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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 Gédel 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-Gdédel 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 Godel 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-Godel 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-Goédel 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, [, 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 w.
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 w 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



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
74 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 Gédel 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 v 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 Gédel numberings [37, Theorem IV]. The second characteristic
property that Godel 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 v# that for every family (r;);e. of functions in the class under consideration,
the graphs of which are computably enumerable, uniformly in 4, one can computably pass from &
to an index of r; with respect to v4. We call numberings that satisfy these two conditions, quasi-
Godel Numberings. As will be shown, any two such numberings are recursively isomorphic.
Furthermore, all important theorems known for Gédel numberings can be derived for this new
type of numberings, without using any results of classical computability theory. As every Godel
numbering is also a quasi-Gédel numbering, this shows that the new notion is a reasonable
generalisation of the concept of Godel 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-
Godel 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-Godel 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 Godel numbering of all partial computable functions. The standard numberings
obtained in this way are in particular quasi-Godel numberings. In addition, we will discuss
some applications of these function classes. Section Bl shows that a quasi-Godel numbering of
these function classes can also be obtained without using a Godel 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-Gédel 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-Godel numberings. In Section M 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 Godel numbering. There it is mainly used to
construct index functions. Here these functions have to be constructed in a different way.



In Section Bl 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-
Godel 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 Goédel 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 [ is reserved for a numbering-theoretical investigation of quasi-Godel numberings.
Here we address the question of the existence of minimal supersets of the class of total com-
putable functions for which still quasi-Godel numberings exist. Furthermore, it is shown that
all quasi-Godel 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-Godel numbering as
a standard numbering for a Gédel 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 Khutoretskii [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 [@ 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-Godel
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-Gédel numbering.

2 The function classes Sg")

In what follows let {-,-): w? — w be a one-to-one and onto computable pair encoding so

that {z,y) > x,y. Extend the pairing function as usual to an n-tuple encoding (n > 0) by

setting {(x) e 2 and (T1y ey Tng1) et (x1,{x2,. .., Tni1yy. Let wi") (i =1,...,n) be the

associated decodings such that wi") ({x1,...,xny) = x;. The sets of all n-ary partial, total,
partial computable, and total computable functions, respectively, will be denoted by PF(),
Fm o pP™ and RU. The arity n of these functions and the dimension of the Cartesian
products of w 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 (™ be a Godel numbering of P(™ and W; be the domain of cpl(-l). Should the arity
of the considered functions be clear from the context or its knowledge be not important, we
write ¢ instead of go(”). We proceed accordingly with all other numberings of function classes



considered here. The value of a numbering ¢ at argument i is denoted by (;, but sometimes also
by ((i). Instead of (x1,...,2,) we also write Z. Moreover, we write ¢(Z)| if the computation
of (&) converges and (& )lm if it converges in m steps. If C is a fixed non-empty computably
enumerable (c.e.) subset of w, then we assume it to come with a fixed enumeration and denote
the finite part of C' enumerated after ¢ steps by C4.

A subset B of w is called initial segment of w if for every m € B we have that also m’ € B,
for all m’ < m. The cardinality of B is said to be the length of B. If C = B"™, for some initial
segment B of w, then C' is called initial segment of w™. 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
w™, the empty set, or an initial segment of w™ with an edge length in a given subset A of w.
Let ANFE:) be the set of functions in PF(™) the domain of which is either empty or an initial
segment of w™ with edge length in A. Then we set

SA”) et x(m) ANFE:), Sy U{gﬁf) |n>0},
S EIRM G ANFY, Sa = J{SYY [n >0}

For an infinite c.e. set A, 81(4") is an enumerable subset of P(™. Let to this end, for a € A4, a(™
denote the n-tupel (a,...,a). We extend the usual less-or-equal relation on w coordinatewise
to w" and write @ < b to mean @ < b and @ # b. Then there is some feRW so that

80(72))( 7) = {@En)( Z) if for some a € A, ¥ < a(™ and for all § < a(™, gpgn) (D)4,
fl

undefined otherwise.

It follows that go € S ,foralli e w. If for all a € A and all ¥ < a(™, gpz ( 7)}, then

90?8) e R™. In the other case, b = max{a e A | (V§ < a(")) (")( )| } exists and the domain

of gp(f(z).) is an initial segment of w™ of edge length b. Hence gpf(i) € ANFA . Observe the use of

excluded middle in this proof.
For ¢ € PF™ let dom(q) and range(q), respectively, be the domain and the range of gq.
Moreover, let

graph(q) =" {((@), 2) | ¥ € dom(q) A ¢(Z) = 2},
graph, (¢) =" { (), 0), (D), z + 1) | Fe w" A Fe dom(q) A q(F) = 2}

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

enumeration Ai. ¢ 00) has the following two properties
o e S = o = ol M
graph()) < graph((™). (2)
Enumerations of a subset of P(™) that satisfy Condition (I)) are called (-standard number-
ings and those that additionally meet Condition (2)) are special @-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 { graphe(w(f’zz)) | i € w} is an example for the kind of classes he studied, that
is, a standard class.
Set
A (n) Def (n)
A S10%

then we have that Agogn) is a special g-standard numbering of 81(4”), for every infinite c.e. A © wf

The p-standard numberings of 81(4”) can be characterised by conditions similar to those known

IThe notation derives from the German word ‘Anfangsstiick’ for ‘initial segment’.
2Note that the numbering Agp(”) depends effectively on (a code) of A. We will, however, not make use of
this fact



for Godel numberings. Since their universal function is computable, but not contained in S&"Jfl),

they will not satisfy the conditions for Gédel numberings.

Theorem 2.1. Let ¢ be a p-standard numbering of 81(4"). Then the following two conditions
hold:

(QGN 1) The extended graph of i, Z. 1;(Z) is enumerable by some function in R,

(QGN II) For all k € R® there exists v € RY such that if, for some i € w, M. k(i,t)
enumerates the extended graph of a function r € 81(4”), then = 1, ;).

Proof. Because 1 is a @-standard numbering there is some d € R(Y) with 1; = ®a(i)- Therefore,

i, Z. ;(Z) is computable and graph,(\i, Z. ¥;(Z)) is c.e. By construction, graph,(\i, Z. ¥;(Z))

is infinite. Hence, it can be enumerated by a total computable function. Thus, (QGN I) holds.
For the derivation of (QGN II) let v € R(Y so that

ol () = 78 (udt, 2. [7P (k(i 1) = (@) A 750 (k(iyt) = 2 A 2 > 0]) — L.

If At. k(i,t) enumerates the extended graph of a function r € 81(4") it follows that ¢, = 7.
Because r € 81(4”) and 1 is a p-standard numbering we thus obtain that 7 = vg(y(i)) = Yoy O

In the sequel, a numbering of a countable set of functions X 2 R(") that satisfies Conditions
(QGN ) and (QGN 1II) is called quasi-Gddel numbering (replace 81(4") by X in (QGN II)). As we
have just seen, every ¢-standard numbering of such a function class is a quasi-Gédel numbering.
In particular,

Corollary 2.2. FEvery Gédel numbering is a quasi-Gaédel numbering.

As will be shown in Section [§, every quasi-Godel numbering of 81(4") is a p-standard num-
bering, up to recursive isomorphism. The analogy of Conditions (QGN I) and (QGN II) to the
corresponding conditions for Godel 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 p-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 81(4”) 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 p operator

min{z | g(z) =0 A (Vy <2)q(y)l} if{z|q(z) =0nA(Vy <z)q(y)l}
ux. [q(z) = 0] Def is not empty,
undefined otherwise.

Moreover, for every infinite A € w, the collection of sets { { g € R™") | graph(p) < graph(g) } |

pE ANF%I) } is a basis of a metric topology on R, the Baire topology. Finally, this approx-
imation property is used in the definition of computable functionals on sets of total functions
(cf. [4, B7]). We want to clarify this using the example of a functional G: F) x w — w.



Let [[-]] be a one-to-one computable coding of all finite sequences of natural numbers and for
p:{0,...,a} > w

Ipll = [p(0), ... p(a)].

Then G is called computable if there is some g € R such that for d € F®) and z,y € w,
G(d, z) = y, exactly if there exists p e ANF with graph(p) < graph(d) so that g([[p]}, z) = v.
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 G(d, z). Of course one
would like to have such algorithms g that manage with as little information as possible. Gordon
and Shamir [T1] 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(1)
or PFM, such as computable analysis [44, 45, [34, 49], domain theory [38, 6, 48, @3], 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 [I4], [I5] 16, 17,
47, [25] it is therefore proposed to use functions in F (1) 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 3&1), 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. [0} [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 go(})
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 [@ 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 € [—1,1] be given in signed digit expansion
) .
x = Z a; - 270D
i=0

with a; € {—1,0,1}. The information about x which we can read off from this expansion is the
sequence ag, a1, ... of signed digits. To each finite initial segment of this sequence corresponds
a dyadic rational

n
Def —(i
o = a; -2~

i=0

approzimating x. The uncertainty set coming with this number is the interval [w, —2~ ™Y u,, +
2_("+1)] including all real numbers containing the information about u,, that is the sequence
ag, - - -, ay, as part of their own information.



Now, for a € w, let 6(a) Def (a mod 3) — 1 and forr e 3&1) set
G(r) = O [8(r(n) — 270D, 6(r(n)) + 27+ | n e dom(r) ).

If, in addition, we identify a real number z with the one-point interval [z,z], we have thus
obtained a representation of both, the reals in [—1,1] and the corresponding uncertainty sets.
It is such that for g € FY) and any sequence (Pn)new Of initial segment functions so that

graph(p,) € graph(pn41) and graph(g) = (J{ graph(p,) | ne w},

Glg) = [J{Gpn) Inew}.

3 A modified Turing machine model

In the last section we constructed a special p-standard numbering of 81(4") for infinite c.e. sets
A < w. In this section we present a machine model for the computation of these functions. The
numberings derived from this characterisation will be a quasi-Godel numbering.

In what follows let ¥ be a non-empty finite set and TPsx be the set of all Turing programs
which use X as tape alphabet. Moreover, let k: w — w™ be an effective enumeration of w™
without repetitions and A € w be a non-empty c.e. set. Finally, let P be a Turing program and
Mgl) be a Turing program realising the following algorithm:

Input: ©
1. Set j:=1.
2. Compute A;.

3. Fori=0,...,7— 1: run program P on input (i) for j steps and store whether there is
a result.

4. If there is some a € A; so that

o 7 <a®

e For all 7 < a™: e {k(0),...,x(5 — 1)} and program P stops on input i within j
steps,

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

Output: z.

We write M,S;n) (P) to denote the Turing program consisting of program M,(axn) and the subpro-
gram P. If Sem™: TPy, — P(™ is the semantic map that, with regard to a fixed input/output
convention, assigns to every Turing program the function it computes, then Sem(")(MXl) (P))
is precisely the function that agrees with Sem™ (P) on the maximal initial segment of w” with
an edge length in A that is contained in dom(Sem ™ (P)); and is undefined, otherwise.

Theorem 3.1. For every infinite c.e. set A € w,
SM = {Sem™ (M ((P)) | Pe TPy}
A A T J-

Let MP; be the i-th program with respect to an effective one-to-one enumeration of the set
M{g") [TPyx] of all modified Turing programs MJ(L‘”)(P) with P € TPy and define

A 2 gom (™ (MP).

Theorem 3.2. For every infinite c.e. set A C w, A1/J(") s a quasi-Gaodel numbering of 81(4”).



If one compares the above definition of the set M, () [TPx] with the definition of the num-
bering 4¢(n) in the previous section, one sees that the same rule is behind both: algorithms

for the computation of functions in P are modified to ones for computing functions in 81(4")
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 44| a coding of all algorithms had to be used (Godel numbering go(")), the proper-
ties of which were exploited in the proof of Theorem 21l The numbering Az/J("), 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-Gédel numberings, this procedure shows that a
computability theory for S4 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[32. (QGN I). Let P be a Turing program realising the following algorithm:

Input: t

1. If ¢ is odd, set z := {(t — 1)/2,0) and go to (@l); otherwise, find i, j and & so that
(0,3, %) = t/2.

2. Simulate j steps of the computation of the i-th modified Turing program MP; on input
Z.

3. If the computation of MP; on input Z stops within j steps, set
z 1= {(i,Z),1 + output of MP; on input Z); otherwise, set z := {t/2,0).

4. Stop.

Output: z.

Let 7 2" Sem (P ) Then h e R with range(h) = graph, (\i, & Awl(n) (@)).

(QGN II). Let Pbea Turing program computing the function

7 (uct, 2. [ (ki 1)) = @) A 7 (k(i,1)) = 2 A 2 > 0]) — 1.

Moreover, for i € w, let P; be a program that on input & outputs {i,Zy in such a way that
it can be read as input by P. For two programs P and P let P; P be the program that first
executes P and then P. Flnadly7 let @ be a program that on input of ¢ computes a j with

MP; = M,E;n) (P; P;). Then v 2l Sem ("(Q) has the property stated in (QGN II). O

4 Computability theory for Sy

In this and the following sections let A € w 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 Sy4.
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 0™ be a numbering of 81(4"). If 9 satisfies Condition (QGN I), we obtain an analogue
to Kleene’s Normal Form Theorem.



Theorem 4.1. Let 8 satisfy Condition (QGN I). Then there is a primitive recursive function
q and an (n + 2)-ary computable predicate T so that

91(") (@) = q(py. T, Z,y)).

Proof. Choose the pair encoding and its decodings as primitive recursive and let h € RM)
enumerate the extended graph of the universal function of the numbering (). Then

0. (@) = m (uct, 2). (w7 (0(t)) = G, @) A 75 (h(1) = 2 A 2> 0]) — 1.

Therefore, defining ¢(a) Def 7r§2) (a) =1 and

T(i,Z,y) = 70 (h(x{? (y))) = G, &) A 750 (WD (1)) = 757 (y) A 750 (y) > 0,
proves the claim. O

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 Gédel 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
k be an effective one-to-one enumeration of w™, in which for a < b (a,b € w) all elements of
the initial segment of w™ of edge length a occur before the remaining elements of the initial
segment of edge length b. In the following we say that x enumerates w™ initial segment by
initial segment. Also let nf,arg e R() B and for all i,7 >0, *eRM with

nf((zy, .. 20)) ek (@, . a) + 1)),

arg(z) = ©) if m3” () = 0,
nf(7r§2) (z)) otherwise,

Def
<$17---;Ii>*<y1;---7yj> =C <{E1,...,Ii,y1,...,yj>.

(With this notation we suppress the dependence of the functions k, nf, arg and * on n and ¢
and j, respectively.)
As follows from the definition, nf({Z)) is the encoded successor of Z in the enumeration .

Lemma 4.2. Let f € R and Q < w? be a computable relation so that f(i,t,z) > 0 if Q(i,t, 2)
holds. Moreover, let k € PF?) be defined by

ki, 2t) = ((R(1)), 0)
k(i,2t + 1) = g(i,t), where

g(iv 0) = <<6>a O>a

g@t+nz{®g@@ﬂ%ﬂaHdﬂ@ﬂ» i QUL+ 1,9(:1),
g9(i,t) otherwise.

Then k€ R®? and At. k(i,t) enumerates the extended graph of an n-ary function.

Proof. Note that At. k(i,2¢t) enumerates alle coded tuples {{%),0). The value of g(i,0) is one
of these coded tuples. As long as Q(i,¢ + 1, ¢(¢,t)) holds, arg(g(i,t)) computes the successor of
7r§2) (g(i,t)) in the enumeration given by k. Since f(i,t + 1, ¢(i,t)) > 0 in this case, g(i,t + 1)
satisfies the requirement for the remaining elements in an extended graph. If Q(i,t + 1, g(,t))
does not hold, the value of ¢(i,t) is repeated. In particular, if @ is empty, we have that
E(i,2t + 1) = g(i,0) = (0, 0), for all ¢ € w. Thus, \t. k(i,t) enumerates the extended graph of

the nowhere defined function in this case. O

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 Sff) considered here do not have

universal functions in SI(L‘"H), but the extended graphs of the functions in 81(4”) can be enumer-

ated uniformly. We first show a more general result.

Lemma 4.3. Let 0" satisfy Condition (QGN I). Then there is some k € R such that
range(Xt. k((i, ), 1)) = graph,(\Z. 6" (7, 7).

Proof. By Condition (QGN I), the extended graph of \i, ¥, Z. 9£m+n) (7, £) has an enumeration
h e RM. Define

QUi Pra,z) = w52 (h(a)) > 0 A 75> (A(a)) = (i, )  arg(2),
Qi) t,z) < (Fa < t) Q((, i), a,2) and
F oty 2) B i (h(pa < t. Q. B, a, 2))).

Now, by applying Lemma we obtain a function k € R(®. As is readily verified, it has the
properties stated. o

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

Theorem 4.4. Let 0 satisfy Condition (QGN I). Then there is some k € R®) so that
range(\t. k(i,t)) = graph, (6™).

As a further consequence we obtain the smn-theorem.

Theorem 4.5 (smn-Theorem). Let m > 0, 0 satisfy Condition (QGN II) and 0"+ meet
Condition (QGN I). Then there is a function s € RU™*Y) so that

05 @) = 0" (7, 3).

Proof. By Lemma 3 there is some k € R(®) such that
range(At. k((i, i), 1)) = graph,(\Z. 6" (7, Z)).

Now, let v € R be as in Condition (QGN II). Since AZ. 6™ (7, %) € S, it follows that
gimtm (7,%) = 93&) (Z). Thus, s RAYRT v({i, 7)) is as wanted. O

3

49))

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

(QGN E) There is a function d € R+ for all m > 0, such that for all i € w, fe w™ and
(n)
d(i,j)’
Theorem 4.6. Let 6 satisfy Condition (QGN I), for every n > 0. Then the following
equivalences hold:

<@ ad @ < @,
where

1. ™) meets Condition (QGN II).

re 81(4”), if At. Hl(mﬂ)(f, t) enumerates the extended graph of function r, then r = 6

2. 0" meets Condition (QGN II), for alln > 0.
3. 0™ meets Condition (QGN E).
4. Requirements (4d) and (4Y) hold, for all n > 0:

11



(a) There is some function s € R for allm > 0, so that for all j € W™, T € W™
and i € w, 927(?7;) (@) = 9£m+n) (¥, T).

b) There exists a function g € R such that for alli € w andr € S("), if 0 enumerates
g A %

the extended graph of function r, then r = 9((;(%.

Proof. B) = (@) holds trivially. We show next that (1) = (B). By Lemma there is some
k€ R® such that At. k({i, ), ¢) enumerates the extended graph of Aa. 6" (J,a). Let i € w,
f e w™ and r € 81(4") such that Aa. 9§m+1)(3, a) enumerates the extended graph of function

r. According to its definition every element of graph,(Aa. 95m+1)(f, a)) is of the form {a,0),
{a, &), 0y + 1) or {a, P, r(§) + 1) + 1). Therefore, if we set

et | {€0),0) if 732 (k((i, 75, 1)) = 0,
B(C630.8) = {w§2>(k(<z’j>,t))-1 otherwise,

then k € R(®). Moreover At. k((i, 5 t) enumerates the extended graph of function r. Since
6(") satisfies Condition (QGN 1II), there is a function v € R() with r = o) Thus, d =

o (1))
i, j. v({i, j)) has the property stated in Condition (QGN E).
In the same way we obtain that (2]) implies ([@L): choose m = 0 . Statement (Zal) is just the
smn-theorem that has been derived from () in Theorem For the remaining implication it

suffices to show @) = ([3). Let to this end i € w, j € w™ and r € 81(4") so that At. Hl(mﬂ)(ﬁ t)
enumerates the extended graph of . With Condition (al) we have that Hgmﬂ)(f, t) = 922 7 (t),

from which it follows with {B]) that r = 9;7(:) W) Therefore, d 2 g o s has the properties
required in (3). O

For what follows, let 8™ be a quasi-G6del numbering, for all n > 0. With the smn-theorem
we have shown for a known result of computability theory that it also holds in the computability
theory for S4. Next we want to examine whether substitution is an effective operation. Here

we first have to state that S. 4 is not closed under substitution. Because whenever for p,r € 31(41)
the set {z | p(z) € dom(r) } refrains from being a segment of w then rop ¢ 3‘1(41) We therefore
introduce a modified substitution. Let ]T/[\I(L‘") : PF* — PF" be defined by

' q(Z) if there exists a € A so that # < a(™ and
M (q)(@) = for all § < a(™, 7€ dom(q),

undefined othewise.
Then M\Xz) is idempotent, M\I(L‘") [PF)] = 3‘1(4") and Mj&")(gpg")) = A%(-"). If
Subst ") PFE™ s (PFEHM o pFM
is the usual substitution operation, the modified operation is defined by
MSubstEle’") et M\ﬁ‘n) o Subst(™™.
For r e 31(4“1) and p1,...,Pm € ‘§1(4n)7 MSubstEL‘m’") (r;p1,--.,pm) agrees with
Subst ™™ (r;p1y- -y Pm)
on the maximal initial segment of w™ with an edge length in A that is contained in
dom(Substh‘m’n)(r;pl, ey Pm))

, and is undefined, otherwise. Therefore, for all functions r € 3’1(47”) and p1,...,pm € 3\1(4”) with
X T:l pV(ﬂZL:1 dom(p,)) < dom(r),

MSubstEle’")(r;pl, ey Pm) = Subst (™™ (r;p1y- -y Dm)-

12



In this case, dom(Subst™™ (r:py, ..., pm)) = N, dom(p,)). Since the domains of the func-
tions p, are comparable with respect to set inclusion, the intersection is again an initial seg-
ment of w™ 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 MSubstEL‘m’"), 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 € PFW),
q(z) ¢ dom(p), then (p o ¢)(x) is undefined. That is, the information coming with ¢(z) 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 w with length in A that is

included in dom(p o ¢). This is in agreement with the algorithms defined in the last section

using the Turing program MI(LX”).

Theorem 4.7. Let A C w be an infinite c.e. set and ™ be a quasi-Gddel numbering of 81(4"),
forn > 0. Then there is a function sub € RU"+tY so that

o) = MSubst{"™ (0056, 6'),

Sub (4,51 ,9m) IR TR Jm

Proof. Let h, h e RM be enumerations as in Condition (QGN 1) for (™ and ™) respectively.
Moreover, let

@(<jujlu--~ajm>7<b7b17'--7bm>7<f>) <
A7 (1(0)) = Go o @ A 78D (h(B)) > 0] A
w2 (h(0)) = Gy s (h(B1)) = 1,75 (A(bm)) = 1) A 757 (R(D)) > 0,

n

Qi t,2) < (Ja € Ay) /\ 7" (arg(2)) < a A (VZ < a™) 3c < 1) Qi, ¢, (),

v=1

£t 2) 2w (™ (e < t. Qi e, w2 (2))))).

By now applying Lemma we obtain a function k € R® such that M. k((j, j1, ..., jm)t)
enumerates the extended graph of MSubstgm’n)(9§m);0§?), e 95:;)). Since 8™ meets Condi-
tion (QGN II), there is some v € R™) with

(m,n) p(m) p(n) (n)y _ p(n)
MSubst (Hj ,6‘j1 e ,Gjm )= 91)«].1].1 _____ in)

By setting sub et N, 7. v({j, 1)) we are therefore done. O

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 (9((9?’2‘“(1' 2 () (i,7)ewm+1- Since numbering

6™ is only defined on defined indices in w, 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

n — . m+1) /. -
9(") (f) _ 0;(i+1)(i,§) (I) if 95 * )(7’5 y)la
0;" " (1.9) undefined otherwise.
Thus, 6 € 81(4”), for every choice of (i, %) € w™*t.

0;" " )

Lemma 4.8. Let A € w be an infinite c.e. set and 0 be a quasi-Gédel numbering of 81(4"),
for n > 0. Then there exists g € R™*Y so that
o™ (n)

96.8) = o™ i)’

13



Proof. Again, let h,h € R be enumerations as in Condition (QGN 1) for ™ and 9(m+1),
respectively. Moreover, define

QUi Py, a,b), z) = w2 (h(a)) = G, i,5) A 75 (A(a)) > 0 A

T3 (A(b)) > 0 A w3 (h(b)) = (r3(h(a)) = 1)  arg(2),
QP t,2) & Be < t) Q. P e, 2),
F(Gy ot 2) s (h(nd(ue < t. QU B, ¢, 2)))).

Then by applying Lemma 2] we obtain a function k € R(?) so that At. k({i,#),t) enumerates

. Now, using Condition (QGN II) for (™ we have that there

the extended graph of 9((9?’2‘“)(1‘,;;)

is some v € R with

(n) _ pn)
Outi) = 995’"“)(1‘@)'
. - Def . 5 .
Set g(i,%) = N, 7. v({i, ). O

This more technical result allows to derive the recursion theorem.

Theorem 4.9 (Recursion Theorem). Let A € w be an infinite c.e. set and 0 be a quasi-Gédel

numbering of 81(4”), for n > 0. Moreover, let f € R(™*1

that

. Then there is a function ey € R, s0

(n) _ pn)
fer(7),9) er(¥)

Proof. Let g € R(™*Y be as in LemmaB8 Then there is some index j € w with 9§m+1)(i, 7) =
fg(2,9),9). Set es(y) Def 9(4,7). Then ey € R™ and

() g _ g _ g _ 4
Ocs @ = Yt = Oor14.0) = Ve = Orter =

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 € w be an infinite c.e. set and 8 be a quasi-Gédel numbering of 81(4"),
for n > 0. Moreover, let r € R, Then there is some index ¢, € w with

r(er, &) = 007 ().

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

Corollary 4.11. Let A € w be an infinite c.e. set and 0™ be a quasi-Géodel numbering of 81(4"),
forn > 0. Then there is a function g € R such that
0" (q(i), 7) = 017 (7).

Next, we will derive an effective version of the fixed point formulation above. It says that
the fixed point e in Theorem can be computed from an index of f.

14



Theorem 4.12. Let A € w be an infinite c.e. set and 0 be a quasi- Gidel numbering of 81(4"),
forn > 0. Then there is a function e € R+ such that all i € w with 9§m+1) being total,

(n) _ g™

0 (e(ig),g)  e(B8)

Proof. Let g € R(™*1) be as in Lemma B8, and i € w such that 9£m+1) is total. Since for total
functions the modified substitution defined above agrees with usual substitution, it follows from
Theorem A7 that there is a function ¢ € R™) so that

00 G ) = 0" Y (9 ), 9)-

Set (4, ) Def 9(q(4),%). Then e € Rm+1) and
e(i:9) — Yol (q(i),5)
— 9(")
0" (g(a(i) 7). 9)
—pm . -
0"+ (e(i,7).5)

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 € w be an infinite c.e. set and ) be a quasi-

Godel numbering of 81(4"), for n > 0. Then 0 has a one-to-one padding function, that is, a
one-to-one function p e R? so that

o) =6

p(i,5)
Proof. Let s € R®® be an smn-function for the case m = 2 and r € R™) defined by

0 if there exists a < j with s(c, a) = s(c, j),
Def

r(c, j,2,b) 1 iffor all a < j, s(c,a) # s(c,j), j <z, and s(c,j) = s(c, x).

b otherwise.

Since the modified substitution of functions in S 4 into total functions agrees with the usual
one, it follows with Theorem F7] that there is a function g € R™) so that

9577(11_;_2) (Ca Js f) = T(Cvja L1, 91(") ('f))

It then follows with Corollay @I that there exists k € R with
n+2 N n+1l),. -
00D (i), . 7) = 0V (. ).

Now, assume that Aj. s(k(7),7) is not one-to-one, let a be minimal with the property that
(37 > a) s(k(@),a) = s(k(i),J),

and choose a j with the property just stated, say 7. Then,

(
)
O,k i),0) U
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= 04V (@, 3)

— 00D (k(3), 0, )
=1.

Thus, Aj. s(k(i),j) is one-to-one. Define

p(l ]) D=ef S(k(O),O) if (’Lv]) = (050)5
I k), 2. (Wa,b) < (5,)) 5(k(0), 2) # pla, b)) otherwise,

Note that because Aj. s(k(i),7) is one-to-one, if (i,7) # (0,0), then there is always some z

with s(k(i), z) # p(a,b), for all a,b € w with (a,b) < (i,7). Therefore p € R?). Moreover, p is

one-to-one and 6"’ ) = 95"). O

p(i,j
Corollary 4.14. Let A € w be an infinite c.e. set and 6™ be a quasi-Godel numbering of 81(4"),
for n > 0. Moreover, let f € RU™. Then there is a one-to-one function fe R™) so that
(m) _ p(m)
b5 = O
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 () of Theorem [0l the function
sub in Theorem (.7 the function g in Lemma [£.8 and hence the function ey in the recursion
theorem, the function ¢ in Corollary B 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 € w be an infinite c.e. set and 8™ be a quasi-Gédel numbering of 81(4"),
for n.> 0. Then there is a one-to-one function fix € R(?) so that for all i € w for which 91(") s
total, and all j € w,

(n) — o

0% (fix(i,5)) fix(i,5) "
Proof. Let i € w be such that ng) is total. By Theorem [£7] there is a one-to-one function
ke RW with 0122(2) (¢,7) = 89 (c). Moreover, as just seen, the function e € R in Theorem E.I2
can be chosen as one-to-one. Thus, we have that

9™ (n) (n)

6 (e(k(i),g)) 02 (e(k(i).d)d) CORE

It therefore suffices to define fix(i, j) et e(k(2), 7). O

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 S4 has a simple structure.
This and several similar results will be consequences of Rice’s theorem [35]. Let to this end, for

xc sy,
Ty (X) E ficw| o™ e X }.

Theorem 4.16 (Rice). Let A C w be an infinite c.e. set and 0™ be a quasi-Gddel numbering
ofo(L‘"), forn > 0. Moreover, let C < 81(4”). Then Iy (C) is computable if, and only if, C = &
or C = 81(4”).

Proof. f C' = or C' = 81(4"), respectively, then Iym) (C) = & or Iym) (C) = w and hence com-

putable. For the converse implication assume that ¢ # C' # 81(4"), but Iy (C) is computable.
Then & # Iy (C) # w. Let i € Iy (C) and j € w\Iyem) (C). Set

flz) = {j ifxe I{,(M(C).
i otherwise,
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then f € R(. By the recursion theorem there is hence some index a € w so that 6 ) 9;(131)
Then 6" € C, exactly if 65 ¢ C, a contradiction. O

As a consequence of this theorem we now obtain that the sets {i € w | 01(") € ANFE:) } and

{iew]| 01(") e R(™ } 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 < w be an infinite c.e. set and 0™ be a quasi-Gédel numbering of 81(4"),
for n. > 0. Then there is no function ¢ € R so that, if 91(") € ANFEXL) then 9((;(11.)) e R™ and

graph(8\™) ¢ graph(@é(z)))
Proof. Assume that there is a function ¢ € R! as stated, and let j be a #(V-index of g. We show

that there is a function v € R so that 9(( € ANF, () and for all # < k(4), 01()’(12) (#) = 6" ().

This will help us to construct a function g € R(l) such that

91(") (@) +1 if, in a simultaneous search, {{i, %), 91(") (Z) + 1) is found
o () in graph, (Aa, 7. 05 (#)) not later than ({4, 4%, q(i) + 1) is ‘)
) =
90) found in graph,(Aa,y. oLy (v)),

0 (F)+ 1 if (i), q(i) + 1) is found earlier than ((i, ), 0™ (Z) + 1).

a(v(?))

Since q is total, always one of the cases holds. If the first case holds, 9(n)( %) is defined. As 0(")

@) is total. Therefore, in the second case,

is an initial segment function, we have that also 9((;(13
9;?3(1.))(9?) is defined as well. Thus, 9;7(?) e R("). By applying the recursion theorem we hence
obtain an index i with 6{") = 07) Then 6" € R(™.

Now, consider Hén)(m(i)), and suppose that in (B]) the first case holds. Then

0" (1(1)) = 0 (5 (2)) + 1.

2

Therefore, the second case must hold. By the properties of v, we have that for all Z < x(i),
91()7(11))( ) = 9(" (Z). Moreover, 9(") is an initial segment function and hence 9("3(2)) is a total

extension of 01()()) Because £(%) € dom(@i(z))) we have that 9(7(1)(( ))( k(7)) = 9((2)( (). Thus,

0 (15(3)) = 8000 (5(0)) + 1 = 6 (5(0)) + 1 = 6 ((0)) + 1.

This shows that there cannot exist a function ¢ with the stated properties.

Next, we will consider the construction of the functions v and ¢ used in the proof above.
We will start with the construction of v. Let to this end h € R(Y) be an enumeration of the
extended graph of the universal function of 8™ and er(i) be the first a € A with respect to a
fixed enumeration of A so that x(i) < a(™. Moreover, let

Q(i,b,2) < wé )>0n /\ (W (arg(2)) < er(i) A 7r§2)(h(b)) = (iy = arg(z),
Qi t,z) < (A< ) Q(i,b, 2),
ity 2) = 7w (h(ub < t. Q(i, b, 2)))

and k € R®? be as in Lemma Then At. k(i,t) enumerates the extended graph of the
function

™)z if # < (er(q))™
M@={@<) £3 < (er(i)™,

undefined otherwise.
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Obviously, r € ANFS:). Hence, by (QGN II), there is a function v € R with r = 95}?3). As is
easily seen, v has the properties mentioned above.

For the construction of function g let i’ € R(Y) enumerate the extended graph of the universal
function of #1). Moreover, define

Q1(i,b, 2) <:>7r2 J(h(b)) > 0 A 72 (h(b)) = (i) * arg(2),
Q2(i,b) = 7 (W (b)) = (i, iy A 757 (1 (b)) > 0,
@@bz>@w2<Mm>>ko>ww»=<ﬂwn»*myw,

Qu(i,b,2) <
[Q1(i,b,2) A =(Fc < b) Q2(4,¢)] v [Qs(i, b, 2) A
) (3 < b)[Qa(i, ) A =(Fe < V) Quli, e, 2)]],
Q'(i,t,2) & (3b < t) Q4(i, b, 2),
Fist,2) 2 () (h(ub < t. Quli, b, 2)))) + 1,

and construct function k¥ € R as in Lemma Then At. k(i,t) enumerates the extended
graph of the function p defined by

0" (&) +1  if for some b, 752 (h(b)) > 0, ¥ (h(b)) = (i, ) and for no ¢ < b,
‘i) D:cf h/(C) = <<]a Z>7 Q(Z) + 1>a
91(17(2(1‘))(5) + 1 if for some b, h'(b) = ({4, 1), q(%) + 1) and for no ¢ < b,
7P (h(c)) > 0 and 7\? (h(c)) = (i, Z).

As seen above, p is total. Therefore p € 81(4"). Hence, by (QGN II), there is a function g € R(")
with p = 01(") which by the definition of p is as required above. o

As consequence of this result it follows that also the edge length of the domain of an initial
segment function Gz(n) cannot be computed from given index 3.

Corollary 4.18. Let A € w be an infinite c.e. set and 8 be a quasi- Godel numbering of 81(4"),
for n > 0. Then there is no function p e R™Y) such that p(i) is the edge length of dom(@l(n)), if
0" e ANF, ()

Proof. Again we assume that there is such a function p. Let j be a #(V-index of p. In what
follows we construct a function ¢ € R™ so that

91(") (Z) if, in a simultaneous search, {{i, Z), 9(") (&) + 1) is not found in
graph, (Aa, 7. 65 (7)) later than ({j, ), p(i) + 1) is found in
graph, (Aa, y. 88 (1)), or 7 < (p(i))™,

0 if # < (p(i))™ and ({j,i),p(i) + 1) is found earlier.

0L () =

Because p is total, always one of the two cases holds. If in the first case we find {{i, Z), 91@) @)
not later than the other tuple, it follows that Gz(n) (Z) is defined. The same is true, once we

know that # < (p(i))™. Since then # € dom(@f")), by the properties of p. It follows that
91(;(?)( 7) € R(™. Moreover, 9((;(11.)) is an extension of 6™
in the previous theorem. Hence, there is no such function p.

It remains to show how the function ¢ can be constructed. Let to this end, h, iL, respectively,
be computable enumerations of the extended graphs of the universal functions of 6 and ()
that exist by Condition (QGN I). Moreover, let the relations @1 and Q2 be defined as in the

proof of the previous theorem. In addition, let

. This contradicts what we have shown
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@3(i, b, Z) =
(10, 2) A —~Ee < b) Qa(is )] v [(Fe < b) Qalis ) &

/\ 1+ 70" (arg(2)) < 752 (W ()],

v+1

Qa(i,b,2) = Qa(i,0) A \/ 1+ 7{ (arg(2)) = s (W (b)),
Q(ivtvz)(i) (Elb< )[ 3(1,1),2) Q4(7;7b72)]7

t
wéz)(h(ub <t. Q1(i,b,2))) if for some
if for some

1
0 otherwise.

Note that, if for some b € w, @4(2’, b, z) holds then @1(1', ¢, z), and hence also @g(i, ¢, z) will
not apply, for all ¢ € w. The reason is that 91@) () is only defined if & < (p(i))™. Now, use
the relations and the function f just defined and apply Lemma Then we obtain a function
k e R™ such that \t. k(i,t) enumerates the extended graph of function 7 defined by

(6@ if for some be w, w5 (h(b)) > 0, 77 (A(b)) = i, )
r(Z) hef and for no ¢ < b, h'(c) = ({j, i), p(i) + 1), or & < (p(i))"™,
0 if for some b€ w, h'(b) = ({j,i),p(i) + 1) and Z < (p(i))™.

As seen above, 7 € R(®). Because of Condition (QGN II) there is thus some ¢ € R with
r= 9;7(?). Then g is as required. O

Since the effective version of the recursion theorem holds for 8(™), it follows by a result
of Ershov [7, Satz 9] that 6™ is precomplete which means that for every partial computable
function r € P() there is a total computable function g € R(M) so that for all i € dom(r),

9‘" — o™

g(i)"

Consequently, we would not be able to obtain positive results in Theorem .17 and Corollary 18§
by working in classical computability theory. In that case one has more algorithms at hand.
However, because of the precompleteness of (") there also cannot exist any partial computable
functions ¢ and p with the properties stated in both results.

5 Computably enumerable sets

As usual, we call a set C € w computably enumerable (c.e.) if there is a function f € R() with
C = range(f) 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.ell

Theorem 5.1. The following five statements are equivalent:
1. C is c.e.

C = range(r), for some r € 81(41).

For some f e RV, C = {a|a+1¢erangef}.

For some computable B € w, C = {a| (3i){a,i)ye B}.

SR

For some c.e. BC w, C ={a| (3i){a,iye B}.

4Note that this result holds only classically, not constructively, as we cannot decide whether a computable
set is empty of not.

19



Proof. The proof of () = (@) is obvious: If C is empty let r be the nowhere defined function.
In the other case there is a function f € RM) with C = range(f). Then choose r = f.
Next, we show that @) = @). If C is empty set f 20 \z. 0. In case C is not empty but
finite, say C' = {ag, ..., am}, define
f(I)D:ef az +1 ifa:<7'n,
am + 1  otherwise.

If, finally, C is infinite, then the function r € 81(41) with C' = range(r) needs be total. So, set

£z () + 1.

To show @) = (@), set B Def {<{a,iy| f(i) = a+ 1}. Since f is total computable, it follows
as ususally that B is computable.

Since computable sets are c.e., we also have that @) = (). So, it remains to show that

@) = ([@). If B is empty, the same holds for C. Assume that B is not empty. Then B =

ranﬁe(g), for some g € RM. Set f Def 7T§2) og. Then f e R and C = range(f). Thus, C is

c.e O

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 81(41) is c.e. As we will see,
however, the central results about c.e. sets can still be derived. Statements [{@]) and (B]) 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 fe F(,

feRW < graph(f) is computable < graph(f) is c.e.
2. Forre 31(41),

re 81(41) < graph(r) is c.e.

Proof. We only show (2). The other statement is a well-known fact in classical computability
theory. Because of statement (II) we only have to consider the case that r € ANFS). Then

re 81(41) and graph(r) is a finite set. Therefore the equivalence holds. O
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. Forr € 81(41) and B,C € w, if B and C are c.e. then so are BnC, Bu C,
(B,C), r~Y[B] and r[B].

Proof. By Theorem [5.1] there are functions g,k € R™") with B = {a | a + 1 € range(g) } and
C={a|a+1erange(k)}. set

[ g(z) if for some y <, g(x) = k(y),
fi(z) hef k(xz) if for some y < z, k(z) = g(y),
0 otherwise,

pDet ) g(x) if x is even,
fale) 2 {91 .
k(xz) otherwise,

f5() Def {g(x) = 1,k(z) = 1)+ 1 if g(z) >0 and k(z) > 0,
° 0 otherwise.

5Similarly, the implications @) = @), @) = @), and @) = (@) in Theorem [EI] are not valid constructively.
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Then f1, f2, f3 € R™M. Moreover, BAC = {a|aerange(f1)}, BUC = {a|a+1erange(fs)}
and (B,C) = {a | a+ 1 € range(f3) }. Hence, these sets are c.e. The computable enumerability
of 7~1[B] follows with the Projection Theorem EJI(]), since

r ' [B] ={zew|(3y){w,y) € graph(r) ry € B}
={zew|(@y)(zy) e graph(r) n {w, B) }.
In the same way we obtain that r[B] is c.e. O

As we have seen in Theorem [5.1] the c.e. sets are the ranges of functions in 81(41). This allows

us to introduce a numbering W4 of all c.e. sets. Let 6 be a quasi-G6del numbering of 81(41) and
define

WA et range(6;).
Since 6 is a quasi-Godel numbering, W4 satisfies the subsequent normal form theorem.

Theorem 5.4 (Enumeration Theorem). There is a computable set B € w such that for all
1€ W,

WA ={zew|@t)G,z,t)e B}.

Proof. By Condition (QGN 1) there is a computable enumeration h € R of the extended
graph of the universal function of . The we have that

zeWi e )P @P () =i A 7P () =z + 1.

Set B 2" (Giyaty | 7P @B (1)) = i A 7P (h(t)) = 2 +1}. Then B has the asserted
properties. o
The result strengthens the Projection Theorem BII#): 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 {(i,z) | xe€ WA} 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 [[-]] 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 1th
and (). with

Ith([[z1,....2n]) =m and ([z1,....zn]);=2; (1<j<m).
Then the course of values of function g € R up to ¢ is defined by

g(i,t) = [g(4,0),...,9(i, )]

Lemma 5.6. Let f € R®) and Q < w?® be a computable relation with f(i,t,z) > 0 if Q(i,t, 2)
holds. Moreover, let k € PF?) be defined by

k(i,2t) = {t,0)
E(i,2t +1) = g(i,t), where
9(i,0) = <0,0)
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g(i,t+1) =«

<0,0)
€0, f(i,t +1,3(i,t)))

U+ 7P (g(i, 1)), F(i,t +1,9(0, 1))

A+ 7P (g 1), 752 (96, )

if mot Q(i,t+ 1,g(i,t)) but
) (g(i,t)) =0,

if Q(i,t+ 1,9(i,t)) and
) (g(i,t) =0,

if Q(i,t+ 1,9(i,t)) and
w2 (g(i,t)) > 0,

otherwise.

Then k € R and Xt. k(i,t) enumerates the extended graph of a unary computable function
which is either nowhere defined or total.

Proof. As follows from the definition, & € R(?). The function At. g(i,t) first lists the value (0,0)
and repeats this until Q(¢, t, g(i,t—1)) holds for the first time, and then lists {0, f(i,t,g(i,t—1))).
According to the assumption, f(i,t,g(i,t—1)) > 0 in this case. Therefore, we have for all ¢/ > ¢
that 7r§2) (9(i,t')) > 0. Thus, range(At.k(i,t)) is the extended graph of a total function or the
nowhere defined function, depending on whether there is some ¢ > 0 with Q(¢,¢,g(t — 1)), or
o

not.

Theorem 5.7. There are functions cut,un, pair, inv,im € R? so that

L WaiunyWit o Wi,

2 Wi, =WAows,
3. W}iir(i,j) = <WZ.A,W]A>7
4 Wiﬁv(i,j) = ofl[WJA]’
5. Wit = Wi

Proof. () By Condition (QGN I) there exists a computable enumeration of the universal func-
tion of numbering 6, say h € R(?). Moreover define

Qi 4y (a, ), 2) =
o2 (7l (b)) = i A 7l (27 (h(D)
A EN
Qi iyt 2) = (3z < ) Q. ), 2. 2),
PGyt 2) Ewl (h(r P (uw < . Q(G, g, 2)))).

Then it follows for the function k € R(?) constructed according to Lemmal5.6that At. k((i, j),t))
enumerates the extended graph of a function r € R(Y) that enumerates WiA N WJA. By Condi-

tion (QGN II) there is therefore a function v € R with r = Ou(¢yi,g)- Thus, it suffices to set

..\ Def ..
cut (i, j) = v(<i, 5))-
The remaining statements follow in the same way. We only indicate how @) and f have to

be chosen in each case.

@) Set

QG g),a,2) = [12 (7 (M(a))) = i v 77 (x{? (h(a))) = 4] A
2 ((2)1) = 0 A (V1 < ¢ < Ith(z))

Qi i)t 2) = (3a < 1) Q(G, ), a, 2),

PGyt 2) E 7D (h(ua < t. Q(G, ), a, 2))).

w52 (h(a)) # 75 ((2)e),

22



@) Set

Q.. (a,by, z) =
7 (h(@)) > 0 A 7P (h(B) > 0 A 72 (7P (h(a)) =i A 7l (72 (h(B)) = 5 A
(V1 < ¢ < 1th(2)) (n8? (h(a)) = 1,787 (h(D)) = 1) # 1+ 75 (=),
Qi i)ty 2) = (32 < 1) Q(li, 4, @, 2),
PGyt 2) B D (P (nz < t. QG 5)w, 2)) = 1)),
w2 (h(r? (nr < . QG jyw, 2) = 1) + 1.
@) Set

Qi 5),<a by, 2) =
2 (77 (W) =i A 7 (7P (h(0))) = § A 757 (B(a)) = 75 (h(b)) A
7r§2)(h£a)) >0 A (V1 <e<lth(z) 1+ 72 (7P (h(a)) # 752 ((2).e),
Qi ).t 2) & (A < 1) Q. ), 2, 2),
PGyt 2) E 1+ 7P (1P (W (e < . Q(G, ), @, 2)))))-

@D Set

Qi jy.(a,b), 2) =
2 (12 (h(a) = i A 7P (1P (h(a) = j A 752 (117 (h(a))) + 1 = w57 (h(B)) A
~ m((2)1) = 04 (V1< e <Ih(2) 1 (h(a) # w7 ((2)e),
Qi ot 2) = (3 < 1) Q. ). 2. 2),
PGy gty 2) E P (h(r P (uw < . QUG ), 2)))). O

Let KA {i|ie WA} be the self-reproducibility problem.
Theorem 5.8. K4 is c.e., but not computable.

Proof. Let h € R% again enumerate the extended graph of the universal function of §. Then,
ie K4 < ierange(t;) < (3a)(3t) h(t) = ((i,a),i+ 1).

With the projection theorem one obtains that K4 is c.e. It remains to show that w\K* is not
c.e. Assume to the contrary that w\K# is c.e. Then there is some i € w with w\K4 = WA, If
i€ WA then i e K4 n (w\K%), a contradiction. So, i ¢ WA, that is, i € K. Hence, i € WA,
again a contradiction. It follows that K4 is not c.e. O

Corollary 5.9. The set {(i,z) | x € WA} is c.e., but not computable.

Proof. As we have seen in Corollary [55] this set is c.e. If it would be computable, also {{%,%) |
ie WY} and hence K4 would be computable, which is not the case. (|

As consequence of Theorem we next obtain that in terms of W4-indices, given a com-
putable set, one cannot uniformly pass to its complement.

Theorem 5.10. There is no function comp € R so that for all i € w, if WA is computable

then Wé?)mp(i) is its complement.
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Proof. Let h e R enumerate the set K4 and define

Qirt,2) = (Ba < 1) h(a) = i,
. f
£t 2) E 1+ 7 (2in(y)-
Then the function k € R(? constructed as in Lemma is such that for i € K4, \t. k(i,t)
enumerates the extended graph of the identity function on w. For all other i, the extended
graph of the nowhere defined function is enumerated. Let v € R(Y) be as in Condition (QGN 1I)
so that range(\t. k(i,t)) = graph,(6,;). Then,

WA )Y ifie K4,
v(e) & otherwise.

Now, assume that there is such a function comp € R("). Then,

icew\K4 < Wcémp(v(i)) #J e (Ax)x e chmp(u(i))-
With Corollary and the projection theorem it follows that the complement of K4 is c.e.
Since K4 is c.e. as well, K4 is even computable, which is not the case. O

Next, we will derive the single-valuedness theorem (cf. [37]). A set C € w is called single-
valued if for every x € w there is at most one y € w so that {(x,y) € 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

81(41). For C C w let
dom(C) = {z | (y){(z,y)e C}.

Theorem 5.11 (Single-valuedness Theorem I). There is a function sv € R such that for
1€ W,

1. Wé(i) 18 single-valued.

S

2. WA < WA,

sv(i) =

3. dom(W ;) = dom(Ws").

SV

4. If WA is single-valued then WSA = WA

(i)
Proof. Let again h € R() enumerate the extended graph of the universal function of 6, and
define

~

Qi,a,z2) <
7B (@ (h(a))) =i A 78 (h(a)) > 0 A (V1 < ¢ < 1th(2)) [72((2)e) > 0 =
7P (1) (h(a)) = 1) # 72 (1) ((2)e) = 1)),

~

Qi,t,2) < (Ja < t) Q(i, a, 2),
ity 2) = 7P (h(pa < t. Q(i,a, 2))).

Let k € R® be the function constructed as in Lemma with respect to relation @ and
function f. By Condition (QGN II) there is then a function sv e R™") with range(\t. k(i,t)) =

graph, (0 (;)). Moreover, it follows from its construction that for all y < x, if O, ;) (y) # Osv(s) ()
then also {” (B (i) (1)) # 71 (Bsw (s (). Thus, WA
WA and dom(WS’é(i)) = dom(W). If W/ is single-valued then 6y, ;) is an enumeration of W

Hence, W4 .. = WA in this case. o

sv (i) %

is single-valued. In addition, Ws‘é(i) -
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Theorem 5.12 (Single-valuedness Theorem II). There is a function sg € R such that for

1€ W,
1. ng(i) 18 single-valued.
A A
2. Weeiy EWI
3. dom(WS“g‘(i)) 1s either empty, equal to w, or an initial segment of w with length in A.

4. If WiA is single-valued and dom(WiA) either empty, equal to w, or an initial segment of
w with length in A, then W;;(i) = WA,

Proof. Let h e R(Y enumerate the extended graph of the universal function of #, and define

@(i, a,t,z) <

2 (7P (h(@) = i A 1P > 0 A 78 ((2)ienge)) = 0 A 77 (757 (h(a)) = 1) = 0] v

[ (DDien)) = 0 4 7P (157 (h(a)) = 1) = 1+ 712 (257 ((

Ace A) [7P @2 (h(a)) = 1) < ¢ A (Y < ¢)(3b < ) 7P

my” (h(0)) > 0 n i (m? ((D)) = 1) = ],
(

Furthermore, let k € R be constructed according to Lemma [5.6 and sg € R(") the function
existing by Condition (QGN II) so that At. k(i,t) enumerates the extended graph of 0. If
dom(W7') contains an initial segment of w with length in A, then it follows from the construction
of k that Wgz) (Osg(iy(0)) = 0. Moreover, if Oy (z + 1) # Ogg(;)(2), then 7r§2) (Osg(iy(z + 1)) =
1+ 7T§2)(95g(1-) (z)). In addition, 7r§2) (Osg(s) () is smaller than the maximal length of the initial
segments of w that have a length in A and are contained in dom(W7*), if such a length exists

at all. Therefore, W4 sa(i) is single-valued and dom(W’g( )) either empty, equal to w, or an initial

segment of w with length in A. Furthermore, W (i) S c WA. Hence, if WA is single-valued so

3
that dom(W) is either empty, equal to w, or an initial segment of w with length in A, then
W;;‘@) WA. O

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' € w be c.e. Then there are disjoint c.e. subsets
B',C’" of B and C, respectively, so that B'u C' = Bu C.

Proof. Let X = (B,{0}) u(C,{1}). Then X is cee., say X = W, Let X' = WA and set
Bt {a]{a,0ye X'} as well as C’ Def {b]<b,1)e X'}. Then B’ and C are as wanted. [

In what follows. let <,,,, <1, =, =1 and =, respectivly, denote m-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

ADef{<Z $>|$EWA}
K& 220G ) | e dom(6;) },
K22 (i i e dom(6)) ).
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Theorem 5.14. K4, Kg', K{* and K3' are 1-complete.

Proof. The proof of completeness proceeds as usual. By Corollary 5.9, K§' is c.e. Let B be a
c.e. set, say B = W]A. Then A\z. {j,x) 1-reduces B to K¢,

Since K4 is c.e., it suffices to show that Kg' <; K4. Let h € R(") enumerate the set K
and

Qi,t,2) « (Ja < t)h(a) =1,
Flit2) 2Pz + 1.

Then it follows for the function k € R constructed according to Lemma that At. k(i,¢t)
enumerates the extended graph of the identity on w, in case that i € K§'. Otherwise, it enumer-
ates the extended graph of the nowhere defined function. By applying Condition (QGN II) we
now obtain a function v € R so that range(\t. k(i,t)) = graph,(6,(;y). As we have already
seen, we can assume v to be one-to-one. Observe that

<ja I> € K64 g (vy) 9v(<],z>)(y) =Yy<= ’U(<j, I>) € W;z_j,m) had 1)(<j, $>) € KA'

It follows that K§' <q K*.
Because of Condition (QGN I) there is an enumeration 7 € R™) of the extended graph of
the universal function of numbering . Then

(,xye KA < [a) P (72 (b)) = i A 7P (7P (h(a))) = 2 A 782 (a) > 0,

from which it follows that K{' is c.e. We show that K3' <; K{*. Let to this end the relation Q

be as defined above and set f(i,t, 2) Refy, Moreover, construct the function k € R(?) according

Lemma [£2 on this basis. Then At. k(i,t) enumerates the extended graph of the function Az. 0,
in case that i € K64. Otherwise, it enumerates the extended graph of the nowhere defined
function. Let v € R™ as in Condition (QGN IT). Then range(At. k(i,t)) = graph, (0,;))-
Moreover, we have that

ie K < (V) Ou(iy = 0 = (i) € dom(,;)) = (v(i),v(i)) € K.

Hence, Kt <1 K{.
Since Kfx is c.e., the same holds for Ké“. In addition, we have

ie KA < (i,iye K < (u(i),v(i)) e Ki* < v({i,i)) € K3
Thus, K4 <; K3', which shows that also K3' is 1-complete. (]

In the classical theory of c.e. sets, the sets mentioned in the theorem above K4, K(fl, Kf1
and K3 are also shown to be l-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 81(41) and quasi-Godel
numberings, the 1-completeness of K4 and Ké“ is what was expected. The 1-completeness of
K f‘ and K. 5‘, however, is less obvious because of the special form of the domains of the functions

in 81(41).
Corollary 5.15. K4 =, K§' =, K{* =, K3

The notion of productive set is now introduced as usual. C' € w is A-productive, if there

is some p € 81(41) such that for all i € w, if W/ < C then p(i)| € C\WA. Since & < C and
{i | WA = @} is infinite by the padding lemma, we have that dom(p) is infinite as well.
Therefore p cannot be an initial segment function. That is, p € RW.

Proposition 5.16. C' < w is A-productive if, and only if, there is a total function pe R™ so
that p(i) e C\WA, for i € w such that WA < 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 € R by k(i, 2t) et (t,0) and k(i,2t + 1) Tef {t,i+1). Then k enumerates the

extended graph of Az. i. Now, let v € R() be as in Condition (QGN II) so that Ouiy = AT. 0
and hence W:%i) = {i}. Assume that C' € w is A-productive with productive function p € R

and let un € R(? be as in Theorem 5.7 with W]ﬁl(iyj)WiA U WA, Moreover, let ig be a W-index
of the empty set. Set

g(0) = 1o,
gla+1) =un(v(p(g(a))), g(a)).

Then g € R, In addition,

Watasn) = {p(9(@)} 0 Wity = {p(9(a)), ... p(9(0))}

and p(g(a)) € C\Wy(q). Thus, by defining ¢’ = p o g we obtain a one-to-one total computable
function and consequently, range(g’) is an infinite c.e. subset of C. O

Theorem 5.18. 1. W\K* is A-productive.
2. C A-productive = (W\K) <1 C < (W\K*4) <, C.

Proof. ([ follows by choosing Az.i as productive function.

@) Since A-productiveness is inherited upwards under m-reducibility, we have that, if
(W\K?4) <,, C then C is A-productive. We will now show that for every A-productive set
C, (W\K) < C.

Let p € R be a one-to-one productive function of C' and g € R enumerate set K4.

Moreover, let f({i,j),t,z) Def p(j) + 1 and

Qi, 5 t,2) = (Fa < t)gla) =1.

For the function k € R constructed according to Lemma FZ, it then holds that in case
ie K4, M. k({i,j)t) enumerates the extended graph of the function Az. p(j) 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 € K that 0, jy)(x) = p(j). Otherwise, 0, ;) (x)
is undefined. By the recursion theorem there is now a function g € R(1) with 0,(;) = Oy(i,9(5)))>
and as we have seen there is even a one-to-one function g with this property. It follows that

wa _ e} ifie K4
9) %) otherwise.
We therefore obtain
ie K= Wi, = {plg()}
= W;}i) &€ C (as p is a productive function of C)
= p(g(i)) ¢ C

and
i¢ K4 = W;%i) == W;}i) c C=p(g(?)) eC.
Since p o g is one-to-one, total and computable, this proves that (w\K) <; C. O

If C € wis a c.e. set the complement of which is A-productive, C' is called A-creative. From
the above results it follows that K4 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 € w. Then the following four statements are equivalent:
1. C is 1-complete.
2. C is m-complete.
3. C is A-creative.
4. C =K.

Rogers [36] shows that a set is creative exactly if it is the self-reproducibility problem of
a Godel numbering. With Theorem (.19 we obtain a corresponding result for quasi-Godel
numberings.

Theorem 5.20. A set C € w is A-creative if, and only if, there is a quasi-Gddel numbering x
of 81(41) such that C = {i | i € range(x;) }.

Proof. We have already seen that for each quasi-Godel numbering x the set {i | ¢ € range(x;) }
is A-creative. Assume conversely that C is A-creative. Then C = K4 by the preceding
theorem. Therefore, there is a one-to-one and onto function f € R(Y) so that i € C' exactly if
f(i) € range(f(;)). Since f is total, the modified substitution MSubstE;’l)(f; 0;) coincides with
the usual composition fo6;. By Theorem A7 there is thus a function g € R(Y) with (i) = [o0;.
Moreover, there is a function » € R so that O,y = f 'ob;. Letp=rofandqg=f"log.
Then the numbering x we looking for is defined by y Ref g, p. Obviously, we then have that
0 = x oq. As is readily verified, x is a quasi-Godel numbering. In addition, we have that

i € range(x;) < i € range(0p(;)) < i € range(6,((;)))

< ierange(f'o O¢a)) = f(i) € range(Or(;)) = i€ C.
O

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 81(41). 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 W4 defined here via
a quasi-Godel 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. W4 =W.

Proof. By the number-theoretic analogue of Myhill’s theorem (cf. [7]) it suffices to prove that
WA <y Wand W <1 WA, We first show that W4 <; W. Since  satisfies Condition (QGN 1),
i,z 0;(x) € P ). Therefore, there is a function g € R with 6; = ©g(i)- Moreover, there is a
function f € R™M so that dom(gy(;y) = range(y;). Since ¢ has a padding function, there also
such functions that are one-to-one.. Thus, WiA = Wy(g(s)), that is, WA < W.

Next, we show that also W <; W#. Let to this end p € R™) such that range(¢pi)) =
dom(e;) and ;) is total, if dom(e;) is not empty, and ¢; is nowhere defined, otherwise. More-
over, let k € R enumerate the extended graph of @p(iy- Since 0 satisfies Condition (QGN IT)
and has a one-to-one padding function, there is a one-to-one function v € RO with Ouiiy = Pp(i)-
Therefore, range(6,(;)) = range(pp(;)) = dom(y;), that is, W <y WA, O

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 W4, such as Theorem [5.71 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 Ml we have seen that the sets {i | 6; € ANFS)} and {i | §; € RW} 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. {i|b;¢€ ANFS) } is Ya-complete.
2. {i|6; € RMW} is Iy-complete.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove (). Let to this end h € R(M enumerate the extended graph of the
universal function of numbering . Then we have that

0; € ANFS) <
() (Ea)[a e Ay A (Vo < a)(3e) [1P (h(c)) = G, x) A 782 (h(c)) > 0] A
[(¥y = a)(¥0) [x{2 (h(b)) = Gi,yy = 757 ((b)) = 0]].

It follows that {7 | 6; € ANFS)} € Yy. It remains to show that for C € Xo, C < {i ] 6; €

ANFS) }. Let C' € X9, Then there is a ternary computable predicate Z such that

ieC < (3x)Vy) Z(i,z,y).
Set f(i,t,2) ='1 and
Qi,t,z) © (Jae Ay) [arg(z) <a n (V< a)(Ty <t)—Z(i,z,y)],

and let k € R(® be the function constructed from this according to Lemma2l As can be seen
from the construction, for the one-to-one function v € R that exists according to (QGN IT)
and Corollary [£.14] one then has that

0 if there is some a € A so that < a and for all 2’ <
vy () = there is some y so that —Z (i, 2/, y),
undefined otherwise.

If i € C then {z | (Vy) Z(i,x,y)} is not empty. Let & be the smallest element of this set and
a=max{a <& |aeAva=0} Then 0, (r)is undefined, for all z > a, and 0,;)(z) = 0,
for all ¥ < a. Thus, 0,; € ANFS).

If, on the other hand, i ¢ C, then there is some y € w with —=Z(i,z,y), for all © € w. Tt
follows in this case that for all z € w, 0,(; = 0. That is, 0,;) € R(M . So, we have

1eC < 6‘1,(1-) € ANFS).

That is, C <1 {i | 6; € ANF(} }. O

6 Enumerability of subsets of 81(4")

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

classes 81(4"). We start with the enumerability of sets of functions in 81(4"). The usual definition
in this case is intensional and uses quasi-Godel 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 ") be a quasi-Gédel numbering of 81(4”). Then a set X < 81(4") is called
completely c.e. if the index set Ipw) (X) of X with respect to 8 is c.e.
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For stating the main result of this section, we need a canonical indexing of ANFE:). Let
to this end x: w — w” again be an effective and one-to-one map that enumerates w'™ initial
segment by initial segment. Then r(c) < a(™), exactly if ¢ < a”. Moreover, let f4 € R
enumerate A, and define

' (a/)nfl(f) if k= 1(Z) < min{lth(a) + 1, fa(b)"},
Gay (@) =40 if Ith(a) < £~ (&) < fa(d)",
undefinded otherwise,

and

oz(" Def 7. undefined,

(n) Def ~
1T Xy Mgl LMy

Lemma 6.2. Let ) be a quasi-Gédel numbering of 81(4"). Then the following five statements
hold:

1. o™ is a one-to-one numbering of ANFE:).

2. graph, (\i, . 041(-") (2)) is computable.
3. Let 1g(i) be the edge length of dom(agn)). Then lg e RM.
1 o™ <, 0.

5. {(i,j) | graph(a{™)  graph(6{™) } is c.e.

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

~(n Def ~(n ~(n
[a{ ] = [6(0), 6" (5(0))), . . ., <s(m), &5 (k(m)))]
where m 2 (fA(wéz)(i)))" — 1, is computable from 4. Thus, if g € R™) with
9(i) = pj. [85"] ¢ { [‘empty sequence’],..., [al) 1< v <i},

for i > 0, then ! = A(()), for i > 0. As is also readily scen, graph,(\i,Z. a\™(z)) is
computable. Thus the same holds for graph, (A, Z. agn) (Z)). Since 1g(0) = 0 and for i > 0,
lg(i) = fa(m (2)( (1)) we further obtain that lg € R(1).

@) Let h e R™M enumerate graph, (\i, & (")( 7)). Moreover, define

Qlise,2) = 15 (h(e) > 0 A w7 (h(c)) = (i) * arg(2),
Qi t,z) = < <1)Qi,c,2),
Flit,2) = 1l (h(pe < t.Qi,c, 2))),

and construct k € R as in Lemma Then At. k(i,t) enumerates the extended graph of
. According to (QGN IT) and Corollary T4l there is then a one-to-one function v € R

such that a(") = 91()7(?)

@) Let, in addition, ’ € R() be an enumeration of graph, (\i, . 91(") (&)). Then we have
that

@)

graph(a f )) c graph(9§ ))
< (v < (1g()™) (" (@) = 01 (@)

K2
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<\ﬁ< <1g<'>> W) (3)3t) 7P (ht >> G, @y A TP (1)) = G @)
P () > 0 A 7 (h(t) = 782 (W (1))
= (3 )(at/><\1c<1g< ) T2 (h((1)e)) = Gy sle)y A P (W (()e)) = G(e)) A
752 (h((£)e)) > 0 A 752 (h((E)e)) = 757 (W ((t')e)).
The statement is now a consequence of the projection lemma. O

Note that in the proof of Property (@) only Condition (QGN I) was used.
Theorem 6.3 (Rice, Shapiro). Let 8 be a quasi-Géddel numbering of 81(4”). Then, X 81(4”)
is completely c.e. if, and only if, there is a c.e. set C < w so that
X ={re 81(4") | FieC) graph(agn)) c graph(r) }. (4)
Proof. Let us assume first that X has the special form. Then
JeTym(X) < (Jie ) graph(agn)) c graph(ﬁj(-n)).

With Lemma [62)[{]) and the projection lemma it follows that Iy (X) is c.e.
Conversely, suppose that Iym) (X) is c.e. The proof now proceeds in three steps.

Claim 1 (Vre X)(3se X n ANF%)) graph(s) € graph(r).

Without restriction assume that 7 is total. Moreover, suppose that there is no s € X n ANF A)
with graph(s) < graph(r). To derive a contradiction, it suffices to show that w\K4 <, Ipm) (X)
in this case. By our assumption it would follow that w\K* is c.e., which is not the case as we
have already seen.

Let h e R enumerate K4, We will show that there is a function ¢ € R™") with

r(Z) if there are a € A and ¢ € w so that & < a(™, a < ¢ and h(c) # i,
() = for all ¢/ < ¢,

undefined otherwise.

(n)
9(1(1

Then we have that i € w\K*, exactly if (i) € Iym) (X). To see this, note that if i € w\K4
then h(c) # i, for all ¢ € w. Hence, 9((1?1.)) = r in this case and thus ¢(i) € Iym (X), as
re X. If i € K“, there is some ¢ € w with h(c) = 1. Let ¢ be the smallest such ¢ and
a Xt max{a < é|a€ Ava=0}. Then we have for all Z < a(" that Hn)( %) = r(Z). For all
other Z € w", (™ (&) is undefined. Consequently, H(Wi € ANF ) and graph(@fl(i))) < graph(r).
By our assumption this means that 9(" ¢ X, that is q(i) ¢ Iy (X).

For the construction of ¢ we agaln apply Lemma [£2] and Condition (QGN II), as we did
already many times. We only state the predicate @) and the function f needed in the construc-
tion:

Q(i, (b,c), 2) = fa(b) < c A (W ¢m/\w (arg(2)) < fa(b),
F(i, (b 0y, ) = r(arg(2)) + 1.

Claim 2 (Vs,r € 81(4”)) [[s € X A graph(s) < graph(r)] = r e X].

Again we assume to the contrary that there are s,r € 81(4") so that s € X, graph(s) € graph(r),
but r ¢ X. Let j be a #(™-index of s. Then we construct a function p € R so that

s(Z) if in a simultaneous search in the extended graph of () and K4,
o) (@) respectively, ({j, ), s(Z) + 1) will not be found later than 1,
N T) =
p(0) (%) if i will be found earlier,

undefined otherwise.
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Note that since graph(s) < graph(r), in case that i € K4 we always have that 91()?3) =7,
independently when ({(j, Z), s(Z) + 1) will be found. By our assumption r ¢ X. Thus it follows
for i € K4 that p(i) ¢ Iym) (X). On the other hand, if i € w\K*, then G(n) = 5. Because

s € X, we have in this case that p(i) € Iy (X). This shows that w\K4 <,, Ig(n) (X), which is
impossible as we have seen.
It remains to construct the function p. Let to this end j” be a #(™-index of r and h' € R(™)

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

Q1(a,b,2) & 7 (W (1)) > 0 A 77 (W (b)) = oy » arg(2),
Q2(i,b,2) = [Q1(4.b.2) A (Ve < b) h(e) £ 1] v

[Q1(7"b,2) A AV < b) [A() =i A =(Ec < V) Q1(f. e 2)]].
Q(i,t,2) < (3b < £) Qa(isb, 2),

Flit,2) B a0 (ub < t. Qali,b, 2))),

and construct function k € R as in Lemma Then At. k(i,t) enumerates the extended
graph of function d with

s(Z) (30) w5 (W' (1)) > 0 A 7P (W (B)) = (J, B A (Ve < b) h(c) # i,
d(z) = < () (30) h(b) =i A ~(3c < b) [75 (W (¢)) > 0 A 7 (W (€)) = . D],
undefined otherwise.

As follows from the definition, d € 81(4”). By Condition (QGN II) there is then a p € R(Y) with

91()?3) = d. Consequently, p has the properties mentioned above.

Claim 8 There is a c.e. set C C w so that X = {re 81(4") | (FieC) graph(agn)) c graph(r) }.

Let g€ RM with o™ = 6™ o g and C %" g=1[I () (X)]. Then C is c.e. By Claim [l we have
for r € 81(4") that

reX=_3seXn ANFSI)) graph(s) < graph(r)
= (37) [a(-") eX A graph(agn)) < graph(r)]

= (FieC) graph(oez(-")) C graph(r).
Conversely, we have with Claim 2] that

(3i € C) graph(a\™) < graph(r) = (3s € X) graph(s) < graph(r)
=relX. (|

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 (@), on the other hand, generate a topology

on 81(4”), called the Scott topology. From the above result it follows that both topologies are

equivalent on 81(4”)

(n)

7 Effective operations on S,

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 3’1(4”), and Markov computable
functions which are only defined for the computable functions in §1(4n). They use quasi-Godel
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 G: gin) — gﬁxm) is computable, if there is a c.e. set
C S w so that forre 31(4"),

graph(G(r)) = { (@D, 2) | Ba) [({@h, 2),a) € C A (Ve < th(a)) (a). € graph(r)] }.
We say that C defines the operator G.

As follows from the definition, graph(@(r)) is c.e., if graph(r) is c.e. Thus, for computable
operators G 31(4") - 31(4“1) we have that 6[82")] c S&m). If one assigns a code number { ) 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 3’1(40) and 81(40) 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 G: 31(4”) — S\gm) and G be its restriction to 81(4"). Then G is computable if,
and only if, the following three conditions are satisfied:

1. For all s,s' € ANF, n)
graph(s) € graph(s’) = graph(G(s)) € graph(G(s')).
2. Forallre 3\1(4”)

graph U{ graph(G(s)) | s € ANFA A graph(s) < graph(r) }.

3. {5 | graph(ag-m)) c graph(G(agn))) }is c.e.

Proof. Assume that Gis computable. Then it follows from the definition that for s € ANFZL) and
re C:'f:) with graph(s) < graph(r), graph(G(s)) < graph(G(r)). Thus, (@) holds. Moreover,

| J{eraph(G(s)) | s € ANF'{” A graph(s) € graph(r) } € graph(G(r)).

For the converse inclusion note that graph(G(r)) is the union of all graph(q), where ¢ € ANFXn)
with graph(g) = graph(G(r)). Therefore, let ¢ be such an initial segment function. In the
enumeration of graph(@(r)) each element of graph(q) corresponds to a finite number of questions
to graph(r). Since graph(q) is finite, there is thus some s € ANFXZ) with graph(s) € graph(r)
and graph(q) € graph(G(s)), which shows that also Condition [2 holds.

For Condition [B]) observe that

graph(agm)) c graph(G(a!™)) <
(Vg < (18()™)(32)(3a) ((j, ), 2 + 1) € graph,(Ab, Z. af™ (7)) A
(i, 2),a) € C A (Ve < 1th(a)) Gy = 782 ((a)e), 1 + 752 ((a).)) € graph, (Ab, Z. o™ ().

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 G ‘§,(4n) — §£‘m) satisfies Conditions ({)-[B]). With @) we
have for r € g;n) that
graph(G/(r))
= U{ graph(G(s)) | s € ANFA A graph(s) € graph(r) }

= U{ graph(q) | q € ANFA A(3se ANFA ) graph(s) < graph(r) A
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graph(q) < graph(G(s)) }
= | J{ graph(a{™) | (30) graph(a{™) < graph(r) A graph(a{™) < graph(G(a{™)) }.

Let the graph encdoding [al()")]] be as in the proof of Lemma Then it follows

(i, 2y € graph(G(r))
= (3))(31) (D, =) € graph(al™) A graph(a{™) < graph(G(ai™)) A
graph(a!™) < graph(r)
< (3a) [(37)(30) (G, i, = + 1) € graph, (Ab, Z. o\™(£)) A a = [a{] A
graph(a™) € graph(G(a{"))] A (Ve < lth(a)) (a). € graph(r).
Set

f m) -
C (L@ 200 | (39)(30) (G, ), 2 + 1) € graph, (Ab, . of ><w>> A
graph(a;™) < graph(G(af™)) A a = [af"] }.
Then C defines G. Since [[agn)]] can be computed form ¢ and because of Lemma B2[2) and
Condition (@), we further have that C' is c.e. Thus, G is computable. O

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 81(4").
Definition 7.3. Fori > 0, let 0% be a quasi-Gddel numbering of SX). An operator G: 81(4”)
ng) is called Markov-computable if there is a function g € RV so that
(n)y _ p(m)
G,") = Hg(i).
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 G: g§1(4n) — §1(4m) to 81(4”) is Markov-
computable.

Proof. We use LemmaBZ to construct a function & € R(®) such that M. &'(i, ) enumerates the

extended graph of the function G(ﬁgn)), where G is the restriction of G to 81(4”). The existence
of a function realising G is then a consequence of Condition (QGN II). Let k € R be as in

Theorem [l Then At. k(i,t) enumerates the graph of 91("). Moreover, let the c.e. set C' define
G. Set

@(i, LGy, x)y,ay,t, 2) < i = arg(z) A (Ve < 1th(a))(3Y < ) k(i,t) =

(P ((a)e), 1 + 757 ((@)e)),
Qi t, ) < (K@D, xy,ay € Cr) Qi (), x), a), t, 2)
Flit 2) =l (2 (@, x), a) € Cr QUL KK, a:>, a),t,2))).

By comparing this definition with the condition that C' defines G one sees that the function
k' € R® constructed as in Lemma has the required property. O

Lemma 7.5. Every Markov-computable operator G: 81(4”) — ng) is monotone. That is, for
r,8 € 81(4”)

graph(s) € graph(r) = graph(G(s)) € graph(G(r)).
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Proof. Assume to the contrary that there are r,s € 81(4") so that graph(s) < graph(r), but
graph(G(s)) € graph(G(r)). Since for every q € 81(4”),

graph(q U{ graph(p) | p€e ANFE;) A graph(p) € graph(q) },
there is some p € ANFXZ) with

graph(p) € graph(G(s)) and graph(p) & graph(G(r)).

Let us suppose for the moment that a function k € R can be constructed so that At. l%(z, t)
enumerates the extended graph of s, if i € w\K 4, and the extended graph of r, otherwise. Then
it follows for the function v € R™) existing for this k by (QGN II) that

9(n) B {S ifiew\KA,

r otherwise.
If G is realised by g € R(), we obtain

graph(p) < graph(ﬁ((g(l))) < 91()7&.)) =soicw\ KA

By Lemma [62/[H]) the set {i | graph(p) < graph(@((]?g(i))) } is c.e. and hence w\K* is c.e. as well,
which is false. Thus we have a contradiction.
It remains to show that a function k as above can indeed be constructed Let again k € R()

be as in Lemma 4l Then At. k(i,t) enumerates the extended graph of 95 . Moreover, let j, 5/,
respectively, be 8(")-indices of s and r, and let h € R() enumerate K“. Then define k by

hi.1) Det ) k(j,t) if A(') # i, for all ' <,
’ k(y',t) otherwise.

Then k is as wanted. O
Lemma 7.6. Let G: 81(4”) — ng) be Markov-computable. Then, for every r € 81(4”),

graph(G U{ graph(G(s)) | s € ANFA A graph(s) € graph(r) }.
Proof. By the previous lemma the set { graph(G(s)) | s € ANFS:) A graph(s) < graph(r)} is a
chain with respect to inclusion. For r € ANFE:), graph(r) is contained in this set. Hence, the
statement holds trivially. It remains to consider the case that r € R(™. Because of Lemma
it suffices to show that

graph(G U{ graph(G(s)) | s € ANFA A graph(s) € graph(r) }.

Assume to the contrary that this inclusion is wrong for some 7 € R(™. Then there exists
qe ANFEL‘m) so that graph(q) € graph(G(r)), but

graph(q) & U{ graph(G(s)) | s € ANFE:) A graph(s) € graph(r) }. (5)
Statement (B) holds exactly if for all s € ANFE:) with graph(s) < graph(r), graph(q) ¢

graph(G(s)).
Assume for the moment that there is some v € R™) with 01()’(12) e ANr({Y and graph(@f)’(%) c

graph(r), if i € K4, and 91()7&.)) =r,ifi¢ KA Let ge R(M realise G. Then we obtain

graph(q) < graph(ﬁs(?(i))) < 91()7(2.)) —reicw\KA
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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 € R respec-
tively, be enumerations of K4 and A. Moreover, let k, k € R(?) be defined by

i) fe(i,t — 1) if for t/ <t and t” <t, h(t') =i and t = fa(t")",
’ KE()), r(k(t)) + 1) otherwise,

k(i,2t) = (1,09,

k(i,2t + 1) =0k (i, ).
If i ¢ K4, \t. k(i,t) enumerates the extended graph of r; otherwise, At. l%(z, t) step by step lists

k(0)), r(£(0)) + 1), (ki (1)), (K(1)) + 1), ...

until i has been found in K4. If so, it continues this enumeration until an initial segment of

w™ with an edge length in A has been enumerated by x(0),...,x(t). Therefore, in this case,

At. k(i,t) enumerates the extended graph of a function s € ANFS:) with graph(s) € graph(r). Tt

follows that the function v € R()) existing for this k& by Condition (QGN II) has the appropriate
properties. o

If o™ =9 o f, for some f e R and the Markov-computable operator G 81(4”) — 81(47”)

is realised by g € R(™, then G(a!™) = 9((;(1}(1,)). With Lemma G2([E) we also obtain that

{5 | graph(al(-m)) c graph(G(agn))) } 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
G: 31(4”) — ng) to 81(4") 1s Markov-computable.

2. Every Markov-computable operator G: 81(4”) — ng) is the restriction to 81(4") of a com-
putable operator G: 31(4") — 31(4“1).

Proof. ([Il) has been shown in Lemma [4]

@) By Lemma [T.5] the set { graph(G(s)) | s € ANFEXL) A graph(s) € graph(r) } with r e 81(4”)
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 G(r) be this function. Then we have

graph(G(r)) = | J{graph(G(s)) | s € ANF'{” A graph(s)  graph(r) }.

~

The chain is either finite or infinite. In the first case graph(G(r)) is its maximal element. Since
for all s € ANFY, G(s) € SU™, it follows that also G(r) € S{™. In the other case, every
element of the chain is the graph of a function in ng). The domains of these functions in
the chain therefore form an increasing chain of subsets of w™. it follows that é(r) is total in
this case. Hence, in both cases, @(T) € 3’1(4"1). With Lemma and the remark preceding this
theorem it follows that G satisfies Conditions (@)-(3) in Theorem [Z2l Hence, G is computable.
In case that r € 81(4") it moreover follows with Lemma [7.6] that G(r) = G(r). That is, G is the
restriction of G to 81(4"). O

8 Quasi-Godel numberings and the Rogers semi-lattice of
computable numberings

The aim of this section is to look at the quasi-Gédel numbered sets 81(41) from a numbering-

theoretic perspective. We limit ourselves to unary functions, since every n-ary function f € 81(471)
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converts into the unary function r o x € 8§ with 4’ = {a™ | a € A} by means of a one-to-one
and initial segment-wise enumeration x of w™.

As will be seen, any two quasi-Godel numberings of 81(41) are computably isomorphic. Fur-
thermore, (81(41),9’4) is a retract of (P(M), ), where 84 and ¢, respectively, are a quasi-Godel
and a Godel numbering. If A, B are infinite c.e. subsets of w with A € B, then (81(41),9‘4)
is a retract from (Sg), 6B). Thus, there are infinitely descending chains ((SS}, 04))vew with
(qulu)+1 ,04v+1) being a retract of (Sf;u) ,04) and (81(410)7 049) being a retract of (P™M), ). Tt could
still be that there are subsets T' = ANFS), which are not necessarily of the form ANFS), so that
RM U T is quasi-Godel numberable. Another central result is that the set of all such extensions
of R™ has no c*-minimal elements.

We will also study the Rogers semi-lattice of computable numberings of 81(41). A central
result is every countable partially ordered set can isomorphically be embedded into the Rogers

semi-lattice of computable numberings of 81(41). 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 n,v be numberings of 81(41). Then the following three statements hold:
1. If v is a quasi-Gddel numbering and n <., 7, then n satisfies Condition (QGN I).
2. If n is a quasi-Godel numbering and n <, vy, then ~y satisfies Condition (QGN II).
3. If n,~, respectively, satisfy (QGN I) and (QGN II), then n <, 7.

Proof. ([Il) Since n <, 7, there is some g € R with = v 0 g. By assumption,
graph, (M, 7. % (x))

is c.e. Hence this is also true for graph, (i, z. v4(;)(2)).

@) Let g € RMW with n = v 0g. Moreover, let k € R and r € 81(41) so that At. k(i,t)
enumerates the extended graph of . Since 7 satisfies (QGN II), there is some v € R(Y) with
=1y Set v’ Def gov. Then r = 7, ;. Whence also v satisfies (QGN II).

@) Let k € R be as in Theorem B4l Then Mt. k(i,t) enumerates the extended graph of
function 7;. Since ~ satisfies (QGN II) there is some v € R(Y) with 7; = Yo(i)- Thus, n <m . O

It follows that, if 7y is a quasi Gédel numbering of 81(41), then 7 is also a quasi-Gédel numbering
of 81(41), exactly if n =,, 7. In particular, all quasi-Godel numberings of 81(41) are m-equivalent.

As we will see next, they are maximal among all numberings of 81(41) satisfying (QGN I), and
minimal among those satisfying (QGN 1II).

Theorem 8.2. Letn be a numbering of 81(41). Then the following three statements are equivalent:

1. n is a quasi-Gddel numbering.
2. n satifies (QGN I) and for all numberings v of 81(41), if v satisfies (QGN I) then v <m 1.
3. n satifies (QGN II) and for all numberings ongl), if v satisfies (QGN II) then n <, 7.

Proof. Assume (I). Then (@) follows with Proposition BII@3]). Conversely, suppose ([2) and let
Aw be a quasi-Godel numbering as in Theorem 3.2l Then Az/J <, 1, by our assumption. With
Proposition BII2) it follows that 7 satisfies (QGN II). Since it also satisfies (QGN I), n is a
quasi-Godel numbering.

In a similar way it follows that (Il) and (@) are equivalent. O

At the end of Section @l we pointed out that quasi-Goédel numberings are pre-complete. This
will be strengthened next.
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Theorem 8.3. Let 0 be a quasi-Géddel numbering of 81(41). Then the following two statements
hold:

1. 0 is complete with the nowhere defined function as distinguished element. This means that
for any p e PW there exists g € R such that

Oi) () = {HM (z) i dom(p),

undefined otherwise.

2. 0 is cylindrical, that is, 0 = 6°, where 95i7j> =0;.
Proof. (@) Let k€ R™ be as in Theorem @4l Then At. k(i,t) enumerates the extended graph
of 6;. Moreover, let k' € R(?) be defined by

K (i, 2t) 2 (8, 0),

K (i, 2t+ 1) Def {k(i,t = put'. p(i)ly) if for sc.)me t <t p(i)ly,
{,0) otherwise.
Then At. k(i,t) enumerates the extended graph of 6;, if i € dom(p). Otherwise, At. k'(i,t)
enumerates the extended graph of the nowhere defined function. Let g € R™) be the function
existing by (QGN II). Then we have for i € dom(p) that 6,y = 0,¢;). In the other case, 0,;) is
nowhere defined.

@) Let 6° with 9‘<3i7j> = 0; be the cylinder of 6. Then 6 <; 0°. Since by the Ershov-
Myhill isomorphism theorem [7, p. 295] 1-equivalence coincides with computable isomorphism,
it remains to show that also #° <; 6. Let to this end p € R be the padding function existing
by Theorem Then

0555 = 05 = Op(i)-

Thus, 8¢ = 0 o g with g({i,5)) = p(j,i). That is, 0° <; 6. O

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

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

It follows that a numbering of 81(41) is a quasi-Godel numbering, if it is computably isomorphic
to a quasi-Godel numbering.
In Section [2 we fixed a Gédel numbering ¢ to construct a special ¢-standard numbering of

81(41) which then turned out to be a quasi-Gédel numbering. Thus, every quasi-Godel numbering

of 81(41) is computable isomorphic to a special ¢-standard numbering of 81(41). This result can be
strengthened again.

Theorem 8.5. For every quasi-Gddel numbering 0 there is a Godel numbering £ so that 0 is a
special &-standard numbering.

Proof. Let ¢ be the special standard numbering von 81(41) used in Section@ Then 4p = @o f,
for some f € R™M. Moreover, there is a one-to-one and onto function g € R with § = 4p o g.

Set & et ¢ og. Then ¢ is a Godel numbering, and as is readily verified, £ o (g7 0 fog) is a
special &-standard numbering of 81(41). Moreover, § = o (g~ o fog). (|
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It follows that the construction of a quasi-Godel numbering of 81(41) in Section[2 has universal
character: every quasi-Godel numbering is obtained in this way.

In a next step we will examine which other properties the quasi-Gddel numbered set (SS), 0)
has as a subobject of (P(), ). Here, a subset Z < P with a numbering ¢ is called subobject
of (P, ) if ¢ < ¢ (cf. [T, 8.

(Z,¢) is an sn-subobject of (P, @) if, in addition, there is some g € R so that (ogis a
special ¢-standard n numbering of Z.

(Z,¢) is called r-subobject or retract of (P, ) if, in addition, there is an idempotent onto
function H: PM) — Z and some h e R such that H(p;) = sy

(Z,¢) is an n-subobject of (P() ) if, in addition, there exist f € R() such that for all
i€1,(Z), pi = (). In this case the numbering zeta is called -normal (cf. [28§]).

(Z,¢) is called principal subobject of (P(l),cp) and ¢ @-principal numbering, if for every
numbering 7 of Z with n <,,, ¢ one has that n <,, (.

As seen above, the quasi-Goédel numbering 6 is computably isomorphic to a special -
standard numbering of 81(41). This shows

Corollary 8.6. (81(41),0) is an sn-subobject of (PM), ),

In Section Bl we have considered a Turing program MX)

that calls arbitrary Turing programs
P so that ngl)(P) is a program that computes the functions in 81(41). By considering the

semantics of the programs we obtain an idempotent onto map M,: P — SS) such that
Ma(p;) = “;. As we have seen above,  is computably isomorphic to “¢;.

Theorem 8.7. (81(41),6‘) is a retract of (PM, ).

As is shown by Ershov [T, §4], every retract of (P(l),cp) is an n-subobject and each n-
subobject is a principal subobject of (P(), ). Thus, every quasi-Godel numbering 6 of 81(41) is
p-normal and a ¢-principal numbering. Since every numbering of 81(41) that satisfies (QGN I)
is m-reducible to ¢, it follows with Theorem that each -principal numbering of 81(41) is a

quasi-Godel numbering is. As a consequence, every ¢-normal numbering of 81(41) is a quasi-Godel
numbering.

Theorem 8.8. Let HPTY, NORY, and QGNY, respectively, be the set of o-principal, ¢-normal
and quasi- Godel numberings of 81(41). Then

HPT% = NORY, = QGN¥,.

If B is a c.e. superset of A and + is a quasi-Gédel numbering of Sg), then the above results

remain true if ¢ is replaced by v and (P, ¢) by (81(31) ,7). In particular we obtain an analogue
of Theorem B71

Theorem 8.9. (81(41),9) is a retract of (Sg),v).

So far in this work it was shown that the function classes 81(4”) have a quasi-G” odel number-
ing #(™ 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 c*-minimal classes of this
kind. Here, X c* Y, if X < Y and Y\X is infinite. We do not want to treat this problem
in full generality, but want to examine whether the family EXT of sets contains c*-minimal
elements, where

Ext % (RO LT | T < ANFY and R U T has a quasi-Gédel numbering }
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Set h(0,7) 2 j and h(i + 1,7) 2" 2h(9) Then each set A; 2 {h(4,) | j € w} with i € w is
computable and infinite. Since A;;; c* A;, we obtain that EXT contains infinite descending
chains with respect to c*.

If every function class in EXT were of the form R™M) U ANFS) with an infinite c.e. set A,
we would of course know that EXT contains no —*-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' < ANFS) for which
RM U T has a quasi-Goédel numbering. Menzel and Sperschneider [29, p. 76] show that the
family of sets

(RO UT | T < ANFY and R U T enumerable in ¢}

does not contain c*-minimal elements. Here, for a set X with numbering 6, Y € X is enumer-
able in & if Y = §[E], for some c.e. set E € w. If R U T now has a quasi-Godel numbering,
then this is m-reducible to . So R UT is also enumerable in . This leads us to the following
result:

Theorem 8.10. EXT has no c*-minimal elements.

Let BN4 be the set of numberings of 81(41) that satisfy Condition (QGN I). As was shown
at the beginning of this section, the quasi-Godel numberings of 81(41) are just those numberings
in BN4 that are maximal with respect to <,,. The numberings in BN 4 are exactly those
numberings of 81(41) that have a computable universal function (which is however in 73(2)\81(42)).
Therefore, these numberings are called computable.

For two numberings 1 and  of 81(41), 1n @~y defined by

(n@®7)(2i) = (i) and  (n@®~)(2i + 1) = (i)

is the direct sum of n and v. Let [n] be the equivalence class of all numberings of 81(41) that are m-
equivalent with 7. 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 <. 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 [7@-] as least upper bound of [n] and [y]. Because the direct sum

of two computable numberings is computable again, we obtain for the set [BN 4] Ref pN A/ St

Proposition 8.11. 1. ([BN4], <) is a Rogers sub-semi-lattice of the Rogers semi-lattice of

all numberings of SS).

2. QGN, is the greatest element in ([BN4], <).

As we will see later in this section, ([BN4], <) 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 P,

Theorem 8.12. Fvery countable partially ordered set can be isomorphically embedded into the
g . 1)
Rogers semi-lattice of computable numberings of S, .

We derive this result in several steps. Let to this end € be a quasi-Gédel numbering of 81(41),
a be the least positive element of A and CS be the set of all computable subsets of w. Then
(CS,©) is a lattice with the empty set as least element. For every C' € CS let the numbering
6¢ be defined by

ﬂ'%‘”l)(i) =1 ifz=0and ﬂ'%‘”l)(i) eC+1,

@) =1 iz =a—1and 7" (@) e C+1,

0C (z)
v (@) 9F<a+1)(i) () ifz>aand wgaﬂ)(i) eC+1,or wgaﬂ)(i) ¢ C+1 and
a+1
0 _@+1,+(0) ¢ C,
Tra+1 (Z)
undefined otherwise.
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Here, C + 1 % {b+1]be C}. Note that by the choice of a, for all j with 0 € dom(6;), §; is

defined at least on an initial segment of w of length a. Therefore, 65 € 81(41 .
Lemma 8.13. For all C € CS, #° € BN4.

Proof. Since 6 satisfies (QGN I) there is an enumeration h € R(M) of the extended graph of the
universal function of §. Then we have

(i, x), z) € graph, (i, x. 910(:17)) =

z=0v\n/[xzufl/\w(aﬂ)()€C+1/\z—7r(“+l)()]v[(ﬂt)h(t)z

v=1

UtV @), 2y, 2) A [[z = a AT <>ec+1] [V @) ¢ C+ 1A
3t) [ (h(t)) = &V @), 00 A 75D (A(E)) > 0 A 75 (A(E)) ¢ C + 1]]]]-

It follows that graph,(\i,z. 65 (z)) is c.e. So, it remains to show that range(9¢) = 81(41). Let to
this end r € S with = 6. Then

; Def r(0)+1,...,7(a) + 1,5 if dom(r) is not empty,
0,...,0,5> otherwise

is a §€-index of r. O

Note that by Theorem B2i[3), 62 <, 6. On the other hand, §; = 67 ;..

Lemma 8.14. ({[0¢] | C € CS},<) is a lattice that is dually isomorphic zu (CS,Z). The
Def

Thus, 6 =,, 09.

mapping J(C) [0€] is a dual isomorphism.

Proof. Let C,E € CS. First, we show that 0% <,, #¢, if E < C. Consider the following
algorithm:

Input: @
1. It 7\ (i) € C + 1 then set i := i and go to Step (@)
2. If 7{""V (i) € E+ 1\C + 1 then find j so that

@) =1 ifz =0,

0i(a) =4 :
i 2@ =1 ifr=a—1,
0 <a+1)()( x) ifz>=a,
CL+1
set i := (m (@), 7T (6), 5 and go to Step (@).

3. (After the procedure has finished with this step, we know that 7T§a+1)(l.) ¢E+1.)
Find j/ with

undefined otherwise

0, (z) = {ewi‘fﬁ”m (@) 0 ;) (0)¢E,

and set i := (el (@), ., 7TV (), 5.

4. STOP
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Output: 1.

As we will see in the next step, the indices j and j' in Steps (@) and (3], respectively, can be
computed from i. Therefore, the above is really an algorithm. Let ¢ € R(Y) be the function it
computes. Then #F = 0 o ¢, that is 0F <,,, 6°.

By Theorem A4 there is function k € R such that for every i € w, i, t. k(i,t) enumerates
the extended graph of 6;. Let

(¢t 74 (1)) if t =0,

Wi ) < SR ift=a—1,
k(rD (), ¢+ a) it t > a, and 752 k(x5 (6), = a)) = 0 or
w?)(k(wgﬁl”(z),t a) = a,

{0,0) otherwise,
Qi t) & 7P k(w1 0),6) = 0 A 7P (k(xL%1(0), 1)) ¢ E + 1,
t =

W et (RS @) < 6.QUL#)) it for some ¢ <, Q).
, (t,0) otherwise.

Then At. k'(i,t) enumerates the extended graph of the function 6; defined in Step (2) of the
above algorithm and Ai,t. k”(i,t) the extended graph of the function 6; defined in Step (3.
Let v/,v” € R be the functions now existing by Condition (QGN II). Then t; = 0,(;) and
0 = O,(;). Thus, we can effectively find indices j and j" from given i with the required
properties.

Next, we show that also conversely, 8% <,, ¢ implies C € E. To this end we need the
following result:

Claim 1 Let B be a computable set. Then the set {i | #%(0) = y} is computable, exactly if
y e B.

which we will prove in a later step.

Assume that 0F <, §¢ and suppose that y € C. Then we need to show that y € E. Since
y € C, it follows with Claim [ that the set {i | #(0) = y} is computable. Because 6F <,, 6,
it follows that {i | 0¥ (0) = y } is computable as well. Hence y € E, again by Claim [l

Thus, we have shown that J is a dual isomorphism. Since (CS, <) is a lattice, the same
holds for ({[#€] | C e CS}, <).

Finally, we prove Claim[Il If y € B then 67 (0) = y, exactly if wgaﬂ)(i) = y + 1. Therefore,
the set {i | 95(0) = y} is computable. If y ¢ B, then we have that

02(0) =y =" V@) ¢B+110 L0y (0) = .

Ta+1

By Rice’s theorem the set {j | 6;(0) = y} is not computable, for every y € w. As B is
computable it follows that the set {i | 7(0) = y} cannot be computable. O

Goetze [I0] has shown that every countable partially ordered set can be isomorphically
embedded in the lattice of all computable set. By Lemma [B.I4] it therefore follows that every
such set can be isomorphically embedded in the Rogers semi-lattice of computable numberings
of 81(41). This concludes the proof of Theorem

In the next section we will show that S™) 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 81(41) contains a Friedberg numbering, that is a one-to-one computable
numbering. As in Khutoretskii [24, Corollary 2] one even obtains that there are infinitely many
Friedberg numberings of 81(41) which are pairwise incomparable with respect to m-reducibiility.
Pour-El [33] shows that the equivalence class [y] generated by a Friedberg numbering of 81(41)
is minimal in (BNy, <).
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Theorem 8.15. (BN 4, <) is not a lattice.

(BN 4, <) also contains minimal elements that are not generated by Friedberg numberings,

A numbering n of 81(41) is called positive, if {{(i,j) | n; = n; } 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. 81(41) has a positive computable numbering to which no Friedberg numbering
can be reduced.

Proof. The general construction is given by Khutoretskii [24, Example 1]. Here we verify the
assumptions made. Let f € R(Y). The we have to show that the sets

{ge S | graph(g) < graph(f)} and {ge S\ |graph(g) & graph(f)}

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-Godel numbering 6 of 81(41) and the sets

{i | graph(a{”) c graph(f)} and {i| graph(al’) ¢ graph(f)}
are c.e. Note that

graph(a;")) < graph(f) < (Vo <1g(i) of” (z) = f(a).
Since f € R it follows that both sets are even computable.
Let ¢ % {i] graph(agl)) c graph(f)} and g € R with a(") = @ o g. Moreover, let j be a
f-index of f. Then

{geSY) | graph(g) < graph(f) } = 6[{j} L g[C]].

Thus, {g€ 81(41) | graph(g) < graph(f)} is enumerable in 6.
Because of Condition (QGN 1) there is some h € R(Y) that enumerates the extended graph
of the universal function of §. Then we have that

graph(d;) & graph(f) < (32)(3t) 7> (h(t)) = (i, 2) A ms? (h(t) > 0 A7l (h(t)) # f(z) + 1.

Thus, {i | graph(¢;) & graph(f)} is c.e. and hence {g € 81(41) | graph(g) € graph(f)} enumer-
able in 6. O

9 3’541) as effectively given domain

In this section the connection with domain theory is investigated. As will be seen, 31(41) 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 81(41). The

main result says that 3’1(41) can be mapped onto every other effectively given algebraic domain
D by an effectively continuous operator. Via this operator each quasi-Gédel numbering of
81(41) 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 81(41) onto the Rogers semi-lattice of
computable numberings of the computable elements of D.

Let (D,E) be a poset. D is pointed if it contains a least element 1. 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 bound
| |L in D.
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Let (D,=) and (D’,£’) be posets. Then a map G: D — D’ is Scott-continuous, if it is
monotone and for any directed subset L of D with existing least upper bound, G(| |L) =
LI GlL].

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 | | L always implies the existence of some u € L with & = u. Moreover, x is compact if
x < x. A subset B of D is a basis of D, if for each € D the set B, = {u€ B | u < z}
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] B}, 12].

Lemma 9.1. Let D and D' be domains. Then the following statements hold:
1. The approximation relation < is transitive.

TLYy=>rCy.

UCTKYCE 2= 72 < 2.

1«

B, is directed with respect to <.

S & o

G: D — D' is Scott-continuous, exactly if for all z € D, G(z) = | | G[B,].

Note that by Properties (@), [B) we have that z « y exactly if = y, in case that z or y is
compact.

Definition 9.2. Let D be a continuous domain with countable basis B and a numbering 5: w —
B. Then D is said to be effectively given if the set {<{i,7) | Bi < f5;} is c.e.

If D is effectively given, then an element x is computable if 371[B,] is c.e. Let D, be the
set of all computable elements of D. If D’ is another domain, say with basis B’ and numbering
B’ so that D’ is effectively given, then a map G: D — D’ is computable if G is Scott-continuous
and {{i,j) | B; « G(B;) } is c.e. Note that for computable maps G, G[D.] € D.

Definition 9.3. Let D be an effectively given domain. Then a numbering n: w — D, of the
computable elements of D is called admissible if it satisfies the following two requirements:

(AT) {G,5) | Bi «nj}is ce.

(A TI) There is a function d € R™Y) such that for all i € w, if B[W;] is directed then Na@) =
LI B[W:].

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 1 be
an admissible and v an arbitrary numbering of its computable elements. Then the following
statements hold:

1. n is complete with special element 1.
2. v satisfies (A I) < v <m 1.
3. v satisfies (A II) < n <, 7.

4. v is admissible & n =, y<n=".
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Since 7 is complete, it ensues with a result of Ershov [7, p. 332] that 7 is cylindrical. As
follows from the definition of an effectively given domain, all basic elements are computable.
Moreover, if 7 is any numbering of D, satisfying (A II) then 8 <, 7.

Lemma 9.5. Let D be an effectively given domain with basis B and numbering 3 of the basis
elements. Moreover, let § be a numbering of D, that satisfies (A I). Then there is a function
r e R®3 such that for all i,j € w with B; « n; the following statements hold:

1. ¢ € RW,

2. B(i) < B(er(i,5)(0)),

3. B(priij) (@) « Blerugy(a+1) (acw),
4- n() = L, B(erij) (a)-

Proof. Let E;; et {a| B(i) « B(a) « n(j)}. Then E;; is c.e. Thus, there is some function

g € R® so that Eij = Wy )- Since B, ;) is directed with respect to «, the same holds
for S[E;;]. It follows that | | 5[E;;] exists. Moreover, | | 5[E;;] = n(j). Let 4, be such that
B(i) « n(j). Since B, ;) is directed with respect to «, we have that for any u € B, ;) there is
some v’ € B[E;;] with u « v/. Thus E;; is non-empty and in addition, n(j) = | | B8[E:;]. Hence,
n(j) = LI BLE:;]-

In the sequel let s € R™M such that ¥s(a) 18 a total function enumerating Wy, if W, is
non-empty. Moreover, let k € R(?) with Wi(a,e) = Wa 0 We, Then define g € RG) by

.. Def
g(z,],()) = @s(q(i,j))(o)a
) De

.. f
91, s+ 1) = Os(k(a(9(i,j,a)1)sa(Patati, sy (a+1),7))) (0)-

Then g(i, j,a+ 1) € By j.a); N Erj, where 7 is the (a + 1)-st element of E;; in the enumeration

©s(q(i,y))- Because B[E;;] is directed with respect to «, we have that Egy(; ;.); 0 Ey; is non-

empty. Therefore, g(i,7,a + 1) is defined. Furthermore, for all a, 5(i) « 5(g(i,4,a + 1)), from
which we obtain that | | 5[E;;] = ||, B(9(4, j,a)). Conversely, since for all a, g(4, j, a) € E;j, we

also have that | |, 3(g(4,J,a)) = || B[Ei;]. Thus, ||, 8(g(i,4,a)) = Ll B[Ei;] = n(j). Now, let
re R with ©rig) (@) = g(i,7,a). Then r is as required. O

For the next consequence choose i such that 8(i) = L.

Corollary 9.6. For every « € D., there is a function pe R so that
1. B(p(a)) <« Blpla+1)) (acw),
2.z =1, Bp(a)).

After these more technical results which we will need later, we now start investigating the
relationship of the function classes 81(4") with domains. Again we will restrict ourselves to

considering only the classes 3’1(41).

Theorem 9.7. Let A < w be a c.e. infinite set and for f,g € §1(41) set
f E g < graph(f) < graph(g).

Then (31(41), =) is an effectively given algebraic domain such that:

1. The nowhere defined function is the least element.

)

2. The initial segment functions in ANFE; are exactly the compact elements.

3. The functions in 81(41) are the computable elements.
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4. For numberings of 81(41), Conditions (QGN I) and (A 1) as well as (QGN II) and (A II)
are equivalent. In particular, the quasi-Godel numberings are exactly the admissible num-
berings.

5. The computability notions for operators G': 3’1(41) — 31(41) in Definition [71] and in this
section coincide.

Proof. If L < 3‘1(41) is directed with respect to =, 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 3‘1(41).
It is the least upper bound of L with respect to =. Thus, 3‘1(41) is directed-complete. Obviously

the nowhere defined function is the least element. Every function in 3‘1(41) is the least upper
bound of its restrictions to initial segments of w with length in A. So, the functions in ANFE;)
form a basis.

@) All functions in ANFE;) are compact. To see this let p € ANFS) and L be a directed
subset of §1(41) with p = | |L. Then graph(p) < | J{ graph(q) | ¢ € L}. Since graph(p) 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 € L, as L is directed, we have that p E r.
1)

)

Conversely, if f € St Al is compact, then consider the directed set L of all functions s € ANF,
with s © f. Then f £ | | L. By compactness there is some s € L with f £ s. Since s € ANF
the same must hold for f. Thus, the domain S¢ A ) i algebraic.

With Lemma [62(d]) and Statement () we obtain that {{i,j) | agl) = aél)} is c.e. Thus,
the domain 31(41) is effectively given with respect to the numbering a(!) of the basis.

(IB]) Let fe S(l . Then it follows with Lemma [E2H) that {: | 041(-1) C f}is c.e. Hence,
fe ( ) Conversely, if f € (S(1 )e then {7 | 041(-1) C f}is c.e. Since graph(f) = [ J{ graph(s) |
SEANFA A s E f} we have,

(x,y) € graph(f) < (3)) o'V = f Alg(i) > z A (i, 20,y + 1) € graph,(Aa, z. a(D(2)).

Because the extended graph of the universal function of a(!) is computable, by Lemma B.2(2)),

it follows that graph(f) is c.e. With Lemma [5.2/[2)) we therefore have that f € 81(41).
@) As in the proof of Lemma [E2[H) it is only required that 6 satisfies Condition (QGN I),

it follows that every numbering of 81(41 with Property (QGN I) satisfies Condition (A I). Con-

versely, assume that 6 is a numbering of S A) satisfying Condition (A I). Then it follows as in
the proof of Statement (B)) that graph,(Aj, z. 6;(z)) is c.e. Thus, § meets Requirement (QGN I).
Next assume that 6 has Property (QGN II) and let () [IW;] be directed. Then there exists

some 1 € 3’1(4 with r = | | [W;]. Hence,

graph(r) = {{z,9) | (37)j € Wi A {(j.2),y + 1) € graph(Aa, z. a(V(2)) },

which implies that r € 81(41). As we moreover see, graph,(r) can be uniformly enumerated in i.
Therefore, by Condition (QGN II), there is a function v € R() so that 6,y = r = | | oM [W;].

Thus, 6 fulfils Requirement (A II). Since, for any k € R, the set {j | graphe(ag-l)) c

range(At. k(i,t))} is c.e., uniformly in ¢, it conversely follows that 6 has Property (QGN II),
once it satisfies Requirement (A II).
) Let C < w be a c.e. set that defines G. Then

graph(al") < graph(G(ai"))
(Vo <lg(i))(3a) (), oY (2)),a) € C A (Ve < 1th(a)) (a). € graph(al”)
(Vo <1g(i))(Jy)(Fa) <<z x),y + 1) € graph, (\b, z. abl)( Ay, yy,aye C A
(Ve < 1th(a)) (G, 717 ((@)e)y, w57 ((a)e) + 1) € graph, (Ab, 2. oy (2)).
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By Lemma 6.2(2) graph,(Aa, 2. a,(ll)(z)) is c.e. With the Tarski-Kuratowski algorithm [37] we
can now bring this expression in a X;-form from which we see that {{i,j) | graph(az(-l)) c
graph(G(a<1))) } is cee.

Conversely assume that V = Def

{G, )| graph(« f )) c graph(G(ag-l)))} is c.e. Moreover, Let
re SAl). By the continuity of G have that
(), z) € graph(G( )
< (3)(3a) oV = G(alV) A (z,2) € graph(a!) n ol =7
< (3a)(3a) ()i, x), z + 1) € graph, (Ab, u. afV (u)) A (i,a) € V A lth(a) = lg(a) A
(Ve < lg(a)) 7" ((@)e) = ¢ A La, ), 757 ((@)e) + 1) € graph, (Ab, u. af" (w)) A
(a). € graph(r).

Therefore by setting

C "= (&), 2),a) | (3a)(3i) (G, x), 2) € graph, (b, u. ) (w)) A (i,a)e V A
Ith(a) = lg(a) A 712 ((@)e) = ¢ A (a, ), 78 ((@)e) + 1) € graph, (A, u. ap” (u)) },
we obtain that C is c.e. and defines G. O

The next result shows that each of the algebraic domains §f41) can be computably mapped

onto any other effectively given domain. For the proof we need an extension of a result by
Weihrauch and Schéfer [47].

Proposition 9.8. Let D be an effectively given domain with basis B and numbering B of the
base elements. Then there is a computable operator G: S‘f,l) — S‘f,l) such that the following
statements hold for f,qg € 85)1),

~

If f e RM then also G(f) e RW.

If f € ANFY then also G(f) € ANFD,

For all a € dom(G(f)), B(G(f)(a)) « B(G(f)(a +1)).

If Blrange(f)] is directed then | |, B(G(f)(a)) = L] B[range(f)].

If f e RW and Blrange(f)] is directed then | |, B(G(f)(a)) = | Blrange(f)]-
If f € g then | |, B(G(f)(a)) E L, B(G(9)(a)).

7. For fe ANtV | |, B(G(f)(a)) € B.

Proof. Since {{i,j) | Bi < B;} is c.e., there are functions & € R(?) and h € R™M so that
At. k(t,7) enumerates {i | 8; < B;} and h enumerates {{i,j) | 8; < B;}. Now, we define
functions ¢, p,r € RM:

If Ith(a) < 1, we set

S &

pla) = q(a) =L and r(a) =1,

where, 7, is a S-index of L.

In case that a = [[ag, ..., am+1]] and g(a’) as well as p(a’) and r(a’) are already defined for
a = [aog,...,am], say r(a’) = {t,c), then we define g(a), p(a) and r(a) as follows: if there is
(i,75 < m + 1 with

{(k(e, ar), k(j, ai)), {p(d'), k(j,ai))} < {h(0),... . h(m + 1)},
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then set

p( ot
k(j, a;), for the smallest number {4, j) with this property,
r(a) E r(d) + 1.

If there is no such number {7, j), then set

g(a) = 7 (b, @). {Ca(a’), ), b, p(@'))} € {h(0), ..., h(n)}),
p(a) = p(a),
r(a) = r(

As follows form the definition, By « Bpe). By Lemma [.II[]) there is thus a number
{b,n) with the above property. Hence, g(a) is defined also in this case.
In addition to the above let v € R(M) with

v([[‘empty sequence ]]) = |I empty sequence’],
v([aos - - -, am]) = [€0, ao), . .., <m, amd].

Moreover, let

O = {((ith(a), q(a)),v(a)) | a e w}.

Then C is c.e. As is readily seen, C defines a computable operator G on 3&1). For f € gfjl)
with non-empty domain it follows that dom(f) = dom(G(f)). G maps the nowhere defined
function onto the function that for 0 has value i, and is undefined, otherwise. This implies
Statements () and (2).

Let f(m) et [£(0),..., f(m)]. Then we obtain from the definition of G' that for a’ = f(m)
and a = f(m + 1), G(f)(m) = q(a’) and G(f)(m + 1) = q(a). Since By(a) < By(a), this proves
Statement (3]). In particular, we have that | |, 8(G(f)(a)) exists. Moreover, Statements (G)) and
([@ follow, because G is monotone by Theorem [7.2] and by Statement (2], dom(G(f)) is finite,
for functions f € ANF; (1),

For Statements (IZI) and (@), finally, let f € R() so that S[range(f)] is directed. First, we
show that the sequence (r(f(m)))mew is unbounded. Assume that 7(f(m)) = (t,c). Since the
set {ue B |u « | |B[range(f)]} is directed with respect to « by Lemma [O.II[]), there is some
m’ = m and a number (i, j) < m + 1 so that

{Ckle, £(), k(s f(@)), p(F(m), k(G f(@))} € {R(0), ..., h(m + 1)}. (6)

Then r(f(m’ + 1)) > r(f(m)).

Suppose that v € B with u « B(f(t)). The there is some ¢ with 5(k(c, f(t)) = u. Moreover,
because the sequence (r(f(m)))mews is unbounded, there is some m/ with r(f(m’)) = (t, c>
as well as a smallest number (i,j) < m’ + 1 so that the inclusion in (IEI) holds. Thus, v «
B(k(j, f(i))). Consequently, since k(j, f(i)) = G(f)(™m), for some m = m' + 1, it follows that

LI Slrange(f)] € L1,,, S(G(f)(m)).

As follows from the above definitions, we have for g € 35,1) that for every m there is some

i with 5(G(g)(m)) « B(g(i)). Therefore, | ], B8(G(g)(m)) E || B[range(g)], if Brange(g)] is
directed. This shows Statement [@)) and, with what we derived before, also Statement (). O

Theorem 9.9. Let A € w be a c.e. infinite set and D be an effectively given domain with basis
B and numbering B of the base elements. Then there is a computable onto map I': S @ 5D
so that for f,g € 3\1(41),

1. If f € ANFY) then T(f) € B.
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2. If Blrange(f)] is directed then T'(f) = | | B[range(f)].
3. If f e R and B[range(f)] is directed then T'(f) = | | B[range(f)].

Proof. Let G: 3’0(}) — 3‘&1) be the computable operator constructed in the preceding Lemma.
Then we define for f € 81(41),

£ = 86G(f)()

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 (Bl of the preceding
lemma it therefore follows that I' is onto. We will show that I' is continuous. Let to this end
u € B. Since G is continuous by Theorem [[.2] we have

uI(f) e u« |_|a[3(G
< (Ja)u « B(G(f)(a))
= (Fa)u < B((_[{G(s) | s€ ANFY A s E f})(a)
< (Ja)(3s e ANFS)) SE f Anaedom(G(s)) A u< B(G(s)(a)).

In the same way we obtain that
u<<|_|{F(s)|s€ANFE41)/\SEf}©
(3a)(3s € ANFY) s £ f A a € dom(G(s)) A u « B(G(s)(a)).

Since every domain element z is uniquely determined by the set B,, it follows that I' is
continuous. It remains to show that {{i,j) | 8; « l"(agl)) } is c.e. We have that

Bj < T(atV)
< (3a) B; < B(G(oV)(a))
< (3a)(3b) B; « By A b= G(a!M)(a)
< (3a)(3b)(3c)(3m) B « By A b= al(c) A graph(all)) < graph(G(a El)))
< (3a)(3b)3Fc)(3Fm) B; < By A {(m, c),b+ 1) € graph, (A, n. ol (n)) A

graph(a{l)) < graph(G(al)).

Since the set of all (i, m) with graph(asyll)) c graph(G(agl))) is c.e. by Theorem and
graph, (A7, n. agl)(n)) is c.e. by Lemma [6.2] the set of all (3, j) with 3; « F(agl)) is c.e. as
well. Therefore, I' is computable. Properties ([I)-([B) are a consequence of the corresponding

properties of G, O

Assume that the domain D in the previous result is also algebraic. Then we have for u € B
and x € D that u « z exactly if u E z. As is readily seen, in this case for every base element u
of the domain one can find an initial segment function in ANFS) that is mapped onto v under
I". This initial segment map can be chosen in such a way that it has only B-indices of L 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 3;1) 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 I' the relation of approximation between the functions in
31(41), that is the names, is transferred to the domain.

Next, we will show that via the mapping I" numberings of D, can be generated from num-

berings of 81(41)
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Theorem 9.10. Let A € w be a c.e. infinite set and D be an effectively given domain. More-
over, let 8 be a numbering of 81(41). Define

ni = T(6:) (iew).
Then n is a numbering of the computable elements of D such that:
1. If 0 satisfies (QGN I) then n meets Condition (A I).
2. If 0 satisfies (QGN II) then n meets Condition (A II).

3. If 0 is quasi-Godel numbering then n is admissible.

Proof. By Corollary @6, T' maps R™") onto D.. Therefore, the mapping 1 defined above is a
numbering of D..
(@ Because of the continuity of I" we have that

Bi «nj < B; «T'(0;)
= B« T Jtal ol = 6;)
< B <[ {T@) o) =6;})
< (3n) B « () A alb) 6.

Since T" is computable, the set {{i,j) | B; « F(ag))} is c.e. By Lemma the same is true
for {{n,j) | = 0; }, if 0 satisfies (QGN I). Thus, also {<7,5) | 8; < n; } is c.e. in this case.
That is, 7 meets the (A I) requirement.

@) Let 0 be a quasi-Godel numbering. We need to construct a function v € R so that
0,(;) enumerates W in such a way that 0o € R if WA is not empty. By (QGN I) there is
a function h € R enumerating the universal function of . Define

Qli,a,2) = 17 (h(a)) = i, 7 ((2ino))) A 75 (A(a)) > 0,
Qi t,2) < (Ja<t)Q(i,a,2),
f(i,t, 2) Def wéz)(h(ua < t. @(z, a,z))).

Now, construct k € R(? according to Lemma so that At. k(i,t) enumerates the extended
graph of a function g € R that enumerates WA, if WA is not empty, and the extended graph
of the nowhere defined function, otherwise. By Condition (QGN II) there is then a function
v e RW that has the properties we were looking for.

Assume that B[WW;] is directed. Then W; is not empty. As we have seen, W and W4 are

computably isomorphic. Thus, there is some s € R™) so that W; = WA Set d %
it follows wth Theorem [0.9(3]) that

Na) = L'(Oag)) |_|5 range(0y;))] |_|5 ol = UB[W]

Hence, 7 satisfies Requirement (A II). By Statement (), n also satisfies (A I). Therefore, 7 is
admissible.

@) Let ¢ be a quasi-Godel numbering of 81(41), and let 0 satisfy (QGN II). By Theorem

there is some g € R with ¢» = # 0 g. Let v be the numbering of D, defined by ~; Pef T (4;).

Then we have that v <,, 1. Since 7 is admissible by what was shown in the previous step, it
follows with Proposition [@.4] that 7 satisfies (A II). O

vos. Then

As we see, via the mapping I" numberings of D, with Properties (A I) and\or (A II) can

be obtained from numberings of 81(41). A natural question now is whether all numberings of D,
with these properties can be obtained in this way.
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Then T is a mapping from the set of all numberings of 81(41) into the set of all numberings of
D.. As follows from the definition, I' is monotone with respect to <.

Theorem 9.11. Let A € w be a c.e. infinite set and D be an effectively given domain. Then
the following statements hold:

1. For every admissible numbering nn of D, there is a quasi-Gddel numbering 6 of 81(41) with
n =TI(0).

2. For every numbering n of D, satisfying (A I) there is a numbering 6 of 81(41) satisfying
(QGN 1) with n =T'(0).

Proof. () Let ¢ be a quasi-Godel numbering of 81(41) and n an admissible numbering of D..

By the previous theorem, I'(¢)) is an admissible numbering as well. Hence, 7 and f‘(z/J) are

computably isomorphic, by Proposition @4l Thus, there is a computable permutation g € R

with n = f‘(d))og, that is, 7; = I'(Yg;)). Let 0 Def 1og. Then also 4 is a quasi-Godel numbering.

Moreover, n = I'(6).
@) As has already been mentioned, D. has an admissible numbering, say . Let ¢ be

the quasi-Godel numbering with v = T'(¢), existing by Statement (). If 7 is a numbering

of D, satisfying (A I), then n <, 7, by Proposition Therefore, there is some g € R()

with = v o0 g. Define 0 D=Cwa o g. Then it follows with Proposition Bl that 6 satisfies

Condition (QGN I). Moreover, I'(8) = 7. O

The question whether an analogue of Statement () is true for numberings of D, that satisfy
Requirement (A II) remains open.
We call numberings of D, that satisfy (A I) computable. As in the case of the numberings

of 81(41) the m-equivalence classes of the numberings of D. 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 n @ - be the direct sum of

the numberings 1 and v of D.. Then it follows for numberings ¢) and 6 of 81(41) that
Ty ®6) =T()eT(®).
Moreover, let T'— be the quotient map, that is, T=([1]) = [T(1)].

Corollary 9.12. T_ isa homomorphism of the Rogers semi-lattice of the numberings of 81(41)
to the Rogers semi-lattice of the numberings of D. which maps the Rogers sub-semi-lattice of

computable numberings of 81(41) onto the Rogers sub-semi-lattice of computable numberings of
D..

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-Godel numbering which takes on the role of Godel numberings in the classical approach.
Every Godel numbering is also a quasi-Goédel numbering.

Besides developing computability theory on the basis of quasi-Goédel numberings, meta-
investigations have been carried out: each of the new quasi-Gédel numbered function classes is
a retract of the Godel 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-Godel 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 [3l
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