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In the realm of computational complexity, traditional classifications such as P and NP 
guide our understanding of algorithmic problem-solving. However, these classifications 
do not encompass all computational scenarios, especially those involving seemingly 
infinite processes. This paper introduces a novel complexity class, P=ISVP (Polynomial 
time equals Infinite Steps Verification Problem), which explores problems that, although 
potentially requiring an infinite number of steps to solve fully, can be verified in 
polynomial time given the correct solution. Utilizing the Sierpinski triangle, a fractal 
known for its strict self-similarity, this thought experiment aims to demonstrate how 
such infinite complexity can be effectively managed and verified within polynomial time 
constraints. By examining the verification processes enabled by fractal geometry, we 
seek to expand the boundaries of computational feasibility and explore new paradigms 
in computational theory. 
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Introduction 

Purpose and Scope 

In the realm of computational complexity, traditional classes such as P and NP have long 
provided a framework for understanding the limits and capabilities of algorithmic 
problem-solving. However, these classes do not encapsulate all conceivable 
computational scenarios, particularly those involving processes or structures with 
potentially infinite complexity. This paper introduces and explores a proposed 
complexity class, P=ISVP (Polynomial time equals Infinite Steps Verification Problem). 
P=ISVP is posited as the class of problems that, while potentially requiring an infinite 
number of steps to fully solve, can nevertheless be verified in polynomial time provided 
the correct solution is guessed or known. This class challenges traditional boundaries by 
considering how infinite processes can interact with finite computational resources, 
presenting a novel lens through which to view computational limits. 

Motivation 

The exploration of new computational complexity classes is not merely academic; it has 
profound implications for theoretical computer science, potentially influencing 
everything from algorithm design to the philosophical understanding of computation 
itself. By examining how problems that seem to require an "infinite" amount of 
computation can be verified in a "finite" time frame, we can expand our understanding 
of what is computationally feasible. This exploration may lead to new algorithms, new 
types of problem-solving approaches, and deeper insights into the nature of 
computation, particularly in fields dealing with highly complex or dynamically evolving 
systems. 

Overview 

To concretely explore the P=ISVP class, this paper employs fractals—specifically the 
Sierpinski triangle—as a primary example. Fractals are mathematical sets that exhibit a 
repeating pattern at every scale and are often used to describe seemingly paradoxically 
infinite yet finite structures. The Sierpinski triangle, known for its clear and simple 
repetitive structure and infinite complexity, provides an ideal case study for investigating 
the P=ISVP hypothesis. By analyzing how this fractal can be generated ad infinitum yet 
verified at any stage using a polynomial amount of computation, we aim to illustrate the 
practical implications of the P=ISVP class and its potential to redefine boundaries in 
computational theory. This approach not only makes the abstract concept of P=ISVP 
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more tangible but also leverages the intriguing properties of fractals to challenge and 
extend existing computational paradigms. 
 
 
Background 

Fractals 

Fractals are mathematical objects that exhibit a repeating, self-similar pattern at every 
scale of magnification. This property, known as self-similarity, means that small portions 
of the fractal can be geometrically similar to the entire object. Fractals are characterized 
not only by this repetitive structure but also by their infinite complexity, which allows 
them to bridge the conceptual gap between finite dimensional space and infinite detail. 
In mathematics and computer science, fractals have been employed to model complex, 
naturally occurring structures and phenomena that do not conform to traditional 
geometric forms, such as coastlines, mountain ranges, and various biological processes. 

The Sierpinski Triangle 

The Sierpinski triangle is a classic example of a fractal, known for its striking visual 
simplicity and underlying mathematical depth. It is constructed by recursively removing 
triangular subsets from an equilateral triangle. The process begins with a single 
equilateral triangle: 

1. Initial Step: Divide the triangle into four smaller congruent equilateral triangles 
by connecting the midpoints of each side. 

2. Recursive Removal: Remove the central triangle, leaving three equilateral 
triangles. 

3. Repetition: Apply the same process to each of the remaining smaller triangles ad 
infinitum. 

Mathematically, the Sierpinski triangle can also be generated using affine 
transformations, which are functions that scale, rotate, translate, or reflect points in a 
plane. Specifically, the Sierpinski triangle involves three such transformations, each 
scaling down the triangle to half its size and positioning it at one of the three vertex 
points of the original triangle. These transformations ensure that each iteration of the 
process results in a fractal that is an exact smaller copy of the previous iteration, 
epitomizing the fractal’s self-similar nature. 

 



4 
 

Computational Complexity 

In computational theory, complexity classes such as P (Polynomial time) and NP 
(Nondeterministic Polynomial time) categorize decision problems based on the 
resources needed to solve them. Problems in class P can be solved in polynomial time 
by a deterministic Turing machine, implying that they are efficiently solvable. NP 
problems, on the other hand, are those for which a solution can be verified in 
polynomial time, though finding the solution may require a nondeterministic algorithm, 
potentially making them more complex and time-consuming to solve directly. 

Introducing P=ISVP: The proposed class P=ISVP extends these traditional notions by 
exploring problems that theoretically involve an infinite number of computational steps 
but whose solutions can still be verified in polynomial time. This class is hypothesized 
based on the understanding that certain infinite processes, like those seen in fractals, 
can exhibit properties allowing for their polynomial-time verification, despite their 
infinite iterative nature. The exploration of P=ISVP is motivated by the need to 
understand computational limits and capabilities in scenarios where traditional 
classifications fall short, especially in handling problems characterized by infinite 
structures or processes. 

 

Theoretical Framework 

Defining P=ISVP 

The proposed complexity class P=ISVP (Polynomial time equals Infinite Steps 
Verification Problem) aims to capture a unique set of computational problems. Formally, 
an ISVP is defined as a problem for which the complete resolution potentially requires 
an infinite number of steps due to the nature of the problem itself, such as iterative 
processes that continue indefinitely. However, despite this infinite procedural 
requirement, the correctness of a given solution can be verified in polynomial time. This 
definition implies a fundamental distinction from both P and NP: while problems in P are 
solvable in polynomial time, and those in NP are verifiable in polynomial time (with 
unknown solving time), ISVP problems extend the notion of verification to scenarios 
where the problem-solving itself involves inherently infinite sequences or structures. 

The relationship between P and ISVP hinges on the hypothesis that certain ISVP 
problems might also be solvable in polynomial time under specific conditions or 
representations, particularly when using insights or properties inherent to the problems, 
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such as self-similarity in fractals. This hypothesis challenges and potentially expands our 
understanding of what is computationally feasible within polynomial time constraints. 

Self-Similarity and Verification 

Self-similarity, a hallmark of fractals, provides a powerful tool for verification. This 
property implies that a small part of the fractal accurately represents the entire 
structure, potentially at multiple levels of magnification. For computational problems 
modeled by such fractals, this means that verifying the structure or behavior of a small, 
manageable segment of the fractal can, by extension, verify the correctness of larger or 
more complex parts of the same structure. 

In the context of ISVP, if a problem can be expressed in such a way that its solutions 
exhibit self-similar properties, then the verification of an infinitely complex solution 
might be feasible in polynomial time. The Sierpinski triangle is a prime example where 
each smaller triangle is a replica of the whole, allowing verification processes to be 
scaled down efficiently. This scalability significantly reduces the computational 
complexity of verification, potentially fitting it within polynomial time bounds. 

Mathematical Representation 

The mathematical underpinnings of the Sierpinski triangle provide a clear example of 
how fractal geometry can be leveraged for efficient verification. The triangle is 
generated through a set of affine transformations, each of which mathematically ensures 
that the resulting smaller triangles adhere to the same rules as the initial large triangle. 

The transformations for the Sierpinski triangle are defined as: 

 

These transformations correspond to the operation of scaling down and repositioning 
each portion of the triangle onto one of the vertices of the original triangle. Verification 
involves applying the inverse of these transformations to check whether a point or a 
structure lies within the fractal. This process, due to the mathematical simplicity and 
repetitive nature of the operations, can be executed in polynomial time, supporting the 
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idea that the verification of even infinitely detailed fractal structures can be efficiently 
managed. 

Together, these elements of the theoretical framework set the stage for exploring how 
the self-similar properties of fractals like the Sierpinski triangle might not only provide a 
practical example of P=ISVP but also inspire new methods and algorithms capable of 
handling other complex or infinite computational challenges. 

 

Thought Experiment 

Experiment Setup 

To utilize the Sierpinski triangle as a model for testing the P=ISVP hypothesis, we 
propose a computational experiment that rigorously applies and examines the principles 
of ISVP within a controlled framework. This experiment will involve both the generation 
of the Sierpinski triangle to various degrees of complexity and the verification of its 
parts, focusing on the efficiency and feasibility of these processes. 

1. Generation Process: We will programmatically generate the Sierpinski triangle 
using its well-defined iterative method, scaling the complexity by increasing the 
number of iterations, thereby approaching an infinitely complex structure. This 
process will be automated using a computer program that applies the affine 
transformations iteratively to an initial equilateral triangle. 

2. Verification Process: Concurrently, we will implement a verification algorithm 
that checks whether given segments of the structure conform to the expected 
fractal pattern. This algorithm will leverage the self-similar nature of the triangle, 
utilizing a polynomial-time method to verify segments based on the affine 
transformations defined for the fractal. 

3. Metrics and Analysis: The key metrics for this experiment will include the 
computational resources required for both generation and verification at various 
scales, focusing on time complexity and the number of operations performed. 
These metrics will help in analyzing the scalability of verification processes in the 
context of increasingly complex structures. 
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Infinite Generation vs. Polynomial Verification 

The heart of this thought experiment lies in contrasting the infinite iterative generation 
of the Sierpinski triangle with the polynomial-time requirements for its verification. As 
the fractal's complexity increases with each iteration, the task of generating the 
complete structure theoretically extends towards infinity. However, due to the fractal's 
self-similarity, each part of the triangle, no matter how small, replicates the whole. 

• Infinite Generation: Each iteration of the fractal generation process adds a level 
of detail and complexity, which can continue indefinitely. This illustrates the 
"infinite steps" aspect of ISVP, where the problem (fully generating the fractal) 
cannot be conclusively completed in a finite number of steps. 

• Polynomial Verification: Despite the potential for infinite complexity, the 
verification of any segment of the fractal to confirm its adherence to the fractal 
pattern can be performed in polynomial time. This is due to the predictable, 
repetitive nature of the fractal's structure, which allows any segment, once 
generated, to be verified against the transformation rules that define the entire 
structure. 

Implications of Self-Similarity 

The self-similarity of the Sierpinski triangle not only simplifies the verification process 
but also provides profound insights into how similar principles might be applied to 
other computational problems classified under P=ISVP. Self-similarity implies that 
knowledge of a part provides knowledge of the whole, a principle that could potentially 
transform our approach to verifying complex systems in various domains, from 
computer graphics to natural phenomena modeling. 

• Generalization to Other Problems: If the principles observed in the Sierpinski 
triangle can be generalized, other infinitely complex systems that exhibit self-
similar properties might also be verified in polynomial time, thus broadening the 
applicability of the P=ISVP class. 

• Theoretical Implications: This exploration could lead to a broader 
understanding of how infinite complexity can be managed within finite 
computational paradigms, possibly affecting theories in computational biology, 
physics, and other fields where complex, iterative processes are common. 
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Through this thought experiment, we aim to rigorously test the boundaries of 
computational complexity and explore how the unique properties of fractals can 
illuminate new paths in the study of computational theory. 

 

Discussion 

Potential Challenges 

While the application of the P=ISVP framework to the Sierpinski triangle offers 
intriguing insights, several challenges and limitations could arise when attempting to 
generalize this framework to other computational problems: 

1. Complexity of Other Fractals and Structures: Not all fractals or complex 
structures exhibit the strict self-similarity of the Sierpinski triangle. Fractals like 
the Mandelbrot set, for instance, display varying degrees of self-similarity and 
chaotic behavior that complicate their analysis. The verification methods used for 
the Sierpinski triangle might not easily transfer to such structures, necessitating 
more complex algorithms that could exceed polynomial time constraints. 

2. Lack of Generalization: The specific mathematical properties that facilitate the 
polynomial-time verification of the Sierpinski triangle might not be present in 
other problems, particularly those outside the realm of fractal geometry. This lack 
of generalization could limit the applicability of the P=ISVP framework to a 
narrow range of problems. 

3. Infinite Detail and Precision: Problems requiring infinite precision, such as those 
involving real numbers or continuous systems, might pose significant challenges. 
The computational models currently available might not adequately handle such 
precision, potentially rendering the polynomial-time verification infeasible. 

4. Verification vs. Solution Complexity: While verification within the P=ISVP 
framework might be feasible for some problems, solving these problems could 
still be computationally prohibitive. This disparity between verification and 
solution complexity could complicate the practical application of the P=ISVP 
class. 
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Broader Implications 

Exploring the P=ISVP framework through the Sierpinski triangle thought experiment has 
broader implications for understanding complexity classes and computational limits: 

1. Redefinition of Computational Feasibility: By demonstrating that certain 
problems, traditionally considered intractable due to their infinite complexity, 
might be verifiable in polynomial time, the P=ISVP framework challenges existing 
notions of computational feasibility. This could lead to a reevaluation of what is 
considered computable within reasonable time limits. 

2. New Computational Paradigms: The introduction of P=ISVP could encourage 
the development of new computational paradigms that leverage self-similarity or 
other structural properties to reduce complexity. These paradigms could 
transform approaches in fields such as data compression, image processing, and 
perhaps even quantum computing. 

3. Philosophical and Theoretical Impact: The distinction between solving and 
verifying problems in the context of infinite processes opens philosophical 
questions about the nature of knowledge and computation. It prompts a deeper 
theoretical examination of the foundations of computational theory and its 
relationship with other areas of mathematics and science. 

4. Influence on Algorithm Design: Understanding that certain complex problems 
might be more accessible through verification rather than direct computation 
could influence algorithm design, emphasizing algorithms that exploit known 
properties of problems to streamline the verification process. 

Through this discussion, the P=ISVP framework not only expands our understanding of 
computational complexity but also highlights the nuanced relationship between 
theoretical computability and practical computational techniques. It encourages a 
broader, more flexible approach to tackling computational problems, particularly those 
involving complex or infinite structures. 
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Discussion 

Potential Challenges 

Expanding the P=ISVP framework beyond the neatly self-similar world of the Sierpinski 
triangle presents several significant challenges: 

1. Variability in Fractal Structures: While the Sierpinski triangle showcases ideal 
self-similarity, many other fractals and complex structures display only partial or 
statistical self-similarity. For instance, fractals like the coastline or the Mandelbrot 
set exhibit self-similarity in a less uniform and more complex manner, which 
complicates the straightforward application of a polynomial-time verification 
process. 

2. Scale of Self-Similarity: The scale at which self-similarity is applicable can vary 
significantly among fractals and other complex structures. In some cases, self-
similarity may only emerge at specific scales, or the scale may be so small as to 
be practically unusable for verification purposes, thus requiring exponential time 
to identify and verify. 

3. Precision and Computational Resources: Problems requiring extremely high 
precision or those that involve quantum states might defy practical verification 
within the polynomial time framework. The computational resources required to 
achieve the necessary precision or to handle quantum states effectively might not 
be polynomially bounded. 

4. Theoretical Rigor: Extending P=ISVP to other domains requires rigorous 
theoretical foundations, which may not yet be fully developed. Theoretical gaps 
or the absence of a robust mathematical framework for certain types of problems 
could undermine efforts to classify and verify them within this new complexity 
class. 

Broader Implications 

Despite these challenges, exploring the P=ISVP framework through this thought 
experiment could significantly impact our understanding of computational complexity: 

1. Theoretical Expansion: This framework could lead to an expansion of traditional 
complexity classes, introducing new categories or subcategories that better 
capture the nuances of problems involving infinite or highly iterative processes. 
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This could refine our theoretical tools and improve our understanding of different 
types of computational problems. 

2. Computational Philosophy: The P=ISVP framework challenges traditional 
notions of what it means to "solve" a problem. It suggests that for some 
problems, especially those involving infinite iterations or details, "verification" 
might be a more practical or even the only feasible approach. This shift could 
influence philosophical discussions about the nature of solutions and the goals of 
computation. 

3. Practical Algorithms: Insights gained from studying problems under the P=ISVP 
framework could lead to the development of new algorithms or computational 
methods that are optimized for verifying rather than solving problems. This could 
be particularly impactful in fields such as cryptography, where verification speed 
is crucial, or in machine learning, where quickly verifying the validity of a 
predictive model can be more important than understanding how the model 
arrives at its predictions. 

4. Interdisciplinary Impact: The exploration of P=ISVP could also impact other 
scientific fields, such as physics and biology, where complex systems often exhibit 
behavior that is difficult to predict but relatively easier to verify. Understanding 
these systems through the lens of computational complexity could lead to new 
models or theories that better describe their underlying dynamics. 

5. Influence on Education and Research: Introducing and exploring new 
complexity classes like P=ISVP could reshape curricula and research in computer 
science and related disciplines, encouraging a broader, more inclusive approach 
to teaching computational theory and its applications. 

In summary, while the application of the P=ISVP framework poses considerable 
challenges, it also offers a rich avenue for theoretical and practical exploration in 
computational science. This discussion not only highlights potential difficulties but also 
underscores the transformative implications that such an exploration might have across 
multiple domains of knowledge. 
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Conclusion 

Summary of Findings 

This paper has explored the Sierpinski triangle as a model for the proposed complexity 
class P=ISVP, which conceptualizes problems requiring an infinite number of steps to 
solve but whose solutions can be verified in polynomial time. The Sierpinski triangle, 
with its clear and repetitive self-similar structure, provides a compelling example of how 
fractal geometry can embody the P=ISVP hypothesis. We have demonstrated that 
despite the fractal's infinitely iterative generation process, the verification of any part of 
the fractal—thanks to its self-similarity—can be efficiently executed within polynomial 
time constraints. This exploration not only highlights the feasibility of the P=ISVP 
framework but also emphasizes the unique interplay between infinite complexity and 
polynomial-time verification. 

Future Research 

The findings presented here open several avenues for future research within the P=ISVP 
framework: 

1. Exploring Other Fractal Structures: Research could extend to other fractals that 
exhibit different types of self-similarity or more complex iterative behaviors, such 
as the Mandelbrot set or Julia sets. Investigating these fractals might provide 
deeper insights into the limits and capabilities of the P=ISVP framework. 

2. Broadening the Domain: Beyond fractals, the framework could be applied to 
other mathematical systems or structures that exhibit iterative or recursive 
characteristics, such as certain types of dynamical systems, cellular automata, or 
even certain algorithms used in machine learning and artificial intelligence. 

3. Interdisciplinary Applications: There could be potential applications of the 
P=ISVP framework in other scientific fields that deal with complex, iterative 
processes. For instance, systems biology, climate modeling, or quantum 
mechanics could benefit from this new understanding of complexity. 

4. Developing Verification Algorithms: Another promising area of research would 
involve developing specific algorithms or computational methods optimized for 
the verification tasks outlined by P=ISVP, particularly focusing on improving 
efficiency and reducing computational overhead. 
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5. Theoretical Formalization: Further theoretical work is necessary to rigorously 
define and formalize the P=ISVP class, differentiating it clearly from existing 
complexity classes and establishing its foundational properties and implications. 

Final Thoughts 

Exploring the theoretical boundaries of computational theory through the lens of the 
P=ISVP framework represents a significant step toward understanding the profound 
relationship between infinite processes and polynomial-time verification. This 
exploration challenges existing paradigms and invites us to reconsider what is 
computationally possible. It encourages a broader perspective on the nature of 
problems and solutions in computational theory, suggesting that the real power of 
computing may lie not just in solving problems, but in verifying the veracity of solutions 
to seemingly intractable challenges. The journey through these uncharted theoretical 
territories not only enriches our understanding of complexity but also enhances our 
ability to harness and manipulate the infinite, paving the way for new discoveries and 
innovations across disciplines. 
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