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Abstract

We construct a wavelet and a generalised Fourier basis with respect to some fractal measure given by a
one-dimensional iterated function system. In this paper we will not assume that these systems are given by
linear contractions generalising in this way some previous work of Dutkay, Jorgensen, and Pedersen to the
non-linear setting. As a byproduct we are able to provide a Fourier basis also for such linear fractals like
the Middle Third Cantor Set which have been left out by previous approaches.
© 2010 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

In this paper we will construct wavelets and generalised Fourier bases on fractal sets con-
structed via iterated function systems (IFS), which we do not assume to be linear. More precisely,
the wavelets under consideration are constructed in the L2-space with respect to the measure of
maximal entropy transported to the so-called enlarged fractal, which is dense in R.

It is a natural approach to consider wavelets in the context of such fractals since both carry
a self-similar structure; the fractal inherits it from the prescribed scaling of the IFS while the
wavelet satisfies a certain scaling identity. Another interesting aspect is that both wavelets and
fractals are used in image compression, where both have advantages and disadvantages like blur-
ring by zooming in or long compression times. Because of these common features it is of interest
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to develop a common mathematical foundation of these objects not least to find out whether it
can have an impact on the theory of data or image compression.

The aim of the wavelet analysis is to approximate functions by using superpositions from a
wavelet basis. This basis is supposed to be orthonormal and derived from a finite set of functions,
the so-called mother wavelets (cf. Proposition 2.9). To obtain such a basis we employ the mul-
tiresolution analysis (MRA) (cf. Definition 2.4). Our main goal is therefore to set up an MRA
in the non-linear situation. For this we generalise some ideas from [8,3], which are restricted
to homogeneous linear cases with respect to the restriction of certain Hausdorff measures. In-
teresting related results connecting the existence of wavelets and spectral properties both with
respect to the Lebesgue measure have been obtained for the higher dimensional linear setting by
Wang in [10]. A two dimensional fractal situation has been considered in [1] where the authors
developed an MRA for the Sierpiriski Gasket.

In Section 3 we are also going to generalise the construction of the Fourier basis in the sense
of [9] to our non-linear setting. This will be done in virtue of a homeomorphism conjugating the
IFS under consideration with a linear homogeneous IFS. As a consequent of this construction
we are able to set up a generalised Fourier basis also for such linear IFS which do not allow a
Fourier basis in the sense of [9]. A detailed discussion of this construction for the Middle Third
Cantor Set will be given in Example 4.4.

2. Wavelets
2.1. The enlarged limit set and the measure of maximal entropy

The family
S:=(0i:[0,11>[0,1]: i € p:={0,..., p—1})

consisting of p € N injective contractions o;, which are uniformly Lipschitz with Lipschitz con-
stant 0 < cg < 1, 1.e. |o;(x) —oi (y)| < cslx —yl, x,y €[0, 1], i € p. We will always assume
that all contractions have the same orientation (in fact are increasing) and that the IFS satisfies the
open set condition (OSC), i.e. {7:—01 0i((0,1)) C(0,1) and 5; ((0, 1)) N0 ((0, 1)) =@, i # j.

It is well known that there exists a unique non-empty compact set C C [0, 1] such that C =
Uf:_ol 0; (C). This set will be denoted the limit set of S. Throughout, we will assume that the IFS
(oj: i € p) is arranged in ascending order, that is o; ([0, 1]) lies to the left of o;41([0, 1]) for all
i=0,...,p—2.

It is always possible to extend the IFS S by linear contractions to obtain the IFS

T=(t:00,11—[0,1]: ie N:={0,...,N —1})
which leaves no gaps. More precisely, there exists a number N > p and a set A C N such that
L. {rj: je Al ={oi: i € p},
2. 9(0)=0,ty—1(1)=1and 7;(1) =7,41(0), i =1,...,N = 2,

3. Vie N\ A: 1 :[0,1] — [0, 1] is an affine increasing contraction.

In the following the uniform Lipschitz constant for the IFS 7 will be denoted by c7.
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Remark 2.1. Note that it is not essential to choose the “gap filling functions” t;, i € N \ A, to
be affine. Our analysis would work for any set of contracting injections as long as the conditions
1, 2, and 3 above are satisfied. Nevertheless, the particular choice has an influence on the set
R and the measure H defined below. Also note that more than one gap filling function can be
defined on one gap. Throughout, let

x+7j
Pj,N X > .
Then for instance, if S consists of functions o; (x) = x';,“" ,a; € N,i € p, itis a natural choice to

extend S by the functions 7;(x) = p; y(x), i € N\A, such that 7 is equal to {p; y: i € N}.

For w := (i1, ...,ix) € ﬁk let 7y :=1;, 0--- 0 7; and Ty = id be the identity on [0, 1]. Next
we define the enlarged limit set R in two steps. Let us first fill the gaps of the limit set C with
scaled copies of itself by letting

Ron=J U w(©),

k>0 weN*

and then set

R:=Rpnn+24Z= UR[(),l] +1
leZ

Now let

Zi={G1,....ix) eN": keN, i ¢ A}

be the set of finite words over the alphabet N such that the initial letter is not from A. Then we
can also write Ryo,1] as the disjoint union

Ron= [J .

weXU{D}

2.1.1. Fractal measures on the enlarged limit set

In this section we will introduce the appropriate measure H on R needed for the MRA.
The measure will be first defined on [0, 1] and then on R. The construction is analogue to
the construction of R|p, 1] and R. Let  be the self-similar Borel probability measure supported
on C associated to S with constant weights, i.e. the unique probability measure p satisfying
w=p! Yicalo tlfl . This measure has the property that each set of the form 7,,(C), w € N¥,
has measure p~—*. Thus, 4 is the measure of maximal entropy in the sense of a shift dynamical
system.

For w = (i1, . .., ix) € NF we let |w| = k denote the length of w and || = 0.

Fact 2.2. The function v : B — ]I_Qg given by

vi= Z p ot

weXU{D}
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Fig. 1. The expanding inverse branches of an IFS with corresponding scaling function o.
defines a measure on [0, 1]. Also, the sum of its translates

H:B—>]R(')", Br—)Zv(B—}—k),
keZ

defines a measure. Its essential support is equal to R.

Throughout, for x € R, let

N-—1
o(x):= Z]l[k*k"'l)(x) (Nk + Z L1z (0), 7 (1) (X — k)(ri_l(x —k)+ l))

keZ i=0

denote the scaling function associated to 7. Note that o~ ! is given, for x € R, by

N-1
o) = Z]l[Nk,N(kJrl))(x)(k + Z Lizi+ny (6 — NR) (i (x —i — Nk)))~

keZ i=0

Example. Let us give an example for a scaling function o.

Take the IFS S = (09, o1) and the extended IFS 7 = (19, 71, T2) Withop =10 : x — "5—2 + %x,

T E 4 % ando1 =1 : x> lg_glgxgg)) + ‘5—‘. The inverse branches of the maps are illustrated

in Fig. 1(a). The scaling function o and the inverse of the scaling function o ~! are then given
by:

o ()= Lprsn @) (L35 =k (/56 k) +1-1)

keZ
+ 113/5.4/5) (x — k) (5(x — k) — 2) + Ljay5,1) (x — k)(ZS(X_k)_4 +1) + 3k),
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_ x=3r 2 1
o) = Z]l[3k,3(k+1))(x)<]l[0,1)(x - 3k)<f + i gk
keZ
x 2 2 loglx —3k—1) 4
1 -3k =-+=-4+=k)+1 -3k ——————+-+k) ).
+ 1> )<5 +5 + 5 )—i— 12.3)(x )( 5T0g2) + 5 + ))

The graph of o is shown in Fig. 1(b).
Let us now turn back to the measure H.
1

Lemma 2.3. We have H o 0 = pH and in particular, foralli e N,vot; =p~ v.

Proof. For E € B we have

H(o(E)) =) v(o(E)+k)

keZ
N—-1
=>"Y v(o(E)— NI —i)
i=0 leZ
N—-1
:Zv( U= —l)).
leZ i=0
Since
N-—1
v( U rl._l(E — l))
i=0
N—1
= Z p—lwllu(.cgl( U ri_l(E —l)))
weZU{@} i=0
N—-1
=2 > (5 E-D)
i=0 weXU{@}
N—-1 N—1
=3 > p (e E=D) + Y n( T E-D)
i=0 weX i=0
=p > p " u(t, E=D)+ Y u(rTE-D)+ Y u(y(E-D)
weX* i¢gA ieA
=p > p lu(ry (E=D)+ pu(E -1
weX
= pv(E —1),

where X* = {(i1, ..., ir) eﬁk: k>2,i1¢A},wehave H(c(E))=p-H(E). O
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2.2. The construction of a wavelet basis

In this section we will show how to find a wavelet basis for L2(H). This wavelet basis is
constructed via an MRA. In our context the definition of the MRA is given as follows.

Definition 2.4. Let s : R — R be a continuous strictly increasing function such that for some
fixed N € N,

s(x + k) =s(x)+ Nk, xel0,1], keZ.

Furthermore, let n be a measure on (R, B) such that n(A) = n(A + k), A € B, k € Z and
n(s(A)) = pn(A), for some p € N. We say (s, n) allows a multiresolution analysis (MRA) if
there exists a family {V;: j € Z} of closed subspaces of L?(n) and a function ¢ € L%(n) (called
the father wavelet) such that the following conditions are satisfied.

1. .--cWVhcVicVycCcVCcV,C--

2. cdUjez Vi = L),

3. ﬂjez Vi =1{0},

4. feVis foseVi, jel,

5. {x = ¢(x —n): n € Z} is an orthonormal basis in Vj.

Note that for s : x — Nx, p = N, and n = A chosen to be the Lebesgue measure, this definition
coincides with the classical definition of the MRA (see e.g. [2]).

Let us now define the shift operator T and the scaling operator U on L? () by

(Tg)(x) =g(x—1) and (Ug)(X)=%ﬁg(S_l(x)), geL’(n), x€R.

Remark 2.5. Both operators U and T are unitary.

We complete this section demonstrating that the MRA can be satisfied for (o, H) if we choose
the father wavelet ¢ to be the characteristic function of the corresponding limit set C, i.e.

p:=1c.

First we observe that the function ¢ satisfies the following scaling equation for H-almost every
x €R,

@) =1 _, @ =Y L@ =Y 1c(r' @)=Y o ')
i€eA i€eA i€eA

= ng(a(x) — i).

i€eA
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By virtue of the so-called low-pass filter m( there exists a relation between the two operators T’
and U. Let us take the filter m( to be given by

1 .
ﬁZz’, zeT:={zeC: |z|=1}.
i€eA

mo(z) :=

Note that m( can also be regarded as a function on the set of unitary operators acting on L>(H).
For this choice the following proposition holds.

Proposition 2.6. The above defined operators U and T satisfy the following relations.

1. (T*p|T o)y = e, k, L € Z,
2. Up=mo(T)e,
3. UTU ' =TV,

Proof. 1. Since H((C + k) N (C + £)) =0 for k # ¢ and H is invariant with respect to the
mapping x — x + 1, we have

(TpITty), = / T () TTp(x) dH (x)
=/10(x —k)lc(x —€)dH(x)
=/]lc+k(X)ch+e(X)dH(X)=8k1-

2. For x € R we have

1 » 1
Up(x) = —1c(07' (x)) = —1o(c)(x)

Jr JP
a ﬁ UIEA(TI'_I (i (C))+i ()C)

1
= ﬁ Z]lc(x —i)=mo(T)p(x).
icA

3.Let f € L>(H) and x € R. Then
(UTU' f)x) = f(o (o7 (x) = 1)).

For x € [Nk, N(k+ 1)) we have that o 1 (x) = Tj(x — j — Nk)+k for some j € {0,..., N —1}.
Thus, 0 ' (x) € [k, k+ 1) and 0~ (x) — 1 € [k — 1, k). Now observe
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o(c™ ) —1) =o(rj(x —j—Nk)+k-1)
N—
Zﬂ[n((» a5 = j = NK) + k=1 = (k= 1)
i=0

x (¢ (tj(x — j = Nk) +k—1— (k= D) +i) + Nk —1)
=15 "ojx—j =Nk +k—1—(—D)+j+Nk—1)
=x—N.

Consequently, f(o(c™'(x) = 1) = f(x—N)=T"f(x). O

Remark 2.7. Notice that

J
UiTrp(x) = (%) o077 (x) — k)

= (%)j]lc(o_j(x) —k)

1\/
= (ﬁ) Lok (X)-

Theorem 2.8. The pair (o, H) allows an MRA if we set ¢ :=1¢ to be the father wavelet and let
Vo:=cl span{T’%p: k e Z}, V; :=clspan{U’ Tkg: k € Z, j € Z. In particular, we have

clspan{U”Tk<p: k,neZ}= L%*(H).

Proof. To prove that this gives an MRA, we show that the conditions 1 to 5 from Definition 2.4
are satisfied.
1. Recall that U = mo(T)p and UTU ' = TN . Consequently,

U'T*o = U ' TF U "mo(TYp = U 2TV mo(T) .

This shows that V_; C V_; and iterating this argument it follows that---Cc Vi Cc Vo C V_1 C---

3. Clearly 0 € jez Vj- Recall that R is equal to the essential support of H. Now take f €
ﬂjez Vi. Then f € V; for all j € Z. If we have 0 # f € V, for some jy € Z, then there exist
k € Z and ¢ # 0 such that f_jo 1) = Lyio (- Since (V) j> j, is a nested sequence we have
folr every j > jo that there exists k; € Z such that f1,j(c14,) = cLyi(cx)) anq o/(C+kj)D
ol=1(C +k;—1). Consequently f takes the value c on the nested union U o/ (C+kj). Since
this union has infinite measure, f must be constantly 0.

4. Let f € Vj, i.e. for some by € C,

JZJo

fO) =) "bUI T p(x) =Y crp(o™ (x) — k)

keZ keZ

and
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Flo@) =Y bUiT (o)) =Y crp(o ™ (o(x)) —k)

keZ keZ
= chw(afjﬂ(x) — k) = deUjflTkw(x).
keZ keZ

Thus, foo € Vj_1.

5. In Proposition 2.6 it has been shown that (7%¢);c7 is orthonormal. The spanning condition
is trivially satisfied.

2. First we will show that 17 for F € Bk r+1] mod H, k € Z, can be approximated by linear
combinations of U"T™ ¢ = p_"/2 - Lon(C4+m), m,n € Z. For this let us define the set

n—1
Vi = {Cw,k ::a"(C—i—Za,'Ni +N"k): wely, n=> 1},

i=0

where

Co:={(ai,....,an): aj e N}.

We are going to show that V; U {&} defines a semiring for [k, k + 1]. Since

n—1 n—1 n—1
C + Za,-Ni + Nk C |:N<ZaiNi_l + N"—lk), N(ZaiNi_l + N+ 1)}

i=0 i=1 i=1

we get inductively

n—1
o " (c + Za,-N" + N"‘k)

i=0

N n—1 n—1
—n+1(z [, j+1)(C+ZaiNi +Nnk—N<ZaiNi_l +Nn_1k>>

i=0 i=1

n—1 n—1
x (r,- (c +Y aiN' +N"k - N(ZaiNi_l + N"—1k> - j)

i=0 i=1

n—1
+ ZalNl—l + NI‘l—lk))

i=1

N—-1 n—1
ot ( > 17+ (C +ao) (r,~<c +ag— )+ aN "'+ N"—1k>>

j=0 i=1

n—1
O,*}’l“rl (Tao (C) + ZaiNi71 + Nﬂlk>

i=1
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n—1
A (ral (7ao (O)) + Za,-Ni 24 N”zk)

i=2

0 s (e () ) a1+ W)
= Tan—l(tan—2("'(tﬁl(tao((j)))"')) + k.

From this the semiring properties of Vi U {&} follow immediately. Then also

m
V= LJlBg B(G LJ)%,HlEIN
=1 keZ

defines a semiring. Furthermore, we will show that B|; x+1] C o (V) which would also imply
B C o(V). In fact Bl k+1] is generated mod H by sets of the form (a,b) N[k, k + 1] N R,
a,b € R, which belong obviously to o (Vy). This shows Bl k+1] C 0 (Vk). Thus, every set
F € Blk,k+1] can be approximated by sets from )V and consequently every set E € B can be
approximated by sets of V. Since

Lo, () =Ty " @i NT+N"k) €

n—1
=1c¢ <a"(x) —> aiN' - N”k)

i=0
=c-U""Tlox),

where [ = :’;01 a;N' + Nk, we find that 1, E € B3, can be approximated by linear combina-

tions of U™ Tkgo. Now the claim follows since the simple functions are dense in L*(H). O

For the construction of the mother wavelets we will introduce further filter functions. Let
A=lap,...,ap_1}and G:={0,...N —1}\{ag,...,ap—1} ={di: i =0,..., N — p — 1}. Then
the first N — p high-pass filters, my, ..., my_p, on T are defined by

mis1:z> 2%,

ieN—p—1
The remaining p — 1 filter functions are defined by

-1
1=, .
my_pikize — Y 0¥z, forke(l,....p—1}, n=e>"/r.

N
It has been shown in [3] that the matrix

N—-1

1
M(z) = ﬁ(mj (0'2)) —o-
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where p = ¥ /N

identity matrix).
The following proposition shows that

, is unitary for almost all z € T (i.e. M(z)*M (z) = I, where I denotes the

(Vi =U"mi(Tg, iefl,....,N—1}}
defines a set of mother wavelets.
Proposition 2.9. The set

Uty ie{l,...,N -1}, n,k e Z}
is an ONB for L?>(H).

Proof. We have shown in Theorem 2.8 that the father wavelet ¢ gives rise to an MRA
and consequently {U"T*@: k,n € Z} is dense in L*>(H). This implies that also (UM T*y;:
ie{l,...,.N —1}, n,k €7} is dense in LZ(H). Furthermore, the orthonormality of {v;: i €
{1,...,N — 1}} follows form the unitarity of the filter functions. Finally, since {T*vy;:
ie{l,...,N—1},k € Z} is an ONB for V_; & V, and hence {U”Tklﬂi: ie{l,...,.N—1},
k € Z} is an ONB for V,,_1 © V,,, the orthonormality of{U”Tklp,-: ie{l,...,.N—1}, n,keZ}
follows. O

3. Fourier bases

In this section we will use the set-up of Section 2.1. That is, we consider an arbitrary IFS
S = (0i,i € p) extended to a “gap filling” IFS 7 = (7;,i € N) consisting of N contractions
such that there exists a set A C N with {o0;: i € p} ={r;: j € A}. Additionally, we consider
two corresponding homogeneous linear TFSs S =ZEI-, i € p) and T=G,ie N), given by the
functions 7; := p; v 1 X > 7 + ﬁ such that {0;: i € p} ={T;: j € A}.

3.1. The construction of a conjugating homeomorphism

Let us now investigate the construction of the conjugating homeomorphism from the linear
enlarged limit set to the non-linear one. In the first step the construction is given for [0, 1] to
be extended to R in the second step. This homeomorphism on R can be employed for a dif-
ferent approach to construct the wavelet basis from Section 2.2. See Remark 3.1 for a detailed
discussion.

The aim is to find a homeomorphism ¢ : [0, 1] — [0, 1] such that ¢(1§[0,1]) = R0,1] ¢(5) =
Cand ¢poT; =1;0¢ fori € N, where C, C are the limit sets corresponding to the IFS S, S
respectively, and Rjo, 1], ﬁ[(),l] are the corresponding enlarged limit sets restricted to [0, 1]. The
idea of the construction can be found e.g. in [6].

Let D:={f e C(0,1]: f(©0) =0, f(1) =1, f:[0,1] — [0,1]} and let the operator
F:D — D be given by

N—1

(Ffx) = Z TiofoT X)Lz zay®) + Lx), xel0,1].
i=0
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Then it is easy to see that F is a contraction and since D is complete, we have by the Banach
Fixed Point Theorem, that there exists a fixed point ¢ of F in D. It is not hard to see that the
inverse function ¢! of ¢ is the unique fixed point of the contractive operator on D given by

N-1

(GhY)(x) =Y Tiohot, ' (x) Ly@.man®) +1my(x), heD, xel0,1].
i=0

Consequently ¢ : [0, 1] — [0, 1] is a homeomorphism and it is straightforward to observe that
it has all the desired properties. This homeomorphism may then be extended continuously to R,
such that ¢ (R) = R. For this notice that any x € R can be written uniquely as x = {x} + |x],
where | x] € Z denotes the largest integer not exceeding x and {x} = x — | x] the fractional part
of x. Then the extended homeomorphism is defined, for x € R, by

G(x) == p(Ix}) + Lx,

and consequently, its inverse function ¢ ' R—Ris given by

$ '@ =¢""({2)) + lz), zeR

Remark 3.1. (1) We would like to remark that the wavelet basis (constructed in Section 2.2)
can also be obtained using the homeomorphisms ¢ : R — R. In fact, the wavelet basis for the
non-linear IFS is just the composition of ¢ with the basis elements of the linear IFS constructed
in [3].

(2) For what follows we only need the homeomorphism restricted to C.ie. ¢|&. Hence, the
restricted homeomorphism is in fact independent of the functions defined on the “gaps” of the
limit set, i.e. it depends only on (T;)aeca and (T4)aea-

3.2. The appropriate function space

It will be essential to construct first the Fourier basis for the linear Cantor set c given as the
limit set of the IFS S = (7;: i € A). The Hausdorff dimension of this set C is s = log p/log N.
The restriction of the Hausdorff measure H* to C will be denoted by i1, i.e. &t = H®|z. This
measure satisfies

~ 1 ~ o~
pieA

or equivalently,

1 - ~ ~
/f(X)dM(x) = fo(n W) i), f e L),

i€eA

and, by a theorem of Hutchinson (cf. [5]), it is hence unique with this property. Furthermore,
H(C)=q(C)=1.

We will consider the homeomorphism ¢ : C — C from Section 3.1, where C is the limit set
of S = (o, i € p) = (1;, i € A). Notice that the homeomorphism ¢ is measurable with respect
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to the Borel-o-algebra. This allows us to consider the space L?(j1), where y is the transported
measure, i.e. © = i o ¢!, which coincides with the unique measure on C satisfying

1 -1
M:—Z,uo‘[i .
pieA

The above defined homeomorphism ¢ will be used to carry over a Fourier basis in L2([{) to a
generalised Fourier basis in L?(w) in Section 3.4.

3.3. The construction of the Fourier basis for homogeneous linear IFSs

In this section we state the main results on Fourier bases for homogeneous linear IFSs from
Jorgensen and Pedersen, and Jorgensen and Dutkay [9,3] without proofs. First we consider the
construction of the Fourier basis on the Hilbert space L2(1) with the inner product (f|g)x =
ff(x)g(—x)dﬁ(x). The classical Fourier basis is of the form {e,: n € M} with M C Z and
en : X > €27 This kind of basis does not exist for all L2-spaces of functions defined on a
limit set. In fact, the existence of appropriate L>-spaces depends on the underlying algebraic

structure of the IFS (cf. [9] and Example 4.4 below).
Recall the definition of the Fourier transform [t of a measure [1:

a) = /e”””‘ dii(x), teR.
Lemma 3.2. (See [9].) The Fourier transform for the measure |1 satisfies the following relation:
) =m(N~'t) - ka ),
where ka(t) =p~'Y 4 AN gt e R,

The following assumption guaranties the existence of a classical Fourier basis.

Assumption 3.3. We assume that 0 € A, and that there exists a set L C Z, such that 0 € L,
cardL = p and

Hyp = P_l/z(eiZﬂ%)aeA, leL

is unitary. The set L with this property will be called the dual set to A.

Lemma 3.4. (See [9].) Under Assumption 3.3 we have that the set
{ex: L e A}

is orthonormal in L*([0), where e) : x — ¢'>™* and

A:={lo+ Nlj + N’ +---+ N¥lj: l; e L, keN}.
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We now introduce three conditions under which the set {e,: A € A} gives an orthonormal
basis, i.e. when this set spans the space L(f). For this we first need the following definitions.
Let the dual Ruelle Operator for the above setting be given by

J— 2 J—
mo<le)‘ f(le), feCm),

1
(RLf)(x) :=— Z
P leL
where mg : t — p~1/2 > ea pi2mta

Definition 3.5. (See [3].) Let 65 := p—p n and L and A :={ag, ..., a,_1} are given as in As-

sumption 3.3. Then the family (z1, z2, . .., zx) € TK with z; = /2781, 2y = /2782 7; = €275
is called an L-cycle with pairing (b1, ba, ..., bgy1) € L¥t1 iffor j=1,...,k and zj41 := 21
we have

zj =exp(i2map; (§j41)).
and [mo(E)>=p,j=1,....k

Proposition 3.6. (See [9,3].) Under Assumption 3.3 the following three characterisations of the
existence of an orthonormal basis (ONB) in L*([1) hold.

1. The set {e;: A € A} is an ONB in L*({0), if and only if Q = 1, where

0= [ra-n[. reR.

reA

2. The set {ey: A € A} is an ONB in L*(R0), if the space

{f eLip®): f>0, f(O)=1, R.(f)= [}

is one-dimensional.
3. The set {e,: L € A} is an ONB in Lz(ﬁ), if the only L-cycle is trivial, i.e. is equal to (1).

3.4. The Fourier basis on homeomorphic limit sets

In this section the above constructed Fourier basis for homogeneous linear IFSs will be carried
over to L% (/1) to obtain in this way a generalised Fourier basis. In fact, the following proposition
shows that the basis elements obtained in our analysis can again be regarded as characters. Its
proof is immediate.

Proposition 3.7. Let (e,) be the classical Fourier basis on R and ¢ : R — R be a homeomor-
phism. Then d, := e, o ¢_1 define characters on (R, ff), where the addition § : R x R — R is

given by (x,y) > ¢~ (x) + ¢~ 1 (»).

Now we are turning to the construction of the generalised Fourier basis on L?(x). It will be
crucial that we impose the restriction 0 € C. Suppose that ¢ : C — C is the homeomorphism
introduced in Section 3.1. We begin with the analogue statement to Lemma 3.4.
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Lemma 3.8. Let {¢;: A € A} (as specified above) be orthonormal in L*>([), then {e; o ¢\
L € A} is orthonormal in L* ().

Proof. We have
1 W _ | T -1
(e;LOQ) |e;¢o¢ )M_/e;\oqb eyod du
:/e—i2n¢’1(t)kei2n¢’l(t)k’ du(t)

. . o
:/67127{[}»6!27‘[1)» d,bL(l)

= (exlen)

=8 m|
The existence of an ONB can also be transferred with the help of the homeomorphism ¢.
Theorem 3.9. If {e;: A € A} is an ONB in L*>(%), then {e; o ¢~ ': » € A} is an ONB in L?(1).
Proof. Only the spanning condition remains to be checked. For this let
feL*(w\clspanfe; o' 1 € A}

Then f o ¢ € L2(fi)\ clspan{e;: A € A} and since {e;: A € A} is an ONB of L?(f{) we have
f o¢ =0. Since ¢ bijective, it follows that also f =0. O

4. Examples
4.1. Wavelets

Example 4.1 (1/3-Cantor set). As an example for the affine case we will determine the wavelet
basis for the 1/3-Cantor set C3 (we refer to [3] for further details). The IFS on [0, 1] for this set
is S = (ox: k=0,1) with oy = pg 3 : x = (x +ar)/3, ap := 0 and a; := 2 and the gap filling
IFS is T = (t: k=0, 1,2) with 7; := pi 3. The father wavelet is ¢ = 1¢,. The resulting filter
functions on T are

1
my:z> E(1+z2),
myize> 2z,

1
my .7 E(l_zz)

So the mother wavelets are, for x € R,

Y1 (x) =v21c,Gx — 1),
Yo(x) =1c;Bx) — ey (3x —2).
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Furthermore, the basis of L?(H®), where s =log2/log3 and H® is the s-Hausdorff measure
(cf. [3,4]), is

x> 27% 2y (3 x —1): i = 1,2, k,1 e Z}.

Example 4.2 (1/4-Cantor set with one gap-filling contraction). We now consider the IFS
S := (00,01) and the gap filling IFS 7 := (19, 71, 72) With 09 = 10 = po.4, 01 = T2 = P34,
T X > % + %. Then the limit set of S is the 1/4-Cantor set C4 and let H be the fractal measure
constructed in Section 2.1.1. Already this example is not covered by [9] since the system is not
homogeneous, i.e. 71 has a different scaling than 7 and 73.

The operators T and U for f € L%(H) are then givenby (Tf)(x) := f(x—1) and (Uf)(x) :=
2-1/2 f (0! (x)), where the scaling function ¢ restricted to [0, 1] is given by

1

1
o(x):= 1[0’%)()0 -dx +]l[1’%)(x) . <2x + 5) + ]1[%y1)(x) -(4x—1), xe]0,1].

The father wavelet is ¢ = 1¢,. The filter functions on T for the construction of the mother
wavelets are the same as for the 1/3-Cantor case (see Example 4.1), because the form of the
filter functions depends only on the number and position of the gaps, i.e.

1
=—(1+2
mo(z) ﬁ( +2%),

mi(z) =z,

1
=—(1-2%).
m(2) ﬁ( %)

So the mother wavelets are given, for x € [0, 1], by

Y1) = (U™'mi(1))p(x) = v2¢(0 (x) — 1)

= V2 (100 dx 1y 3,0 (2045 ) F1ps 00 (Ax— 1) — 1
=Vzp [‘1_‘1%))( X 3 [%,1)()5) (4x ) )

Yo (x) = (U 'ma(T))p = 90 (x)) — ¢(0(x) —2)
1
:(p(]l[o,%)(x) -4x + ]l[%’%)(x) . (2x + 5) +]l[%71)(x) - (4x — l))
1
—<p<]l[0’%)(x) -4x —Hl[%%)(x) . <2x + 5) + 1[%,1)(") -(dx—-1) —2).

Thus, the orthonormal basis for LZ(H) is

U"T Yy i = 1,2, n ke Z}.
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4.2. Fourier bases

Example 4.3 (1/4-Cantor set). (See [9].) Let us recall the standard example for a Fourier basis
for the 1/4-Cantor set C4 supporting the Cantor measure @4 and with Hausdorff dimension
equal to 1/2. This set is the limit set of the IFS on [0, 1] S = (00, 01) given by op = po 4 and
o1 = p3,4. Hence, in Assumption 3.3 we have A = {0, 3}. For L := {0, 2} the matrix Ha;, =
2_1/2(6"2“1/4)0@,1& is unitary and so the set {e,: A € A} is orthonormal in L2(M4), where

k
A=1)"1j4:1;€{0,2}, keNg.
j=0

To show now that {e,: A € A} is an ONB we will use the characterisation by L-cycles as stated
in Proposition 3.6. We have that 7, = e2mEe e T g=1,...,k+1,isan L-cycle of length k + 1

: i2m S . i2J'[—Ej+l
forby,...,bxy1€{0,2}ifz; =e T ,j=1,...,k,and 2441 =z1. Thus, z; = ¢ 2 or
o Ejt172 . .. .
Zj= T3 for j=1,...,kand z1 = zx+1. These conditions can only be satisfied for k = 0,

i.e. for the cycle (1). Hence by Proposition 3.6, {e;: A € A} gives an ONB basis in L?(i4).

Example 4.4 (1/3-Cantor set). The 1/3-Cantor set is the example for the case where a Fourier
basis in the sense of [9] does not exist. The 1/3-Cantor set C3 is given by the IFS S = (09, 01)
acting on [0, 1] with o9 = pp 3 and o1 = py 3. Consequently, in Assumption 3.3 we have A =
{0, 2}. To get a Fourier basis, for the orthonormality a set L C Z is needed — such that card L = 2
and H,4p is unitary. But it is not possible to find such a set L satisfying these conditions
(cf. [7,9]). If we would relax the condition L C 7Z, we could choose L = {0, %} to obtain Hup,

unitary. If we now set A := {3 (lo + 31y + 32 +--- +3): [; € {0, 1}, k € N} we will find that
{ey: A € A} is not orthonormal. In fact, if we consider A = % and )\ = ?T € A, then

(exlen)y = f efz”x<%‘%>du<x)=ﬁ<§>.
Since (cf. [9])

@) = / > dpu(x)
1 i2mkx P2rix 2wt
=3 eI dux)+ [ 73 e 3 du(x)
1 ~( 1 it~ !
= - —_ 3 —
2("(3)“ “(3))

1 4 [t
= 5(1 +el3m) I’L(§>’

we find
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»
L

0 1

Fig. 2. The graph of the homeomorphism ¢ : [0, 1] — [0, 1] conjugating the IFSs (zq, 71, 1) and (%, T1, 7) from
Example 4.6.

This shows that the condition L C Z cannot be omitted. In fact by [9,8] there does not exist a
set L C R such that {e,: A € A} is a Fourier basis.

Remark 4.5. (1) From [9] we know that there are no more than two orthogonal functions e, (for
any A € R) in the Hilbert space L(w).

(2) It has been shown in [8] that for an IFS with two branches of the form o; (x) = N~ 'x + b;,
with b; € {0,a},i=1,2,a € R\ {0} and N € Z \ {—1, 0, 1} such that the OSC is satisfied there
does not exist a Fourier basis for any a € R \ {0} if N is odd and there exists a basis for all
a e R\ {0} if N iseven and |N| > 4.

Example 4.6 (A generalised Fourier basis on the 1/3-Cantor set). As seen in the last example,
it is not possible to construct a classical Fourier basis in the sense of [7,9] on L?(u3), where
w3 is the Cantor measure on the 1/3-Cantor set C3 given by S = (00, 01), 60 = 00,3, 01 = 2.3
In Section 3.1 we have shown that there exists a homeomorphism ¢ conjugating the IFS 7 =
(tx: k €{0,1,2}) with ty, = ok,3 and '? = (79, 71, T2) with Tp = 00,4, T :x 2x2—1 , T = P34
(see Fig. 2). Note that i3 = p4 o ¢~ and that the homeomorphism restricted to the 1/4-Cantor
set Cy is given explicitly by

¢:Cy— C3,

a; 2/3-a;
YTy @elos)
i i

Consequently, by Theorem 3.9 the Fourier basis of L?(u4) can be carried over to L2(u3). In fact,
if we set A := {ZI;‘:o lj4j: 1; €{0,2}, k e N} then {e;: A € A} is an ONB in L?(u4) and hence
{exop~': L e A}isan ONB in L?(u3).
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