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Abstract

Partiality is a natural phenomenon in computability that we cannot get around. So,
the question is whether we can give the areas where partiality occurs, that is, where non-
termination happens, more structure. In this paper we consider function classes which
besides the total functions only contain finite functions whose domain of definition is an
initial segment of the natural numbers. Such functions appear naturally in computation.
We show that a rich computability theory can be developed for these functions classes which
embraces the central results of classical computability theory, in which all partial (com-
putable) functions are considered. To do so, the concept of a Gödel number is generalised,
resulting in a broader class of numberings. The central algorithmic idea in this approach
is to search in enumerated lists. In this way, function computability is reduced to set
listability. Besides the development of a computability theory for the functions classes, the
new numberings—called quasi-Gödel numberings—are studied from a numbering-theoretic
perspective: they are complete, and each of the function classes numbered in this way is a
retract of the Gödel numbered set of all partial computable functions. Moreover, the Rogers
semi-lattice of all computable numberings of the considered function classes is studied and
results as in the case of the computable numberings of the partial computable functions are
obtained. The function classes are shown to be effectively given algebraic domains in the
sense of Scott-Ershov. The quasi-Gödel numberings are exactly the admissible number-
ings of the computable elements of the domain. Moreover, the domain can be computably
mapped onto every other effectively given one so that every admissible numbering of the
computable domain elements is generated by a quasi-Gödel numbering via this mapping.
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1 Introduction

A characteristic feature of the theory of computable functions is the appearance of functions that
are only partially defined. The reason is that the set of all total computable functions cannot
be defined constructively, which is however possible for supersets that in addition contain
certain partial computable functions. From the constructive description of a function class,
an indexing of the functions in this class and a universal algorithm for the computation of
the functions can be obtained in a canonical way. The existence of such an indexing and a
universal algorithmic procedure is of central importance for the theory of computability. In the
early days of computability theory (cf. e.g. [22]), only those function schemes were considered
that correspond to total functions—thus leading to the class of general recursive functions—but
soon one proceeded studying all such schemes and thus the class of partial recursive functions.
For the reasons mentioned, it was only for this that the elegant and far-reaching theory as we
know it today could be developed. See [37] for an in-depth going discussion.

On the other hand, in applications one is of course only interested in total computable func-
tions, because who wants an algorithm that runs through an infinite loop. This was probably
also the reason why initially only the general recursive functions were considered. Also, in
various areas of recursive mathematics one is only interested in the total computable functions,
namely in theories that deal with the effective approximability of infinite objects by finite ones.
Examples are recursive analysis and domain theory (cf. e.g. [44, 45, 30, 38, 6, 1, 46, 5, 20, 47]).
Here, one examines infinite objects such as the real numbers, which can be effectively approxi-
mated by a sequence of finite objects, e.g. the rational numbers. Each such effective sequence is
described by a total computable function. So, total computable functions can be considered as
names of such effectively approximable objects. Now, if in applications one is more interested
in total functions than in partial ones, is it really necessary to consider all partial computable
functions in order to obtain a satisfactory theory of computability, or would it be sufficient, to
extend the space of total computable functions by only certain partial ones, namely those whose
domain is well structured? In this paper it shall be shown that one can in fact limit oneself
to the consideration of certain finite functions. Apart from the total computable functions, it
suffices to consider only those finite functions the domain of which is an initial segment of ω.
It is also not necessary to add all functions defined on initial segments of the natural numbers
to the total computable ones, but only a certain subset of them. Any such subset can be made
even more sparse, also by removing infinitely many elements, still we will obtain a satisfying
theory of computability.

Functions defined on initial segments of ω appear quite natural in this context. After all,
every total function can be approximated by a sequence of such initial segment functions. This
is used on various occasions. If, for instance, one evaluates a function defined by primitive
recursion, say for argument n, one needs to compute the restriction of the function to the
initial segment determined by n. In program testing one uses initial segment functions as
sample. As we shall see, the class of functions we are considering is of interest not only in
programming but also in other areas of computer science. It has been said already that in
theories on the effective approximability of infinite objects by finite ones, total computable
functions are used as names of the effectively approximable objects. This assignment can now
be meaningfully extended to the initial segment functions. Each such function corresponds to
a finite sequence of finite objects, which in turn corresponds to a certain vagueness: the object
to be approximated has not yet been precisely determined. Initial segment functions are thus
names for neighbourhoods in the topological space of the objects that can be approximated.
This can be made more precise as follows: The function class considered here can be effectively
mapped to the set of computable elements of an algebraic effectively given domain in such a
way that the initial segment functions are mapped onto the base elements of the domain, which,
as is known, define a basis for the Scott topology of the domain. Also in the interpretation of a
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domain as a neighbourhood or information system [39, 40], the basic elements correspond to set
systems that define an object only vaguely. The advantage of this approach is that names for
the objects as well as for the “approximating” neighbourhoods are available in one namespace.

First investigations on the problem whether all partial computable functions have to be con-
sidered in order to develop a satisfying theory of computability were together with W. H. Ker-
sjes [21]. In this work we started with a modified Turing machine model which for given
computably enumerable set A computed all total computable functions and exactly the initial
segment functions with a domain of length in A. Based on the machine model, a numbering
γA of this function class was introduced. Yet, at this time we did not have at hand any char-
acterisation of this numbering as known for Gödel numberings. As a result, in many cases the
computability of index functions had to be proven by constructing suitable machines and could
not be derived from properties of the numbering. This could only be given in the habilitation
thesis [41] of the current author, of which the present paper contains central, so far unpublished
results.

The problem was that although the numbering γA has a computable universal function,
this function is not in the corresponding function class. However, the graph of the universal
function can be enumerated by a total computable function. This property corresponds to
the Enumeration Theorem for Gödel numberings [37, Theorem IV]. The second characteristic
property that Gödel numberings share is that they are maximal with respect to reducibility
among all numberings whose universal function is computable. Similarly, it turns out in the case
of the numbering γA that for every family priqiPω of functions in the class under consideration,
the graphs of which are computably enumerable, uniformly in i, one can computably pass from i

to an index of ri with respect to γA. We call numberings that satisfy these two conditions, quasi-
Gödel Numberings. As will be shown, any two such numberings are recursively isomorphic.
Furthermore, all important theorems known for Gödel numberings can be derived for this new
type of numberings, without using any results of classical computability theory. As every Gödel
numbering is also a quasi-Gödel numbering, this shows that the new notion is a reasonable
generalisation of the concept of Gödel numbering.

In classical computability theory, the concept of computable enumerability has proven to
be fundamental. For example, in [37], the concept of a partial recursive operator is traced
back to that of a computably enumerable set. As follows already from the definition of quasi-
Gödel numberings, the concept of computable enumeration is also of central importance for the
approach to computability theory that we want to present here. Many of the proofs consist of
constructing enumerations for function graphs.

In the subsequent sections we start with developing computability theory on the basis of
quasi-Gödel numberings. In Section 2 we introduce the functions classes which, in addition to
the total computable functions, only contain those initial segment functions whose domains have
certain given lengths. We then show that these classes have standard numberings with respect
to a given Gödel numbering of all partial computable functions. The standard numberings
obtained in this way are in particular quasi-Gödel numberings. In addition, we will discuss
some applications of these function classes. Section 3 shows that a quasi-Gödel numbering of
these function classes can also be obtained without using a Gödel numbering. We present a
machine model which computes exactly the functions in such a class and use this to define
a numbering that turns out to be quasi-Gödel numbering. This shows that a computability
theory can be founded on the function classes considered here without prior knowledge of the
theory of all partial computable functions.

In the next sections we derive some central results of computability theory from the prop-
erties of quasi-Gödel numberings. In Section 4 we show that the smn-theorem holds, discuss
the effectiveness of substitution, give a normal form theorem and prove the recursion theorem,
Rice’s theorem and some consequences of these results. In contrast to the theory of all partial
computable functions, the partial functions of the kind considered here can be extended to total
computable functions, but the extension cannot be effectively computed from an index of the
partial function. Also, the length of its domain cannot be computed from the index of an initial
segment function. As we shall see, the smn-theorem does not have the same importance in this
theory as it does in computability theory with Gödel numbering. There it is mainly used to
construct index functions. Here these functions have to be constructed in a different way.
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In Section 5 computably enumerable sets are introduced in the usual way as sets that are
either empty or the range of a total computable function. They can also be characterised as
ranges of the functions considered here, not necessarily total ones. With the help of a quasi-
Gödel numbering of this function class we then simultaneously get an enumeration of these sets.
On the basis of a few selected theorems it will become clear that in this approach to the theory
of computably enumerable sets essentially all classical results apply except for those in the
formulation of which the domain characterisation of computably enumerable sets is included.
Because of the normalisation of the domains of the considered functions, this characterisation
is no longer meaningful here. As will be seen however, in the usual proofs the constructions
using this characterisation can be replaced by others. In addition, we show that the numbering
of computably enumerable sets introduced in the manner described is computably isomorphic
to the numbering of these sets defined via a Gödel numbering. This shows that the approach
to computability theory presented here can be used to study computably enumerable sets in
the same way as the classical one.

In Sections 6 and 7, respectively, the enumerability of subsets of the functions classes under
consideration and the computability of operators between these classes are discussed. Theorems
of Rice-Shapiro and Myhill-Shepherdson type are derived.

Section 8 is reserved for a numbering-theoretical investigation of quasi-Gödel numberings.
Here we address the question of the existence of minimal supersets of the class of total com-
putable functions for which still quasi-Gödel numberings exist. Furthermore, it is shown that
all quasi-Gödel numberings of a function class are computably isomorphic. From this it follows
in particular that in Section 2 there is no restriction to construct a quasi-Gödel numbering as
a standard numbering for a Gödel numbering. Finally, the Rogers semi-lattices of computable
numberings of the function classes under consideration are examined and results known for
the case of all partial computable functions are transferred, such as Goetze’s theorem [9, 10]
that every countable partially ordered set can be embedded isomorphically in this semi-lattice.
It also follows from results of Mal’cev [27] and Khutoretskĭı [24] that the considered function
classes have infinitely many incomparable Friedberg numberings and that there are positive
numberings of these classes to which no Friedberg numbering can be reduced.

In Section 9 we investigate the connection with domain theory. This theory was established
independently by Ershov [6] and Scott [39] in their aim to develop a mathematically pleasing
way to study the computable functionals of higher type and to construct a model of the untyped
lambda calculus, respectively. As will be shown, the functions considered in the present work
are just the computable elements of an effectively given algebraic domain, which contains all
total number-theoretic functions in addition to the initial segment functions. The quasi-Gödel
numberings studied in the previous sections are precisely the admissible numberings in the sense
of domain theory. We show that the domain of number-theoretic functions just described can
be computably mapped onto any other effectively given domain. As a consequence, we obtain
that every admissible numbering of the computable elements of an effectively given domain can
be generated from a quasi-Gödel numbering.

2 The function classes S
pnq
A

In what follows let x¨, ¨y : ω2 Ñ ω be a one-to-one and onto computable pair encoding so
that xx, yy ě x, y. Extend the pairing function as usual to an n-tuple encoding (n ą 0) by

setting xxy
Def
“ x and xx1, . . . , xn`1y

Def
“ xx1, xx2, . . . , xn`1yy. Let π

pnq
i (i “ 1, . . . , n) be the

associated decodings such that π
pnq
i pxx1, . . . , xnyq “ xi. The sets of all n-ary partial, total,

partial computable, and total computable functions, respectively, will be denoted by PF pnq,
F pnq, Ppnq, and Rpnq. The arity n of these functions and the dimension of the Cartesian
products of ω that will be considered in the sequel is always assumed to be at least 1. In some
cases the case n “ 0 could be included. But we will not discuss this case.

Let ϕpnq be a Gödel numbering of Ppnq and Wi be the domain of ϕ
p1q
i . Should the arity

of the considered functions be clear from the context or its knowledge be not important, we
write ϕ instead of ϕpnq. We proceed accordingly with all other numberings of function classes
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considered here. The value of a numbering ζ at argument i is denoted by ζi, but sometimes also
by ζpiq. Instead of px1, . . . , xnq we also write ~x. Moreover, we write ϕp~xqÓ if the computation
of ϕp~xq converges and ϕp~xqÓm if it converges in m steps. If C is a fixed non-empty computably
enumerable (c.e.) subset of ω, then we assume it to come with a fixed enumeration and denote
the finite part of C enumerated after t steps by Ct.

A subset B of ω is called initial segment of ω if for every m P B we have that also m1 P B,
for all m1 ă m. The cardinality of B is said to be the length of B. If C “ Bn, for some initial
segment B of ω, then C is called initial segment of ωn. The length of B is then also said to be
the edge length of C.

As has already been pointed out, we will consider functions the domain of which is either
ωn, the empty set, or an initial segment of ωn with an edge length in a given subset A of ω.

Let Anf
pnq
A

1 be the set of functions in PF pnq the domain of which is either empty or an initial
segment of ωn with edge length in A. Then we set

pSpnq
A

Def
“ F pnq YAnf

pnq
A , pSA

Def
“

ď
t pSpnq

A | n ą 0 u,

S
pnq
A

Def
“ Rpnq YAnf

pnq
A , SA

Def
“

ď
tS

pnq
A | n ą 0 u.

For an infinite c.e. set A, S
pnq
A is an enumerable subset of Ppnq. Let to this end, for a P A, apnq

denote the n-tupel pa, . . . , aq. We extend the usual less-or-equal relation on ω coordinatewise

to ωn and write ~a ă ~b to mean ~a ď ~b and ~a ‰ ~b. Then there is some f P Rp1q so that

ϕ
pnq
fpiqp~xq “

#
ϕ

pnq
i p~xq if for some a P A, ~x ă apnq and for all ~y ă apnq, ϕ

pnq
i p~yqÓ,

undefined otherwise.

It follows that ϕ
pnq
fpiq P S

pnq
A , for all i P ω. If for all a P A and all ~y ă apnq, ϕ

pnq
i p~yqÓ, then

ϕ
pnq
fpiq P Rpnq. In the other case, b “ maxt a P A | p@~y ă apnqqϕ

pnq
i p~yqÓ u exists and the domain

of ϕ
pnq
fpiq is an initial segment of ωn of edge length b. Hence ϕ

pnq
fpiq P Anf

pnq
A . Observe the use of

excluded middle in this proof.
For q P PF pnq let dompqq and rangepqq, respectively, be the domain and the range of q.

Moreover, let

graphpqq
Def
“ t xx~xy, zy | ~x P dompqq ^ qp~xq “ z u,

graphepqq
Def
“ t xx~yy, 0y, xx~xy, z ` 1y | ~y P ωn ^ ~x P dompqq ^ qp~xq “ z u

respectively be the graph and the extended graph of q. Then it is readly verified that the

enumeration λi. ϕ
pnq
fpiq has the following two properties

ϕ
pnq
i P S

pnq
A ñ ϕ

pnq
fpiq “ ϕ

pnq
i , (1)

graphpϕ
pnq
fpiqq Ď graphpϕ

pnq
i q. (2)

Enumerations of a subset of Ppnq that satisfy Condition (1) are called ϕ-standard number-
ings and those that additionally meet Condition (2) are special ϕ-standard numberings [28].
Enumerations of this kind have first been considered by Lachlan [26] for the case of classes of

c.e. sets. The class t graphepϕ
pnq
fpiqq | i P ω u is an example for the kind of classes he studied, that

is, a standard class.
Set

Aϕ
pnq
i

Def
“ ϕ

pnq
fpiq,

then we have that Aϕ
pnq
i is a special ϕ-standard numbering of S

pnq
A , for every infinite c.e. A Ď ω.2

The ϕ-standard numberings of S
pnq
A can be characterised by conditions similar to those known

1The notation derives from the German word ‘Anfangsstück’ for ‘initial segment’.
2Note that the numbering Aϕpnq depends effectively on (a code) of A. We will, however, not make use of

this fact
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for Gödel numberings. Since their universal function is computable, but not contained in S
pn`1q
A ,

they will not satisfy the conditions for Gödel numberings.

Theorem 2.1. Let ψ be a ϕ-standard numbering of S
pnq
A . Then the following two conditions

hold:

(QGN I) The extended graph of λi, ~x. ψip~xq is enumerable by some function in Rp1q.

(QGN II) For all k P Rp2q there exists v P Rp1q such that if, for some i P ω, λt. kpi, tq

enumerates the extended graph of a function r P S
pnq
A , then r “ ψvpiq.

Proof. Because ψ is a ϕ-standard numbering there is some d P Rp1q with ψi “ ϕdpiq. Therefore,
λi, ~x. ψip~xq is computable and graphepλi, ~x. ψip~xqq is c.e. By construction, graphepλi, ~x. ψip~xqq
is infinite. Hence, it can be enumerated by a total computable function. Thus, (QGN I) holds.

For the derivation of (QGN II) let v P Rp1q so that

ϕvpiqp~xq “ π
p2q
2 pµxt, zy. rπ

p2q
1 pkpi, tqq “ x~xy ^ π

p2q
2 pkpi, tqq “ z ^ z ą 0sq ´ 1.

If λt. kpi, tq enumerates the extended graph of a function r P S
pnq
A it follows that ϕvpiq “ r.

Because r P S
pnq
A and ψ is a ϕ-standard numbering we thus obtain that r “ ϕdpvpiqq “ ψvpiq.

In the sequel, a numbering of a countable set of functions X Ě Rpnq that satisfies Conditions

(QGN I) and (QGN II) is called quasi-Gödel numbering (replace S
pnq
A by X in (QGN II)). As we

have just seen, every ϕ-standard numbering of such a function class is a quasi-Gödel numbering.
In particular,

Corollary 2.2. Every Gödel numbering is a quasi-Gödel numbering.

As will be shown in Section 8, every quasi-Gödel numbering of S
pnq
A is a ϕ-standard num-

bering, up to recursive isomorphism. The analogy of Conditions (QGN I) and (QGN II) to the
corresponding conditions for Gödel enumerations can best be seen by identifying functions with
their graphs. (QGN I) then corresponds to the computability of the universal function of the
enumeration and (QGN II) says that every effective enumeration of functions of the considered
set can be computably reduced to the given enumeration.

As mentioned earlier, the set of extended graphs of a ϕ-standard numberable function class
is a special case of the classes of c.e. sets studied by Lachlan [26]. He calls these classes standard
classes. If one interprets the numbering of such a set of functions as an enumeration of the
class of the associated extended graphs, then the Conditions (QGN I) and (QGN II) correspond
precisely to Lachlan’s requirements on a standard enumeration of a standard class.

As we see, the classes S
pnq
A for infinite c.e. sets A have very pleasant effectivity properties.

This already suggests that we have made the right choice with the initial segment functions
in our plan to develop a computability theory for a set of functions which, in addition to the
total computable functions, only contains certain partial functions. Since every total function
can be approximated by a sequence of such initial segment functions, these functions also occur
quite naturally in computability theory. For example, a function defined by primitive recursion
is evaluated from the beginning, i.e. starting at 0. You proceed in the same way with the
normalised µ operator

µx. rqpxq “ 0s
Def
“

$
’&
’%

mintx | qpxq “ 0^ p@y ă xq qpyqÓ u if tx | qpxq “ 0^ p@y ă xq qpyqÓ u

is not empty,

undefined otherwise.

Moreover, for every infinite A Ď ω, the collection of sets t t g P Rp1q | graphppq Ď graphpgq u |

p P Anf
p1q
A u is a basis of a metric topology on Rp1q, the Baire topology. Finally, this approx-

imation property is used in the definition of computable functionals on sets of total functions
(cf. [4, 47]). We want to clarify this using the example of a functional G : F p1q ˆ ω Ñ ω.

6



Let rr¨ss be a one-to-one computable coding of all finite sequences of natural numbers and for
p : t0, . . . , au Ñ ω

rrpss
Def
“ rrpp0q, . . . , ppaqss.

Then G is called computable if there is some g P Rp2q such that for d P F p1q and x, y P ω,
Gpd, xq “ y, exactly if there exists p P Anf

p1q
ω with graphppq Ď graphpdq so that gprrpss, xq “ y.

The initial segment function p and in particular the length of its domain is a measure for the
amount of information about d that the algorithm g needs to compute Gpd, xq. Of course one
would like to have such algorithms g that manage with as little information as possible. Gordon
and Shamir [11] e.g. investigated whether such algorithms always exist and how they can be
constructed.

There are various approaches to define computability for uncountable sets other than F p1q

or PF p1q, such as computable analysis [44, 45, 34, 49], domain theory [38, 6, 48, 43], the
theory of filter spaces [19], the theory of effectively given spaces [20], the theory of finitely
approximable sets [18]. Most of these approaches have in common that the elements of the sets
under consideration can be approximated by sequences of other finite objects; the real numbers,
for example, by normed Cauchy sequences of rational numbers or descending sequences of closed
intervals with rational endpoints. Encoding the finite objects used for the approximation allows
to describe the approximating sequences by sequences of natural numbers. In [14, 15, 16, 17,
47, 25] it is therefore proposed to use functions in F p1q as names for the elements approximated
in this way, which led to the now well developed theory of representations. These assignments

can be meaningfully extended to pSp1q
ω , or to put it another way, it makes sense to also use

initial segment functions as names. If one considers that all information contained in the
approximating finite objects is encoded in the elements to be approximated, then these objects
conversely contain only a finite part of the information contained in the approximated elements
(cf. [40, 18]). The approximating finite objects and thus also every finite sequence of these
objects therefore corresponds to a certain amount of uncertainty with regard to the element to
be approximated: this is not yet uniquely determined by the finite approximation. In many cases
these uncertainty sets are open sets in the topological space of the elements to be approximated.
This observation suggests to take initial segment functions as names for the uncertainty set
generated by finite sequences of approximating objects, which has the advantage that one has
names for the elements of the considered set as well as for the uncertainty sets occurring in the

approximation in one namespace. In addition, the described extension of representations to pSp1q
ω

is continuous: if the total function used in the representation is approximated by initial segment
functions, then the element named by the total function is approximated by the uncertainty
sets corresponding to the initial segment functions. We want to illustrate this with an example
below. In Section 9 we will make the statement precise and prove it for the case of effectively
given algebraic domains.

Example 2.3. We assume the real numbers x P r´1, 1s be given in signed digit expansion

x “
8ÿ

i“0

ai ¨ 2
´pi`1q

with ai P t´1, 0, 1u. The information about x which we can read off from this expansion is the
sequence a0, a1, . . . of signed digits. To each finite initial segment of this sequence corresponds
a dyadic rational

un
Def
“

nÿ

i“0

ai ¨ 2
´pi`1q

approximating x. The uncertainty set coming with this number is the interval run´2
´pn`1q, un`

2´pn`1qs including all real numbers containing the information about un, that is the sequence
a0, . . . , an, as part of their own information.
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Now, for a P ω, let δpaq
Def
“ pa mod 3q ´ 1 and for r P pSp1q

ω set

Gprq
Def
“

č
t rδprpnqq ´ 2´pn`1q, δprpnqq ` 2´pn`1qs | n P domprq u.

If, in addition, we identify a real number z with the one-point interval rz, zs, we have thus
obtained a representation of both, the reals in r´1, 1s and the corresponding uncertainty sets.
It is such that for g P F p1q and any sequence ppnqnPω of initial segment functions so that
graphppnq Ď graphppn`1q and graphpgq “

Ť
t graphppnq | n P ω u,

Gpgq “
č
tGppnq | n P ω u.

3 A modified Turing machine model

In the last section we constructed a special ϕ-standard numbering of S
pnq
A for infinite c.e. sets

A Ď ω. In this section we present a machine model for the computation of these functions. The
numberings derived from this characterisation will be a quasi-Gödel numbering.

In what follows let Σ be a non-empty finite set and TPΣ be the set of all Turing programs
which use Σ as tape alphabet. Moreover, let κ : ω Ñ ωn be an effective enumeration of ωn

without repetitions and A Ď ω be a non-empty c.e. set. Finally, let P be a Turing program and

M
pnq
A be a Turing program realising the following algorithm:

Input : ~x

1. Set j :“ 1.

2. Compute Aj .

3. For i “ 0, . . . , j ´ 1: run program P on input κpiq for j steps and store whether there is
a result.

4. If there is some a P Aj so that

• ~x ă apnq

• For all ~y ă apnq: ~y P tκp0q, . . . , κpj ´ 1qu and program P stops on input ~y within j
steps,

then set z :“ output of P on input ~x; otherwise increase j by 1 and go to (2).

Output : z.

We write M
pnq
A pP q to denote the Turing program consisting of program M

pnq
A and the subpro-

gram P . If Sempnq : TPΣ Ñ Ppnq is the semantic map that, with regard to a fixed input/output

convention, assigns to every Turing program the function it computes, then SempnqpM
pnq
A pP qq

is precisely the function that agrees with SempnqpP q on the maximal initial segment of ωn with

an edge length in A that is contained in dompSempnqpP qq; and is undefined, otherwise.

Theorem 3.1. For every infinite c.e. set A Ď ω,

S
pnq
A “ t SempnqpM

pnq
A pP qq | P P TPΣ u.

Let MPi be the i-th program with respect to an effective one-to-one enumeration of the set

M
pnq
A rTPΣs of all modified Turing programs M

pnq
A pP q with P P TPΣ and define

Aψ
pnq
i

Def
“ SempnqpMPiq.

Theorem 3.2. For every infinite c.e. set A Ď ω, Aψpnq is a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
pnq
A .
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If one compares the above definition of the set M
pnq
A rTPΣs with the definition of the num-

bering Aϕpnq in the previous section, one sees that the same rule is behind both: algorithms

for the computation of functions in Ppnq are modified to ones for computing functions in S
pnq
A .

The only difference is that in the first case this is done by direct manipulation of the algorithms
formulated in a given algorithmic language, here the language of Turing programs, and in the
second case by effective operations on the indices (names) for these algorithms. Therefore, when
defining Aϕpnq, a coding of all algorithms had to be used (Gödel numbering ϕpnq), the proper-
ties of which were exploited in the proof of Theorem 2.1. The numbering Aψpnq, on the other
hand, can be defined directly by listing the modified programs. However, in the proof of the
above theorem one can no longer fall back on any known properties of a numbering, but must
prove the existence of the computable functions stated in Conditions (QGN I) and (QGN II) by
specifying suitable Turing programs. Since we essentially want to derive all results presented in
the next sections from the properties of quasi-Gödel numberings, this procedure shows that a
computability theory for SA can be established and developed without prior knowledge of the
theory of all partial computable functions. The assumption about A in this section is to be
understood as an abbreviated way of saying that A is the image of a total, one-to-one function
that can be computed by a Turing program. It does not mean that one has to know already
what a c.e. set is.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. (QGN I). Let P be a Turing program realising the following algorithm:

Input : t

1. If t is odd, set z :“ xpt ´ 1q{2, 0y and go to (4); otherwise, find i, j and ~x so that
xi, j, ~xy “ t{2.

2. Simulate j steps of the computation of the i-th modified Turing program MPi on input
~x.

3. If the computation of MPi on input ~x stops within j steps, set
z :“ xxi, ~xy, 1` output of MPi on input ~xy; otherwise, set z :“ xt{2, 0y.

4. Stop.

Output : z.

Let h
Def
“ Semp1qpP q. Then h P Rp1q with rangephq “ graphepλi, ~x.

Aψ
pnq
i p~xqq.

(QGN II). Let pP be a Turing program computing the function

π
p2q
2 pµxt, zy. rπ

p2q
1 pkpi, tqq “ x~xy ^ π

p2q
2 pkpi, tqq “ z ^ z ą 0sq ´ 1.

Moreover, for i P ω, let Pi be a program that on input ~x outputs xi, ~xy in such a way that

it can be read as input by pP . For two programs P̄ and P̃ let P̄ ; P̃ be the program that first
executes P̃ and then P̄ . Finally, let Q be a program that on input of i computes a j with

MPj “M
pnq
A p pP ;Piq. Then v

Def
“ SempnqpQq has the property stated in (QGN II).

4 Computability theory for SA

In this and the following sections let A Ď ω be an infinite c.e. set. In these sections we will
show that a sufficiently rich computability theory can be developed for the set of functions SA.
For this purpose we give a selection of important theorems of classical computability theory
and show that they also apply to the set of functions considered here. Since this contains in
particular all total computable functions, computable sets and relations can be introduced as
usual in the theory to be developed here. We do not want to go into this any further.

Let θpnq be a numbering of S
pnq
A . If θpnq satisfies Condition (QGN I), we obtain an analogue

to Kleene’s Normal Form Theorem.
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Theorem 4.1. Let θpnq satisfy Condition (QGN I). Then there is a primitive recursive function
q and an pn` 2q-ary computable predicate T so that

θ
pnq
i p~xq “ qpµy. T pi, ~x, yqq.

Proof. Choose the pair encoding and its decodings as primitive recursive and let h P Rp1q

enumerate the extended graph of the universal function of the numbering θpnq. Then

θ
pnq
i p~xq “ π

p2q
2 pµxt, zy. rπ

p2q
1 phptqq “ xi, ~xy ^ π

p2q
2 phptqq “ z ^ z ą 0sq ´ 1.

Therefore, defining qpaq
Def
“ π

p2q
2 paq .́ 1 and

T pi, ~x, yq ô π
p2q
1 phpπ

p2q
1 pyqqq “ xi, ~xy ^ π

p2q
2 phpπ

p2q
1 pyqqq “ π

p2q
2 pyq ^ π

p2q
2 pyq ą 0,

proves the claim.

Since the numberings considered here do not have a universal function in the considered
function class, we cannot construct index functions as we do in the case of Gödel numberings,
by first defining a function that contains the index parameters as arguments and then applying
the smn-theorem. We have to obtain such index functions by applying condition (QGN II).
Therefore, in the proofs of this and the following sections, we often need to construct functions
that enumerate the extended graph of another function. These enumeration functions are
essentially defined in two ways. In order not to have to repeat these constructions in the
following, we want to present the first of these definition methods in the form of a scheme. Let
κ be an effective one-to-one enumeration of ωn, in which for a ă b (a, b P ω) all elements of
the initial segment of ωn of edge length a occur before the remaining elements of the initial
segment of edge length b. In the following we say that κ enumerates ωn initial segment by
initial segment. Also let nf, arg P Rp1q 3 and for all i, j ą 0, ˚ P Rp1q with

nfpxx1, . . . , xnyq
Def
“ xκpκ´1px1, . . . , xnq ` 1qy,

argpzq
Def
“

#
x~0y if π

p2q
2 pzq “ 0,

nfpπ
p2q
1 pzqq otherwise,

xx1, . . . , xiy ˚ xy1, . . . , yjy
Def
“ xx1, . . . , xi, y1, . . . , yjy.

(With this notation we suppress the dependence of the functions κ, nf, arg and ˚ on n and i
and j, respectively.)

As follows from the definition, nfpx~xyq is the encoded successor of ~x in the enumeration κ.

Lemma 4.2. Let f P Rp3q and Q Ď ω3 be a computable relation so that fpi, t, zq ą 0 if Qpi, t, zq
holds. Moreover, let k P PF p2q be defined by

kpi, 2tq “ xxκptqy, 0y

kpi, 2t` 1q “ gpi, tq, where

gpi, 0q “ xx~0y, 0y,

gpi, t` 1q “

#
xargpgpi, tqq, fpi, t` 1, gpi, tqqy if Qppi, t` 1, gpi, tqq,

gpi, tq otherwise.

Then k P Rp2q and λt. kpi, tq enumerates the extended graph of an n-ary function.

Proof. Note that λt. kpi, 2tq enumerates alle coded tuples xx~yy, 0y. The value of gpi, 0q is one
of these coded tuples. As long as Qpi, t` 1, gpi, tqq holds, argpgpi, tqq computes the successor of

π
p2q
1 pgpi, tqq in the enumeration given by κ. Since fpi, t` 1, gpi, tqq ą 0 in this case, gpi, t` 1q

satisfies the requirement for the remaining elements in an extended graph. If Qpi, t` 1, gpi, tqq
does not hold, the value of gpi, tq is repeated. In particular, if Q is empty, we have that
kpi, 2t` 1q “ gpi, 0q “ xx~0y, 0y, for all t P ω. Thus, λt. kpi, tq enumerates the extended graph of
the nowhere defined function in this case.

3The notation derives from the German words ‘Nachfolger’ (successor) and ‘Argument’.
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As already mentioned, the concept of enumeration is of central importance for the com-

putability theory to be developed here. The numberings of S
pnq
A considered here do not have

universal functions in S
pn`1q
A , but the extended graphs of the functions in S

pnq
A can be enumer-

ated uniformly. We first show a more general result.

Lemma 4.3. Let θpm`nq satisfy Condition (QGN I). Then there is some k P Rp2q such that

rangepλt. kpxi, ~yy, tqq “ graphepλ~x. θ
pm`nq
i p~y, ~xqq.

Proof. By Condition (QGN I), the extended graph of λi, ~y, ~x. θ
pm`nq
i p~y, ~xq has an enumeration

h P Rp1q. Define

pQpxi, ~yy, a, zq ô π
p2q
2 phpaqq ą 0^ π

p2q
1 phpaqq “ xi, ~yy ˚ argpzq,

Qpxi, ~yy, t, zq ô pDa ď tq pQpxi, ~yy, a, zq and

fpxi, ~yy, t, zq
Def
“ π

p2q
2 phpµa ď t. pQpxi, ~yy, a, zqqq.

Now, by applying Lemma 4.2 we obtain a function k P Rp2q. As is readily verified, it has the
properties stated.

The result we are looking for now follows as special case m “ 0.

Theorem 4.4. Let θpnq satisfy Condition (QGN I). Then there is some k P Rp2q so that

rangepλt. kpi, tqq “ graphepθ
pnq
i q.

As a further consequence we obtain the smn-theorem.

Theorem 4.5 (smn-Theorem). Let m ą 0, θpnq satisfy Condition (QGN II) and θpm`nq meet
Condition (QGN I). Then there is a function s P Rpm`1q so that

θ
pnq
spi,~yqp~xq “ θ

pm`nq
i p~y, ~xq.

Proof. By Lemma 4.3 there is some k P Rp2q such that

rangepλt. kpxi, ~yy, tqq “ graphepλ~x. θ
pm`nq
i p~y, ~xqq.

Now, let v P Rp1q be as in Condition (QGN II). Since λ~x. θ
pm`nq
i p~y, ~xq P S

pnq
A , it follows that

θ
pm`nq
i p~y, ~xq “ θ

pnq
vpxi,~yyqp~xq. Thus, s

Def
“ λi, ~y. vpxi, ~yyq is as wanted.

Just as the smn-theorem is the effective version of the reducibility requirement for Gödel
numberings, there is also an effective version of (QGN II) for quasi-Gödel numberings:

(QGN E) There is a function d P Rpm`1q, for all m ą 0, such that for all i P ω, ~j P ωm and

r P S
pnq
A , if λt. θ

pm`1q
i p~j, tq enumerates the extended graph of function r, then r “ θ

pnq

dpi,~jq
.

Theorem 4.6. Let θpnq satisfy Condition (QGN I), for every n ą 0. Then the following
equivalences hold:

p1q ô p3q and p2q ô p4q,

where

1. θpnq meets Condition (QGN II).

2. θpnq meets Condition (QGN II), for all n ą 0.

3. θpnq meets Condition (QGN E).

4. Requirements (4a) and (4b) hold, for all n ą 0:
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(a) There is some function s P Rpm`1q, for all m ą 0 , so that for all ~y P ωm, ~x P ωn

and i P ω, θ
pnq
spi,~yqp~xq “ θ

pm`nq
i p~y, ~xq.

(b) There exists a function g P Rp1q such that for all i P ω and r P S
pnq
A , if θ

p1q
i enumerates

the extended graph of function r, then r “ θ
pnq
gpiq.

Proof. p3q ñ p1q holds trivially. We show next that p1q ñ p3q. By Lemma 4.3 there is some

k P Rp2q such that λt. kpxi,~jy, tq enumerates the extended graph of λa. θ
pm`1q
i p~j, aq. Let i P ω,

~j P ωm and r P S
pnq
A such that λa. θ

pm`1q
i p~j, aq enumerates the extended graph of function

r. According to its definition every element of graphepλa. θ
pm`1q
i p~j, aqq is of the form xa, 0y,

xa, xx~yy, 0y ` 1y or xa, xx~yy, rp~yq ` 1y ` 1y. Therefore, if we set

k̂pxi,~jy, tq
Def
“

#
xx0y, 0y if π

p2q
2 pkpxi,~jy, tqq “ 0,

π
p2q
2 pkpxi,~jy, tqq .́ 1 otherwise,

then k̂ P Rp2q. Moreover λt. k̂pxi,~jy, tq enumerates the extended graph of function r. Since

θpnq satisfies Condition (QGN II), there is a function v P Rp1q with r “ θ
pnq

vpxi,~jyq
. Thus, d

Def
“

λi,~j. vpxi,~jyq has the property stated in Condition (QGN E).
In the same way we obtain that (2) implies (4b): choose m “ 0 . Statement (4a) is just the

smn-theorem that has been derived from (2) in Theorem 4.5. For the remaining implication it

suffices to show p4q ñ p3q. Let to this end i P ω, ~j P ωm and r P S
pnq
A so that λt. θ

pm`1q
i p~j, tq

enumerates the extended graph of r. With Condition (4a) we have that θ
pm`1q
i p~j, tq “ θ

p1q

spi,~jq
ptq,

from which it follows with (4b) that r “ θ
pnq

gpspi,~jqq
. Therefore, d

Def
“ g ˝ s has the properties

required in (3).

For what follows, let θpnq be a quasi-Gödel numbering, for all n ą 0. With the smn-theorem
we have shown for a known result of computability theory that it also holds in the computability
theory for SA. Next we want to examine whether substitution is an effective operation. Here

we first have to state that pSA is not closed under substitution. Because whenever for p, r P pSp1q
A

the set tx | ppxq P domprq u refrains from being a segment of ω then r ˝ p R pSp1q
A We therefore

introduce a modified substitution. Let xM pnq
A : PFn Ñ PFn be defined by

xM pnq
A pqqp~xq

Def
“

$
’&
’%

qp~xq if there exists a P A so that ~x ă apnq and

for all ~y ă apnq, ~y P dompqq,

undefined othewise.

Then xM pnq
A is idempotent, xM pnq

A rPF pnqs “ pSpnq
A and xM pnq

A pϕ
pnq
i q “ Aϕ

pnq
i . If

Substpm,nq : PF pmq ˆ pPF pnqqm Ñ PF pnq

is the usual substitution operation, the modified operation is defined by

MSubst
pm,nq
A

Def
“ xM pnq

A ˝ Substpm,nq.

For r P pSpmq
A and p1, . . . , pm P pSpnq

A , MSubst
pm,nq
A pr; p1, . . . , pmq agrees with

Substpm,nqpr; p1, . . . , pmq

on the maximal initial segment of ωn with an edge length in A that is contained in

dompSubst
pm,nq
A pr; p1, . . . , pmqq

, and is undefined, otherwise. Therefore, for all functions r P pSpmq
A and p1, . . . , pm P pSpnq

A withŚm
ν“1 pνp

Şm
σ“1 domppσqq Ď domprq,

MSubst
pm,nq
A pr; p1, . . . , pmq “ Substpm,nqpr; p1, . . . , pmq.
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In this case, dompSubstpm,nqpr; p1, . . . , pmqq “
Şm

σ“1 domppσqq. Since the domains of the func-
tions pσ are comparable with respect to set inclusion, the intersection is again an initial seg-
ment of ωn with an edge length in A. In particular, the modified substitution agrees with the

usual substitution for all total functions. This justifies the introduction of MSubst
pm,nq
A , as we

are essentially concerned with the total functions. Incidentally, it also happens with normal
substitution that information gets lost during the substitution process. If for p, q P PF p1q,
qpxq R domppq, then pp ˝ qqpxq is undefined. That is, the information coming with qpxq is lost.
In the case of the modified substitution, in addition all information is lost that comes from
points which are not contained in the maximal initial segment of ω with length in A that is
included in dompp ˝ qq. This is in agreement with the algorithms defined in the last section

using the Turing program M
pnq
A .

Theorem 4.7. Let A Ď ω be an infinite c.e. set and θpnq be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
pnq
A ,

for n ą 0. Then there is a function sub P Rpm`1q so that

θ
pnq
subpj,j1,...,jmq “ MSubst

pm,nq
A pθ

pmq
j ; θ

pnq
j1
, . . . , θ

pnq
jm
q.

Proof. Let h, ĥ P Rp1q be enumerations as in Condition (QGN I) for θpnq and θpmq, respectively.
Moreover, let

pQpxj, j1, . . . , jmy, xb, b1, . . . , bmy, x~xyq ô
mľ

ν“1

rπ
p2q
1 phpbνqq “ xjν , ~xy ^ π

p2q
2 phpbνqq ą 0s ^

π
p2q
2 pĥpbqq “ xj, π

p2q
2 phpb1qq

.́ 1, . . . , π
p2q
2 phpbmqq

.́ 1y ^ π
p2q
2 pĥpbqq ą 0,

Qpi, t, zq ô pDa P Atq
nľ

ν“1

πpnq
ν pargpzqq ă a^ p@~x ă apnqq pDc ď tq pQpi, c, x~xyq,

fpi, t, zq
Def
“ π

p2q
1 pĥpπ

pm`1q
1 pµc ď t. pQpi, c, πp2q

1 pzqqqqq.

By now applying Lemma 4.2 we obtain a function k P Rp2q such that λt. kpxj, j1, . . . , jmy, tq

enumerates the extended graph of MSubst
pm,nq
A pθ

pmq
j ; θ

pnq
j1
, . . . , θ

pnq
jm
q. Since θpnq meets Condi-

tion (QGN II), there is some v P Rp1q with

MSubst
pm,nq
A pθ

pmq
j ; θ

pnq
j1
, . . . , θ

pnq
jm
q “ θ

pnq
vpxj,j1,...,jmyq.

By setting sub
Def
“ λj,~j. vpxj,~jyq we are therefore done.

A central result of computability theory is the recursion respectively fixed point theorem.
Our next goal is derive this theorem for the function classes and numberings considered in this

paper. To this end we have to consider the family pθ
pnq

θ
pm`1

i
pi,~yq

p~yqqpi,~yqPωm`1 . Since numbering

θpnq is only defined on defined indices in ω, this family is not well defined. With help of the
enumeration theorem it can however be extended to situations in which index functions may
be not defined. We then obtain

θ
pnq

θ
pm`1q
i

pi,~yq
p~xq “

#
θ

pnq

θ
pm`1q
i

pi,~yq
p~xq if θ

pm`1q
i pi, ~yqÓ,

undefined otherwise.

Thus, θ
pnq

θ
pm`1

i
pi,~yq

P S
pnq
A , for every choice of pi, ~yq P ωm`1.

Lemma 4.8. Let A Ď ω be an infinite c.e. set and θpnq be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
pnq
A ,

for n ą 0. Then there exists g P Rpm`1q so that

θ
pnq
gpi,~yq “ θ

pnq

θ
pm`1q
i

pi,~yq
.
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Proof. Again, let h, ĥ P Rp1q be enumerations as in Condition (QGN I) for θpnq and θpm`1q,
respectively. Moreover, define

pQpxi, ~yy, xa, by, zq ô π
p2q
1 pĥpaqq “ xi, i, ~yy ^ π

p2q
2 pĥpaqq ą 0^

π2
2phpbqq ą 0 ^ π2

1phpbqq “ xπ
2
2pĥpaqq

.́ 1y ˚ argpzq,

Qpxi, ~yy, t, zq ô pDc ď tq pQpxi, ~yy, c, zq,
fpxi, ~yy, t, zq

Def
“ π

p2q
2 phpπ2

2pµc ď t. pQpxi, ~yy, c, zqqqq.

Then by applying Lemma 4.2 we obtain a function k P Rp2q so that λt. kpxi, ~yy, tq enumerates

the extended graph of θ
pnq

θ
pm`1q
i

pi,~yq
. Now, using Condition (QGN II) for θpnq we have that there

is some v P Rp1q with

θ
pnq
vpi,~yq “ θ

pnq

θ
pm`1q
i

pi,~yq
.

Set gpi, ~yq
Def
“ λi, ~y. vpxi, ~yyq.

This more technical result allows to derive the recursion theorem.

Theorem 4.9 (Recursion Theorem). Let A Ď ω be an infinite c.e. set and θpnq be a quasi-Gödel

numbering of S
pnq
A , for n ą 0. Moreover, let f P Rpm`1. Then there is a function ef P Rpmq so

that

θ
pnq
fpef p~yq,~yq “ θ

pnq
ef p~yq.

Proof. Let g P Rpm`1q be as in Lemma 4.8. Then there is some index j P ω with θ
pm`1q
j pi, ~yq “

fpgpi, ~yq, ~yq. Set efp~yq
Def
“ gpj, ~yq. Then ef P R

pmq and

θ
pnq
ef p~yq “ θ

pnq
gpj,~yq “ θ

pnq

θm`1

j
pj,~yq

“ θ
pnq
fpgpjq,~yq,~yq “ θ

pnq
fpef p~yq,~yq.

As we see, the proof of this theorem follows essentially the same idea as in the case of
classical computability theory (cf. e.g. [37]). This will be the case in several of the subsequent
results. In each case, however, there are certain auxiliary functions such as function g above,
the existence of which has to be demonstrated in another way as in the known theory.

The above result is the fixed point version of the recursion theorem. With help of the
smn-theorem we now obtain Kleene’s version [23].

Corollary 4.10. Let A Ď ω be an infinite c.e. set and θpnq be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
pnq
A ,

for n ą 0. Moreover, let r P Rpn`1q. Then there is some index cr P ω with

rpcr , ~xq “ θpnq
cr
p~xq.

Similarly, we obtain an effective version of this corollary which says the index cr can be
computed from an index of r.

Corollary 4.11. Let A Ď ω be an infinite c.e. set and θpnq be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
pnq
A ,

for n ą 0. Then there is a function q P Rp1q such that

θ
pn`1q
i pqpiq, ~xq “ θ

pnq
qpiqp~xq.

Next, we will derive an effective version of the fixed point formulation above. It says that
the fixed point ef in Theorem 4.9 can be computed from an index of f .
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Theorem 4.12. Let A Ď ω be an infinite c.e. set and θpnq be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
pnq
A ,

for n ą 0. Then there is a function e P Rpm`1q such that all i P ω with θ
pm`1q
i being total,

θ
pnq

θ
pm`1q
i

pepi,~yq,~yq
“ θ

pnq
epi,~yq.

Proof. Let g P Rpm`1q be as in Lemma 4.8, and i P ω such that θ
pm`1q
i is total. Since for total

functions the modified substitution defined above agrees with usual substitution, it follows from
Theorem 4.7 that there is a function q P Rp1q so that

θ
pm`1q
qpiq pj, ~yq “ θ

pm`1q
i pgpj, ~yq, ~yq.

Set epj, ~yq
Def
“ gpqpjq, ~yq. Then e P Rpm`1q and

θ
pnq
epi,~yq “ θ

pnq

θ
pm`1q
qpiq

pqpiq,~yq

“ θ
pnq

θ
pm`1q
i

pgpqpiq,~yq,~yq

“ θ
pnq

θ
pm`1

i
pepi,~yq.~yq

.

As a further consequence of the recursion theorem we obtain that the index functions used
in this section can be chosen as one-to-one. The padding lemma we derive next will be needed
here.

Theorem 4.13 (Padding Lemma). Let A Ď ω be an infinite c.e. set and θpnq be a quasi-

Gödel numbering of S
pnq
A , for n ą 0. Then θpnq has a one-to-one padding function, that is, a

one-to-one function p P Rp2q so that

θ
pnq
ppi,jq “ θ

pnq
i .

Proof. Let s P Rp2q be an smn-function for the case m “ 2 and r P Rp4q defined by

rpc, j, x, bq
Def
“

$
’&
’%

0 if there exists a ă j with spc, aq “ spc, jq,

1 if for all a ă j, spc, aq ‰ spc, jq, j ă x, and spc, jq “ spc, xq.

b otherwise.

Since the modified substitution of functions in pSA into total functions agrees with the usual
one, it follows with Theorem 4.7 that there is a function g P Rp1q so that

θ
pn`2q
gpiq pc, j, ~xq “ rpc, j, x1, θ

pnq
i p~xqq.

It then follows with Corollay 4.11 that there exists k P Rp1q with

θ
pn`2q
gpiq pkpiq, j, ~xq “ θ

pn`1q
kpiq pj, ~xq.

Now, assume that λj. spkpiq, jq is not one-to-one, let a be minimal with the property that

pDj ą aq spkpiq, aq “ spkpiq, jq,

and choose a j with the property just stated, say ̂. Then,

0 “ θ
pn`2q
gpiq pkpiq, ̂, ̂pnqq

“ θ
pn`1q
kpiq p̂, ̂pnqq

“ θ
pnq
spkpiq,̂qp̂

pnqq

“ θ
pnq
spkpiq,aqp̂

pnqq
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“ θ
pn`1q
kpiq pa, ̂pnqq

“ θ
pn`2q
gpiq pkpiq, a, ̂pnqq

“ 1.

Thus, λj. spkpiq, jq is one-to-one. Define

ppi, jq
Def
“

#
spkp0q, 0q if pi, jq “ p0, 0q,

spkpiq, µz. p@pa, bq ă pi, jqq spkpiq, zq ‰ ppa, bqq otherwise.

Note that because λj. spkpiq, jq is one-to-one, if pi, jq ‰ p0, 0q, then there is always some z
with spkpiq, zq ‰ ppa, bq, for all a, b P ω with pa, bq ă pi, jq. Therefore p P Rp2q. Moreover, p is

one-to-one and θ
pnq
ppi,jq “ θ

pnq
i .

Corollary 4.14. Let A Ď ω be an infinite c.e. set and θpnq be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
pnq
A ,

for n ą 0. Moreover, let f P Rpmq. Then there is a one-to-one function f̂ P Rpmq so that

θ
pmq

f̂p~yq
“ θ

pmq
fp~yq.

It follows that that the function v in Requirement (QGN II), the function d in Condi-
tion (QGN E), the smn-function, the function g in Statement (4) of Theorem 4.6, the function
sub in Theorem 4.7, the function g in Lemma 4.8, and hence the function ef in the recursion
theorem, the function q in Corollary 4.11 and the function e in the effective version of the re-
cursion theorem can all be chosen as one-to-one. A consequence of the latter fact is that every
recursive definition has infinitely many fixed points.

Theorem 4.15. Let A Ď ω be an infinite c.e. set and θpnq be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
pnq
A ,

for n ą 0. Then there is a one-to-one function fix P Rp2q so that for all i P ω for which θ
pnq
i is

total, and all j P ω,

θ
pnq

θ
p1q
i

pfixpi,jqq
“ θ

pnq
fixpi,jq.

Proof. Let i P ω be such that θ
pnq
i is total. By Theorem 4.7 there is a one-to-one function

k P Rp1q with θ
p2q
kpiqpc, jq “ θ

p1q
i pcq. Moreover, as just seen, the function e P Rp2q in Theorem 4.12

can be chosen as one-to-one. Thus, we have that

θ
pnq

θ
p1q
i pepkpiq,jqq

“ θ
pnq

θ
p2q

kpiq
pepkpiq,jq,jq

“ θ
pnq
epkpiq,jq.

It therefore suffices to define fixpi, jq
Def
“ epkpiq, jq.

With help of the recursion theorem we can now show that it is not decidable whether a
function is defined on an initial segment only, or is total, though SA has a simple structure.
This and several similar results will be consequences of Rice’s theorem [35]. Let to this end, for

X Ď S
pnq
A ,

IθpnqpXq
Def
“ t i P ω | θ

pnq
i P X u.

Theorem 4.16 (Rice). Let A Ď ω be an infinite c.e. set and θpnq be a quasi-Gödel numbering

of S
pnq
A , for n ą 0. Moreover, let C Ď S

pnq
A . Then IθpnqpCq is computable if, and only if, C “ H

or C “ S
pnq
A .

Proof. If C “ H or C “ S
pnq
A , respectively, then IθpnqpCq “ H or IθpnqpCq “ ω and hence com-

putable. For the converse implication assume that H ‰ C ‰ S
pnq
A , but IθpnqpCq is computable.

Then H ‰ IθpnqpCq ‰ ω. Let i P IθpnqpCq and j P ωzIθpnqpCq. Set

fpxq “

#
j if x P IθpnqpCq.

i otherwise,
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then f P Rp1q. By the recursion theorem there is hence some index a P ω so that θ
pnq
a “ θ

pnq
fpaq.

Then θ
pnq
a P C, exactly if θ

pnq
a R C, a contradiction.

As a consequence of this theorem we now obtain that the sets t i P ω | θ
pnq
i P Anf

pnq
A u and

t i P ω | θ
pnq
i P Rpnq u cannot be computable. Initial segment functions can be extended to total

computable functions. As we will see now, this cannot be done effectively.

Theorem 4.17. Let A Ď ω be an infinite c.e. set and θpnq be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
pnq
A ,

for n ą 0. Then there is no function q P Rp1q so that, if θ
pnq
i P Anf

pnq
A then θ

pnq
qpiq P Rpnq and

graphpθ
pnq
i q Ă graphpθ

pnq
qpiqq.

Proof. Assume that there is a function q P R1 as stated, and let j be a θp1q-index of q. We show

that there is a function v P Rp1q so that θ
pnq
vpiq P Anf

pnq
A and for all ~x ď κpiq, θ

pnq
vpiqp~xq “ θ

pnq
i p~xq.

This will help us to construct a function g P Rp1q such that

θ
pnq
gpiqp~xq “

$
’’’’&
’’’’%

θ
pnq
i p~xq ` 1 if, in a simultaneous search, xxi, ~xy, θ

pnq
i p~xq ` 1y is found

in graphepλa, ~y. θ
pnq
a p~yqq not later than xxj, iy, qpiq ` 1y is

found in graphepλa, y. θ
p1q
a pyqq,

θ
pnq
qpvpiqqp~xq ` 1 if xxj, iy, qpiq ` 1y is found earlier than xxi, ~xy, θ

pnq
i p~xq ` 1y.

(3)

Since q is total, always one of the cases holds. If the first case holds, θ
pnq
i p~xq is defined. As θ

pnq
vpiq

is an initial segment function, we have that also θ
pnq
qpvpiqq is total. Therefore, in the second case,

θ
pnq
qpvpiqqp~xq is defined as well. Thus, θ

pnq
gpiq P Rpnq. By applying the recursion theorem we hence

obtain an index ı̂ with θ
pnq
ı̂ “ θ

pnq
gpı̂q. Then θ

pnq
ı̂ P Rpnq.

Now, consider θ
pnq
ı̂ pκp̂ıqq, and suppose that in (3) the first case holds. Then

θ
pnq
ı̂ pκp̂ıqq “ θ

pnq
ı̂ pκp̂ıqq ` 1.

Therefore, the second case must hold. By the properties of v, we have that for all ~x ď κp̂ıq,

θ
pnq
vpı̂qp~xq “ θ

pnq
ı̂ p~xq. Moreover, θ

pnq
vpı̂q is an initial segment function and hence θ

pnq
qpvpı̂qq is a total

extension of θ
pnq
vpı̂q. Because κp̂ıq P dompθ

pnq
vpı̂qq, we have that θ

pnq

qpvp̂pıqq
pκp̂ıqq “ θ

pnq
vpı̂qpκp̂ıqq. Thus,

θ
pnq
ı̂ pκp̂ıqq “ θ

pnq
qpvpı̂qqpκp̂ıqq ` 1 “ θ

pnq
vpı̂qpκp̂ıqq ` 1 “ θ

pnq
ı̂ pκp̂ıqq ` 1.

This shows that there cannot exist a function q with the stated properties.
Next, we will consider the construction of the functions v and g used in the proof above.

We will start with the construction of v. Let to this end h P Rp1q be an enumeration of the
extended graph of the universal function of θpnq and erpiq be the first a P A with respect to a
fixed enumeration of A so that κpiq ă apnq. Moreover, let

pQpi, b, zq ô π
p2q
2 phpbqq ą 0^

nľ

ν“1

πpnq
ν pargpzqq ă erpiq ^ π

p2q
1 phpbqq “ xiy ˚ argpzq,

Qpi, t, zq ô pDb ď tq pQpi, b, zq,
fpi, t, zq

Def
“ π

p2q
2 phpµb ď t. pQpi, b, zqqq

and k P Rp2q be as in Lemma 4.2. Then λt. kpi, tq enumerates the extended graph of the
function

rp~xq “

#
θ

pnq
i p~xq if ~x ă perpiqqpnq,

undefined otherwise.
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Obviously, r P Anf
pnq
A . Hence, by (QGN II), there is a function v P Rp1q with r “ θ

pnq
vpiq. As is

easily seen, v has the properties mentioned above.
For the construction of function g let h1 P Rp1q enumerate the extended graph of the universal

function of θp1q. Moreover, define

pQ1pi, b, zq ô π
p2q
2 phpbqq ą 0^ π

p2q
1 phpbqq “ xiy ˚ argpzq,

pQ2pi, bq ô π
p2q
1 ph1pbqq “ xj, iy ^ π

p2q
2 ph1pbqq ą 0,

pQ3pi.b, zq ô π
p2q
2 phpbqq ą 0^ π

p2q
1 phpbqq “ xqpvpiqqy ˚ argpzq,

pQ4pi, b, zq ô

r pQ1pi, b, zq ^  pDc ă bq pQ2pi, cqs _ r pQ3pi, b, zq ^

pDb1 ă bq r pQ2pi, b
1q ^  pDc ď b1q pQ1pi, c, zqss,

Q1pi, t, zq ô pDb ď tq pQ4pi, b, zq,

fpi, t, zq
Def
“ pπ

p2q
2 phpµb ď t. pQ4pi, b, zqqqq ` 1,

and construct function k P Rp2q as in Lemma 4.2. Then λt. kpi, tq enumerates the extended
graph of the function p defined by

pp~xq
Def
“

$
’’’’&
’’’’%

θ
pnq
i p~xq ` 1 if for some b, π

p2q
2 phpbqq ą 0, π

p2q
1 phpbqq “ xi, ~xy and for no c ă b,

h1pcq “ xxj, iy, qpiq ` 1y,

θ
pnq
qpvpiqqp~xq ` 1 if for some b, h1pbq “ xxj, iy, qpiq ` 1y and for no c ď b,

π
p2q
2 phpcqq ą 0 and π

p2q
1 phpcqq “ xi, ~xy.

As seen above, p is total. Therefore p P S
pnq
A . Hence, by (QGN II), there is a function g P Rp1q

with p “ θ
pnq
i which by the definition of p is as required above.

As consequence of this result it follows that also the edge length of the domain of an initial

segment function θ
pnq
i cannot be computed from given index i.

Corollary 4.18. Let A Ď ω be an infinite c.e. set and θpnq be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
pnq
A ,

for n ą 0. Then there is no function p P Rp1q such that ppiq is the edge length of dompθ
pnq
i q, if

θ
pnq
i P Anf

pnq
A .

Proof. Again we assume that there is such a function p. Let j be a θp1q-index of p. In what
follows we construct a function q P Rp1q so that

θ
pnq
qpiqp~xq “

$
’’’&
’’’%

θ
pnq
i p~xq if, in a simultaneous search, xxi, ~xy, θ

pnq
i p~xq ` 1y is not found in

graphepλa, ~y. θ
pnq
a p~yqq later than xxj, iy, ppiq ` 1y is found in

graphepλa, y. θ
p1q
a pyqq, or ~x ă pppiqqpnq,

0 if ~x ă pppiqqpnq and xxj, iy, ppiq ` 1y is found earlier.

Because p is total, always one of the two cases holds. If in the first case we find xxi, ~xy, θ
pnq
i p~xqy

not later than the other tuple, it follows that θ
pnq
i p~xq is defined. The same is true, once we

know that ~x ă pppiqqpnq. Since then ~x P dompθ
pnq
i q, by the properties of p. It follows that

θ
pnq
qpiqp~xq P Rpnq. Moreover, θ

pnq
qpiq is an extension of θ

pnq
i . This contradicts what we have shown

in the previous theorem. Hence, there is no such function p.
It remains to show how the function q can be constructed. Let to this end, h, ĥ, respectively,

be computable enumerations of the extended graphs of the universal functions of θpnq and θp1q

that exist by Condition (QGN I). Moreover, let the relations pQ1 and pQ2 be defined as in the
proof of the previous theorem. In addition, let
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pQ3pi, b, zq ô

r pQ1pi, b, zq ^  pDc ă bq pQ2pi, cqs _ rpDc ď bq pQ2pi, cq ^
nľ

ν`1

1 ` πpnq
ν pargpzqq ă π

p2q
2 ph1pcqqs,

pQ4pi, b, zq ô pQ2pi, bq ^
nł

ν“1

1` πpnq
ν pargpzqq ě π

p2q
2 ph1pbqq,

Qpi, t, zq ô pDb ď tq r pQ3pi, b, zq _ pQ4pi, b, zqs,

fpi, t, zq
Def
“

$
’&
’%

π
p2q
2 phpµb ď t. pQ1pi, b, zqqq if for some b ď t, pQ3pi, b, zq,

1 if for some b ď t, pQ4pi, b, zq,

0 otherwise.

Note that, if for some b P ω, pQ4pi, b, zq holds then pQ1pi, c, zq, and hence also pQ3pi, c, zq will

not apply, for all c P ω. The reason is that θ
pnq
i p~xq is only defined if ~x ă pppiqqpnq. Now, use

the relations and the function f just defined and apply Lemma 4.2. Then we obtain a function
k P Rp2q such that λt. kpi, tq enumerates the extended graph of function r defined by

rp~xq
Def
“

$
’&
’%

θ
pnq
i p~xq if for some b P ω, π

p2q
2 phpbqq ą 0, π

p2q
1 phpbqq “ xi, ~xy

and for no c ă b, h1pcq “ xxj, iy, ppiq ` 1y, or ~x ă pppiqqpnq,

0 if for some b P ω, h1pbq “ xxj, iy, ppiq ` 1y and ~x ă pppiqqpnq.

As seen above, r P Rp2q. Because of Condition (QGN II) there is thus some q P Rp1q with

r “ θ
pnq
qpiq. Then q is as required.

Since the effective version of the recursion theorem holds for θpnq, it follows by a result
of Ershov [7, Satz 9] that θpnq is precomplete which means that for every partial computable
function r P Pp1q there is a total computable function g P Rp1q so that for all i P domprq,

θ
pnq
rpiq “ θ

pnq
gpiq.

Consequently, we would not be able to obtain positive results in Theorem 4.17 and Corollary 4.18
by working in classical computability theory. In that case one has more algorithms at hand.
However, because of the precompleteness of θpnq there also cannot exist any partial computable
functions q and p with the properties stated in both results.

5 Computably enumerable sets

As usual, we call a set C Ď ω computably enumerable (c.e.) if there is a function f P Rp1q with
C “ rangepfq or C is empty. Then, of course, it follows in the usual way that a set of natural
numbers is computable if and only if the set and its complement are both c.e.4

Theorem 5.1. The following five statements are equivalent:

1. C is c.e.

2. C “ rangeprq, for some r P S
p1q
A .

3. For some f P Rp1q, C “ t a | a` 1 P rangef u.

4. For some computable B Ď ω, C “ t a | pDiq xa, iy P B u.

5. For some c.e. B Ď ω, C “ t a | pDiq xa, iy P B u.

4Note that this result holds only classically, not constructively, as we cannot decide whether a computable
set is empty of not.
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Proof. The proof of p1q ñ p2q is obvious: If C is empty let r be the nowhere defined function.
In the other case there is a function f P Rp1q with C “ rangepfq. Then choose r “ f .

Next, we show that p2q ñ p3q. If C is empty set f
Def
“ λx. 0. In case C is not empty but

finite, say C “ ta0, . . . , amu, define

fpxq
Def
“

#
ax ` 1 if x ă m,

am ` 1 otherwise.

If, finally, C is infinite, then the function r P S
p1q
A with C “ rangeprq needs be total. So, set

f
Def
“ λx. rpxq ` 1.

To show p3q ñ p4q, set B
Def
“ t xa, iy | fpiq “ a` 1 u. Since f is total computable, it follows

as ususally that B is computable.
Since computable sets are c.e., we also have that p4q ñ p5q. So, it remains to show that

p5q ñ p1q. If B is empty, the same holds for C. Assume that B is not empty. Then B “

rangepgq, for some g P Rp1q. Set f
Def
“ π

p2q
1 ˝ g. Then f P Rp1q and C “ rangepfq. Thus, C is

c.e.5

The above result contains the well-known characterisations of c.e. sets. Only the characteri-
sation via function domains is missing. The structure of the non-total functions is too restricted

in our case. We only have that the domain of every function in S
p1q
A is c.e. As we will see,

however, the central results about c.e. sets can still be derived. Statements (4) and (5) are also
known as projection theorems. The next result provides the connection between the function
studied in this work and the c.e. sets.

Proposition 5.2. 1. For f P F p1q,

f P Rp1q ô graphpfq is computableô graphpfq is c.e.

2. For r P pSp1q
A ,

r P S
p1q
A ô graphprq is c.e.

Proof. We only show (2). The other statement is a well-known fact in classical computability

theory. Because of statement (1) we only have to consider the case that r P Anf
p1q
A . Then

r P S
p1q
A and graphprq is a finite set. Therefore the equivalence holds.

Next, we will derive the well-known closure properties of the class of c.e. sets. In the
literature some of them are usually shown by using the function domain characterisation. Here,
we will have to give other proofs. For completeness reasons, we include proofs of all statements.

Theorem 5.3. For r P S
p1q
A and B,C Ď ω, if B and C are c.e. then so are B X C, B Y C,

xB,Cy, r´1rBs and rrBs.

Proof. By Theorem 5.1 there are functions g, k P Rp1q with B “ t a | a ` 1 P rangepgq u and
C “ t a | a` 1 P rangepkq u. set

f1pxq
Def
“

$
’&
’%

gpxq if for some y ď x, gpxq “ kpyq,

kpxq if for some y ă x, kpxq “ gpyq,

0 otherwise,

f2pxq
Def
“

#
gpxq if x is even,

kpxq otherwise,

f3pxq
Def
“

#
xgpxq .́ 1, kpxq .́ 1y ` 1 if gpxq ą 0 and kpxq ą 0,

0 otherwise.

5Similarly, the implications p1q ñ p2q, p2q ñ p3q, and p5q ñ p1q in Theorem 5.1 are not valid constructively.
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Then f1, f2, f3 P R
p1q. Moreover, BXC “ t a | a P rangepf1q u, BYC “ t a | a`1 P rangepf2q u

and xB,Cy “ t a | a` 1 P rangepf3q u. Hence, these sets are c.e. The computable enumerability
of r´1rBs follows with the Projection Theorem 5.1(5), since

r´1rBs “ tx P ω | pDyq xx, yy P graphprq ^ y P B u

“ tx P ω | pDyq xx, yy P graphprq X xω,By u.

In the same way we obtain that rrBs is c.e.

As we have seen in Theorem 5.1, the c.e. sets are the ranges of functions in S
p1q
A . This allows

us to introduce a numbering WA of all c.e. sets. Let θ be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
p1q
A and

define

WA
i

Def
“ rangepθiq.

Since θ is a quasi-Gödel numbering, WA satisfies the subsequent normal form theorem.

Theorem 5.4 (Enumeration Theorem). There is a computable set B Ď ω such that for all
i P ω,

WA
i “ tx P ω | pDtq xi, x, ty P B u.

Proof. By Condition (QGN I) there is a computable enumeration h P Rp1q of the extended
graph of the universal function of θ. The we have that

x PWA
i ô pDtqπ

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
1 phptqqq “ i^ π

p2q
2 phptqq “ x` 1.

Set B
Def
“ t xi, x, ty | π

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
1 phptqqq “ i ^ π

p2q
2 phptqq “ x ` 1 u. Then B has the asserted

properties.

The result strengthens the Projection Theorem 5.1(4): the c.e. sets can be uniformly ob-
tained from the recursive sets by applying a projection. As follows from the above proof we
moreover have

Corollary 5.5. The set t xi, xy | x PWA
i u is c.e.

Our next aim is to show that for the closure operations in Theorem 5.3 there are corre-
sponding computable index operations. As in the last section, we have to construct functions
that enumerate the extended graph of another function. These other functions are now enu-
merations of c.e. sets. The definition of the graph enumerations is again based on a scheme.
which we indicate below. Let to this end rr¨ss be an effective coding of all finite sequences of
natural numbers that is one-to-one and onto such that there are total computable functions lth
and p¨q¨ with

lthprrx1, . . . .xmssq “ m and prrx1, . . . .xmssqj “ xj p1 ď j ď mq.

Then the course of values of function g P Rp2q up to t is defined by

gpi, tq
Def
“ rrgpi, 0q, . . . , gpi, tqss.

Lemma 5.6. Let f P Rp3q and Q Ď ω3 be a computable relation with fpi, t, zq ą 0 if Qpi, t, zq
holds. Moreover, let k P PF p2q be defined by

kpi, 2tq “ xt, 0y

kpi, 2t` 1q “ gpi, tq, where

gpi, 0q “ x0, 0y
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gpi, t` 1q “

$
’’’’’’’’’’’&
’’’’’’’’’’’%

x0, 0y if not Qpi, t` 1, gpi, tqq but

π
p2q
2 pgpi, tqq “ 0,

x0, fpi, t` 1, gpi, tqqy if Qpi, t` 1, gpi, tqq and

π
p2q
2 pgpi, tqq “ 0,

x1` π
p2q
1 pgpi, tqq, fpi, t` 1, gpi, tqqy if Qpi, t` 1, gpi, tqq and

π
p2q
2 pgpi, tqq ą 0,

x1` π
p2q
1 pgpi, tqq, π

p2q
2 pgpi, tqqy otherwise.

Then k P Rp2q and λt. kpi, tq enumerates the extended graph of a unary computable function
which is either nowhere defined or total.

Proof. As follows from the definition, k P Rp2q. The function λt. gpi, tq first lists the value x0, 0y
and repeats this untilQpi, t, gpi, t´1qq holds for the first time, and then lists x0, fpi, t, gpi, t´1qqy.
According to the assumption, fpi, t, gpi, t´1qq ą 0 in this case. Therefore, we have for all t1 ě t

that π
p2q
2 pgpi, t1qq ą 0. Thus, rangepλt.kpi, tqq is the extended graph of a total function or the

nowhere defined function, depending on whether there is some t ą 0 with Qpi, t, gpt ´ 1qq, or
not.

Theorem 5.7. There are functions cut, un, pair, inv, im P Rp2q so that

1. WA
cutpi,jqW

A
i XW

A
j ,

2. WA
unpi,jq “WA

i YW
A
j ,

3. WA
pairpi,jq “ xW

A
i ,W

A
j y,

4. WA
invpi,jq “ θ´1

i rWA
j s,

5. WA
impi,jq “ θirW

A
j s.

Proof. (1) By Condition (QGN I) there exists a computable enumeration of the universal func-
tion of numbering θ, say h P Rp2q. Moreover define

pQpxi, jy, xa, by, zq ô
π

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
2 phpaqqq “ i^ π

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
1 phpbqqq “ j ^ π

p2q
2 phpaqq “ π

p2q
2 phpbqq ^

π
p2q
2 ppzq1q “ 0 ^ p@1 ď c ď lthpzqq π

p2q
2 phpaqq ‰ π

p2q
2 ppzqcq,

Qpxi, jy, t, zq ô pDx ď tq pQpxi, jy, x, zq,
fpxi, jy, t, zq

Def
“ π

p2q
2 phpπ

p2q
1 pµx ď t. pQpxi, jy, x, zqqqq.

Then it follows for the function k P Rp2q constructed according to Lemma 5.6 that λt. kpxi, jy, tqq
enumerates the extended graph of a function r P Rp1q that enumerates WA

i XWA
j . By Condi-

tion (QGN II) there is therefore a function v P Rp1q with r “ θvpxyi,jq. Thus, it suffices to set

cutpi, jq
Def
“ vpxi, jyq.

The remaining statements follow in the same way. We only indicate how Q and f have to
be chosen in each case.

(2) Set

pQpxi, jy, a, zq ô rπ
p2q
1 pπ

p2q
1 phpaqqq “ i_ π

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
1 phpaqqq “ js ^

π
p2q
2 ppzq1q “ 0 ^ p@1 ď c ď lthpzqqπ

p2q
2 phpaqq ‰ π

p2q
2 ppzqcq,

Qpxi, jy, t, zq ô pDa ď tq pQpxi, jy, a, zq,
fpxi, jy, t, zq

Def
“ πp2qphpµa ď t. pQpxi, jy, a, zqqq.
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(3) Set

pQpxi, jy, xa, by, zq ô
π

p2q
2 phpaqq ą 0^ π

p2q
2 phpbqq ą 0^ π

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
1 phpaqqq “ i^ π

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
1 phpbqqq “ j ^

p@1 ď c ď lthpzqq xπ
p2q
2 phpaqq .́ 1, π

p2q
2 phpbqq .́ 1y ‰ 1 ` π

p2q
2 ppzcqq,

Qpxi, jy, t, zq ô pDx ď tq pQpxi, jy, x, zq,
fpxi, jy, t, zq

Def
“ xπ

p2q
2 phpπ

p2q
1 pµx ď t. pQpxi, jyx, zqq .́ 1qq,

π
p2q
2 phpπ

p2q
2 pµx ď t. pQpxi, jyx, zqq .́ 1qqy ` 1.

(4) Set

pQpxi, jy, xa, by, zq ô
π

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
1 phpaqqq “ i^ π

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
1 phpbqqq “ j ^ π

p2q
2 phpaqq “ π

p2q
2 phpbqq ^

π
p2q
2 phpaqq ą 0 ^ p@1 ď c ď lthpzqq 1 ` π

p2q
2 pπ

p2q
1 phpaqqq ‰ π

p2q
2 ppzqcq,

Qpxi, jy, t, zq ô pDx ď tq pQpxi, jy, x, zq,
fpxi, jy, t, zq

Def
“ 1` π

p2q
2 pπ

p2q
1 phpπ

p2q
1 pµx ď t. pQpxi, jy, x, zqqqqq.

(5) Set

pQpxi, jy, xa, by, zq ô
π

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
1 phpaqqq “ i^ π

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
1 phpaqqq “ j ^ π

p2q
2 pπ

p2q
1 phpaqqq ` 1 “ π

p2q
2 phpbqq ^

π
p2q
2 ppzq1q “ 0 ^ p@1 ď c ď lthpzqqπ

p2q
2 phpaqq ‰ π

p2q
2 ppzqcq,

Qpxi, jy, t, zq ô pDx ď tq pQpxi, jy, x, zq,
fpxi, jy, t, zq

Def
“ π

p2q
1 phpπ

p2q
1 pµx ď t. pQpxi, jy, x, zqqqq.

Let KA Def
“ t i | i PWA

i u be the self-reproducibility problem.

Theorem 5.8. KA is c.e., but not computable.

Proof. Let h P R2
A again enumerate the extended graph of the universal function of θ. Then,

i P KA ô i P rangepθiq ô pDaqpDtqhptq “ xxi, ay, i` 1y.

With the projection theorem one obtains that KA is c.e. It remains to show that ωzKA is not
c.e. Assume to the contrary that ωzKA is c.e. Then there is some i P ω with ωzKA “WA

i . If
i P WA

i then i P KA X pωzKAq, a contradiction. So, i R WA
i , that is, i P KA. Hence, i P WA

i ,
again a contradiction. It follows that KA is not c.e.

Corollary 5.9. The set t xi, xy | x PWA
i u is c.e., but not computable.

Proof. As we have seen in Corollary 5.5, this set is c.e. If it would be computable, also t xi, iy |
i PWA

i u and hence KA would be computable, which is not the case.

As consequence of Theorem 5.8 we next obtain that in terms of WA-indices, given a com-
putable set, one cannot uniformly pass to its complement.

Theorem 5.10. There is no function comp P Rp1q so that for all i P ω, if WA
i is computable

then WA
comppiq is its complement.

23



Proof. Let h P Rp1q enumerate the set KA and define

Qpi, t, zq ô pDa ď tqhpaq “ i,

fpi, t, zq
Def
“ 1` π

p2q
1 ppzqlthpzqq.

Then the function k P Rp2q constructed as in Lemma 5.6 is such that for i P KA, λt. kpi, tq
enumerates the extended graph of the identity function on ω. For all other i, the extended
graph of the nowhere defined function is enumerated. Let v P Rp1q be as in Condition (QGN II)
so that rangepλt. kpi, tqq “ graphepθvpiqq. Then,

WA
vpiq “

#
ω if i P KA,

H otherwise.

Now, assume that there is such a function comp P Rp1q. Then,

i P ωzKA ôWA
comppvpiqq ‰ H ô pDxqx PWA

comppvpiqq.

With Corollary 5.9 and the projection theorem it follows that the complement of KA is c.e.
Since KA is c.e. as well, KA is even computable, which is not the case.

Next, we will derive the single-valuedness theorem (cf. [37]). A set C Ď ω is called single-
valued if for every x P ω there is at most one y P ω so that xx, yy P C. Each single-valued set
is thus the graph of a partial function. The single-valuedness theorem states the existence of
an enumeration of all single-valued c.e. sets, which can also be considered as an enumeration
of all partial functions with c.e. graph. We therefore derive a further version in which an
enumeration of those single-valued c.e. sets is constructed that are graphs of the functions in

S
p1q
A . For C Ď ω let

dompCq “ tx | pDyq xx, yy P C u.

Theorem 5.11 (Single-valuedness Theorem I). There is a function sv P Rp1q such that for
i P ω,

1. WA
svpiq is single-valued.

2. WA
svpiq ĎWA

i .

3. dompWA
svpiqq “ dompWA

i q.

4. If WA
i is single-valued then WA

svpiq “WA
i .

Proof. Let again h P Rp1q enumerate the extended graph of the universal function of θ, and
define

pQpi, a, zq ô
π

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
1 phpaqqq “ i^ π

p2q
2 phpaqq ą 0^ p@1 ď c ď lthpzqq rπ

p2q
2 ppzqcq ą 0ñ

π
p2q
1 pπ

p2q
2 phpaqq .́ 1q ‰ π

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
2 ppzqcq

.́ 1qs,

Qpi, t, zq ô pDa ď tq pQpi, a, zq,
fpi, t, zq

Def
“ π

p2q
2 phpµa ď t. pQpi, a, zqqq.

Let k P Rp2q be the function constructed as in Lemma 5.6 with respect to relation Q and
function f . By Condition (QGN II) there is then a function sv P Rp1q with rangepλt. kpi, tqq “
graphepθsvpiqq. Moreover, it follows from its construction that for all y ă x, if θsvpiqpyq ‰ θsvpiqpxq

then also π
p2q
1 pθsvpiqpyqq ‰ π

p2q
1 pθsvpiqpxqq. Thus, WA

svpiq is single-valued. In addition, WA
svpiq Ď

WA
i and dompWA

svpiqq “ dompWA
i q. If W

A
i is single-valued then θsvpiq is an enumeration of WA

i .

Hence, WA
svpiq “WA

i in this case.
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Theorem 5.12 (Single-valuedness Theorem II). There is a function sg P Rp1q such that for
i P ω,

1. WA
sgpiq is single-valued.

2. WA
sgpiq ĎWA

i .

3. dompWA
sgpiqq is either empty, equal to ω, or an initial segment of ω with length in A.

4. If WA
i is single-valued and dompWA

i q either empty, equal to ω, or an initial segment of
ω with length in A, then WA

sgpiq “WA
i .

Proof. Let h P Rp1q enumerate the extended graph of the universal function of θ, and define

pQpi, a, t, zq ô
π

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
1 phpaqqq “ i^ π

p2q
i ą 0^ rrπ

p2q
2 ppzqlthpzqq “ 0^ π

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
2 phpaqq .́ 1q “ 0s _

rπ
p2q
2 ppzqlthpzqq “ 0^ π

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
2 phpaqq .́ 1q “ 1` π

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
2 ppzqlthpzqqq

.́ 1qss ^

pDc P Atq rπ
p2q
1 pπ

p2q
2 phpaqq .́ 1q ă c^ p@x ă cqpDb ď tqπ

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
1 phpbqqq “ i ^

π
p2q
2 phpbqq ą 0^ π2

1pπ
p2q
2 phpbqq .́ 1q “ xs,

Qpi, t, zq ô pDa ď tq pQpi, a, t, zq,
fpi, t, zq

Def
“ π

p2q
2 phpµa ď t. pQpi, a, t, zqqq.

Furthermore, let k P Rp2q be constructed according to Lemma 5.6 and sg P Rp1q the function
existing by Condition (QGN II) so that λt. kpi, tq enumerates the extended graph of θsgpiq. If

dompWA
i q contains an initial segment of ω with length in A, then it follows from the construction

of k that π
p2q
1 pθsgpiqp0qq “ 0. Moreover, if θsgpiqpx ` 1q ‰ θsgpiqpxq, then π

p2q
1 pθsgpiqpx ` 1qq “

1` π
p2q
1 pθsgpiqpxqq. In addition, π

p2q
1 pθsgpiqpxqq is smaller than the maximal length of the initial

segments of ω that have a length in A and are contained in dompWA
i q, if such a length exists

at all. Therefore, WA
sgpiq is single-valued and dompWA

sgpiqq either empty, equal to ω, or an initial

segment of ω with length in A. Furthermore, WA
sgpiq Ď WA

i . Hence, if WA
i is single-valued so

that dompWA
i q is either empty, equal to ω, or an initial segment of ω with length in A, then

WA
sgpiq “WA

i .

With the help of the first single-valuedness theorem we are now able to derive the reduction
principle.

Theorem 5.13 (Reduction Principle). Let B,C Ď ω be c.e. Then there are disjoint c.e. subsets
B1, C 1 of B and C, respectively, so that B1 Y C 1 “ B Y C.

Proof. Let X “ xB, t0uy Y xC, t1uy. Then X is c.e., say X “ WA
i . Let X 1 Def

“ WA
svpiq and set

B1 Def
“ t a | xa, 0y P X 1 u as well as C 1 Def

“ t b | xb, 1y P X 1 u. Then B1 and C are as wanted.

In what follows. letďm, ď1, ”m, ”1 and”, respectivly, denotem-reducibility, 1-reducibility,
m-equivalence, 1-equivalence and computable isomorphism of sets and numberings, as usual.
Since only total computable functions are involved in the corresponding definitions, these carry
over unchanged to the theory under development here. The same holds for their well-known
properties as well as the definition of m- and 1-completeness. We don’t want to go into detail
about this. Let

KA
0

Def
“ t xi, xy | x PWA

i u,

KA
1

Def
“ t xi, xy | x P dompθiq u,

KA
2

Def
“ t i | i P dompθiq u.
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Theorem 5.14. KA, KA
0 , K

A
1 and KA

2 are 1-complete.

Proof. The proof of completeness proceeds as usual. By Corollary 5.9, KA
0 is c.e. Let B be a

c.e. set, say B “WA
j . Then λx. xj, xy 1-reduces B to KA

0 ,

Since KA is c.e., it suffices to show that KA
0 ď1 K

A. Let h P Rp1q enumerate the set KA
0

and

Qpi, t, zq ô pDa ď tqhpaq “ 1,

fpi, t, zq
Def
“ π

p2q
1 pzq ` 1.

Then it follows for the function k P Rp2q constructed according to Lemma 4.2 that λt. kpi, tq
enumerates the extended graph of the identity on ω, in case that i P KA

0 . Otherwise, it enumer-
ates the extended graph of the nowhere defined function. By applying Condition (QGN II) we
now obtain a function v P Rp1q so that rangepλt. kpi, tqq “ graphepθvpiqq. As we have already
seen, we can assume v to be one-to-one. Observe that

xj, xy P KA
0 ô p@yq θvpxj,xyqpyq “ y ô vpxj, xyq PWA

vpj,xq ô vpxj, xyq P KA.

It follows that KA
0 ď1 K

A.

Because of Condition (QGN I) there is an enumeration ĥ P Rp1q of the extended graph of
the universal function of numbering θ. Then

xi, xy P KA
i ô pDaqπ

p2q
1 pπ

p2q
1 pĥpaqqq “ i^ π

p2q
2 pπ

p2q
1 pĥpaqqq “ x^ π

p2q
2 pâq ą 0,

from which it follows that KA
1 is c.e. We show that KA

0 ď1 K
A
1 . Let to this end the relation Q

be as defined above and set fpi, t, zq
Def
“ 1. Moreover, construct the function k P Rp2q according

Lemma 4.2 on this basis. Then λt. kpi, tq enumerates the extended graph of the function λx. 0,
in case that i P KA

0 . Otherwise, it enumerates the extended graph of the nowhere defined
function. Let v P Rp1q as in Condition (QGN II). Then rangepλt. kpi, tqq “ graphepθvpiqq.
Moreover, we have that

i P KA
0 ô p@yq θvpiq “ 0ô vpiq P dompθvpiqq ô xvpiq, vpiqy P KA

1 .

Hence, KA
0 ď1 K

A
1 .

Since KA
1 is c.e., the same holds for KA

2 . In addition, we have

i P KA ô xi, iy P KA
0 ô xvpiq, vpiqy P KA

1 ô vpxi, iyq P KA
2 .

Thus, KA ď1 K
A
2 , which shows that also KA

2 is 1-complete.

In the classical theory of c.e. sets, the sets mentioned in the theorem above KA, KA
0 , K

A
1

and KA
2 are also shown to be 1-complete. Since it is the aim of the present paper to show

that this theory can as well be developed on the basis of the functions in S
p1q
A and quasi-Gödel

numberings, the 1-completeness of KA and KA
0 is what was expected. The 1-completeness of

KA
1 andKA

2 , however, is less obvious because of the special form of the domains of the functions

in S
p1q
A .

Corollary 5.15. KA ”1 K
A
0 ”1 K

A
1 ”1 K

A
2 .

The notion of productive set is now introduced as usual. C Ď ω is A-productive, if there

is some p P S
p1q
A such that for all i P ω, if WA

i Ď C then ppiqÓ P CzWA
i . Since H Ď C and

t i | WA
i “ Hu is infinite by the padding lemma, we have that domppq is infinite as well.

Therefore p cannot be an initial segment function. That is, p P Rp1q.

Proposition 5.16. C Ď ω is A-productive if, and only if, there is a total function p P Rp1q so
that ppiq P CzWA

i , for i P ω such that WA
i Ď C.

As usual it can moreover be shown that p can even be chosen as one-to-one and onto, and
that A-productiveness is inherited upwards under m-reducibility.
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Theorem 5.17. Every A-productive set has an infinite c.e. subset.

Proof. Define k P Rp2q by kpi, 2tq
Def
“ xt, 0y and kpi, 2t` 1q

Def
“ xt, i` 1y. Then k enumerates the

extended graph of λx. i. Now, let v P Rp1q be as in Condition (QGN II) so that θvpiq “ λx. i

and hence WA
vpiq “ tiu. Assume that C Ď ω is A-productive with productive function p P Rp1q

and let un P Rp2q be as in Theorem 5.7 withWA
unpi,jqW

A
i YW

A
j . Moreover, let i0 be aW

A-index
of the empty set. Set

gp0q “ i0,

gpa` 1q “ unpvpppgpaqqq, gpaqq.

Then g P Rp1q. In addition,

WA
gpa`1q “ tppgpaqqu YWA

gpaq “ tppgpaqq, . . . , ppgp0qqu

and ppgpaqq P CzWgpaq. Thus, by defining g1 “ p ˝ g we obtain a one-to-one total computable
function and consequently, rangepg1q is an infinite c.e. subset of C.

Theorem 5.18. 1. ωzKA is A-productive.

2. C A-productiveô pωzKq ď1 C ô pωzKAq ďm C.

Proof. (1) follows by choosing λx.i as productive function.
(2) Since A-productiveness is inherited upwards under m-reducibility, we have that, if

pωzKAq ďm C then C is A-productive. We will now show that for every A-productive set
C, pωzKq ď1 C.

Let p P Rp1q be a one-to-one productive function of C and g P Rp1q enumerate set KA.

Moreover, let fpxi, jy, t, zq
Def
“ ppjq ` 1 and

Qpxi, jy, t, zq ô pDa ď tq gpaq “ i.

For the function k P Rp2q constructed according to Lemma 4.2, it then holds that in case
i P KA, λt. kpxi, jy, tq enumerates the extended graph of the function λx. ppjq and otherwise
the extended graph of the nowhere defined function. If v is the function existing for this k
according to (QGN II), then we have for i P K that θvpxi,jyqpxq “ ppjq. Otherwise, θvpxi,jyqpxq
is undefined. By the recursion theorem there is now a function g P Rp1q with θgpiq “ θvpxi,gpiqyq,
and as we have seen there is even a one-to-one function g with this property. It follows that

WA
gpiq “

#
tppgpiqqu if i P KA,

H otherwise.

We therefore obtain

i P KA ñWA
gpiq “ tppgpiqqu

ñWA
gpiq Ę C (as p is a productive function of C)

ñ ppgpiqq R C

and

i R KA ñWA
gpiq “ HñWA

gpiq Ď C ñ ppgpiqq P C.

Since p ˝ g is one-to-one, total and computable, this proves that pωzKq ď1 C.

If C Ď ω is a c.e. set the complement of which is A-productive, C is called A-creative. From
the above results it follows thatKA is A-creative. Note that Myhill’s theorem on the coincidence
of the notions of 1-equivalence and computable isomorphism also holds in the approach to the
theory of c.e. sets presented here: the proof in [37] uses only arguments which are admissible
in our approach as well. Therefore, we obtain the following characterisation of the A-creative
sets.
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Theorem 5.19. Let C Ď ω. Then the following four statements are equivalent:

1. C is 1-complete.

2. C is m-complete.

3. C is A-creative.

4. C ” KA.

Rogers [36] shows that a set is creative exactly if it is the self-reproducibility problem of
a Gödel numbering. With Theorem 5.19 we obtain a corresponding result for quasi-Gödel
numberings.

Theorem 5.20. A set C Ď ω is A-creative if, and only if, there is a quasi-Gödel numbering χ

of S
p1q
A such that C “ t i | i P rangepχiq u.

Proof. We have already seen that for each quasi-Gödel numbering χ the set t i | i P rangepχiq u
is A-creative. Assume conversely that C is A-creative. Then C ” KA by the preceding
theorem. Therefore, there is a one-to-one and onto function f P Rp1q so that i P C exactly if

fpiq P rangepθfpiqq. Since f is total, the modified substitution MSubst
p1,1q
A pf ; θiq coincides with

the usual composition f ˝θi. By Theorem 4.7 there is thus a function g P Rp1q with θgpiq “ f ˝θi.

Moreover, there is a function r P Rp1q so that θrpiq “ f´1 ˝ θi. Let p “ r ˝ f and q “ f´1 ˝ g.

Then the numbering χ we looking for is defined by χ
Def
“ θ ˝ p. Obviously, we then have that

θ “ χ ˝ q. As is readily verified, χ is a quasi-Gödel numbering. In addition, we have that

i P rangepχiq ô i P rangepθppiqq ô i P rangepθrpfpiqqq

ô i P rangepf´1 ˝ θfpiqq ô fpiq P rangepθfpiqq ô i P C.

We hope that with the results in this section we have presented a convincing selection of
theorems showing that the theory of c.e. sets can also be constructed on the basis of the theory

of functions from S
p1q
A . In particular, all results apply here that are usually derived without

referring to the domain characterisation of the c.e. sets such as Myhill’s theorem mentioned
above. In the other cases, the above proofs show how one can replace constructions in which
the domain characterisation is commonly used by other constructions that are admissible in
the theory developed here. We now want to show that the numbering WA defined here via
a quasi-Gödel numbering, which we have shown has many properties of the commonly used
numbering W defined at the beginning of Section 2, is not essentially different from W .

Theorem 5.21. WA ”W .

Proof. By the number-theoretic analogue of Myhill’s theorem (cf. [7]) it suffices to prove that
WA ď1 W and W ď1 W

A. We first show that WA ď1 W . Since θ satisfies Condition (QGN I),
λi, x. θipxq P P

p2q. Therefore, there is a function g P Rp1q with θi “ ϕgpiq. Moreover, there is a

function f P Rp1q so that dompϕfpiqq “ rangepϕiq. Since ϕ has a padding function, there also

such functions that are one-to-one.. Thus, WA
i “Wfpgpiqq, that is, W

A ď1 W .

Next, we show that also W ď1 W
A. Let to this end p P Rp1q such that rangepϕppiqq “

dompϕiq and ϕppiq is total, if dompϕiq is not empty, and ϕi is nowhere defined, otherwise. More-

over, let k P Rp2q enumerate the extended graph of ϕppiq. Since θ satisfies Condition (QGN II)

and has a one-to-one padding function, there is a one-to-one function v P Rp1q with θvpiq “ ϕppiq.

Therefore, rangepθvpiqq “ rangepϕppiqq “ dompϕiq, that is, W ď1 W
A.

As follows from this result, the A-productive and A-creative sets, respectively, coincide
with the productive and the creative ones. Note that the above theorem does not obviate the
results on WA, such as Theorem 5.7. Theorem 5.21 is a metatheorem derived within classical
computability theory, whereas the results in this section are results of the theory presented
here, derived in this same theory.
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In Section 4 we have seen that the sets t i | θi P Anf
p1q
A u and t i | θi P Rp1q u are not

computable. At the end of this section we want to determine the exact position of these sets
in the arithmetic hierarchy.

Theorem 5.22. 1. t i | θi P Anf
p1q
A u is Σ2-complete.

2. t i | θi P R
p1q u is Π2-complete.

Proof. It suffices to prove (1). Let to this end h P Rp1q enumerate the extended graph of the
universal function of numbering θ. Then we have that

θi P Anf
p1q
A ô

pDtqpDaq ra P At ^ p@x ă aqpDcq rπ
p2q
1 phpcqq “ xi, xy ^ π

p2q
2 phpcqq ą 0s ^

rp@y ě aqp@bq rπ
p2q
1 phpbqq “ xi, yy ñ π

p2q
2 phpbqq “ 0ss.

It follows that t i | θi P Anf
p1q
A u P Σ2. It remains to show that for C P Σ2, C ď1 t i | θi P

Anf
p1q
A u. Let C P Σ2. Then there is a ternary computable predicate Z such that

i P C ô pDxqp@yqZpi, x, yq.

Set fpi, t, zq
Def
“ 1 and

Qpi, t, zq ô pDa P Atq rargpzq ă a^ p@x ă aqpDy ď tq Zpi, x, yqs,

and let k P Rp2q be the function constructed from this according to Lemma 4.2. As can be seen
from the construction, for the one-to-one function v P Rp1q that exists according to (QGN II)
and Corollary 4.14 one then has that

θvpiqpxq “

$
’&
’%

0 if there is some a P A so that x ă a and for all x1 ă x

there is some y so that  Zpi, x1, yq,

undefined otherwise.

If i P C then tx | p@yqZpi, x, yq u is not empty. Let x̂ be the smallest element of this set and
â “ maxt a ď x̂ | a P A _ a “ 0 u. Then θvpiqpxq is undefined, for all x ě â, and θvpiqpxq “ 0,

for all x ă â. Thus, θvpiq P Anf
p1q
A .

If, on the other hand, i R C, then there is some y P ω with  Zpi, x, yq, for all x P ω. It
follows in this case that for all x P ω, θvpiq “ 0. That is, θvpiq P R

p1q. So, we have

i P C ô θvpiq P Anf
p1q
A .

That is, C ď1 t i | θi P Anf
p1q
A u.

6 Enumerability of subsets of S
pnq
A

In this and the next section we consider the computability of type-two objects over the function

classes S
pnq
A . We start with the enumerability of sets of functions in S

pnq
A . The usual definition

in this case is intensional and uses quasi-Gödel numbers of these functions. As main result a
theorem of Rice-Shapiro type is derived, which gives an extensional index-free characterisation
of such sets.

Definition 6.1. Let θpnq be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
pnq
A . Then a set X Ď S

pnq
A is called

completely c.e. if the index set IθpnqpXq of X with respect to θpnq is c.e.
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For stating the main result of this section, we need a canonical indexing of Anf
pnq
A . Let

to this end κ : ω Ñ ωn again be an effective and one-to-one map that enumerates ωn initial
segment by initial segment. Then κpcq ă apnq, exactly if c ă an. Moreover, let fA P Rp1q

enumerate A, and define

pαxa,byp~xq
Def
“

$
’&
’%

paqκ´1p~xq if κ´1p~xq ă mintlthpaq ` 1, fApbq
nu,

0 if lthpaq ă κ´1p~xq ă fApbq
n,

undefinded otherwise,

and

α
pnq
0

Def
“ λ~x. undefined,

α
pnq
i`1

Def
“ pα

µj. pαpnq
j

Rtα
pnq
0

,...,α
pnq
i

u
.

Lemma 6.2. Let θpnq be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
pnq
A . Then the following five statements

hold:

1. αpnq is a one-to-one numbering of Anf
pnq
A .

2. graphepλi, ~x. α
pnq
i p~xqq is computable.

3. Let lgpiq be the edge length of dompα
pnq
i q. Then lg P Rp1q.

4. αpnq ď1 θ
pnq.

5. t xi, jy | graphpα
pnq
i q Ď graphpθ

pnq
j q u is c.e.

Proof. (1) follows by the construction. We next show (2) and (3). As is easily seen, the sequence
number

rrpαpnq
i ss

Def
“ rrxκp0q, pαpnq

i pκp0qqy, . . . , xκpmq, pαpnq
i pκpmqqyss

where m
Def
“ pfApπ

p2q
2 piqqqn ´ 1, is computable from i. Thus, if g P Rp1q with

gpiq “ µj. rrpαpnq
j ss R t rr‘empty sequence’ss, . . . , rrpαpnq

gpνqss | 1 ď ν ď i u,

for i ą 0, then α
pnq
i “ pαpnq

gpiq, for i ą 0. As is also readily seen, graphepλi, ~x. pαpnq
i p~xqq is

computable. Thus the same holds for graphepλi, ~x. α
pnq
i p~xqq. Since lgp0q “ 0 and for i ą 0,

lgpiq “ fApπ
p2q
2 pgpiqqq we further obtain that lg P Rp1q.

(4) Let h P Rp1q enumerate graphepλi, ~x. α
pnq
i p~xqq. Moreover, define

pQpi, c, zq ô π
p2q
2 phpcqq ą 0^ π

p2q
1 phpcqq “ xiy ˚ argpzq,

Qpi, t, zq ô pDc ď tq pQpi, c, zq,
fpi, t, zq

Def
“ π

p2q
2 phpµc ď t. pQpi, c, zqqq,

and construct k P Rp2q as in Lemma 4.2. Then λt. kpi, tq enumerates the extended graph of

α
pnq
i . According to (QGN II) and Corollary 4.14 there is then a one-to-one function v P Rp1q

such that α
pnq
i “ θ

pnq
vpiq,

(5) Let, in addition, h1 P Rp1q be an enumeration of graphepλi, ~x. θ
pnq
i p~xqq. Then we have

that

graphpα
pnq
i q Ď graphpθ

pnq
j q

ô p@~x ă plgpiqqpnqqα
pnq
i p~xq “ θ

pnq
j p~xq
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ô p@~x ă plgpiqqpnqqpDtqpDt1qπ
p2q
1 phptqq “ xi, ~xy ^ π

p2q
1 ph1pt1qq “ xj, ~xy ^

π
p2q
2 phptqq ą 0^ π

p2q
2 phptqq “ π

p2q
2 ph1pt1qq

ô pDtqpDt1qp@c ă lgpiqqπ
p2q
1 phpptqcqq “ xi, κpcqy ^ π

p2q
1 ph1ppt1qcqq “ xj, κpcqy ^

π
p2q
2 phpptqcqq ą 0^ π

p2q
2 phpptqcqq “ π

p2q
2 ph1ppt1qcqq.

The statement is now a consequence of the projection lemma.

Note that in the proof of Property (5) only Condition (QGN I) was used.

Theorem 6.3 (Rice, Shapiro). Let θpnq be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
pnq
A . Then, X Ď S

pnq
A

is completely c.e. if, and only if, there is a c.e. set C Ď ω so that

X “ t r P S
pnq
A | pDi P Cq graphpα

pnq
i q Ď graphprq u. (4)

Proof. Let us assume first that X has the special form. Then

j P IθpnqpXq ô pDi P Cq graphpα
pnq
i q Ď graphpθ

pnq
j q.

With Lemma 6.2(5) and the projection lemma it follows that IθpnqpXq is c.e.
Conversely, suppose that IθpnqpXq is c.e. The proof now proceeds in three steps.

Claim 1 p@r P XqpDs P X XAnf
pnq
A q graphpsq Ď graphprq.

Without restriction assume that r is total. Moreover, suppose that there is no s P X XAnf
pnq
A

with graphpsq Ď graphprq. To derive a contradiction, it suffices to show that ωzKA ďm IθpnqpXq
in this case. By our assumption it would follow that ωzKA is c.e., which is not the case as we
have already seen.

Let h P Rp1q enumerate KA. We will show that there is a function q P Rp1q with

θ
pnq
qpiqp~xq “

$
’&
’%

rp~xq if there are a P A and c P ω so that ~x ă apnq, a ď c and hpc1q ‰ i,

for all c1 ď c,

undefined otherwise.

Then we have that i P ωzKA, exactly if qpiq P IθpnqpXq. To see this, note that if i P ωzKA

then hpcq ‰ i, for all c P ω. Hence, θ
pnq
qpiq “ r in this case and thus qpiq P IθpnqpXq, as

r P X . If i P KA, there is some c P ω with hpcq “ 1. Let ĉ be the smallest such c and

â
Def
“ maxt a ď ĉ | a P A _ a “ 0 u. Then we have for all ~x ď âpnq that θ

pnq
qpiqp~xq “ rp~xq. For all

other ~x P ωn, θpnqp~xq is undefined. Consequently, θ
pnq
qpiq P Anf

pnq
A and graphpθ

pnq
qpiqq Ď graphprq.

By our assumption this means that θ
pnq
qpiq R X , that is qpiq R IθpnqpXq.

For the construction of q we again apply Lemma 4.2 and Condition (QGN II), as we did
already many times. We only state the predicate Q and the function f needed in the construc-
tion:

Qpi, xb, cy, zq ô fApbq ď c^ p@c1 ď cqhpc1q ‰ i^
nľ

ν“1

πpnq
ν pargpzqq ă fApbq,

fpi, xb, cy, zq
Def
“ rpargpzqq ` 1.

Claim 2 p@s, r P S
pnq
A q rrs P X ^ graphpsq Ď graphprqs ñ r P Xs.

Again we assume to the contrary that there are s, r P S
pnq
A so that s P X , graphpsq Ď graphprq,

but r R X . Let j be a θpnq-index of s. Then we construct a function p P Rp1q so that

θ
pnq
ppiqp~xq “

$
’’’&
’’’%

sp~xq if in a simultaneous search in the extended graph of θpnq and KA,

respectively, xxj, ~xy, sp~xq ` 1y will not be found later than i,

rp~xq if i will be found earlier,

undefined otherwise.
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Note that since graphpsq Ď graphprq, in case that i P KA we always have that θ
pnq
ppiq “ r,

independently when xxj, ~xy, sp~xq ` 1y will be found. By our assumption r R X . Thus it follows

for i P KA that ppiq R IθpnqpXq. On the other hand, if i P ωzKA, then θ
pnq
ppiq “ s. Because

s P X , we have in this case that ppiq P IθpnqpXq. This shows that ωzKA ďm IθpnqpXq, which is
impossible as we have seen.

It remains to construct the function p. Let to this end j1 be a θpnq-index of r and h1 P Rp1q

be an enumeration of the extended graph of the universal function of numbering θpnq. The
existence of h1 follows from Condition (QGN I). Define

pQ1pa, b, zq ô π
p2q
2 ph1pbqq ą 0^ π

p2q
1 ph1pbqq “ xay ˚ argpzq,

pQ2pi, b, zq ô r pQ1pj, b, zq ^ p@c ă bqhpcq ‰ is _

r pQ1pj
1, b, zq ^ pDb1 ď bq rhpb1q “ i^ pDc ď b1q pQ1pj, c, zqss,

Qpi, t, zq ô pDb ď tq pQ2pi, b, zq,

fpi, t, zq
Def
“ π

p2q
2 ph1pµb ď t. pQ2pi, b, zqqq,

and construct function k P Rp2q as in Lemma 4.2. Then λt. kpi, tq enumerates the extended
graph of function d with

dp~xq “

$
’&
’%

sp~xq pDbqπ
p2q
2 ph1pbqq ą 0^ π

p2q
1 ph1pbqq “ xj, ~xy ^ p@c ă bqhpcq ‰ is,

rp~xq pDbqhpbq “ i^ pDc ď bq rπ
p2q
2 ph1pcqq ą 0^ π

p2q
1 ph1pcqq “ xj, ~xyss,

undefined otherwise.

As follows from the definition, d P S
pnq
A . By Condition (QGN II) there is then a p P Rp1q with

θ
pnq
ppiq “ d. Consequently, p has the properties mentioned above.

Claim 3 There is a c.e. set C Ď ω so that X “ t r P S
pnq
A | pDi P Cq graphpα

pnq
i q Ď graphprq u.

Let g P Rp1q with αpnq “ θpnq ˝ g and C
Def
“ g´1rIθpnqpXqs. Then C is c.e. By Claim 1 we have

for r P S
pnq
A that

r P X ñ pDs P X XAnf
pnq
A q graphpsq Ď graphprq

ñ pDiq rα
pnq
i P X ^ graphpα

pnq
i q Ď graphprqs

ñ pDi P Cq graphpα
pnq
i q Ď graphprq.

Conversely, we have with Claim 2 that

pDi P Cq graphpα
pnq
i q Ď graphprq ñ pDs P Xq graphpsq Ď graphprq

ñ r P X.

As is well known [32], the completely c.e. subsets of a numbered set generate a topology,
called the Ershov topology. Sets as in Equation (4), on the other hand, generate a topology

on S
pnq
A , called the Scott topology. From the above result it follows that both topologies are

equivalent on S
pnq
A .

7 Effective operations on S
pnq
A

Various kinds of effective operations have been studied on the partial computable functions.
Here, we will consider two kinds: computable operators which use the graph of the argument

function as oracle and are hence defined for all functions in pSpnq
A , and Markov computable

functions which are only defined for the computable functions in pSpnq
A . They use quasi-Gödel

numbers of the argument function in their computation, that is, algorithms computing the
argument function. The main result of the section will be a theorem of Myhill-Shepherson type
relating the two kinds of operations.
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Definition 7.1 (cf. [37]). An operator pG : pSpnq
A Ñ pSpmq

A is computable, if there is a c.e. set

C Ď ω so that for r P pSpnq
A ,

graphp pGprqq “ t xx~yy, zy | pDaq rxxx~yy, zy, ay P C ^ p@c ď lthpaqq paqc P graphprqs u.

We say that C defines the operator pG.

As follows from the definition, graphp pGprqq is c.e., if graphprq is c.e. Thus, for computable

operators pG : pSpnq
A Ñ pSpmq

A we have that pGrSpnq
A s Ď S

pmq
A . If one assigns a code number x y to

the zero-ary tuple, the above definition and the subsequent results for m “ 0 also include the

case of the recursive functionals. However, it should be noted here that pSp0q
A and S

p0q
A contain

the zero-digit constant functions, each of which we identify with the respective constant, as well
as the zero-ary nowhere defined function.

Theorem 7.2. Let pG : pSpnq
A Ñ pSpmq

A and G be its restriction to S
pnq
A . Then pG is computable if,

and only if, the following three conditions are satisfied:

1. For all s, s1 P Anf
pnq
A ,

graphpsq Ď graphps1q ñ graphpGpsqq Ď graphpGps1qq.

2. For all r P pSpnq
A ,

graphp pGprqq “
ď
t graphpGpsqq | s P Anf

pnq
A ^ graphpsq Ď graphprq u.

3. t xi, jy | graphpα
pmq
j q Ď graphpGpα

pnq
i qq u is c.e.

Proof. Assume that pG is computable. Then it follows from the definition that for s P Anf
pnq
A and

r P pGpnq
A with graphpsq Ď graphprq, graphpGpsqq Ď graphp pGprqq. Thus, (1) holds. Moreover,

ď
t graphpGpsqq | s P Anf

pnq
A ^ graphpsq Ď graphprq u Ď graphp pGprqq.

For the converse inclusion note that graphp pGprqq is the union of all graphpqq, where q P Anf
pmq
A

with graphpqq Ď graphp pGprqq. Therefore, let q be such an initial segment function. In the

enumeration of graphp pGprqq each element of graphpqq corresponds to a finite number of questions

to graphprq. Since graphpqq is finite, there is thus some s P Anf
pnq
A with graphpsq Ď graphprq

and graphpqq Ď graphpGpsqq, which shows that also Condition 2 holds.
For Condition (3) observe that

graphpα
pmq
j q Ď graphpGpα

pnq
i qq ô

p@~y ă plgpjqqpmqqpDzqpDaq xxj, ~yy, z ` 1y P graphepλb, ~x. α
pmq
b p~xqq ^

xx~y, zy, ay P C ^ p@c ă lthpaqq xxiy ˚ π
p2q
1 ppaqcq, 1` π

p2q
2 ppaqcqy P graphepλb, ~x. α

pnq
b p~xqq.

Recall that the unbounded existential quantifiers in the right-hand side can be brought in front
of the expression by using an effective sequence encoding. Moreover, the extended graphs in
the expression are c.e. With the projection lemma we hence obtain (3).

Now, conversely, suppose that pG : pSpnq
A Ñ pSpmq

A satisfies Conditions (1)-(3). With (2) we

have for r P pSpnq
A that

graphp pGprqq
“

ď
t graphpGpsqq | s P Anf

pnq
A ^ graphpsq Ď graphprq u

“
ď
t graphpqq | q P Anf

pmq
A ^ pDs P Anf

pnq
A q graphpsq Ď graphprq ^
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graphpqq Ď graphpGpsqq u

“
ď
t graphpα

pmq
j q | pDiq graphpα

pnq
i q Ď graphprq ^ graphpα

pmq
j q Ď graphpGpα

pnq
i qq u.

Let the graph encdoding rrα
pnq
b ss be as in the proof of Lemma 6.2. Then it follows

xx~yy, zy P graphp pGprqq
ô pDjqpDiq xx~yy, zy P graphpα

pmq
j q ^ graphpα

pmq
j q Ď graphpGpα

pnq
i qq ^

graphpα
pnq
i q Ď graphprq

ô pDaq rpDjqpDiq xxj, ~yy, z ` 1y P graphepλb, ~x. α
pmq
b p~xqq ^ a “ rrα

pnq
i ss ^

graphpα
pmq
j q Ď graphpGpα

pnq
i qqs ^ p@c ă lthpaqq paqc P graphprq.

Set

C
Def
“ t xxx~yy, zy, ay | pDjqpDiq xxj, ~yy, z ` 1y P graphepλb, ~x. α

pmq
b p~xqq ^

graphpα
pmq
j q Ď graphpGpα

pnq
i qq ^ a “ rrα

pnq
i ss u.

Then C defines pG. Since rrα
pnq
i ss can be computed form i and because of Lemma 6.2(2) and

Condition (3), we further have that C is c.e. Thus, pG is computable.

The second type of operator we are going to consider is at the basis of the Russian school of
constructive mathematics. Contrary to computable operators these operators are only defined

for functions in S
pnq
A .

Definition 7.3. For i ą 0, let θpiq be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
piq
A . An operator G : S

pnq
A Ñ

S
pmq
A is called Markov-computable if there is a function g P Rp1q so that

Gpθ
pnq
i q “ θ

pmq
gpiq .

We say that g realises the operator G.

Our aim is to derive an analogue of the Myhill-Shepherdson theorem [31] for the function
classes considered here. We break the proof down in several steps.

Lemma 7.4. The restriction of a computable operator pG : pSpnq
A Ñ pSpmq

A to S
pnq
A is Markov-

computable.

Proof. We use Lemma 4.2 to construct a function k1 P Rp2q such that λt. k1pi, tq enumerates the

extended graph of the function Gpθ
pnq
i q, where G is the restriction of pG to S

pnq
A . The existence

of a function realising G is then a consequence of Condition (QGN II). Let k P Rp2q be as in

Theorem 4.4. Then λt. kpi, tq enumerates the graph of θ
pnq
i . Moreover, let the c.e. set C define

pG. Set
pQpi, xxx~yy, xy, ay, t, zq ô ~y “ argpzq ^ p@c ď lthpaqqpDt1 ď tq kpi, t1q “

xπ
p2q
1 ppaqcq, 1` π

p2q
2 ppaqcqy,

Qpi, t, zq ô pDxxx~yy, xy, ay P Ctq pQpi, xxx~yy, xy, ay, t, zq,
fpi, t, zq

Def
“ π

p2q
2 pπ

p2q
1 pµxxx~yy, xy, ay P Ct. Qpi, xxx~yy, xy, ay, t, zqqq.

By comparing this definition with the condition that C defines pG one sees that the function
k1 P Rp2q constructed as in Lemma 4.2 has the required property.

Lemma 7.5. Every Markov-computable operator G : S
pnq
A Ñ S

pmq
A is monotone. That is, for

r, s P S
pnq
A ,

graphpsq Ď graphprq ñ graphpGpsqq Ď graphpGprqq.
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Proof. Assume to the contrary that there are r, s P S
pnq
A so that graphpsq Ď graphprq, but

graphpGpsqq Ę graphpGprqq. Since for every q P S
pnq
A ,

graphpqq “
ď
t graphppq | p P Anf

pnq
A ^ graphppq Ď graphpqq u,

there is some p P Anf
pnq
A with

graphppq Ď graphpGpsqq and graphppq Ę graphpGprqq.

Let us suppose for the moment that a function k̂ P Rp2q can be constructed so that λt. k̂pi, tq
enumerates the extended graph of s, if i P ωzKA, and the extended graph of r, otherwise. Then
it follows for the function v P Rp1q existing for this k by (QGN II) that

θ
pnq
vpiq “

#
s if i P ωzKA,

r otherwise.

If G is realised by g P Rp1q, we obtain

graphppq Ď graphpθ
pnq
gpvpiqqq ô θ

pnq
vpiq “ sô i P ωzKA.

By Lemma 6.2(5) the set t i | graphppq Ď graphpθ
pnq
gpvpiqqq u is c.e. and hence ωzKA is c.e. as well,

which is false. Thus we have a contradiction.
It remains to show that a function k̂ as above can indeed be constructed. Let again k P Rp1q

be as in Lemma 4.4. Then λt. kpi, tq enumerates the extended graph of θ
pnq
i . Moreover, let j, j1,

respectively, be θpnq-indices of s and r, and let h P Rp1q enumerate KA. Then define k̂ by

k̂pi, tq
Def
“

#
kpj, tq if hpt1q ‰ i, for all t1 ď t,

kpj1, tq otherwise.

Then k̂ is as wanted.

Lemma 7.6. Let G : S
pnq
A Ñ S

pmq
A be Markov-computable. Then, for every r P S

pnq
A ,

graphpGprqq “
ď
t graphpGpsqq | s P Anf

pnq
A ^ graphpsq Ď graphprq u.

Proof. By the previous lemma the set t graphpGpsqq | s P Anf
pnq
A ^ graphpsq Ď graphprq u is a

chain with respect to inclusion. For r P Anf
pnq
A , graphprq is contained in this set. Hence, the

statement holds trivially. It remains to consider the case that r P Rpnq. Because of Lemma 7.5
it suffices to show that

graphpGprqq Ď
ď
t graphpGpsqq | s P Anf

pnq
A ^ graphpsq Ď graphprq u.

Assume to the contrary that this inclusion is wrong for some r P Rpnq. Then there exists

q P Anf
pmq
A so that graphpqq Ď graphpGprqq, but

graphpqq Ę
ď
t graphpGpsqq | s P Anf

pnq
A ^ graphpsq Ď graphprq u. (5)

Statement (5) holds exactly if for all s P Anf
pnq
A with graphpsq Ď graphprq, graphpqq Ę

graphpGpsqq.

Assume for the moment that there is some v P Rp1q with θ
pnq
vpiq P Anf

pnq
A and graphpθ

pnq
vpiqq Ď

graphprq, if i P KA, and θ
pnq
vpiq “ r, if i R KA. Let g P Rp1q realise G. Then we obtain

graphpqq Ď graphpθ
pmq
gpvpiqqq ô θ

pnq
vpiq “ r ô i P ωzKA.
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As seen in the last proof, this is impossible. So, the assumption made at the beginning is wrong.
We will now consider the construction of function v. Let to this end h, fA P Rp1q, respec-

tively, be enumerations of KA and A. Moreover, let k̂, k P Rp2q be defined by

k̂pi, tq
Def
“

#
k̂pi, t´ 1q if for t1 ă t and t2 ď t, hpt1q “ i and t “ fApt

2qn,

xxκptqy, rpκptqq ` 1y otherwise,

kpi, 2tq
Def
“ xt, 0y,

kpi, 2t` 1q
Def
“ k̂pi, tq.

If i R KA, λt. kpi, tq enumerates the extended graph of r; otherwise, λt. k̂pi, tq step by step lists

xxκp0qy, rpκp0qq ` 1y, xxκp1qy, rpκp1qq ` 1y, . . .

until i has been found in KA. If so, it continues this enumeration until an initial segment of
ωn with an edge length in A has been enumerated by κp0q, . . . , κptq. Therefore, in this case,

λt. kpi, tq enumerates the extended graph of a function s P Anf
pnq
A with graphpsq Ď graphprq. It

follows that the function v P Rp1q existing for this k by Condition (QGN II) has the appropriate
properties.

If αpnq “ θpnq ˝ f , for some f P Rpnq and the Markov-computable operator G : S
pnq
A Ñ S

pmq
A

is realised by g P Rpnq, then Gpα
pnq
i q “ θ

pnq
gpfpiqq. With Lemma 6.2(5) we also obtain that

t xi, jy | graphpα
pmq
i q Ď graphpGpα

pnq
j qq u is c.e. We have now completed all the necessary steps

to derive the result we were aiming for.

Theorem 7.7 (Myhill, Shepherdson). 1. The restriction of every computable operator
pG : pSpnq

A Ñ pSpmq
A to S

pnq
A is Markov-computable.

2. Every Markov-computable operator G : S
pnq
A Ñ S

pmq
A is the restriction to S

pnq
A of a com-

putable operator pG : pSpnq
A Ñ pSpmq

A .

Proof. (1) has been shown in Lemma 7.4.

(2) By Lemma 7.5 the set t graphpGpsqq | s P Anf
pnq
A ^ graphpsq Ď graphprq u with r P S

pnq
A

is a chain with respect to set inclusion. Thus, the union over this chain is single-valued, that
is, the graph of an m-ary function. Let pGprq be this function. Then we have

graphp pGprqq “
ď
t graphpGpsqq | s P Anf

pnq
A ^ graphpsq Ď graphprq u.

The chain is either finite or infinite. In the first case graphp pGprqq is its maximal element. Since

for all s P Anf
pnq
A , Gpsq P S

pmq
A , it follows that also pGprq P S

pmq
A . In the other case, every

element of the chain is the graph of a function in S
pmq
A . The domains of these functions in

the chain therefore form an increasing chain of subsets of ωm. it follows that pGprq is total in

this case. Hence, in both cases, pGprq P pSpmq
A . With Lemma 7.5 and the remark preceding this

theorem it follows that pG satisfies Conditions (1)-(3) in Theorem 7.2. Hence, pG is computable.

In case that r P S
pnq
A it moreover follows with Lemma 7.6 that pGprq “ Gprq. That is, G is the

restriction of pG to S
pnq
A .

8 Quasi-Gödel numberings and the Rogers semi-lattice of

computable numberings

The aim of this section is to look at the quasi-Gödel numbered sets S
p1q
A from a numbering-

theoretic perspective. We limit ourselves to unary functions, since every n-ary function f P S
pnq
A
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converts into the unary function r ˝ κ P S
p1q
A1 with A1 “ t an | a P A u by means of a one-to-one

and initial segment-wise enumeration κ of ωn.

As will be seen, any two quasi-Gödel numberings of S
p1q
A are computably isomorphic. Fur-

thermore, pS
p1q
A , θAq is a retract of pPp1q, ϕq, where θA and ϕ, respectively, are a quasi-Gödel

and a Gödel numbering. If A,B are infinite c.e. subsets of ω with A Ď B, then pS
p1q
A , θAq

is a retract from pS
p1q
B , θBq. Thus, there are infinitely descending chains ppS

p1q
Aν
, θAν qqνPω with

pS
p1q
Aν`1

, θAν`1q being a retract of pS
p1q
Aν
, θAν q and pS

p1q
A0
, θA0q being a retract of pPp1q, ϕq. It could

still be that there are subsets T Ď Anf
p1q
ω , which are not necessarily of the form Anf

p1q
A , so that

Rp1qYT is quasi-Gödel numberable. Another central result is that the set of all such extensions
of Rp1q has no Ă˚-minimal elements.

We will also study the Rogers semi-lattice of computable numberings of S
p1q
A . A central

result is every countable partially ordered set can isomorphically be embedded into the Rogers

semi-lattice of computable numberings of S
p1q
A . In addition, the semi-lattice contains infinitely

many Friedberg numberings and positive numberings to which no Friedberg numbering can be
reduced.

Proposition 8.1. Let η, γ be numberings of S
p1q
A . Then the following three statements hold:

1. If γ is a quasi-Gödel numbering and η ďm γ, then η satisfies Condition (QGN I).

2. If η is a quasi-Gödel numbering and η ďm γ, then γ satisfies Condition (QGN II).

3. If η, γ, respectively, satisfy (QGN I) and (QGN II), then η ďm γ.

Proof. (1) Since η ďm γ, there is some g P Rp1q with η “ γ ˝ g. By assumption,

graphepλi, x. γipxqq

is c.e. Hence this is also true for graphepλi, x. γgpiqpxqq.

(2) Let g P Rp1q with η “ γ ˝ g. Moreover, let k P Rp2q and r P S
p1q
A so that λt. kpi, tq

enumerates the extended graph of r. Since η satisfies (QGN II), there is some v P Rp1q with

r “ ηvpiq. Set v
1 Def
“ g ˝ v. Then r “ γv1piq. Whence also γ satisfies (QGN II).

(3) Let k P Rp2q be as in Theorem 4.4. Then λt. kpi, tq enumerates the extended graph of
function ηi. Since γ satisfies (QGN II) there is some v P Rp1q with ηi “ γvpiq. Thus, η ďm γ.

It follows that, if γ is a quasi Gödel numbering of S
p1q
A , then η is also a quasi-Gödel numbering

of S
p1q
A , exactly if η ”m γ. In particular, all quasi-Gödel numberings of S

p1q
A are m-equivalent.

As we will see next, they are maximal among all numberings of S
p1q
A satisfying (QGN I), and

minimal among those satisfying (QGN II).

Theorem 8.2. Let η be a numbering of S
p1q
A . Then the following three statements are equivalent:

1. η is a quasi-Gödel numbering.

2. η satifies (QGN I) and for all numberings γ of S
p1q
A , if γ satisfies (QGN I) then γ ďm η.

3. η satifies (QGN II) and for all numberings γ of S
p1q
A , if γ satisfies (QGN II) then η ďm γ.

Proof. Assume (1). Then (2) follows with Proposition 8.1(3). Conversely, suppose (2) and let
Aψ be a quasi-Gödel numbering as in Theorem 3.2. Then Aψ ďm η, by our assumption. With
Proposition 8.1(2) it follows that η satisfies (QGN II). Since it also satisfies (QGN I), η is a
quasi-Gödel numbering.

In a similar way it follows that (1) and (3) are equivalent.

At the end of Section 4 we pointed out that quasi-Gödel numberings are pre-complete. This
will be strengthened next.
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Theorem 8.3. Let θ be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
p1q
A . Then the following two statements

hold:

1. θ is complete with the nowhere defined function as distinguished element. This means that
for any p P Pp1q there exists g P Rp1q such that

θgpiqpxq “

#
θppiqpxq if i P domppq,

undefined otherwise.

2. θ is cylindrical, that is, θ ” θc, where θcxi,jy “ θj.

Proof. (1) Let k P Rp2q be as in Theorem 4.4. Then λt. kpi, tq enumerates the extended graph
of θi. Moreover, let k1 P Rp2q be defined by

k1pi, 2tq
Def
“ xt, 0y,

k1pi, 2t` 1q
Def
“

#
kpi, t .́ µt1. ppiqÓt1q if for some t1 ă t, ppiqÓt1 ,

xt, 0y otherwise.

Then λt. k1pi, tq enumerates the extended graph of θi, if i P domppq. Otherwise, λt. k1pi, tq
enumerates the extended graph of the nowhere defined function. Let g P Rp1q be the function
existing by (QGN II). Then we have for i P domppq that θgpiq “ θppiq. In the other case, θgpiq is
nowhere defined.

(2) Let θc with θcxi,jy “ θj be the cylinder of θ. Then θ ď1 θc. Since by the Ershov-

Myhill isomorphism theorem [7, p. 295] 1-equivalence coincides with computable isomorphism,
it remains to show that also θc ď1 θ. Let to this end p P Rp2q be the padding function existing
by Theorem 4.13. Then

θcxi,jy “ θj “ θppi,jq.

Thus, θc “ θ ˝ g with gpxi, jyq “ ppj, iq. That is, θc ď1 θ.

As we have seen above, all quasi-Gödel numberings arem-equivalent. Since such numberings
possess padding functions, they are even 1-equivalent. With the Ershov-Myhill isomorphism
theorem we thus obtain an extension of Rogers’ Isomorphism Theorem [36] for Gödel number-
ings to quasi-Gödel numberings.

Theorem 8.4 (Isomorphism Theorem). All quasi-Gödel numberings are computably isomor-
phic.

It follows that a numbering of S
p1q
A is a quasi-Gödel numbering, if it is computably isomorphic

to a quasi-Gödel numbering.
In Section 2 we fixed a Gödel numbering ϕ to construct a special ϕ-standard numbering of

S
p1q
A which then turned out to be a quasi-Gödel numbering. Thus, every quasi-Gödel numbering

of S
p1q
A is computable isomorphic to a special ϕ-standard numbering of S

p1q
A . This result can be

strengthened again.

Theorem 8.5. For every quasi-Gödel numbering θ there is a Gödel numbering ξ so that θ is a
special ξ-standard numbering.

Proof. Let Aϕ be the special standard numbering von S
p1q
A used in Section 2. Then Aϕ “ ϕ˝ f ,

for some f P Rp1q. Moreover, there is a one-to-one and onto function g P Rp1q with θ “ Aϕ ˝ g.

Set ξ
Def
“ ϕ ˝ g. Then ξ is a Gödel numbering, and as is readily verified, ξ ˝ pg´1 ˝ f ˝ gq is a

special ξ-standard numbering of S
p1q
A . Moreover, θ “ ξ ˝ pg´1 ˝ f ˝ gq.
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It follows that the construction of a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
p1q
A in Section 2 has universal

character: every quasi-Gödel numbering is obtained in this way.

In a next step we will examine which other properties the quasi-Gödel numbered set pS
p1q
A , θq

has as a subobject of pPp1q, ϕq. Here, a subset Z Ď Pp1q with a numbering ζ is called subobject
of pPp1q, ϕq if ζ ďm ϕ (cf. [7, 8]).
pZ, ζq is an sn-subobject of pPp1q, ϕq if, in addition, there is some g P Rp1q so that ζ ˝ g is a

special ϕ-standard n numbering of Z.
pZ, ζq is called r-subobject or retract of pPp1q, ϕq if, in addition, there is an idempotent onto

function H : Pp1q Ñ Z and some h P Rp1q such that Hpϕiq “ ζhpiq.

pZ, ζq is an n-subobject of pPp1q, ϕq if, in addition, there exist f P Rp1q such that for all
i P IϕpZq, ϕi “ ζfpiq. In this case the numbering zeta is called ϕ-normal (cf. [28]).

pZ, ζq is called principal subobject of pPp1q, ϕq and ζ ϕ-principal numbering, if for every
numbering η of Z with η ďm ϕ one has that η ďm ζ.

As seen above, the quasi-Gödel numbering θ is computably isomorphic to a special ϕ-

standard numbering of S
p1q
A . This shows

Corollary 8.6. pS
p1q
A , θq is an sn-subobject of pPp1q, ϕq,

In Section 3 we have considered a Turing programM
p1q
A that calls arbitrary Turing programs

P so that M
p1q
A pP q is a program that computes the functions in S

p1q
A . By considering the

semantics of the programs we obtain an idempotent onto map MA : Pp1q Ñ S
p1q
A such that

MApϕiq “
Aϕi. As we have seen above, θ is computably isomorphic to Aϕi.

Theorem 8.7. pS
p1q
A , θq is a retract of pPp1q, ϕq.

As is shown by Ershov [7, §4], every retract of pPp1q, ϕq is an n-subobject and each n-

subobject is a principal subobject of pPp1q, ϕq. Thus, every quasi-Gödel numbering θ of S
p1q
A is

ϕ-normal and a ϕ-principal numbering. Since every numbering of S
p1q
A that satisfies (QGN I)

is m-reducible to ϕ, it follows with Theorem 8.2 that each ϕ-principal numbering of S
p1q
A is a

quasi-Gödel numbering is. As a consequence, every ϕ-normal numbering of S
p1q
A is a quasi-Gödel

numbering.

Theorem 8.8. Let HPTϕ
A, NORϕ

A and QGNϕ
A, respectively, be the set of ϕ-principal, ϕ-normal

and quasi-Gödel numberings of S
p1q
A . Then

HPTϕ
A “ NORϕ

A “ QGNϕ
A.

If B is a c.e. superset of A and γ is a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
p1q
B , then the above results

remain true if ϕ is replaced by γ and pPp1q, ϕq by pS
p1q
B , γq. In particular we obtain an analogue

of Theorem 8.7.

Theorem 8.9. pS
p1q
A , θq is a retract of pS

p1q
B , γq.

So far in this work it was shown that the function classes S
pnq
A have a quasi-G”odel number-

ing θpnq for every infinite c.e. set A and that for this a sufficiently rich computability theory can
be developed in which the same results apply as in the computability theory for all partial com-
putable functions. If there are classes of functions that include the total computable functions
but do not contain all partial computable functions and for which a satisfactory computability
theory can be developed, one naturally wonders whether there are Ă˚-minimal classes of this
kind. Here, X Ă˚ Y , if X Ă Y and Y zX is infinite. We do not want to treat this problem
in full generality, but want to examine whether the family Ext of sets contains Ă˚-minimal
elements, where

Ext
Def
“ tRp1q Y T | T Ď Anf

p1q
ω and Rp1q Y T has a quasi-Gödel numbering u
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Set hp0, jq
Def
“ j and hpi ` 1, jq

Def
“ 2hpi,jq. Then each set Ai

Def
“ thpi, jq | j P ω u with i P ω is

computable and infinite. Since Ai`1 Ă
˚ Ai, we obtain that Ext contains infinite descending

chains with respect to Ă˚.

If every function class in Ext were of the form Rp1q Y Anf
p1q
A with an infinite c.e. set A,

we would of course know that Ext contains no Ă˚-minimal elements, since from any infinite
c.e. set one can remove infinitely many elements without destroying the property of being both
infinite and c.e. However, we do not know whether there are other sets T Ď Anf

p1q
ω for which

Rp1q Y T has a quasi-Gödel numbering. Menzel and Sperschneider [29, p. 76] show that the
family of sets

tRp1q Y T | T Ď Anf
p1q
ω and Rp1q Y T enumerable in ϕ u

does not contain Ă˚-minimal elements. Here, for a set X with numbering δ, Y Ď X is enumer-
able in δ if Y “ δrEs, for some c.e. set E Ď ω. If Rp1q Y T now has a quasi-Gödel numbering,
then this is m-reducible to ϕ. So Rp1qYT is also enumerable in ϕ. This leads us to the following
result:

Theorem 8.10. Ext has no Ă˚-minimal elements.

.
Let BNA be the set of numberings of S

p1q
A that satisfy Condition (QGN I). As was shown

at the beginning of this section, the quasi-Gödel numberings of S
p1q
A are just those numberings

in BNA that are maximal with respect to ďm. The numberings in BNA are exactly those

numberings of S
p1q
A that have a computable universal function (which is however in Pp2qzS

p2q
A ).

Therefore, these numberings are called computable.

For two numberings η and γ of S
p1q
A , η ‘ γ defined by

pη ‘ γqp2iq
Def
“ ηpiq and pη ‘ γqp2i` 1q

Def
“ γpiq

is the direct sum of η and γ. Let rηs be the equivalence class of all numberings of S
p1q
A that arem-

equivalent with η. As is well known, the m-reducibility relation can be lifted to the equivalence
classes yielding a partial order on the set of these classes denoted by ď. As shown in [7], the
collection of all equivalence classes is an upper semi-lattice, usually called Rogers semi-lattice,
with respect to this order with rη‘γs as least upper bound of rηs and rγs. Because the direct sum

of two computable numberings is computable again, we obtain for the set rBNAs
Def
“ BNA{ďm:

Proposition 8.11. 1. prBNAs,ďq is a Rogers sub-semi-lattice of the Rogers semi-lattice of

all numberings of S
p1q
A .

2. QGNA is the greatest element in prBNAs,ďq.

As we will see later in this section, prBNAs,ďq is not a lattice. The next result is an analogue
of a theorem by Goetze [9, 10] for the Rogers semi-lattice of the computable numberings of Pp1q.

Theorem 8.12. Every countable partially ordered set can be isomorphically embedded into the

Rogers semi-lattice of computable numberings of S
p1q
A .

We derive this result in several steps. Let to this end θ be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
p1q
A ,

a be the least positive element of A and CS be the set of all computable subsets of ω. Then
pCS,Ďq is a lattice with the empty set as least element. For every C P CS let the numbering
θC be defined by

θCi pxq
Def
“

$
’’’’’’’’’’&
’’’’’’’’’’%

π
pa`1q
1 piq .́ 1 if x “ 0 and π

pa`1q
1 piq P C ` 1,

...
...

π
pa`1q
a piq .́ 1 if x “ a´ 1 and π

pa`1q
1 piq P C ` 1,

θ
π

pa`1q
a`1

piq
pxq if x ě a and π

pa`1q
1 piq P C ` 1, or π

pa`1q
1 piq R C ` 1 and

θ
π

pa`1q
a`1

piq
p0q R C,

undefined otherwise.
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Here, C ` 1
Def
“ t b ` 1 | b P C u. Note that by the choice of a, for all j with 0 P dompθjq, θj is

defined at least on an initial segment of ω of length a. Therefore, θCi P S
p1q
A .

Lemma 8.13. For all C P CS, θC P BNA.

Proof. Since θ satisfies (QGN I) there is an enumeration h P Rp1q of the extended graph of the
universal function of θ. Then we have

xxi, xy, zy P graphepλi, x. θ
C
i pxqq ô

z “ 0_
nł

ν“1

rx “ ν ´ 1^ π
pa`1q
1 piq P C ` 1^ z “ πpa`1q

ν piqs _ rpDtqhptq “

xxπ
pa`1q
a`1 piq, xy, zy ^ rrx ě a^ π

pa`1q
1 piq P C ` 1s _ rπ

pa`1q
1 piq R C ` 1^

pDt1q rπ
p2q
1 phpt1qq “ xπ

pa`1q
a`1 piq, 0y ^ π

p2q
2 phpt1qq ą 0^ π

p2q
2 phpt1qq R C ` 1ssss.

It follows that graphepλi, x. θ
C
i pxqq is c.e. So, it remains to show that rangepθCq “ S

p1q
A . Let to

this end r P S
p1q
A with r “ θj . Then

i
Def
“

#
xrp0q ` 1, . . . , rpaq ` 1, jy if domprq is not empty,

x0, . . . , 0, jy otherwise

is a θC -index of r.

Note that by Theorem 8.2(3), θH ďm θ. On the other hand, θi “ θ
H
x0,...,0,iy. Thus, θ ”m θH.

Lemma 8.14. pt rθCs | C P CS u,ďq is a lattice that is dually isomorphic zu pCS,Ďq. The

mapping JpCq
Def
“ rθCs is a dual isomorphism.

Proof. Let C,E P CS. First, we show that θE ďm θC , if E Ď C. Consider the following
algorithm:

Input: i

1. If π
pa`1q
1 piq P C ` 1 then set î :“ i and go to Step (4)

2. If π
pa`1q
1 piq P E ` 1zC ` 1 then find j so that

θjpxq “

$
’’’’’&
’’’’’%

π
pa`1q
1 piq .́ 1 if x “ 0,

...
...

π
pa`1q
a piq .́ 1 if x “ a´ 1,

θ
π

pa`1q
a`1

piq
pxq if x ě a,

set î :“ xπ
pa`1q
1 piq, . . . , π

pa`1q
a piq, jy and go to Step (4).

3. (After the procedure has finished with this step, we know that π
pa`1q
1 piq R E ` 1.)

Find j1 with

θj1pxq “

#
θ
π

pa`1q
a`1

piq
pxq if θ

π
pa`1

a`1
piq
p0q R E,

undefined otherwise

and set î :“ xπ
pa`1q
1 piq, . . . , π

pa`1q
a piq, j1y.

4. STOP

41



Output: î.

As we will see in the next step, the indices j and j1 in Steps (2) and (3), respectively, can be
computed from i. Therefore, the above is really an algorithm. Let q P Rp1q be the function it
computes. Then θE “ θC ˝ q, that is θE ďm θC .

By Theorem 4.4 there is function k P Rp2q such that for every i P ω, λi, t. kpi, tq enumerates
the extended graph of θi. Let

k1pi, tq
Def
“

$
’’’’’’’’’&
’’’’’’’’’%

xt, π
pa`1q
1 piqy if t “ 0,

...
...

xt, π
pa`1q
a piqy if t “ a´ 1,

kpπ
pa`1q
a`1 piq, t .́ aq if t ě a, and π

p2q
2 pkpπ

pa`1q
a`1 piq, t .́ aqq “ 0 or

π
p2q
1 pkpπ

pa`1q
a`1 piq, t .́ aqq ě a,

x0, 0y otherwise,

Qpi, tq ô π
p2q
1 pkpπ

pa`1q
a`1 piq, tqq “ 0^ π

p2q
2 pkpπ

pa`1
a`1 piq, tqq R E ` 1,

k2pi, tq
Def
“

#
kpπ

pa`1q
a`1 piq, t .́ µt1 ď t. Qpi, t1qq if for some t1 ď t, Qpi, t1q,

xt, 0y otherwise.

Then λt. k1pi, tq enumerates the extended graph of the function θj defined in Step (2) of the
above algorithm and λi, t. k2pi, tq the extended graph of the function θj1 defined in Step (3).
Let v1, v2 P Rp1q be the functions now existing by Condition (QGN II). Then θj “ θv1piq and
θj1 “ θv2piq. Thus, we can effectively find indices j and j1 from given i with the required
properties.

Next, we show that also conversely, θE ďm θC implies C Ď E. To this end we need the
following result:

Claim 1 Let B be a computable set. Then the set t i | θBp0q “ y u is computable, exactly if
y P B.

which we will prove in a later step.
Assume that θE ďm θC and suppose that y P C. Then we need to show that y P E. Since

y P C, it follows with Claim 1 that the set t i | θCp0q “ y u is computable. Because θE ďm θC ,
it follows that t i | θEp0q “ y u is computable as well. Hence y P E, again by Claim 1.

Thus, we have shown that J is a dual isomorphism. Since pCS,Ďq is a lattice, the same
holds for pt rθCs | C P CS u,ďq.

Finally, we prove Claim 1. If y P B then θBi p0q “ y, exactly if π
pa`1q
1 piq “ y` 1. Therefore,

the set t i | θBi p0q “ y u is computable. If y R B, then we have that

θBi p0q “ y ô π
pa`1q
1 piq R B ` 1^ θ

π
pa`1q
a`1

piq
p0q “ y.

By Rice’s theorem the set t j | θjp0q “ y u is not computable, for every y P ω. As B is
computable it follows that the set t i | θBi p0q “ y u cannot be computable.

Goetze [10] has shown that every countable partially ordered set can be isomorphically
embedded in the lattice of all computable set. By Lemma 8.14 it therefore follows that every
such set can be isomorphically embedded in the Rogers semi-lattice of computable numberings

of S
p1q
A . This concludes the proof of Theorem 8.12
In the next section we will show that Sp1q is an effectively given domain with properties as

considered in [42, Theorem 3.1]. As a consequence we obtain that the Rogers semi-lattice of

computable numberings of S
p1q
A contains a Friedberg numbering, that is a one-to-one computable

numbering. As in Khutoretskĭı [24, Corollary 2] one even obtains that there are infinitely many

Friedberg numberings of S
p1q
A which are pairwise incomparable with respect to m-reducibiility.

Pour-El [33] shows that the equivalence class rγs generated by a Friedberg numbering of S
p1q
A

is minimal in pBNA,ďq.

42



Theorem 8.15. pBNA,ďq is not a lattice.

pBNA,ďq also contains minimal elements that are not generated by Friedberg numberings,

A numbering η of S
p1q
A is called positive, if t xi, jy | ηi “ ηj u is c.e. Ershov [7, p. 303] shows that

the equivalence class generated by a positive numbering is minimal in the Rogers semi-lattice
of numberings of a given set.

Theorem 8.16. S
p1q
A has a positive computable numbering to which no Friedberg numbering

can be reduced.

Proof. The general construction is given by Khutoretskĭı [24, Example 1]. Here we verify the
assumptions made. Let f P Rp1q. The we have to show that the sets

t g P S
p1q
A | graphpgq Ď graphpfq u and t g P S

p1q
A | graphpgq Ę graphpfq u

can be numbered in a one-to-one way so that the universal functions of these numberings have
a c.e. graph. This, however, is a consequence of Mal’cev [27, Theorem 5], if the classes can be

enumerated in a quasi-Gödel numbering θ of S
p1q
A and the sets

t i | graphpα
p1q
i q Ă graphpfq u and t i | graphpα

p1q
i q Ć graphpfq u

are c.e. Note that

graphpα
p1q
i q Ă graphpfq ô p@x ă lgpiqqα

p1q
i pxq “ fpxq.

Since f P Rp1q it follows that both sets are even computable.

Let C
Def
“ t i | graphpα

p1q
i q Ă graphpfq u and g P Rp1q with αp1q “ θ ˝ g. Moreover, let j be a

θ-index of f . Then

t g P S
p1q
A | graphpgq Ď graphpfq u “ θrtju Y grCss.

Thus, t g P S
p1q
A | graphpgq Ď graphpfq u is enumerable in θ.

Because of Condition (QGN I) there is some h P Rp1q that enumerates the extended graph
of the universal function of θ. Then we have that

graphpθiq Ę graphpfq ô pDxqpDtqπ
p2q
1 phptqq “ xi, xy^π

p2q
2 phptqq ą 0^π

p2q
2 phptqq ‰ fpxq`1.

Thus, t i | graphpθiq Ę graphpfq u is c.e. and hence t g P S
p1q
A | graphpgq Ę graphpfq u enumer-

able in θ.

9 pSp1qA as effectively given domain

In this section the connection with domain theory is investigated. As will be seen, pSp1q
A is an

effectively given algebraic domain with the finite functions as its compact elements. Further-

more, the domain-theoretic computability notions coincide with those developed for S
p1q
A . The

main result says that pSp1q
A can be mapped onto every other effectively given algebraic domain

D by an effectively continuous operator. Via this operator each quasi-Gödel numbering of

S
p1q
A defines an admissible numbering of the computable elements of D. Moreover, every such

numbering can be obtained in this way. More generally, the operator induces a homomorphism

of the Rogers semi-lattice of computable numberings of S
p1q
A onto the Rogers semi-lattice of

computable numberings of the computable elements of D.
Let pD,Ďq be a poset. D is pointed if it contains a least element K. A subset L of D is

directed, if it is non-empty and every pair of elements in L has an upper bound in L. D is a
directed-complete partial order (dcpo), if every directed subset L of D has a least upper boundŮ
L in D.
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Let pD,Ďq and pD1,Ď1q be posets. Then a map G : D Ñ D1 is Scott-continuous, if it is
monotone and for any directed subset L of D with existing least upper bound, Gp

Ů
Lq “Ů1

GrLs.
Assume that x, y are elements of a poset D. Then x is said to approximate y, written

x ! y, if for any directed subset L of D the least upper bound of which exists in D, the relation
y Ď

Ů
L always implies the existence of some u P L with x Ď u. Moreover, x is compact if

x ! x. A subset B of D is a basis of D, if for each x P D the set Bx “ tu P B | u ! x u
contains a directed subset with least upper bound x. Note that the set of all compact elements
of D is included in every basis of D. A directed-complete pointed partial order D is said to be
continuous (or a domain) if it has a basis and it is called algebraic (or an algebraic domain)
if its compact elements form a basis. Note we here assume that a domain is always pointed
which is not usually the case in the literature. Standard references for domain theory and its
applications are [48, 13, 2, 43, 3, 12].

Lemma 9.1. Let D and D1 be domains. Then the following statements hold:

1. The approximation relation ! is transitive.

2. x ! y ñ x Ď y.

3. u Ď x ! y Ď z ñ x ! z.

4. K ! x.

5. Bx is directed with respect to !.

6. G : D Ñ D1 is Scott-continuous, exactly if for all x P D, Gpxq “
Ů1

GrBxs.

Note that by Properties (2), (3) we have that x ! y exactly if x Ď y, in case that x or y is
compact.

Definition 9.2. Let D be a continuous domain with countable basis B and a numbering β : ω Ñ
B. Then D is said to be effectively given if the set t xi, jy | βi ! βj u is c.e.

If D is effectively given, then an element x is computable if β´1rBxs is c.e. Let Dc be the
set of all computable elements of D. If D1 is another domain, say with basis B1 and numbering
β1 so that D1 is effectively given, then a map G : D Ñ D1 is computable if G is Scott-continuous
and t xi, jy | β1

j ! Gpβiq u is c.e. Note that for computable maps G, GrDcs Ď D1
c.

Definition 9.3. Let D be an effectively given domain. Then a numbering η : ω Ñ Dc of the
computable elements of D is called admissible if it satisfies the following two requirements:

(A I) t xi, jy | βi ! ηj u is c.e.

(A II) There is a function d P Rp1q such that for all i P ω, if βrWis is directed then ηdpiq “Ů
βrWis.

Weihrauch and Deil [46] have shown that for every effectively given domain an admissible
numbering can be constructed.

Proposition 9.4 (Weihrauch, Deil, 1980). Let D be an effectively given domain and let η be
an admissible and γ an arbitrary numbering of its computable elements. Then the following
statements hold:

1. η is complete with special element K.

2. γ satisfies (A I)ô γ ďm η.

3. γ satisfies (A II)ô η ďm γ.

4. γ is admissibleô η ”m γ ô η ” γ.
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Since η is complete, it ensues with a result of Ershov [7, p. 332] that η is cylindrical. As
follows from the definition of an effectively given domain, all basic elements are computable.
Moreover, if γ is any numbering of Dc satisfying (A II) then β ďm γ.

Lemma 9.5. Let D be an effectively given domain with basis B and numbering β of the basis
elements. Moreover, let η be a numbering of Dc that satisfies (A I). Then there is a function
r P Rp2q such that for all i, j P ω with βi ! ηj the following statements hold:

1. ϕrpi,jq P R
p1q,

2. βpiq ! βpϕrpi,jqp0qq,

3. βpϕrpi,jqpaqq ! βpϕrpi,jqpa` 1qq pa P ωq,

4. ηpjq “
Ů

a βpϕrpi,jqpaqq.

Proof. Let Eij
Def
“ t a | βpiq ! βpaq ! ηpjq u. Then Eij is c.e. Thus, there is some function

q P Rp2q so that Eij “ Wqpi,jq. Since Bηpjq is directed with respect to !, the same holds
for βrEijs. It follows that

Ů
βrEij s exists. Moreover,

Ů
βrEij s Ď ηpjq. Let i, j be such that

βpiq ! ηpjq. Since Bηpjq is directed with respect to !, we have that for any u P Bηpjq there is
some u1 P βrEij s with u ! u1. Thus Eij is non-empty and in addition, ηpjq Ď

Ů
βrEij s. Hence,

ηpjq “
Ů
βrEijs.

In the sequel let s P Rp1q such that ϕspaq is a total function enumerating Wa, if Wa is

non-empty. Moreover, let k P Rp2q with Wkpa,cq “Wa XWc, Then define g P Rp3q by

gpi, j, 0q
Def
“ ϕspqpi,jqqp0q,

gpi, j, a` 1q
Def
“ ϕspkpqpgpi,j,aq,jq,qpϕspqpi,jqq pa`1q,jqqqp0q.

Then gpi, j, a` 1q P Egpi,j,aqj XEı̄j , where ı̄ is the pa` 1q-st element of Eij in the enumeration
ϕspqpi,jqq. Because βrEij s is directed with respect to !, we have that Egpi,j,aqj X Eı̄j is non-
empty. Therefore, gpi, j, a` 1q is defined. Furthermore, for all a, βpiq ! βpgpi, j, a` 1qq, from
which we obtain that

Ů
βrEij s Ď

Ů
a βpgpi, j, aqq. Conversely, since for all a, gpi, j, aq P Eij , we

also have that
Ů

a βpgpi, j, aqq Ď

Ů
βrEijs. Thus,

Ů
a βpgpi, j, aqq “

Ů
βrEijs “ ηpjq. Now, let

r P Rp2q with ϕrpi,jqpaq “ gpi, j, aq. Then r is as required.

For the next consequence choose i such that βpiq “ K.

Corollary 9.6. For every x P Dc, there is a function p P Rp1q so that

1. βpppaqq ! βpppa` 1qq pa P ω),

2. x “
Ů

a βpppaqq.

After these more technical results which we will need later, we now start investigating the

relationship of the function classes pSpnq
A with domains. Again we will restrict ourselves to

considering only the classes pSp1q
A .

Theorem 9.7. Let A Ď ω be a c.e. infinite set and for f, g P pSp1q
A set

f Ď g ô graphpfq Ď graphpgq.

Then p pSp1q
A ,Ďq is an effectively given algebraic domain such that:

1. The nowhere defined function is the least element.

2. The initial segment functions in Anf
p1q
A are exactly the compact elements.

3. The functions in S
p1q
A are the computable elements.
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4. For numberings of S
p1q
A , Conditions (QGN I) and (A I) as well as (QGN II) and (A II)

are equivalent. In particular, the quasi-Gödel numberings are exactly the admissible num-
berings.

5. The computability notions for operators G : pSp1q
A Ñ pSp1q

A in Definition 7.1 and in this
section coincide.

Proof. If L Ď pSp1q
A is directed with respect to Ď, then L has to be a chain. Thus the union of

the graphs of the functions in L is again the graph of a function. This function must be in pSp1q
A .

It is the least upper bound of L with respect to Ď. Thus, pSp1q
A is directed-complete. Obviously

the nowhere defined function is the least element. Every function in pSp1q
A is the least upper

bound of its restrictions to initial segments of ω with length in A. So, the functions in Anf
p1q
A

form a basis.
(2) All functions in Anf

p1q
A are compact. To see this let p P Anf

p1q
A and L be a directed

subset of pSp1q
A with p Ď

Ů
L. Then graphppq Ď

Ť
t graphpqq | q P L u. Since graphppq is finite,

it is covered by the union of the graphs of finitely many functions in L. Because this union
is again contained in the graph of some function r P L, as L is directed, we have that p Ď r.

Conversely, if f P pSp1q
A is compact, then consider the directed set L of all functions s P Anf

p1q
A

with s Ď f . Then f Ď

Ů
L. By compactness there is some s P L with f Ď s. Since s P Anf

p1q
A ,

the same must hold for f . Thus, the domain pSp1q
A is algebraic.

With Lemma 6.2(4) and Statement (4) we obtain that t xi, jy | α
p1q
i Ď α

p1q
j u is c.e. Thus,

the domain pSp1q
A is effectively given with respect to the numbering αp1q of the basis.

(3) Let f P S
p1q
A . Then it follows with Lemma 6.2(5) that t i | α

p1q
i Ď f u is c.e. Hence,

f P p pSp1q
A qc. Conversely, if f P p pSp1q

A qc then t i | α
p1q
i Ď f u is c.e. Since graphpfq “

Ť
t graphpsq |

s P Anf
p1q
A ^ s Ď f u we have,

xx, yy P graphpfq ô pDiqα
p1q
i Ď f ^ lgpiq ą x^ xxi, xy, y` 1y P graphepλa, z. α

p1q
a pzqq.

Because the extended graph of the universal function of αp1q is computable, by Lemma 6.2(2),

it follows that graphpfq is c.e. With Lemma 5.2(2) we therefore have that f P S
p1q
A .

(4) As in the proof of Lemma 6.2(5) it is only required that θ satisfies Condition (QGN I),

it follows that every numbering of S
p1q
A with Property (QGN I) satisfies Condition (A I). Con-

versely, assume that θ is a numbering of S
p1q
A satisfying Condition (A I). Then it follows as in

the proof of Statement (3) that graphepλj, x. θjpxqq is c.e. Thus, θ meets Requirement (QGN I).
Next assume that θ has Property (QGN II) and let αp1qrWis be directed. Then there exists

some r P pSp1q
A with r “

Ů
αp1qrWis. Hence,

graphprq “ t xx, yy | pDjq j PWi ^ xxj, xy, y ` 1y P graphepλa, z. α
p1q
a pzqq u,

which implies that r P S
p1q
A . As we moreover see, grapheprq can be uniformly enumerated in i.

Therefore, by Condition (QGN II), there is a function v P Rp1q so that θvpiq “ r “
Ů
αp1qrWis.

Thus, θ fulfils Requirement (A II). Since, for any k P Rp2q, the set t j | graphepα
p1q
j q Ď

rangepλt. kpi, tqq u is c.e., uniformly in i, it conversely follows that θ has Property (QGN II),
once it satisfies Requirement (A II).

(5) Let C Ď ω be a c.e. set that defines G. Then

graphpα
p1q
i q Ď graphpGpα

p1q
j qq

ôp@x ă lgpiqqpDaq xxxxy, α
p1q
i pxqy, ay P C ^ p@c ď lthpaqq paqc P graphpα

p1q
j q

ôp@x ă lgpiqqpDyqpDaq xxi, xy, y ` 1y P graphepλb, z. α
p1q
b pzqq ^ xxxxy, yy, ay P C ^

p@c ď lthpaqq xxj, π
p2q
1 ppaqcqy, π

p2q
2 ppaqcq ` 1y P graphepλb, z. α

p1q
b pzqq.
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By Lemma 6.2(2) graphepλa, z. α
p1q
a pzqq is c.e. With the Tarski-Kuratowski algorithm [37] we

can now bring this expression in a Σ1-form from which we see that t xi, jy | graphpα
p1q
i q Ď

graphpGpα
p1q
j qq u is c.e.

Conversely assume that V
Def
“ t xi, jy | graphpα

p1q
i q Ď graphpGpα

p1q
j qq u is c.e. Moreover, Let

r P pSp1q
A . By the continuity of G have that

xxxy, zy P graphpGprqq

ô pDiqpDaqα
p1q
i Ď Gpαp1q

a q ^ xx, zy P graphpα
p1q
i q ^ αp1q

a Ď r

ô pDāqpDaqpDiqxxi, xy, z ` 1y P graphepλb, u. α
p1q
b puqq ^ xi, ay P V ^ lthpāq “ lgpaq ^

p@c ď lgpaqqπ
p2q
1 ppāqcq “ c^ xxa, cy, π

p2q
2 ppāqcq ` 1y P graphepλb, u. α

p1q
b puqq ^

pāqc P graphprq.

Therefore by setting

C
Def
“ t xxxxy, zy, āy | pDaqpDiq xxi, xy, zy P graphepλb, u. α

p1q
b puqq ^ xi, ay P V ^

lthpāq “ lgpaq ^ π
p2q
1 ppāqcq “ c^ xxa, cy, π

p2q
2 ppāqcq ` 1y P graphepλb, u. α

p1q
b puqq u,

we obtain that C is c.e. and defines G.

The next result shows that each of the algebraic domains pSp1q
A can be computably mapped

onto any other effectively given domain. For the proof we need an extension of a result by
Weihrauch and Schäfer [47].

Proposition 9.8. Let D be an effectively given domain with basis B and numbering β of the

base elements. Then there is a computable operator G : pSp1q
ω Ñ pSp1q

ω such that the following

statements hold for f, g P pSp1q
ω ,

1. If f P Rp1q then also Gpfq P Rp1q.

2. If f P Anf
p1q
ω then also Gpfq P Anf

p1q
ω .

3. For all a P dompGpfqq, βpGpfqpaqq ! βpGpfqpa ` 1qq.

4. If βrrangepfqs is directed then
Ů

a βpGpfqpaqq Ď

Ů
βrrangepfqs.

5. If f P Rp1q and βrrangepfqs is directed then
Ů

a βpGpfqpaqq “
Ů
βrrangepfqs.

6. If f Ď g then
Ů

a βpGpfqpaqq Ď

Ů
a βpGpgqpaqq.

7. For f P Anf
p1q
ω ,

Ů
a βpGpfqpaqq P B.

Proof. Since t xi, jy | βi ! βj u is c.e., there are functions k P Rp2q and h P Rp1q so that
λt. kpt, jq enumerates t i | βi ! βj u and h enumerates t xi, jy | βi ! βj u. Now, we define
functions q, p, r P Rp1q:

If lthpaq ď 1, we set

ppaq
Def
“ qpaq

Def
“ iK and rpaq

Def
“ 1,

where, iK is a β-index of K.
In case that a “ rra0, . . . , am`1ss and qpa

1q as well as ppa1q and rpa1q are already defined for
a1 “ rra0, . . . , amss, say rpa

1q “ xt, cy, then we define qpaq, ppaq and rpaq as follows: if there is
xi, jy ď m` 1 with

txkpc, atq, kpj, aiqy, xppa
1q, kpj, aiqyu Ă thp0q, . . . , hpm` 1qu,
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then set

qpaq
Def
“ ppa1q,

ppaq
Def
“ kpj, aiq, for the smallest number xi, jy with this property,

rpaq
Def
“ rpa1q ` 1.

If there is no such number xi, jy, then set

qpaq
Def
“ π

p2q
1 pµxb, ay. txqpa1q, by, xb, ppa1qyu Ď thp0q, . . . , hpnquq,

ppaq
Def
“ ppa1q,

rpaq
Def
“ rpa1q.

As follows form the definition, βqpa1q ! βppa1q. By Lemma 9.1(5) there is thus a number
xb, ny with the above property. Hence, qpaq is defined also in this case.

In addition to the above let v P Rp1q with

vprr‘empty sequence’ssq
Def
“ rr‘empty sequence’ss,

vprra0, . . . , amssq
Def
“ rrx0, a0y, . . . , xm, amyss.

Moreover, let

C
Def
“ t xxlthpaq, qpaqy, vpaqy | a P ω u.

Then C is c.e. As is readily seen, C defines a computable operator G on pSp1q
ω . For f P pSp1q

ω

with non-empty domain it follows that dompfq “ dompGpfqq. G maps the nowhere defined
function onto the function that for 0 has value iK, and is undefined, otherwise. This implies
Statements (1) and (2).

Let fpmq
Def
“ rrfp0q, . . . , fpmqss. Then we obtain from the definition of G that for a1 “ fpmq

and a “ fpm ` 1q, Gpfqpmq “ qpa1q and Gpfqpm ` 1q “ qpaq. Since βqpa1q ! βqpaq, this proves
Statement (3). In particular, we have that

Ů
a βpGpfqpaqq exists. Moreover, Statements (6) and

(7) follow, because G is monotone by Theorem 7.2 and by Statement (2), dompGpfqq is finite,

for functions f P Anf
p1q
ω .

For Statements (4) and (5), finally, let f P Rp1q so that βrrangepfqs is directed. First, we
show that the sequence prpf pmqqqmPω is unbounded. Assume that rpf pmqq “ xt, cy. Since the
set tu P B | u !

Ů
βrrangepfqs u is directed with respect to ! by Lemma 9.1(5), there is some

m1 ě m and a number xi, jy ď m` 1 so that

txkpc, fptqq, kpj, fpiqqy, xppfpmqq, kpj, fpiqqyu Ď thp0q, . . . , hpm1 ` 1qu. (6)

Then rpf pm1 ` 1qq ą rpf pmqq.
Suppose that u P B with u ! βpfptqq. The there is some c with βpkpc, fptqq “ u. Moreover,

because the sequence prpf pmqqqmPω is unbounded, there is some m1 with rpf pm1qq “ xt, cy
as well as a smallest number xi, jy ď m1 ` 1 so that the inclusion in (6) holds. Thus, u !
βpkpj, fpiqqq. Consequently, since kpj, fpiqq “ Gpfqppmq, for some pm ě m1 ` 1, it follows thatŮ
βrrangepfqs Ď

Ů
m βpGpfqpmqq.

As follows from the above definitions, we have for g P pSp1q
ω that for every m there is some

i with βpGpgqpmqq ! βpgpiqq. Therefore,
Ů

m βpGpgqpmqq Ď

Ů
βrrangepgqs, if βrrangepgqs is

directed. This shows Statement (4) and, with what we derived before, also Statement (5).

Theorem 9.9. Let A Ď ω be a c.e. infinite set and D be an effectively given domain with basis

B and numbering β of the base elements. Then there is a computable onto map Γ: pSp1q
A Ñ D

so that for f, g P pSp1q
A ,

1. If f P Anf
p1q
A then Γpfq P B.
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2. If βrrangepfqs is directed then Γpfq Ď

Ů
βrrangepfqs.

3. If f P Rp1q and βrrangepfqs is directed then Γpfq “
Ů
βrrangepfqs.

Proof. Let G : pSp1q
ω Ñ pSp1q

ω be the computable operator constructed in the preceding Lemma.

Then we define for f P pSp1q
A ,

Γpfq
Def
“

ğ

a

βpGpfqpaqq.

Since the basis B is countable, every domain element is the least upper bound of a sequence
that is monotonically increasing with respect to !. Because of Property (5) of the preceding
lemma it therefore follows that Γ is onto. We will show that Γ is continuous. Let to this end
u P B. Since G is continuous by Theorem 7.2, we have

u ! Γpfq ô u !
ğ

a
βpGpfqpaqq

ô pDaqu ! βpGpfqpaqq

ô pDaqu ! βpp
ğ
tGpsq | s P Anf

p1q
A ^ s Ď f uqpaqq

ô pDaqpDs P Anf
p1q
A q s Ď f ^ a P dompGpsqq ^ u ! βpGpsqpaqq.

In the same way we obtain that

u !
ğ
tΓpsq | s P Anf

p1q
A ^ s Ď f u ô

pDaqpDs P Anf
p1q
A q s Ď f ^ a P dompGpsqq ^ u ! βpGpsqpaqq.

Since every domain element x is uniquely determined by the set Bx, it follows that Γ is

continuous. It remains to show that t xi, jy | βj ! Γpα
p1q
i q u is c.e. We have that

βj ! Γpα
p1q
i q

ô pDaqβj ! βpGpα
p1q
i qpaqq

ô pDaqpDbqβj ! βb ^ b “ Gpα
p1q
i qpaq

ô pDaqpDbqpDcqpDmqβj ! βb ^ b “ αp1q
m pcq ^ graphpαp1q

m q Ď graphpGpα
p1q
i qq

ô pDaqpDbqpDcqpDmqβj ! βb ^ xxm, cy, b` 1y P graphepλı̂, n. α
p1q
ı̂ pnqq ^

graphpαp1q
m q Ď graphpGpα

p1q
i qq.

Since the set of all xi,my with graphpα
p1q
m q Ď graphpGpα

p1q
i qq is c.e. by Theorem 7.2 and

graphepλı̂, n. α
p1q
ı̂ pnqq is c.e. by Lemma 6.2, the set of all xi, jy with βj ! Γpα

p1q
i q is c.e. as

well. Therefore, Γ is computable. Properties (1)-(3) are a consequence of the corresponding
properties of G,

Assume that the domain D in the previous result is also algebraic. Then we have for u P B
and x P D that u ! x exactly if u Ď x. As is readily seen, in this case for every base element u

of the domain one can find an initial segment function in Anf
p1q
A that is mapped onto u under

Γ. This initial segment map can be chosen in such a way that it has only β-indices of K and
u as values. This makes the idea of extending representations as they are used in computable

analysis e.g. (cf. [49]) to maps from pSp1q
A to domains precise that was mentioned at the beginning

of this paper: initial segment functions are used as names for approximating base elements, or
the Scott-open sets they determine, and total functions are names for the limit elements they
approximate. By the monotoniciy of Γ the relation of approximation between the functions in
pSp1q
A , that is the names, is transferred to the domain.
Next, we will show that via the mapping Γ numberings of Dc can be generated from num-

berings of S
p1q
A .
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Theorem 9.10. Let A Ď ω be a c.e. infinite set and D be an effectively given domain. More-

over, let θ be a numbering of S
p1q
A . Define

ηi
Def
“ Γpθiq pi P ωq.

Then η is a numbering of the computable elements of D such that:

1. If θ satisfies (QGN I) then η meets Condition (A I).

2. If θ satisfies (QGN II) then η meets Condition (A II).

3. If θ is quasi-Gödel numbering then η is admissible.

Proof. By Corollary 9.6, Γ maps Rp1q onto Dc. Therefore, the mapping η defined above is a
numbering of Dc.

(1) Because of the continuity of Γ we have that

βi ! ηj ô βi ! Γpθjq

ô βi ! Γp
ğ
tαp1q

n | αp1q
n Ď θj uq

ô βi !
ğ
tΓpαp1q

n q | αp1q
n Ď θj uq

ô pDnqβi ! Γpαp1q
n q ^ αp1q

n Ď θj.

Since Γ is computable, the set t xi, jy | βi ! Γpα
p1q
n q u is c.e. By Lemma 6.2 the same is true

for t xn, jy | α
p1q
n Ď θj u, if θ satisfies (QGN I). Thus, also t xi, jy | βi ! ηj u is c.e. in this case.

That is, η meets the (A I) requirement.
(3) Let θ be a quasi-Gödel numbering. We need to construct a function v P Rp1q so that

θvpiq enumerates WA
i in such a way that θvpiq P R

p1q, if WA
i is not empty. By (QGN I) there is

a function h P Rp1q enumerating the universal function of θ. Define

pQpi, a, zq ô π
p2q
1 phpaqq “ xi, π

p2q
1 ppzqlthpzqqy ^ π

p2q
2 phpaqq ą 0,

Qpi, t, zq ô pDa ď tq pQpi, a, zq,
fpi, t, zq

Def
“ π

p2q
2 phpµa ď t. pQpi, a, zqqq.

Now, construct k P Rp2q according to Lemma 4.2 so that λt. kpi, tq enumerates the extended
graph of a function g P Rp1q that enumerates WA

i , if WA
i is not empty, and the extended graph

of the nowhere defined function, otherwise. By Condition (QGN II) there is then a function
v P Rp1q that has the properties we were looking for.

Assume that βrWis is directed. Then Wi is not empty. As we have seen, W and WA are

computably isomorphic. Thus, there is some s P Rp1q so that Wi “WA
spiq. Set d

Def
“ v ˝ s. Then

it follows wth Theorem 9.9(3) that

ηdpiq “ Γpθdpiqq “
ğ
βrrangepθdpiqqs “

ğ
βrWA

spiqs “
ğ
βrWis.

Hence, η satisfies Requirement (A II). By Statement (1), η also satisfies (A I). Therefore, η is
admissible.

(2) Let ψ be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
p1q
A , and let θ satisfy (QGN II). By Theorem 8.2

there is some g P Rp1q with ψ “ θ ˝ g. Let γ be the numbering of Dc defined by γi
Def
“ Γpψiq.

Then we have that γ ďm η. Since γ is admissible by what was shown in the previous step, it
follows with Proposition 9.4 that η satisfies (A II).

As we see, via the mapping Γ numberings of Dc with Properties (A I) and\or (A II) can

be obtained from numberings of S
p1q
A . A natural question now is whether all numberings of Dc

with these properties can be obtained in this way.

50



Set

pΓpθqi Def
“ Γpθiq.

Then pΓ is a mapping from the set of all numberings of S
p1q
A into the set of all numberings of

Dc. As follows from the definition, pΓ is monotone with respect to ďm.

Theorem 9.11. Let A Ď ω be a c.e. infinite set and D be an effectively given domain. Then
the following statements hold:

1. For every admissible numbering η of Dc there is a quasi-Gödel numbering θ of S
p1q
A with

η “ pΓpθq.

2. For every numbering η of Dc satisfying (A I) there is a numbering θ of S
p1q
A satisfying

(QGN I) with η “ pΓpθq.

Proof. (1) Let ψ be a quasi-Gödel numbering of S
p1q
A and η an admissible numbering of Dc.

By the previous theorem, pΓpψq is an admissible numbering as well. Hence, η and pΓpψq are
computably isomorphic, by Proposition 9.4. Thus, there is a computable permutation g P Rp1q

with η “ pΓpψq˝g, that is, ηi “ Γpψgpiqq. Let θ
Def
“ ψ˝g. Then also θ is a quasi-Gödel numbering.

Moreover, η “ pΓpθq.
(2) As has already been mentioned, Dc has an admissible numbering, say γ. Let ψ be

the quasi-Gödel numbering with γ “ pΓpψq, existing by Statement (1). If η is a numbering
of Dc satisfying (A I), then η ďm γ, by Proposition 9.4. Therefore, there is some g P Rp1q

with η “ γ ˝ g. Define θ
Def
“ ψ ˝ g. Then it follows with Proposition 8.1 that θ satisfies

Condition (QGN I). Moreover, pΓpθq “ η.

The question whether an analogue of Statement (2) is true for numberings of Dc that satisfy
Requirement (A II) remains open.

We call numberings of Dc that satisfy (A I) computable. As in the case of the numberings

of S
p1q
A the m-equivalence classes of the numberings of Dc form a Rogers semi-lattice in which

the m-equivalence classes of the computable numberings form a Rogers sub-semi-lattice with
the class of admissible numberings as greatest element. Let again η ‘ γ be the direct sum of

the numberings η and γ of Dc. Then it follows for numberings ψ and θ of S
p1q
A that

pΓpψ ‘ θq “ pΓpψq ‘ pΓpθq.

Moreover, let pΓ” be the quotient map, that is, pΓ”prψsq “ rpΓpψqs.

Corollary 9.12. pΓ” is a homomorphism of the Rogers semi-lattice of the numberings of S
p1q
A

to the Rogers semi-lattice of the numberings of Dc which maps the Rogers sub-semi-lattice of

computable numberings of S
p1q
A onto the Rogers sub-semi-lattice of computable numberings of

Dc.

.

10 Conclusion

Non-termination is a typical phenomenon of algorithms. It cannot be read of the program
text whether and in which case it will happen. Approaches to avoid it have been studied and
require advanced methods. The question we dealt with in this paper was whether there is a
class of algorithms that compute the total (computable) functions—in which one is actually only
interested in—, and if non-termination occurs then the area of such inputs has a well-defined
structure.

We presented such a class. The typical algorithms we had in mind when starting this
research was list searching or the computation of approximations of infinite objects like the real
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numbers. The algorithms in this class are such that their domain of definition is either the set
of all natural numbers, or a finite initial segment of this set of a length in a given set of possible
lengths. It is shown that even though besides the total functions there are now only finite partial
functions, a rich computability theory can be developed in which the same important results
hold as in the classical theory dealing with all possible algorithms. In particular, the theory
of computably enumerable sets remains unchanged, except that the domain characterisation of
these set is no longer useful. What is presented is a development of computability theory based
on the notion of enumeration. The main ingredient in the new approach is the notion of a
quasi-Gödel numbering which takes on the role of Gödel numberings in the classical approach.
Every Gödel numbering is also a quasi-Gödel numbering.

Besides developing computability theory on the basis of quasi-Gödel numberings, meta-
investigations have been carried out: each of the new quasi-Gödel numbered function classes is
a retract of the Gödel numbered class of all partial computable functions. Moreover, it is the
class of computable elements of an effectively given algebraic domain (in the sense of Scott-
Ershov) that can be computably mapped onto every other effectively given domain so that the
finite functions in the function classes considered here are mapped onto base elements. This
extends the use of representations in computable analysis in such a way that now also the basic
open sets used for approximations obtain a finite function as name. Via the mapping every
quasi-Gödel numbering induces an admissible numbering of the computable domain elements.
It was shown that every admissible numbering can even be obtained in this way.

The class of all partial computable functions, and several of its subclasses, can be charac-
terised in a machine-independent way as smallest classes containing certain basic functions and
being closed under operations like composition and primitive recursion. It would be interesting
to know whether the function classes considered in this paper can be characterised in a similar
way. Among others this could be used to introduce a notion of relativised computability, in
particular, a notion of Turing reducibility, and compare it with the classical ones. Another way
of doing so, is via the modified Turing machine model presented in Section 3.
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