arXiv:2405.09954v1 [math.DS] 16 May 2024
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ABSTRACT. In this article, an iterated function system (IFS) is considered on the real
projective line RP* so that the attractor is a Cantor-like set. Hausdorff dimension of this
attractor is estimated. The existence of a probability measure associated with this IF'S
on RP! is also demonstrated. It is shown that the n-th quantization error of order r for
the push-forward measure is a constant multiple of the n-th quantization error of order r
of the original measure. Finally, an upper bound for the n-th quantization error of order
2 for this measure is provided.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Given a probability measure on a measurable space, the quantization process involves
finding a discrete set of points in the space, each point associated with a probability, such
that the resulting discrete probability measure is the close approximation of the original
one. Quantization error is the difference between the continuous probability measure and
its discretized representation. Graf-Luschgy [7], studied the n-th quantization error for
an invariant probability measure. Also, Roychowdhury [9], estimated the quantization di-
mension for the self-similar measure using the quantization error of this measure. Most of
the authors studied the quantization theory in Euclidean spaces [6,/10]. Barany et al. |2]
studied the Furstenberg measure, which plays an important role in information theory.
The authors used the Lyapunov exponents to determine the upper bound for the Haus-
dorff dimension of the Furstenberg measure on the real projective space. Also, Jurga et
al. [4], studied the dimension of the attractor of an iterated function system induced by the
projective action on the real projective line. In particular, they generalized a recent result
of Solomyak and Takahashi [11] by showing that the Hausdorff dimension of the attractor
is given by the minimum of 1 and the critical exponent.

The objective of this article is to explore an Iterated Function System (IFS) operating on
the real projective line and investigate the quantization theory concerning the probability
measure associated with this IFS. To achieve this, we consider a RPIFS on the real projec-
tive line RP! so that it has an attractor. Then, employing methodologies outlined in prior

works such as [4,/11], we estimate the Hausdorff dimension of this attractor. Also, we prove
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the existence of a probability measure associated with this RPIFS on RP'. Furthermore,
we demonstrate that the quantization error of order r for the push-forward measure is a
constant multiple of the quantization error of order r of the original measure. We end
the chapter by providing an upper bound of n-th quantization error of order 2 for this
probability measure.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we give basic definitions of the real projective line, generating cone, and
projective metric and introduce some notations related to this article.

2.1. Real projective line. Recall the definition of the real projective line, which is de-
noted by RP', is the quotient of the set R?\ {(0,0)} of non-zero vectors by the equivalence
relation “z ~ y if and only if x = cy for some ¢ € R* (non-zero reals)”. The real projective
line may be identified with the line R extended by a point at infinity. More precisely, the
line R may be identified with the subset of RP' given by

RP* ={[z:1]: z € R}.

This subset covers all points of RP' except one, which is the point at infinity, oo := [1 : 0].
Thus

RP' = RP* U {0}
For [z : 1], [x9 : 1] € RP*, define

(21 : 1) ® [xo: 1] = [21 + 22 : 1]
[z 0 1] %[22 : 1] = [x129 2 1]

and the scalar multiplication of an element [z : 1] € RP* with ¢ € R is defined by ¢ ® [z :
1] = [cx : 1]. The difference between two elements [z : 1], [z5 : 1] € RP* is defined by

(21 : 1) & [xg : 1] = [27 — 29 : 1].

Definition 2.1.1 (Projective metric on RP*). For [z : 1], [z : 1] € RP*, define a metric
dp on RP* as follows:

(1) dp([z1 : 1], [22 : 1]) == |21 — 32].

Definition 2.1.2 (Generating cone). Let [z], [y] € RP*. Then the point [z], [y] generates
two line segments in RP'. We consider a segment that does not intersect the point at
infinity [1 : 0], and we denote it by Czy, and call it cone generated by [z], [y] (see Figure
). A cone C is said to be multi-cone if C' is the disjoint union of finite numbers of
generating cones.

Definition 2.1.3 (Real projective iterated function system (RPIFS) on RP'). Given a
finite set P C GL(2,R), the associated RPIFS is denoted by #p = {RIP’l;wA A€ 73},

where the projective transformations w, : RP* — RP" are given by wy[z] = [Ax].
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FIGURE 1. Cone generated by the points [z], [y] in RP*.

Definition 2.1.4 (Oriented RPIFS). The RPIFS #p = {RP';w,: A € P} is said to
be orientation preserving if P C GLT(2,R) = {A € GL(2,R) : det(4) >0} or P C
GL™(2,R) = {A € GL(2,R) : det(A) < 0}. We denotes the corresponding RPIFS by #.
or #5 it P C GL*(2,R) or P C GL™(2,R) respectively.

For simplicity, we assume that P C GL*(2,R). Then the action of GLT(2,R) factors
through the SL(2,R) action, via A — . Hence it is enough to work on SL(2,R).

A
det(A)
In this chapter, we assume that P C SL(2,R) and we use the same notation #, for this
case. We denote P", as all the products of n matrices from P. Then P* :=J ~, P" form
a semi-group generated by P. Given a matrix A = (a;;) € P, define

Al = max{la |}

Definition 2.1.5. Let P C SL(2,R) be finite. Then P is called semi-discrete if Id ¢ P,
where the closure is taken over SL(2,R).

Let P ={A;:ieZ} C SL(2,R), where Z = {1,2,...,m}. Write 4; = A;;A;,--- A;
for i =yl 1y, € L™
Definition 2.1.6. Let P = {4, :i¢ € Z} be a finite collection of matrices in SL(2,R)

and d be a left-invariant Riemannian metric on SL(2,R). Then the set P is said to be
Diophantine if there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all n € N, we have

(2) i,je ", A; 7A Aj - d(Ai,Aj) > "

The set P is said to be strongly Diophantine if there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all n € N,
we have

(3) LjeTr, i4] = d(A;,4) >

Definition 2.1.7. A finite set P C SL(2,R) is called uniformly hyperbolic if there
exists A > 1 and a constant ¢ > 0, such that

(4) |Al| > e\, for all A€ P" and n € N.
3
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The next theorem can be obtained by the results from [1], [3] and [4].

Theorem 2.1.1. The following statements are equivalent.

(1) The RPIFS #% has an attractor Fp that avoids a hyperplane.

(2) P is uniformly hyperbolic.

(3) There is a non-empty open set V' C RP! such that Wp is contractive on V.
(4) There exits a multi-cone C' such that Wp(int(C)) C int(C).

Given a finite or a countable set P = {A;: i € Z} C SL(2,R), define the zeta function
Gp + 0,00] — RU {00} by

(5) Gt = (14l ™

n=1ieZIn

and its critical exponent

(6) Ep =1inf{t > 0: (p(t) < oo}.
If {p(t) is divergent for all ¢ > 0, then define £&p = oc.

Theorem 2.1.2 ( [4]). Let P = {A; : i € Z} be a finite collection of matrices in SL(2,R)
which is Diophantine and semi-discrete. If the attractor Fp of the corresponding RPIFS
W5 is not singleton, then

dlmH(Fp) = min{l,fp},
where dimy denotes the Hausdorff dimension.

Definition 2.1.8. A set P C SL(2,R) is said to be strongly irreducible, if each map
in #; does not preserve any finite subset of RP'. A set P C SL(2,R) is said to be
irreducible if each map in #4 does not have a common fixed point in RP'.

Given a finite set P = {A;:1 € Z} C SL(2,R) and non-degenerate probability vector
(pi)iez, one can consider the probability measure p on SL(2,R) whose support is P as
follows:

g h= Y ni,
i€l

where X4 denotes the characteristic function on SL(2,R).

Theorem 2.1.3 ( [5,8]). If P = {4;:ie€Z} C SL(2,R) is strongly irreducible and

generates an unbounded semi-group, then there exists a unique probability measure P on
RP' such that

i€T
Definition 2.1.9 (Bernoulli measure). Let Z* = {1,2,...,m}" be the sequence space
and for i = (iy,49,...) € Z*, define i |,= (i1,2,...,%,). Then the cylinder set on Z*,

is defined by [il,’ig,...,in] = {J el” J |n: (il,ig,...,in)}. Let (pl,pg,...,pm) be the
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probability vector and B(Z*) be the o-algebra on Z* generated by the cylinder sets and
given a cylinder set [i1, 49, . ..,1,], the measure p on B(Z*) is defined by

(8) wllin, iz, - ia)) = [ [ i

This measure p is known as Bernoulli measure.

Theorem 2.1.4 ( [2,[8]). If P be the probability measure associated with the RPIFS
Wp = {]RIP’l; wy A€ 73} and u be the Bernoulli measure on Z* = {1,2,...,m}", then

(9) P=poll™,

where IT: Z* — Fp be the coordinate map given by I1(i) = lim wa, wa, ---wa, ([z]), for
n—oo

arbitrary [z] € RP'.

3. CANTOR-LIKE SET ON THE REAL PROJECTIVE LINE

12 102
In this section, we consider the set P = {Al = <(3) > Ay = <0 1>} C GL(2,R)

and the corresponding RPIFS on RP'. We estimate the Hausdorff dimension of the attrac-
tor of it and we see the existence of an invariant probability measure whose support is the
attractor of this RPIFS. Here, we get the following results.

Theorem 3.0.1. The RPIFS #p = {RPl;wAl,wAQ} associated with the set P has an
attractor.

Proof. Since det(A;)
where P = { (
all Ae P*"and n € N,

(10) A_<<v%)n i )

So, || A|| > (v/3)". Therefore, P is uniformly hyperbolic. Therefore, by Theorem the
RPIFS 7/7;“ = {RIP’l; Wy, , wA2} has an attractor. Since for ¢ = 1,2, wy,’s are the projective
transformations. So, 7/7;“ and #p have the same attractor. Therefore, #5 has an attractor
in RP'. O

= % > 0, so, we consider the corresponding RPIFS %",

2 12
\/g) Ay = (‘63 \*7%)} C SL(2,R). It can be seen that for

oﬂw ||

V3

Here, we see the step-by-step construction of the projective cantor set:
Let us con81der the cone Co, generated by the points [a] = [—1 : 1] and [b] = [1 : 1] (see
Fig|2 ' Now

wala] = [Awa] = (1215 wa, ] = (48] = [ : 1]

walal = Asa] =[5 1wl = [Asb] = [1:1].
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[al e [b]

FIGURE 2. Cone generated by [a] and [b].

Since projective transformation preserves the collinearity. So, wy, (C55) = Cyr5;s 1s the cone
generated by the points [a] = [a] = [~1: 1] and [by] = [—3 : 1]. Similarly, wa,(Cy) =
C@, is the cone generated by the points [as] = [5 : 1] and [bo] = [b] = [1 : 1]. Therefore,

Wp(C: Coi7 U Oy (see Fig(3). To continue this process, we get the attractor of this
RPIFS (see Flgb We are calling it projective Cantor set.

Note 3.0.1. Observe that the attractor Fp (say), of the RPIFS #5 is a Cantor-like set
on RP'.

Theorem 3.0.2. If Fp is the attractor of the RPIFS #4", then dimpy(Fp) = }Zg;

Proof. Since
2 n
11 i,jel", i#j = dA44)>|—| -
(1) j #i = danay) = ()
So the set P is Diophantine. Also Id ¢ A*. Therefore, the set P is non-discrete. Hence by
Theorem 2.1.2]

Now, all the matrices in P have at least one non-zero eigenvalue, so, here we consider the
spectral norm. That is for A € SL(2,R), ||A]| = ||, where |)| is the spectral radius of A.
Since for any i € 7", we have

(13) Ai:<<¢%>n *n)
0 (V3)
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FIGURE 3. Multi cone generated by the points [a1], [b;] and [as], [b2].

FIGURE 4. Projective Cantor set on RP'.

So, || A = (\/g)n Therefore,

iZnAn =§:jz”( )

(#)

2t

8
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This series is convergent if % < 1. That is 282 < ¢ And it is divergent if log2 > L.

log 3 log 3
log 2 : log 2
Therefore, &p = 1223' Hence from 1) we have dimy (Fp) = 12§ 5 OJ

The following theorem proves the existence of an invariant probability measure associated
with %,
Theorem 3.0.3. Let p = (%, %) be the probability vector and
12 12
P = {Al = (\65 \/‘ég) Ay = <*6§ \*%)} Let #5 = {RPl;wAl,wAQ} be the associ-
ated RPIFS. Then there exists unique probability measure P on RP! such that
1

1
(14) P = §Pow211+§PowZQl.

In particular, if u is the Bernoulli measure on the sequence {1,2}" with associated proba-
bility vector p = (%, %), then

(15) P(E)=poll"Y(E) for E C RP*,
where IT : {1,2}N — Fp is given by II(i) = lim A; A;, - -- A;, ([z]), for arbitrary [z] € RP*.
n—oo

Proof. Since A; fixes the unique point [a] = [—1 : 1] and A, fixes the unique point [b] =
[1:1]. So the matrices A; and A, do not preserve any finite subset of RP* simultaneously.
Hence the set P is strongly irreducible. Also, for all A € P,

(16) 1Al > (V3)".
So, P generates the unbounded semi-group. Therefore, by Theorem there exists a
unique probability measure P which satisfies the equation
1 1
P = §PowAfll +§PowAT;.
The last part of the proof follows from Theorem [2.1.4] O

4. VORONOI PARTITION AND QUANTIZATION ERROR

In this section, we define the Voronoi region on the real projective line RP* and the n-th
quantization error for a probability distribution. We see the action of a projective transfor-
mation on the Voronoi region in RP!. Also, we prove results related to n-th quantization
error of order r of an invariant probability measure.

Definition 4.0.1. A set A C R! is said to be a locally finite set in the sense that for
any bounded set B C R!, the number of elements in A N B is finite and a collection &/
of subsets of R! is called locally finite if the number of elements in &7 intersecting any
bounded subset of R! is finite.

Definition 4.0.2. Let A be a locally finite subset of RP* and let the set

W ([a]|A) = {[x] c RP* : d]p([x], [a]) = min dp([x], [b]) }

bleA
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is the Voronoi region generated by [a].

Remark 4.0.1. The Voronoi diagram {W ([a]|A) : [a] € A} is locally finite covering of
RP*.

Here, we provide some results concerning the general projective transformation on the
real projective line.

Theorem 4.0.1. Let A = (621 af) € GL(2,R) and T, : RP* — RP' be the corre-

sponding projective transformation. Then the following holds:
(1) If v =0, then W(Tu[a]|Ta(A)) = Ta(W ([a]|A)) for all [a] € A.
(2) If T4(A) C RP* and W (Tu[a]|Ta(A)) = Ta(W ([a]|A)) for all [a] € A, then v = 0.
Proof. (1) If v = 0. Since det(A) # 0, so aj; # 0 and for all [z : 1] € RP*, Ty[z : 1] =
[A(x,1)] = [a112 + a1z : 1] € RP*. Therefore, T4 restricted on RP* is invertible.
Then

W(TA[aHTA(A)):{[x]ERIP’*:dp([x],TA[a]): min d]p([x],[b])}

[bleTA(A)

— {TA[:U} € RP* : dp(Talx], Tala]) = [rdr]lEiIAl dp(TA[:c],TA[d])} :

Now, if [¢] = [¢: 1] € RP*, then
dP(TA[ZE], TA[C]) = d[p([anl' + a9 : 1], [CLHC + a9 : 1])
= laullz — ¢l
= lau|dz([2], [c])-

Therefore,

W(TAITAR)) = { Tale] € RE* s ([e], o]) = i s 1 ) }

= {TA[x] € RP* : d]?([iﬂ]a [a]) = min dp([x], [d])}

[dleA
=Ta(W ([d]|A)).
(2) If possible let v # 0. Then [~ : 1] € RP*. Since RP* = [Jy o W ([a]|A), so,
[+ : 1] € W([¢J|A) for some [c] € A. Therefore, Ta[—1 : 1] = [~1ai1 + a1z :

0] € Ta(W ([c]|A)). Given that Ta(A) C RP*, so [a] # [+ : 1] for all [a] € A.
Therefore, RP* = Jca W (Tala][Ta(A)). Hence [—2 2 1] ¢ W(Tu[d|Ta(A)).
This gives a contradiction to W(T4[c]|Ta(A)) = Ta (W ([¢]|A) ). Hence the proof.

U

Definition 4.0.3. Let p be the probability distribution on RP* and [z : 1] be the random
variable on RP* with distribution p. Let

F, ={f: RP* — RP* such that f is measurable map with |f(RP*)| < n}.
9



The elements of .%,, are called n-quantizers. Let r > 1 and assume that

/RP* dp([z : 1],]0 : 1]) dpu[z] < oo

The n-th quantization error for u of order r is defined by

Vol = int [ do((e], f12]) o)

A quantizer f € %, is said to be n-optimal for u of order r if

Varl) = [ de(la]. flo]) o]

Lemma 4.0.1.
V() = inf / min dp ([2], [a])" dpulz].
A C RP* Jrp* la€A
Al <n

Proof. Let A = f(RP*) for a fixed f € .%,. Then |A| < n. For [a] € A, let
A= {lz] €RP": fla] = [a]}
Then Ay, is non-empty and U[a]E A A = RP*. Now,
| (e s =3 [ delll ) ]
RP* l[aleA

>3 [ minde((e). () dul]

oA [b}eA
mlnd ,[b "dulz).
/m» it e (o), 1) dls]
Therefore,
17 Vor = inf dp (2], flx]) dulz] > inf min d "dulz].
07) V) = o [ de(lel el o) = int i (o), o) o]

Al <n

Conversely, let A C RP* with |A| < n and Ay = W ([a]|A). For [a] € A, define f : RP* —
RP* such that f =3 Alalxa,, where the summation is over & and xa,, : RP" — RP*
is the characteristic function on A - Then f € %, and

v de ([, ) "dpfe] = 3 [ i o], o]) "]

RP* la]€A Ieh [ JeA
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Since [z] € A = W ([a]|A). Therefore,

min dp (], [a }j/dp dula]

Rp* [e]€A [aleA
—/‘wwumﬂwﬂ
RP*
> . T —_
nt [ de(la] £ dule) = ., 0
So,
(18) inf min dp ([z], [a])"dulz] >V, . (w).
A C RP* Jrp~ lalea
Al <n
Hence from and , we get the desired result. U

Definition 4.0.4. A set A C RP* with |A| < n is said to be n-optimal set of centers for
the probability distribution p of order r if

= [ min de (fe. ] dle].

P* a]EA

Let €, (1) be the collection of all n-optimal set of centers for y1 of order r. Then we get
the following.

Theorem 4.0.2. Let A = (621 aiz) € GL(2,R) and T4 : RP' — RP' be the corre-

sponding projective transformation. Then the following holds:
(1) If v =0, then V,, .(Tap) = |a11|" Vo ().
(2) If v =0, then €, (Tap) = Ta (€nr (1)),

where T4 is the push-forward measure of p.
Proof. (1) If v = 0. Let Q C T4 (RP*) such that [Q] < n. Since v = 0, so, Talrp- is a

non-singular map on RP*. Therefore, there is A in RP* such that T4(A) = Q and
|A| =1€2] <n. Then

/T e dp([y], [a])"d (o T5") ly) = i dp (Tal2], Talb]) dpsfz]
=lanl” | min de (2], [o])"dulz]
> lan|" Vi, ().

Therefore, taking infimum over 2 with |Q] < n, we get

(19) Vn,r(TA,U) > ‘a11|r Vn,r(,u)'
11



0 1
if we replace T4 by T';' in the beginning and proceed as above then we get

1 ai
Now, it is an easy exercise to see that Tgl =Ty-1, where A~! = (“11 “11> . So,

B 1
Vour (TA 1:“) > Vo (1)

~ lanl”
That is

(20) |a11|rVn,7" (p) > Vn,T<TA:u)-

Combining and , result follows.

(2) Let Q C T4(RP*) such that Q € €, ,(Tap). Since T4 is invertible and v = 0, so,
there is A in RP* such that Q@ = T4 (A) and |A| = |2 < n. We claim that A is
also an n-optimal set of the centers for p. Since Q € €,,,(Tap), therefore,

Vi (Tap) = / min dp([y], [a])"d (o Ty") [y]

Ty (RP*) [A]EQ

= in dp(Talz], Talb])"d
. iy d (T[], Ta[t]) dpla]

21 = |ay|" in d b)) dpl).
(21) lanl” [ min de ([a], [b])" dpsfz]
Since aj; # 0, using item (1), it follows that
V() = in dp([z], [0])" dulz].
olw) = | wmin dp([a], (b)) dpufz]
This proves our claim. Hence A € %,,,.(1t). Therefore, Q = T4(A) € Ty (Gpnr(1)).
This implies that €, ,(Tap) C Ta (¢n(1t)). To prove the converse part, we replace

T, by T;" in the beginning and proceed as above. This completes the proof.
O

To estimate the upper bound of the n-th quantization error of a probability measure, we
recall the RPIFS #p = {RIP’I; Wy, W AQ} and the associated invariant probability measure
P defined as above. Let C, be the cone generated by the points [a] = [-1 : 1] and
[B] = [1:1]. For w = (wy,ws,...,w) € {1,2}, define wy, = WA, ©Wa,, O 0wWa, . Let
C, = wa,(C) and [c], [d] be the boundary points of the cone C,,. Let m, € C, be the
point which lies in the equal distance from the points [¢] and [d] concerning the metric
dp. That is the mid-point of the cone C,. The collection (Cy,),. {12)¢ consists 2! number

of cones in the I-th level of the construction of Cantor-like set on RP'. The cones C.-,
C,2+ are said to be children of C,, into which C,, is split up at (I + 1)-th level. Then the

attractor Fp = ﬂ U C,, is the Cantor-like set on RP*.
leN wE{l,Z}l
Let n € Nwithn > 1, and k(n) € N be the unique number such that 2¥™ < n < 2kmW+1,

Let T ¢ {1,2}*™ with card(I) = n — 25 and let A, be the set consisting all points m,,
12



of the cone C,, with w € {1, 2}k(") \ T and all mid-points my,«, Mg+« of the children of C,
with w € I. That is

An:{mw:we{l,Q}k(")\H}U{mwl* rw €I} U{myo tw el}.

Let Dy = $giey (28T — n+ §(n — 28())]. Then we get the following:

Theorem 4.0.3. The upper bound of the n-th quantization error for P of order 2 is D,,.
To prove the above theorem, first, we prove the following lemmas.
Lemma 4.0.2. If S: RP* — R, is Borel measurable and k € N, then
1
/mmmﬂ:§§:/sm%mwm.
ie{1,2}!

Proof. From ,

[ sildpa) = [ SlaGPewst+ P ows)i

1 -1
5 > [ swapow;l

ie{1,2}

(22) :% Z /SowAi[x]dP[x].

ie{1,2}
Now, by repeated applications of the equation in , we get the required result. [J
Lemma 4.0.3. For [0: 1] € RP",

1
/d]p([x :1],[0: 1])2dP[x] =3
Proof. For [0 : 1] € RP*, using lemma [1.0.2]

/wmnmmqﬁwm:%/@@MwmmﬂWMwwé/@memquMm

=3 [ - 2000 0P+ [+ 20100 1) apl
:%[/ §—§Ydﬂﬂ+/(§+§ydﬂﬂ
-A[ef g

:%/}mHﬂ+g

=5 [l 1000 ) ar] +
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Therefore,
/d]p([:(: 1],[0: 1])%dPla] = 2

O
Proof of Theorem [{.0.3,
min dp([z], [a]) dPlz] = / dp([z], [a))*dP[x +Z/ ))dP[z]
Rp- lole we {12} Corx
+) / ))dP[z).
wel VY Cuwzx

For every | € N and for every o € {1,2}, from Lemma and Lemma [4.0.3, we get

/ de (2], [m,]) dPlz] = ;l/dp(wA 2], [m]) dPlx]

211 dp(wa, [z : 1],wa, [0 1]) dPlz].
Now, wy, = <% T) Therefore, dp(wa, [z : 1], wa, [0 : 1]) = (il) ds(J : 11,[0 - 1])2. So,
/ )*dPla] = 1;,/dﬂ»([x 1],[0 : 1))*dP[x]
11
T 218

Since w1* and w2* are the elements of {1,2}*™*!  therefore,

iy o) )07 =3y / Pl S L

RP* [a]GA" 2 18k( )

we{l 2} k(T wel
=D M
wel Cla
11 - 1
=3 Tghm) card({l, 23N\ T) + §card(]1)
0 S S s Ky, L k)
=15 |27 = (0= 20) + S (n = 24)
11 [, 1
_ = (n)+1 _ — k()| —
=5 1550 2 n+9(n 2 )} D,
Hence
Vor(P) < D,

This completes the proof.



CONCLUSION

In this article, an IFS is considered on the real projective line RP! so that the attractor is
a Cantor-like set on it and estimated the Hausdorff dimension of such an attractor. Then,
we have shown the existence of a probability measure on RP! associated with this IFS and
estimated the upper bound of the n-th quantization error for this measure. In the future,
it may be possible to discover the optimal set and calculate the quantization dimension of
the Cantor-like set in RP*.
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