
Research Article

Andrei Tetenov* and Allanazar Kutlimuratov

On the structure of self-affine Jordan
arcs in 2�

https://doi.org/10.1515/dema-2022-0228
received December 20, 2022; accepted April 12, 2023

Abstract: We prove that if a self-affine arc γ 2�∈ does not satisfy weak separation condition, then it is a
segment of a parabola or a straight line. If a self-affine arc γ is not a segment of a parabola or a line, then it is
a component of the attractor of a Jordan multizipper with the same set of generators.
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1 Introduction

The main question the article deals with is what may be a sufficiently general method of defining explicitly
self-affine Jordan arcs in the plane and in space.

A Jordan arc γ in n� is called self-affine (resp. self-similar, self-conformal) if it is the attractor of a finite
system S S, , m1� { }= … of contracting maps of the respective type in n� . This means [1] that the arc γ is the
unique nonempty compact set satisfying the equation γ S γ S γm1( ) ( )= ∪ …∪ .

The obvious and natural way to obtain a Jordan self-similar arc γ with endpoints z z, m0 is to build it up
from pieces S γk( ), which follow each other successively and are connected by common endpoints, say,
S z S zk m k1 0( ) ( )=− . In this case, the maps Sk should send the points z z, m0 to the points z z,k k1− , and the
relations S γ S γi j( ) ( )∩ = ∅ if i j 1∣ ∣− > and S γ S γ zi i i1( ) ( ) { }∩ =+ should be fulfilled. Such systems of con-
tractions are called Jordan zippers, which were studied in detail by Aseev et al. [2]. This approach is fairly
good; however, there exist examples of self-similar Jordan arcs γ S γi

m
i1 ( )= ⋃

=
for which the overlaps γ γi i 1∩

+

are non-trivial subarcs of γ. The problem of defining parameters for fractal arcs having non-trivial overlaps
is rather complicated.

We also consider a more universal setting that is applicable to each of the three previous cases.
A Jordan arc γ is called locally self-affine if, for any open subarc γ γ′ ⊂ , there is a non-degenerate

contractive affine mapping S such that S γ γ( ) ⊂ ′. Given a locally self-affine arc γ, the semigroup
γ S S γ γ:�( ) { ( ) }= ⊂ of contractive affine maps of γ into γ is infinite, and in general case, it cannot be

reduced to a finite number of generators. It is most preferable for us to be able to define such generators
explicitly by some finite procedure.

The problem of finite explicit representation of self-similar and self-affine curves is closely related to the
rigidity properties of these sets, which we discuss later in this section.

Self-similar curves appeared initially in the works of Peano [3] and von Koch [4] and were studied in
detail by Levy [5]. Earliest examples of self-conformal sets were the limit sets of quasi-Fuchsian groups;
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they appeared first in 1897 in the book [6] written by Fricke and Klein. The first studies of self-affine curves
were originated by de Rham [7].

These three types of sets manifest various unusual phenomena, which may be (and often are) called
rigidity properties. For example, a self-similar arc γ different from a line segment cannot be shifted along itself
to a small distance by a similarity close to identity [8]. Certain types of self-similar sets such as Sierpinski
gasket or a fractal necklace are topologically rigid, and the only possible continuous injections of such a set K
to itself are the maps sending K to some of its pieces S Ki in1 ( )… . As it was proved by Astala [9], if the boundary
of a plane domain contains a self-similar curve, then the domain is conformally rigid in the sense of Thurston
[10]. There is one more property: it is well known that, for any subarc γ of a limit set GΛ( ) of a quasi-Fuchsian
groupG and any bundle B of parallel lines l intersecting γ, the set l B l γ: 1{ ( ) }∈ # ∪ = is nowhere dense in B;
this happens because loxodromic fixed points are dense in GΛ( ). A similar property takes place for self-similar
Jordan arcs in n� [11]. If a self-similar Jordan arc γ n�⊂ contains a subarc γ′ admitting a bundle of parallel
hyperplanes, each of which intersects γ′ in a unique point, then the whole γ is a straight line. If a self-similar
arc is not a straight line, then it is a Whitney set of some differentiable function [12].

The geometric rigidity properties of self-similar sets were first pointed out in 1982 by Mattila [13]. He
proved that if a self-similar set K in n� satisfies the open set condition, then there is the following alternative:
either the set K lies on an m-dimensional affine subspace or the intersection of K with every m-dimensional
C1-submanifold M of n� has zero Hausdorff measure H E Mt( )∩ , where t is the Hausdorff dimension of E.

This geometric rigidity property was extended to conformal iterated function system (IFS) in 2001 by
Mauldin et al. [14]. They proved that if S S, , m1� { }= … is a conformal IFS in n� (n 2≥ ), and its attractor K is a
continuum, then either Kdim 1H( ) > or K is a proper compact segment of a geometric circle or a straight line.
Further intensive work in this area was done in a cycle of works by Käenmäki [15,16].

As it follows from [13], a self-similar arc in n� belongs to classC1 only if it is a line segment. Conversely,
it was proved by Tetenov [8] that if a self-similar Jordan arc γ in n� is not a line segment, then it can be
represented by somemultizipper � . Moreover [17], if such self-similar arc γ lies in the plane, then it satisfies
weak separation condition. The latter statement does not hold for the arcs in n, 3n� ≥ [18].

The situation is quite different for self-affine arcs. There are various non-trivial self-affine arcs in the
plane that belong to the class C1. First, it was shown for the graphs of affine fractal functions in 1989 in
[19,20]. Later, the theory of smooth fractal interpolation was developed by many authors [21,22].

Kravchenko (2005) studied smooth self-affine curves in the plane, considering the action of affine
transformations on cones in 2� and found the conditions under which the attractor of a self-affine zipper
in the plane is a C1-smooth curve [23]. In 2009, Bandt and Kravchenko [24] proved that the only C2-differ-
entiable self-affine arc in 2� is a segment of a parabola or a straight line.

Another approach to the study of self-affine curves was worked out in 2006 by Protasov [25] in his
research of wavelets. He considered these curves as a special case of summable fractal functions
f : 0, 1 n�[ ] → . Any such function is defined as a solution in the space L 0, 1p([ ]) of a system of m equations

f t B mt k t˜ ; ,k
k
m

k
m

1
( ) ( ) ⎡

⎣
⎤
⎦

= + ∈
+ , where k m0, , 1= … − and B̃k is an affine operator with linear part Bk. He

found the conditions for smoothness of γ f 0, 1[ ]= in terms of eigenvalues of operators Bk and proved that
the smoothness class of a self-affine fractal curve in n� is either strictly smaller than n or it is infinite. In the
latter case, γ is a polynomial curve of order n, which, in fact, is an affine image of a segment of the moment
curve γ t t t t t, , , ,n2 �( ) ( )= … ∈ .

In the last decade, Polikanova also proved that the moment curves in n� are the only non-degenerate
Cn-curves, every two oriented arcs of which are affine congruent. Her approach was purely geome-
trical [26,27].

Finally, in 2017, Feng and Käenmäki [28] proved a very powerful result in this series: an analytic curve
in n� , n 2≥ , which cannot be embedded in a hyperplane, contains a non-trivial self-affine set if and only if
it is an affine image of a segment of a moment curve in n� .

We put our questions in a slightly different fashion. Which conditions imply that a self-affine arc should
be a parabolic segment? How a self-affine Jordan arc can be constructed, if it is not a parabolic segment?
The answers are given by the following two theorems, which we prove in this article.
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Theorem 1. Let γ 2�⊂ be a locally self-affine Jordan arc, which does not satisfy weak separation condition.
Then, γ is a segment of a parabola or a straight line.

Theorem 2. Let S S, , m1� { }= … be a system of affine contraction maps in 2� , whose attractor is a Jordan arc
γ, which is not a segment of a parabola or a straight line. There is a finite affine multizipper Sijk� { }= such that
γ is the attractor of � . All the maps from the multizipper � are elements of the system � .

The last two theorems extend the rigidity and structural theorems for self-similar Jordan arcs proved in
[8] to the self-affine case.

In Section 2, we give all necessary definitions and remind some notions and results from the study by
Tetenov and Chelkanova [29].

In Section 3, we consider the ranges of transversal directions to locally self-affine arcs, proving
Proposition 18.

In Subsection 3.1, we prove that for any locally self-affine Jordan arc γ, the elements of sufficiently small
neighborhood of identity are the affine shifts of γ (Proposition 20) and then prove Theorem 1.

In Section 4, we prove Theorem 2.

2 Preliminaries

Zippers and multizippers. The simplest way to construct a self-similar curve is to take a polygonal line
and then make iterations, replacing each of its segments by a smaller copy of the same polygonal line; this
construction is called zipper [2].

Definition 3. A system S S, , m1� { }= … of contraction mappings of d� to itself is called a zipperwith vertices
z z, , m0{ }… and signature ε ε ε ε, , , 0, 1m i1( ) { }= … ∈ if, for i m1= … , S z zi i ε0 1 i( ) = − + and S z zi m i εi( ) = − .

More general approach to the construction of self-similar curves and continua is provided by a graph-
directed version of zippers [8], which we called multizippers.

Definition 4. Let X u V,u{ }∈ be a system of spaces, all isomorphic to d� . For each Xu, let a finite array of

points be given as x x, ,u
m

u
0 u
( ) ( )

{ }… . Suppose for each u V∈ and k m0 u≤ ≤ , we have some v u k V,( ) ∈ and

ε u k, 0, 1( ) { }∈ and a map X X:k
u

v u�
( )

→ such that

S x xk
u v

k
u

0 1( )( ) ( ) ( )
=

−
or xk

u( ) and S x xk
u

m
v

k
u

v
( ) ( ) ( )

( ) = or xk
u

1
( )
−
, depending on the signature ε u r,( ).

The graph-directed IFS defined by the maps Sk
u( ) is called a multizipper � .

The attractor of a multizipper � is a system of connected and arcwise connected compact sets K Xu u⊂ ,
satisfying the following system of equations:

K S K u V, .u
k

m

k
u

v u k
1

,
u

( )( )
( )= ⋃ ∈

=

We call the sets Ku the components of the attractor of � .
In recent years, several authors have considered the multizippers, e.g. [30,31].
The components Ku of the attractor of a multizipper � are Jordan arcs if the following conditions are

satisfied [8]:

Theorem 5. Let Sk
u

0� { }( )
= be a multizipper with node points xk

u( ) and with a signature ε =

v u k ε u k u V k m, , , , , 1, , u{( ( ) ( )) }∈ = … . If for any u V∈ and any i j m, 1, 2, , u{ }∈ … , the set
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K Ku i u j, ,( ) ( )∩ = ∅ if i j 1∣ ∣− > and is a singleton if i j 1∣ ∣− = , then any linear parametrization f I K:u u u{ }→ is a

homeomorphism and each Ku is a Jordan arc with endpoints x x,u
m

u
0
( ) ( ).

Let γ be a Jordan arc in d� . Usually, we denote its endpoints by a and b, and if x y γ, ∈ , we denote the
subarc of γ with endpoints x y, by γ x y,( ). We define the orientation on γ by the relation x y≤ , which is
equivalent to γ a x γ a y, ,( ) ( )⊂ .

Locally self-affine arcs and weak separation property (WSP).We say γ is locally self-affine if, for any
open subarc γ γ′ ⊂ , there is a non-degenerate contractive affine mapping S such that f γ γ( ) ⊂ ′.

We denote by γ�( ) the semigroup of all non-degenerate affine contraction maps of γ into itself. Two
maps f f γ,i j �( )∈ are called γ-incomparable if neither f γ f γi j( ) ( )⊂ nor f γ f γi j( ) ( )⊃ .

We call the family γ f f f f γ f f γ γ: , , , are incomparablei j i j i j
1

� �( ) { ( ) ( ) }= ∈ -
− the associated family for γ.

The idea of the associated family was introduced by Bandt and Graf in [32] as a tool for testing the
positiveness of Hausdorff measure of self-similar sets. Our current definition is suited for locally self-affine
arcs, so it differs from the one of [32]. Note that γ-incomparability does not permit γ�( ) to contain Id. We say

γ�( ) possesses WSP [33] if Id is not a limit point of γ�( ).
Affinemaps close to identity and their trajectories. Usually, in some argument, we restrict ourself to

affine maps close to identity. We define a neighborhood � of the identity map Id in the group of non-
degenerate affine maps GA 2�( ) by

f x Ax b A GL A E b b, 2, , 1 2, , 1 .2� �� { ( ) ( ) }= = + ∈ ‖ − ‖ < / ∈ ‖ ‖ <

Let A 2�( ) be the space of all affine maps of the plane equal to g y Ly β( ) = + , where L L 2, �( )∈ and β 2�∈ .
We use the following lemma from our article [29].

Lemma 6. There is a homeomorphism Ψ of the set � to a neighborhood � of zero map in A 2�( ) such that for
any f �∈ , the map g fΨ( )= satisfies the following condition: for any x 2�∈ , the solution y t( ) of the Cauchy
problem y g y y x˙ , 0{ ( ) ( ) }= = is equal to f x( ) at t 1= .

The values of L and β for the map g y Ly β( ) = + are easily found. L 1n
n A E

n1
1 n

( )
( )

= ∑ −
=

∞ +
− is a matrix

logarithm of A and β b1n
n A E

n0 1

n
( )

( )
= ∑ −

=

∞ −

+

.

The image g y Ly β( ) = + defines an affine system y Ly β˙ = + , whose evolution operator

f x e x e e s βdt tL tL

t

sL

0

( ) ∫= + ⋅
− (1)

assumes the value f x( ) at t 1= for any x, so we may write f x y tt ( ) ( )= . Thus, the map f is included to one-
parameter multiplicative group of affine maps f x t,t �{ ( ) }∈ .

This lemma allows us to include each orbit f a k N, 0, ,k{ ( ) }= … to a trajectory L x f x t;f
t �( ) { ( ) }= ∈ ,

which is of class C∞.
Affine shifts and affine displacements of γ. A map f x Ax b �( ) = + ∈ is called an affine shift of the

arc γ if γ γ f γ f γ( ) ( )≠ ∩ ≠ and γ f γ 1( ( ))# ∩ > . We will see in Lemma 7 that f has no fixed points on γ. A
map f x Ax b �( ) = + ∈ is called an affine displacement of the arc γ if f γ γ( ) ∩ = ∅.

Lemma 7. If g f f γi j
1

�( )= ∈
− and g γ γ˙ ˙( ) ( )∩ ≠ ∅, and g preserves the orientation on γ, then g has no fixed

points on γ.

Proof. Indeed, let a b, be the endpoints of γ f fi j
1

=
− . Let x γ̇∈ be a fixed point of g . Then, say, f ai( ) <

f a f x f x f b f bj i j i j( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )< = < < . So g γ a x γ a x, ,( ( )) ( )⊂ and g γ x b γ x b, ,1( ( )) ( )⊂
− . Therefore, g a xlim n( ) =

and g b xlim n( ) =
− , so x is a saddle point for g . Therefore, γ a x,( ) and γ x b,( ) should be non-collinear line

segments, which is impossible. □
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The first step for the Theorem 1 was the proof in our recent article of the following statement [29,
Theorem 1(i)].

Theorem 8. Let γ γ a a,0 1( )= be a locally self-affine Jordan arc with endpoints a a,0 1 in 2� such that there is a
sequence of affine shifts fk of γ converging to Id. Then γ is a parabolic or a straight line segment.

We also need the following corollary from this theorem:

Corollary 9. Let γ be a locally self-affine Jordan arc in 2� . Let γ γ̇′ ⊂ be its subarc with endpoints x x,0 1. If there
is a sequence of affine maps gn such that γ g γ γn( )′ ⊂ ⊂ , then γ is a segment of a straight line or a parabola.

Proof. By compactness, we can choose a subsequence, denoted the same way, such that the arcs g γn( )

converge to some arc γ″ with endpoints x x,0 1′ ′ and γ γ γ′ ⊂ ″ ⊂ . If there is a sequence of n such that g gn n
1

1
−

+

are affine shifts of γ, then γ is a segment of parabola by Theorem 8. Otherwise (by passing to a subse-
quence), we can assume that for any n, g γ g γn n1( ) ( )⊂

+
(or otherwise) and the fixed points yn of g gn n

1
1

−

+

belong to a sufficiently small subarc δ γ⊂ so that S γ δk( ) ∩ = ∅ for k 1= or m. Then, the maps S g g Sk n n k
1 1

1
− −

+

form a sequence of affine shifts of γ, converging to identity, which proves the corollary. □

3 T-ranges for Jordan arcs in the plane

Let γ be a Jordan arc in the plane. For convenience, we use complex plane notation for our argument, so we
consider γ �⊂ .

Definition 10. We say that α π� �∈ / defines a transversal direction to the arc γ, if for any line l, which
intersects real axis in the angle α, γ l 1( )# ∩ ≤ .

The setT γ( ) of all transversal directions α to the arc γ is called the range of transversal directions to γ or
T-range of γ.

We say that γ has empty T-range for all subarcs if, for any non-degenerate subarc γ γ′ ⊂ , its T-range is
empty.

In other words, a Jordan arc γ �⊂ has empty T-range for all subarcs if, for any subarc γ γ′ ⊂ and any
α π� �∈ / , there is z γ∈ ′ and ρ 0> such that z ρe γiα

+ ∈ ′. Therefore, the complementCT γ( ) = π T γ� � ( )/ ⧹

is the set of all directions of non-degenerate chords with endpoints in γ.

Lemma 11. If γ is a locally self-affine Jordan arc in the plane, then eitherT γ( ) ≠ ∅ or γ has an empty T-range
for all its subarcs.

First, we prove that if γ contains no straight line segment, then CT γ( ) is an open set.

Lemma 12. Let γ be a Jordan arc that lies completely in the upper half-plane zIm 0> except for its end points
z z0 1< , which lie on the real axis. Then, for any positive r z z1 0< − , there are z z γ,0 1′ ′ ∈ such that z z r1 0′ − ′ = .

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume for (d1) and (d2) that z z0 1< .
Take r z z1 0< − . The points z r0 + and z r1 + do not belong to γ; therefore, there is δ 0> such that the

neighborhoodsV z rδ 0( )+ andV z rδ 1( )+ are disjoint from γ. If ε δ0 < < , then z r iε0 + + lies in the domain D
bounded by the arc γ and a segment z z0 1[ ], while the point z r iε1 + + lies in the complement to the closed
domain D̄.
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Therefore, the image of γ under the translation by r iε+ intersects the arc γ. Reducing ε to 0, we obtain
that γ r γ( )+ ∩ ≠ ∅. This intersection does not contain points with real coordinates, and therefore, it lies in
γ z z,0 1{ }⧹ . Take z γ γ r1 ( )′ ∈ ∩ + . The point z z r0 1′ = ′ − is also in γ, which proves the lemma. □

Corollary 13. Let γ be a Jordan arc in � with endpoints z z,0 1 such that γ z z z z, ,0 1 0 1[ ] { }∩ = .
Then,

(1) for any positive r z z1 0∣ ∣< − , there are z z γ,0 1′ ′ ∈ such that z z r1 0∣ ∣′ − ′ = and z z z zArg Arg1 0 1 0( ) ( )′ − ′ = − ;

(2) there are h ε, 0> such that for any r h< and any θ ε∣ ∣ < , there are z z γ,0 1′ ′ ∈ for which

z z re z ziθ
1 0 1 0( )′ − ′ = − .

Proof. Consider the intersection of γ and the line l passing through the points z z0 1. There is at least one pair
of points z z l,0 1′ ′ ∈ such that z z z z, ,0 1 0 1[ ] [ ]∈ ′ ′ and the subarc γ γ′ ⊂ with endpoints z z,0 1′ ′ has no other
common points with l. Applying Lemma 12 to the arc γ′ and the half-plane bounded by l and containing
γ′, we come to (d1).

Suppose for convenience that z z,0 1 �∈ and z z0 1< . Take some segment u u z z, ,0 1 0 1[ ] ( )⊂ and put
h u u1 0= − . By the compactness of u u,0 1[ ], there is λ 0> such that a rectangle P u u λ, 0,0 1[ ] [ ]= × does
not intersect γ. For any ray l+ starting at the point z0 (resp. l− starting at z1), which intersects both vertical
sides of the rectangle P, the set l P∩ is contained in some interval ξ l ξ l,0 1( ( ) ( )) for which ξ l γi 1( ) ∈ ,

ξ l ξ l γ,0 1 1( ( ) ( )) ∩ = ∅, and ξ l ξ l h0 1( ) ( )‖ − ‖ ≥ . Then, by (d1), for any r h< , there are z z γ,0 1′ ′ ∈ such that the

interval z z,0 1[( )]′ ′ is parallel to l and z z r.1 0∣ ∣′ − ′ = Take ε 0> such that the ray l+, which forms an angle ε with
z z,0 1( ), and the ray l z1∋− , which forms an angle ε− with z z,1 0( ), intersect both vertical sides of the rectangle

P. Then, h and ε fit the statement (d2) of the lemma. □

Corollary 14. Let γ 2�⊂ be a Jordan arc 2� that does not contain a line segment. Then,T γ( ) is a closed subarc
in π� �/ .

Proof. Suppose α CT γ( )∈ . Then, there is a line l that intersects γ in at least two points. The complement γ l⧹

is a disjoint union of subarcs with endpoints on l but no other intersection points with l. Therefore, by the
statement (d2) of Corollary 13, there is a neighborhood α ε α ε CT γ,( ) ( )− + ⊂ . This shows thatCT γ( ) is open
in π� �/ .

Let α β T γ, ( )∈ . Take a point x γ∈ and let l l,α β be the lines passing through x in directions α and β.
These lines divide the plane into four angles. The set γ x{ }⧹ consists of two components, which are contained
in two opposite angles of these four angles. As x travels along γ, these four angles remain the same;
therefore, all values between α πmod and β πmod that correspond to the remaining two opposite angles
belong to T γ( ). Since CT γ( ) is open, T γ( ) is a closed subarc in π� �/ . □
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Lemma 15. Let γ 2�⊂ be a Jordan arc that has empty T-range for all subarcs.
(1) For any line l 2�⊂ , l γ∩ is nowhere dense in l and in γ.
(2) For any line l 2�⊂ and for any n �∈ , the set of those lines l′ parallel to l for which l γ n( )# ′ ∩ < is nowhere

dense.

Proof. The first statement is obvious, because the set γ l∩ is closed and does not contain any straight line
interval. We prove the second statement by induction in n.

Let l be a line and let a be a vector orthogonal to l such that for any t 0, 1( )∈ , γ l ta( )∩ + ≠ ∅. We show
that the set E1 of those t 0, 1( )∈ for which γ l ta 1( ( ))# ∩ + = is nowhere dense in 0, 1( ). Suppose that the set
E1 is dense in some interval t t, 0, 11 2( ) ( )⊂ . This interval defines an open strip S, bounded by the lines
l t a l t a,1 2+ + . Consider the intersection γ S γ∩ = ′. Note that if for some t t t,1 2( )∈ , the set γ l ta( )∩ + is
disconnected, then it is disconnected for any t′ in one of the intervals t ε t t t ε, , ,( ] [ )− + for some ε 0> .
Therefore, γ′ is a Jordan arc, and for any t t t,1 2( )∈ , the intersection γ l ta( )′ ∩ + is either a point or a line
segment contained in l ta+ . The second case is impossible, because each line segment of that kind is a
subarc in γ whose T-range is non-empty. If for each t, γ l ta 1( ( ))# ′ ∩ + = , then T γ( )′ is non-empty.

Therefore, for any Jordan arc γ, which has empty T-range for all subarcs, and for any line l and its
orthogonal vector a, the set t γ l ta: 1{ ( ( ) )}# ∩ + = is nowhere dense in �.

Now suppose that for any subarc γ γ′ ⊂ , the set t γ l ta n: 0{ ( ( )) }< # ′ ∩ + < is nowhere dense in 0, 1( ),
whereas the set t γ l ta n: 0{ ( ( )) }< # ∩ + = is dense in some interval t t, 0, 11 2( ) ( )⊂ . Let S be the open strip
bounded by the lines l t a l t a,1 2+ + . Since γ intersects both these lines, one of the components of γ S∩ is a
subarc γ0 with endpoints on different sides of S. Choose an endpoint x of this component so that both
components γ1 and γ2 of γ x{ }⧹ have nonempty intersection with S. The arc γ0 is a subarc of one of these

components, say, γ1. Suppose t t t t, ,1 2 1 2( ) ( )′ ′ ⊂ is such that for any t t t,1 2( )∈ ′ ′ , γ l ta2 ( )∩ + ≠ ∅. Being con-
tained in the intersection of the sets t γ l ta n: 0 1{ ( ( )) }< # ∩ + < and t γ l ta n: 0 2{ ( ( )) }< # ∩ + < , which are

both nowhere dense in t t,1 2( )′ ′ , the set t t t γ l ta n, :1 2{ ( ) ( ( )) }∈ ′ ′ # ∩ + = is nowhere dense in t t,1 2( )′ ′ too. □

It follows directly from Lemma 15 that if a Jordan arc γ has empty T-range for all subarcs, then for any
line l 2�⊂ and any n �∈ , there is a line l l∣∣′ , such that l γ n( )# ′ ∩ ≥ .

We denote by C z ρ α, ,( ) an open half-circle ξ z re r ρ θ α π α π, 0 , 2, 2iθ{ ( )}= + < < ∈ − / + / .

Lemma 16. Let γ t γ t γ t t, , 0, 1x y( ) ( ( ) ( )) [ ]= ∈ be a Jordan arc with endpoints γ γ h0 0, 0 , 1 0,( ) ( ) ( ) ( )= = whose
interior γ 0, 1(( )) lies in the open strip S x y y h, : 0{( ) }= < < and has empty T-range for all subarcs. Let S+ be a
connected component of S γ⧹ whose boundary contains 0,[ )+∞ .

There is a point a γ∈ and ρ 0> such that C a ρ S, , 0( ) ⊂ +.

Proof. Suppose γ tmax 0x( ) > , and τ 0, 1( )∈ satisfies γ τ γ tmaxx x( ) ( )= . Let a γ τ( )= . If ρ a amin , 1y y( )= − ,
then C a ρ S, , 0( ) ⊂ +.

Suppose for any x 0, 1( )∈ , γ t 0x( ) ≤ . As it follows from Lemma 15, there is a vertical line l x χ χ: , 0= < ,

which intersects γ more than three times. Let S̃+ be an unbounded component of S l⧹+ . The set S l˜∂ ⧹+ is an
union of more than two subarcs of the arc γ. Therefore, at least one of these subarcs, say γ′, has both its
endpoints in l. Let a γ∈ ′ be the point at which γx′ reaches its maximum. Then, there is such ρ, that
C a ρ S, , 0( ) ⊂ +. □

Lemma 17. Let γ t t, 0, 1( ) [ ]∈ be a Jordan arc that has empty T-range for all subarcs. Suppose γ 0( ) =

z γ z, 10 1( ) = , and z z Reiα
1 0= + and γ 0, 1(( )) lies completely in an open half-plane, bounded by the line l

containing z z,0 1. Let D be a domain bounded by γ and z z,0 1[ ].
There are points z z γ,0 1′ ′ ∈ and r 0> such that C z r α D, ,0( )′ ⊂ and C z r α D, , ¯1( )′ ∩ = ∅
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that z 00 = , z 11 = , α 0= , and the domain D lies in the
upper half-space. Let h γ tmax y2 ( )= and τ τ γ τ hmin : y0 2{ ( ) }= = . Denote by γ1 the subarc in γ with endpoints

0, 0( ) and h h γ τ,1 2 0( ) ( )= . By Lemma 16, there exists a point a γ1∈ such that C a ρ S, , 0( ) ⊂ +. There is a ball
B ρ a,( )′ such that B ρ a γ γ, 1( )′ ∩ ⧹ = ∅. The set D is a component of S γ⧹+ whose boundary contains γ1, hence

C a ρ S γ, , 0 1( ) ( )′ ⊂ + . Let now τ τ γ τ hmax : y1 2{ ( ) }= = and h γ τx1 1( )′ = . Denote by γ2 a subarc in γ with endpoints

1, 0( ) and h h,1 2( )′ and let S′
+
be an unbounded component of S γ2⧹+ . By Lemma 16, there is a point b γ2∈ , for

which there is a sector C b ρ S, , 0( ) ⊂ ′
+
. Since S D′ ∩ = ∅

+
, the same is true for C b ρ, , 0( ). □

Summarizing all previous argument, we come to the following proposition.

Proposition 18. Let γ be a Jordan arc that has empty T-range for all its subarcs. For any α π0,[ )∈ , there is a
subarc γ γ′ ⊂ with endpoints z z,1 2 such that z z αarg 2 1( )− = and γ z z1 2[ ]′ ∪ is a closed Jordan curve bounding
a domain D.

There is r 0> and points z z γ,0 1′ ′ ∈ ′ such that C z r α D, ,0( )′ ⊂ and C z r α D, , ¯1( )′ ∩ = ∅.

3.1 Arbitrary small displacements of self-affine arcs cannot be neighbor maps

Proposition 19. Let γ be a locally self-affine arc in 2� . Suppose there is a sequence fn{ } of affine displacements
of γ that converges to Id. Then, T γ( ) ≠ ∅.

Proof. Suppose contrary. Then, γ has empty T-range for all subarcs.
Therefore, we can choose a subsequence f A x bn n n= + (denoted the same way), a point z γ0 ∈ , and a

circleV B z R,0 0( )= , such that A Id 1 2n‖ − ‖ < / and fixed points of the maps or the points of invariant lines of fn
are not contained in B0. By Lemma 6, we put into the correspondence to each of the maps f x A x bn n n( ) = + an
affine map g y B y βn n n( ) = + such that f xn( ) is equal to the value at t 1= of the evolution operator φ xnt( ) of

non-homogeneous linear system y B y β˙ n n= + . Put t g x x Vsup ,n n 0{ ( ) }= ‖ ‖ ∈ . Let g y g y tˆn n n( ) ( )= / .
This way we obtain a sequence of linear dynamical systems inV0, whose integral curves coincide with

integral curves of respective systems x g x˙ k( )= . At the same time, g x x Vsup ˆ , 1k 0{ ( ) }‖ ‖ ∈ = . Due to the con-
vexity of functions g xˆk( )‖ ‖, the maximum value of each of these functions is attained on the boundary of the
disc V0.

Due to Arzelà-Ascoli theorem, the sequence ĝn contains a subsequence, which converges uniformly in
V0 to some affine function g0 such that g zsup 0( )‖ ‖ on B0 is equal to 1. Without loss of generality, we may
assume that the initial sequence gn{ } was chosen in such way that g gˆn 0⇉ on V0. Since, for any of the
functions, its zero value or minimal value is attained outside the disc V0, the value of h g z0 0( )= cannot be
equal to zero. Let α be the direction of the vector h. There is a discV1 with the center z0 and a number N such
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that n N> and z V1∈ imply g z g z h 40 0 0( ) ( )‖ − ‖ < ‖ ‖/ . Let γ1 be a subarc in γ V1∩ such that for any
n N> , f γ Vn 1 1( ) ⊂ .

Let φ x t,n( ) be the evolution operator for the linear non-homogeneous system x g x˙ ˆn( )= . Then, for any n
and z 2�∈ , f z φ z t,n n n( ) ( )= .

Since φ z t z g φ z τ τ, ˆ , dn n
t

n n0

n
( ) ( ( ))∫− = , the inequality

g z g z g z g z g z g z hˆ ˆ 2n n0 0 0 0 0 0( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )‖ − ‖ ≤ ‖ − ‖ + ‖ − ‖ < ‖ ‖/

implies that f z z t h t h 2n n n( )‖ − − ‖ ≤ ‖ ‖/ .
Therefore, for any z γ1∈ , the angle between vectors h and f z zn( ) − is no greater than π 6/ .
Since the arc γ1 has empty T-range for all its subarcs, there is a line l parallel to h, which intersects γ1 at

least at two points. As it follows from Corollary 13, there are z z l γ,1 2 1∈ ∩ such that γ z z l z z, ,1 1 2 1 2( ) { }∩ = . Let
D be the domain bounded by γ z z z z, ,1 1 2 1 2( ) [ ]∪ . By Lemma 17, there are the points z z γ z z, ,1 1 2( )∈+ − and ρ 0>

such that C z r α D, ,( ) ⊂+ , C z r α D, , ¯( ) ∩ = ∅− and C z r α γ, ,( ) ∩ = ∅− .
If we choose n such that f z z ρ 2n 0 0∣ ( ) ∣− < / , then f z C z r α D, ,n( ) ( )∈ ⊂+ + and f z C z r α CD, , ¯n( ) ( )∈ ⊂− − .

Therefore, f γ γn 1 1( ) ∩ ≠ ∅, which contradicts the condition f γ γn( ) ∩ = ∅.
This contradiction shows that there is a line l such that any line l′ parallel to l intersects γ in at most one

point, so T-range T γ( ) is non-empty. □

Proposition 20. Let γ be a locally self-affine Jordan arc in 2� , which is not a line segment. For any sequence
g γn F( )∈ , converging to Id and for any subarc γ γ′ ⊂ , there is N such that for any n N> , g γ γn( )′ ∩ ′ ≠ ∅.

Proof. Suppose contrary. ThenT γ( ) ≠ ∅. Take a subarc γ γ′ ⊂ and let ε be a minimal width of a of a strip S
bounded by two parallel lines such that S γ⊃ ′. The arc γ′ is not a straight line, so ε 0> . Since the sequence
gn converges to Id, there is N such that for any n N> and any x γ∈ , g x x ε 2n∣ ( ) ∣− < / . Take n N> and let

g f fn i j
1

=
− , where fi and fj are affine transformations mapping γ to its subarcs f γi( ) and f γj( ). Note that γ and

g γn( ) are the subarcs of an arc f γi
1( )− . This arc is affine equivalent to γ, and therefore, T f γi

1( ( )) ≠ ∅
− and

T f γ T γi
1( ( )) ( )⊂

− . Take α T f γi
1( ( ))∈

− . Consider the minimal strips S1 and S2 bounded by pairs of parallel
lines that intersect horizontal axis in the angle α and contain γ and g γn( ), respectively. Since γ g γn( )∩ = ∅,
S S1 2∩ = ∅. Take a point z γ∈ such that d z S ε, 22( ) > / . Since g z S2( ) ∈ , g z z ε 2∣ ( ) ∣− > / . The obtained
contradiction proves the lemma. □

Proof of Theorem 1. Let γ be a self-similar arc that does not satisfy WSP. Then, there is a sequence
g γn �( )∈ converging to Id. For sufficiently large n, gn �∈ , and by Proposition 20, gn are affine shifts of
γ. Therefore, by Theorem 8, the arc γ is a segment of a straight line or a parabola. □

4 Proof of Theorem 2: The partition to elementary subarcs

Let S S, , m1� { }= … be a system of contractive affine maps in 2� with Jordan attractor γ.
We use standard notation in this case. The set of indices m1, ,{ }… is denoted by I . The subarcs S γi( ) are

denoted by γi. � is a semigroup, generated by S S, , m1{ }… , and the families � and �′ are defined
accordingly.

Let a0 and a1 be the endpoints of γ. For any two points x y γ, ∈ , we write that x y≤ , if γ a x γ a y, ,0 0( ) ( )⊂ .
We may suppose that the system � is irreducible, i.e., for any k I∈ , γ γi I k i{ }⋃ ≠∈ ⧹ . Hence, we can order

the maps S S, , m1 … so that γ γi j∩ ≠ ∅ if and only if i j 1∣ ∣− = , while a γ0 1∈ and a γm1 ∈ .

The idea of the proof of Theorem 2 is to construct a finite set γ� ⊂ , whose points a p0 0= <

p p p aN N1 1 1<…< < =− define a partition of γ to subarcs δ i N, 1, ,i = … , satisfying the following conditions:
a1. For any δi and any k m1, ,= … , there is δj such that S δ δk i j( ) ⊂ .
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a2. For any k k m, 1, ,1 2 = … , and for any δ δ,i i1 2, S δ̇k i1 1( ) and S δ̇k i2 2( ) are either equal or disjoint.

For each g �∈ ′, the set γ g γ( )∩ is a non-degenerate subarc, which we denote by γg . The endpoints of γg

are the points g ai( ) and aj, i j, 0, 1{ }∈ .
Let � be the set consisting of a0 and a1 and of points g ai( ), where i 0, 1= , g �∈ ′ and g a γ γ̇i g( ) ∈ ∩ . Let

i� be the set of those p γ̇�∈ ∩ , which are the endpoints of subarcs γg that do not contain a i1− .

Thus, a a,0 1 0 1� � �{ }= ∪ ∪ .
Note two properties of the set � , which directly follow from its definition:
b1. Let g �∈ . Then, g γ g˙� �( ) ( )∩ ⊂ .

b2. Let g g,1 2 �∈ be two γ-incomparable affine maps such that g γ g γ1 2( ) ( )∩ is a non-degenerate subarc of
γ. Then, the endpoint of the subarc g γ1( ), contained in g γ̇2( ), lies in g2 �( ), and vice versa.

In the case when the maps g belong to �, the conditions b1 and b2 become the following ones:
c1. For any i m1, ,{ }∈ … , γ S˙i i� �( )∩ ⊂ ;

c2. For any j m1 1≤ ≤ − , S a a γ g, ˙j j j0 1 1 1 �({ }) ( )∩ ⊂
+ +

and S a a γ g, ˙j j j1 0 1 �({ }) ( )∩ ⊂+

Lemma 21. Suppose the system S S, , m1� { }= … is irreducible. Then,
d1. the set of limit points of � is contained in a a,0 1{ }.
d2. there are such neighborhoods Ui of the points ai, where i 0, 1= , that P Ui i1 ∩ = ∅− , and if for some

k m1,{ }∈ and i j, 0, 1{ }∈ , S a ak i j( ) = , then Sk is a bijection of Ui i�∩ to S Uk i j�( ) ∩ .

Proof. First, we show that the set � has no limit points in γ̇. Suppose there is a c γ̇ �̄∈ ∩ . Then, for one of
the endpoints of γ, say,a0, there is a sequence gn �∈ such that g a cn 0( ) → . It follows from Corollary 9 that γ
is a segment of a parabola, which contradicts the assumptions of the lemma, so d1 is true. The same
argument shows that a1 cannot be a limit point of 0� and a0 cannot be a limit point of 1� . Therefore, there
are such neighborhoodsUi of the points ai such that Ui i1� ∩ = ∅− . Moreover, we chooseU U,0 1 in such a way
that γ U γ0 1∩ ⊂ and γ U γm1∩ ⊂ .

To check d2, we first consider the case when S a a1 1 0( ) = . If p U0 0�∈ ∩ and p g ai( )= , then S g1
1

�∘ ∈
−

and S p S U1
1

1 1
1

0�( ) ( )∈ ∩
− − . Conversely, if p U1 1�∈ ∩ and p g ai( )= , then S g1 �∘ ∈ and S p1( ) ∈ S U0 1 1� ( )∩ .

Therefore, S1 defines a bijection U S U0 1 1� ( )∩ ∩ to U S U1 1
1

0� ( )∩ ∩
− . Enumerating all possibilities:

1. S a a S a a, m1 0 0 1 1( ) ( )= = ;
2. S a a S a a, m1 0 0 1 0( ) ( )= = ;
3. S a a S a a, m1 0 1 1 1( ) ( )= = ;
4. S a a S a a, m1 0 1 1 0( ) ( )= = ,

we find the desired pairs of neighborhoods for each of the cases. □

Lemma 22. The set � contains a finite subset �′, which also satisfies c1 and c2.

Proof. For each of the points S a γ̇k i( ) ∈ , where k I∈ and i 0, 1= , we denote by w k i,( ) the connected
component of the set γk �⧹ , which has S ak i( ) as its endpoint, whereas for S a ak i j( ) = , we put w k i U, j( ) = .

Let W S w k i U,i k I k i
1( ( ))= ⋂ ∩∈

− and let a a W W,0 1 0 1� �{ } ( )′ = ∪ ⧹ ∪ .
The set �′ is finite, so we denote its elements by a p p P aM0 0 1 1= < <…< = , and we denote the subarcs

γ p p,k k1( )− by δk.
For any j I∈ , S S W W Sj j j0 1� �( ) ( ) ( )⊂ ∪ ∪ ′ . At the same time, the definition of �′ implies that

S W W S S a a,j j j0 1 0 1�( ) ( ) ({ })∪ ∪ ′ = . Therefore, γ Sj j� �( )′ ∩ ⊂ ′ . Thus, the set �′ satisfies the condition c1.

The condition c2 directly follows from the definition of �′. □

Lemma 23. Each of the subarcs δ i M, 1, ,i = … and γ i I,i ∈ is an union of subarcs S δj k( ) for some j I∈ and
some k M1, ,{ }∈ … whose interiors are disjoint.
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Proof. The system � is irreducible, and therefore, each subarc γ j m, 1j < < intersects two adjacent subarcs
γ γ,j j1 1− +

, so that γ γ γj j j1 1( )⧹ ∪ ≠ ∅
− +

. For any subarc γ γ γ γ¯ ˙ ˙j j j j1 1( )= ⧹ ∪
− +

, its endpoints by c2 are contained in

Sj �( )′ ; let them be the points S p S p,j k j Kj j( ) ( ). The arc γ̄j has unique representation S δi k
K

j i
1
j

j ( )⋃
=

− . For each of the

subarcs γ γj j 1∩
+
, there are exactly two partitions: first, to the subarcs S δj i( ) and second, to the subarcs

S δj i1( )+ ; choose one of them. Taking the union over all subarcs and renumerating all the points, we obtain
the desired partition for the whole γ. By the property c1, the partition we obtained is at the same time a
partition for each of the subarcs δk. □

Proof of the Theorem 2. Now we can construct a Jordan multizipper, for which the components of the
attractor will be the subarcs δj. Each of the subarcs δ j M, 1,j = … , is a finite union of consequent subarcs

S δi k( ), which form a partition of δj. Therefore, we can create a graph G̃ whose vertices are u δj j= , and an
edge eij is directed from ui to uj if there is such Sk, that S U δk j i( ) ⊂ . □

Acknowledgements: The authors thank the reviewers for their careful reading, constructive comments, and
suggestions.

Funding information: The work is supported by the Mathematical Center in Akademgorodok under the
agreement no. 075-15-2022-281 with the Ministry of Science and Higher Education of the Russian
Federation.

Author contributions: All authors have accepted responsibility for the entire content of this manuscript and
approved its submission.

Conflict of interest: The authors state that there is no conflict of interest.

References

[1] J. E. Hutchinson, Fractals and self-similarity, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 30 (1981), no. 5, 713–747, DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.
1512/iumj.1981.30.30055.

[2] V. V. Aseev, A. V. Tetenov, and A. S. Kravchenko, On self-similar Jordan curves on the plane, Siberian Math. J. 44 (2003),
no. 4, 481–492, DOI: https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1023848327898.

[3] G. Peano, Sur une courbe, qui remplit toute une aire plane, Mathematische Annalen. 36 (1890), no. 1, 157–160.
[4] H. von Koch, Sur une courbe continue sans tangente, obtenue par une construction geometrique elementaire, Archiv for

Matemat., Astron. och Fys. 1 (1904), 681–702 .
[5] P. Levy, Les courbes planes ou gauches et les surfaces composees de parties semblables au tout, J. Ecole Polytechn., III.

Ser. 144 (1938), 227–247 et 249–291.
[6] R. Fricke and F. Klein, Vorlesungen über die Theorie der automorphen Functionen, Teubner, Leipzig, 1897–1912.
[7] G. de Rham, On Some Curves Defined by Functional Equations, in: Classics on Fractals, ed. Gerald A. Edgar, Addison-

Wesley, 1993, pp. 285–298.
[8] A. V. Tetenov, Self-similar Jordan arcs and graph-directed systems of similarities, Siberian Math. J. 47 (2006), no. 5,

940–949, DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11202-006-0105-7.
[9] K. Astala, Self-similar zippers, in: Holomorphic Functions and Moduli, vol. 1, Springer, New York, 1988, pp. 61–73.
[10] W. P. Thurston, Zippers and univalent functions, in: The Bieberbach Conjecture, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs,

21, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1986, pp. 185–197, DOI: https://doi.org/10.1090/SURV/021/15.
[11] A. V. Tetenov, On transverse hyperplanes to self-similar Jordan arcs, in: Fractals, Wavelets, and their Applications.

Springer Proceedings in Mathematics & Statistics, vol. 92, Springer, Cham, 2014, pp. 147–156, DOI: https://doi.org/10.
1007/978-3-319-08105-2.

[12] Z.-Y. Wen and L.-F. Xi, Relations among Whitney sets, self-similar arcs and quasi-arcs, Isr. J. Math. 136 (2003), 251–267,
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02807200.

[13] P. Mattila, On the structure of self-similar fractals, Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn. Ser. A I Math. 7 (1982), no. 2, 189–195.
[14] R. D. Mauldin, V. Mayer, and M. Urbański, Rigidity of connected limit sets of conformal IFSs, Michigan Math. J. 49 (2001),

no. 1, 451–458, DOI: https://doi.org/10.1307/mmj/1012409964.

On the structure of self-affine arcs  11

http://dx.doi.org/10.1512/iumj.1981.30.30055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1512/iumj.1981.30.30055
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1023848327898
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11202-006-0105-7
https://doi.org/10.1090/SURV/021/15
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-08105-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-08105-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02807200
https://doi.org/10.1307/mmj/1012409964


[15] A. Käenmäki, On the geometric structure of the limit set of conformal iterated function systems, Publ. Mat. 47 (2003), no. 1,
133–141.

[16] A. Käenmäki, Geometric rigidity of a class of fractal sets, Math. Nachr. 279 (2006), no. 1, 179–187, DOI: https://doi.org/10.
1002/mana.200510354.

[17] A. V. Tetenov, On self-similar Jordan arcs on a plane, Siberian J Ind Math. 7 (2004), no. 3, 148–155 (in Russian).
[18] A. V. Tetenov, K. G. Kamalutdinov, and D. A. Vaulin, Self-similar Jordan Arcs Which Do Not Satisfy OSC, 2016, DOI: https://

doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1512.00290.
[19] M. F. Barnsley, Fractal functions and interpolation, Constr. Approx. 2 (1986), no. 1, 303–329, DOI: https://doi.org/10.

1007/BF01893434.
[20] M. F. Barnsley and A. N. Harrington, The calculus of fractal interpolation functions, J. Approx. Theory 57 (1989), no. 1,

14–34, DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9045(89)90080-4.
[21] M. A. Navascués and M. V. Sebastián, Smooth fractal interpolation, J. Inequal. Appl., 2006, Article ID 78734, 1–20,

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1155/JIA/2006/78734.
[22] Vijay and A. K. B. Chand, Zipper fractal functions with variable scalings, Adv. Theory Nonlinear Anal. Appl. 6 (2022), no. 4,

481–501, DOI: https://doi.org/10.31197/atnaa.1149689.
[23] A. S. Kravchenko, Smooth self-affine curves, Sobolev Math. Inst. Prepr. no. 161, Novosibirsk, 2005, (in Russian) Available

at: http://fractals.nsu.ru/info/.
[24] C. Bandt and A. S. Kravchenko, Differentiability of fractal curves, Nonlinearity 24 (2011), no. 10, 2717–2728, DOI: https://

doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/24/10/003.
[25] V. Yu. Protasov, Fractal curves and wavelets, Izv. Math. 70 (2006), no. 5, 975–1013, DOI: https://doi.org/10.1070/

IM2006v070n05ABEH002335.
[26] I. V. Polikanova, On the curves with affine congruent arcs in affine space, Sib. Elektron. Mat. Izv. 16 (2019), 1612–1622,

DOI: https://doi.org/10.33048/semi.2019.16.112.
[27] I. V. Polikanova, On curves with affine-congruent arcs in an n-dimensional affine space, Siberian Math. J. 63 (2022),

180–196, DOI: https://doi.org/10.33048/smzh.2022.63.112.
[28] D. J. Feng and A. Käenmäki, Self-affine sets in analytic curves and algebraic surfaces, Ann. Acad. Sci. Fennicae.

Mathematica 43 (2016), 109–119, DOI: https://doi.org/10.5186/aasfm.2018.4306.
[29] A. V. Tetenov and O. A. Chelkanova, Rigidity theorem for self-affine arcs, Dokl. Math. 103 (2021), no. 2, 81–84,

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1134/S1064562421020058.
[30] H. Rao and S.-Q. Zhang, Space-filling curves of self-similar sets(I), Nonlinearity 29 (2016), 2112–2132, DOI: https://doi.

org/10.1088/0951-7715/29/7/2112.
[31] J. Ventrella, Brainfilling Curves-a Fractal Bestiary, (2012), Lulu.com.
[32] C. Bandt and S. Graf, Self-similar sets 7. A characterization of self-similar fractals with positive Hausdorff measure, Proc.

Amer. Math. Soc. 114 (1992), no. 4, 995–1001, DOI: https://doi.org/10.2307/2159618.
[33] M. P. W. Zerner, Weak separation properties for self-similar sets, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 124 (1996), no. 11, 3529–3539.

12  Andrei Tetenov and Allanazar Kutlimuratov

https://doi.org/10.1002/mana.200510354
https://doi.org/10.1002/mana.200510354
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1512.00290
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1512.00290
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01893434
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01893434
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9045(89)90080-4
https://doi.org/10.1155/JIA/2006/78734
https://doi.org/10.31197/atnaa.1149689
http://fractals.nsu.ru/info/
https://doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/24/10/003
https://doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/24/10/003
https://doi.org/10.1070/IM2006v070n05ABEH002335
https://doi.org/10.1070/IM2006v070n05ABEH002335
https://doi.org/10.33048/semi.2019.16.112
https://doi.org/10.33048/smzh.2022.63.112
https://doi.org/10.5186/aasfm.2018.4306
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1064562421020058
https://doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/29/7/2112
https://doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/29/7/2112
https://doi.org/10.2307/2159618

	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	3 T-ranges for Jordan arcs in the plane
	3.1 Arbitrary small displacements of self-affine arcs cannot be neighbor maps

	4 Proof of Theorem 2: The partition to elementary subarcs
	Acknowledgements
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org?)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.000000
  /Description <<
    /POL (Versita Adobe Distiller Settings for Adobe Acrobat v6)
    /ENU (Versita Adobe Distiller Settings for Adobe Acrobat v6)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [2834.646 2834.646]
>> setpagedevice


