (stating
that 7 is onto if and only if A = | J,_; fi(A)). o

Remark 6.1. Note that if the IIFS considered has the property that f,,(B) n
f4(B) = Jforall Be B(X)andw,y € A*(I),w # 7 (we shall say in this case
that the IIFS is strongly non-overlapping) and X and S satisfy the conditions
in the last proposition, then 7 is also injective. Indeed, let w,y € A(I), w # v
and let m e N be such that w,, # v,,. Since 7 is surjective, Proposition 5.1
from [10] tells us that fo(A) = Ao = U,en(r{@aw} for any a € A*(1). Then
[w]m #* [’y]m, SO f[w]m (A) N f[’Y]m (A) = A[w]m N A[’Y]m = . Buta, € A[w]m
and a, € A, , so it follows that 7(w) = a, # a, = 7(7), i.e. 7 is injective.

The last remark proves the following;:

Proposition 6.3. If X is countably compact and S is also locally finite and
strongly non-overlapping, then the canonical projection 7 : A(I) — Ais
bijective.

Finally, we will give sufficient conditions for the canonical projection
to be a homeomorphism and give a few corollaries.

Theorem 6.1. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and S = (X, (f;)ier) an
IFS of bi-Lipschitz contractions with attractor A = As € B(X) admitting a
seed space such that:
a) the coding map 7 : I¥ — Ags is continuous and bijective (in particular,
this implies that S satisfies (S5SC)- the strong separation condition);
b) if ¢;; = inf, yea d(fi(x), fj(y)) > 0 (from (SSC)), we ask that ¢ :=
inf@je] Cij > 0.
Then 7 : I* — A is a homeomorphism.

Proof. All we need to show is that the inverse of 7 is continuous, i.e. 771 :
A — I¥ is continuous. Let [, L € (0,1) such that ld(z,y) < d(fi(z), fi(y)) <

Ld(z,y) forallie I and z,y € X.
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Let us fix ¢ > 0 and define §, := ¢-[~1°%3¢. For a € I¥, we want to show
that 771(A N Bx(aq,d:)) S Br(a,c). We define n(-,-) in the following way:
n(a, B) 1= sup{n = 0 : [a], = [B].} for all a, 8 € I*. Let us fix o, § € I¥,
a # pand n > n(a,B) =: p. Then we have that d(fj.), (7), fi51, () =
d(f1a1, (Fatpn1 (), f181, (Fo1p,m1(¥)) = Pd(fa,. (u), f5,.,(v)), where uand v
are some elements in the attractor of S. Then by hypothesis we get

d(fia),. (@), f181, W) = Pca,,1p,., = 1P - ¢ > 0. Keeping in mind the state-
ment of ¢) of Theorem 2.3, we deduce that if d(a.,as) < ., then we must
have that [P - ¢ < §, = ¢ - [~1°83¢_ Therefore, we infer that p > — logs €. Con-
sequently, we have that d;(a,8) < ey = & < 31°63° = ¢ Hence the

desired inclusion: 771 (A N Bx (aa,d:)) S Br(a,¢). o

Remark 6.2. i) Note that the 6. we defined in the proof of the previous
theorem does not depend on « € I, so 7! is actually uniformly con-
tinuous;

ii) Recall that in a metric space, a set is compact if and only if it is complete
and totally bounded;

iii) Note that if #I < oo, then the second assumption is superfluous since
it is always true. We want to explain why the last theorem is not nec-
essarily very restrictive. One of the main points of the theorem is that
the system considered consists in bi-Lipschitz function, which we have
seen that is pivotal point of the proof. A large class of interest in the
theory of iterated function systems is that of self-similar systems, i.e.
systems of similarities. Obviously, every similarity is in particular a
bi-Lipschitz function, so the class of systems considered is larger than
that of self-similar systems. The second important assumption is that
the canonical projection is continuous and bijective. If I is finite, then
the only condition here is that the system satisfies (55C), which is not
a big ask. If [ is infinite, then we also ask that this projection is surjec-
tive. Once again, a sufficiently large class of systems satisfy this con-
dition. Finally, we asked that inf; je; ¢;; > 0. We are not entirely sure
how much this reduces the class of functions considered when I is in-
finite. However, having gained some insight from the proof of the last
theorem, we actually deduce a lesser condition which allows us to con-
clude that the inverse of the coding map is continuous. More exactly,
we want the following condition to hold: given o € I*, the number
Co = Infpen jer Ca,; is strictly positive. In this case we lose the uniform
continuity of 7!, but what matters is that 7~ is still continuous;

iv) Note that I is compact if and only if I is finite. Indeed, since I* is a
metric space, it is easier to prove that I* is sequentially compact if and
only if [ is finite, which is fairly easy to see.

Corollary 6.1. If 7 : I¥ — Ag is a homeomorphism, then the attractor of S
is totally disconnected.

Proof. This follows immediately from the fact that I* is totally disconnected
in the topology induced by d;. o
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Corollary 6.2. All finite iterated function systems of bi-Lipschitz functions
satisfying (S55C) have the property that their attractor is homeomorphic to
their associated shift space.

Proof. This follows immediately from the comments made in the last remark
and the last theorem. o

Corollary 6.3. Let S be an IIFS of bi-Lipschitz functions satisfying (55C) and
whose coding map is surjective. Assume that the attractor of S is compact.
Then 7 cannot be a homeomorphism. In particular, neither condition b), nor
the condition stated in the previous remark holds.

Corollary 6.4. If S is an IIFS of bi-Lipschitz functions satisfying the condi-
tions of the last theorem, then the attractor of S is not totally bounded.

Proof. Obviously, it would be true that A is homeomorphic to the shift space
of S. But I is not compact. Therefore, neither is the attractor of S. However,
A is closed in a complete metric space, so it is also complete. Since it is not
compact, we deduce that it is not totally bounded. o
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