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TOPOLOGICAL KLEENE FIELD THEORIES: A NEW MODEL OF COMPUTATION

ANGEL GONZALEZ-PRIETO, EVA MIRANDA, AND DANIEL PERALTA-SALAS

ABSTRACT. In this article, we establish the foundations of a computational field theory, which we
term Topological Kleene Field Theory (TKFT), inspired by Stephen Kleene’s seminal work on partial
recursive functions. Our central result shows that any computable function can be simulated by the
flow on a smooth bordism of a vector field with good local properties. More precisely, we prove
that reaching functions on clean dynamical bordisms are exactly equivalent to computable functions,
setting an alternative model of computation to Turing machines. The use of non-trivial topologies for
the bordisms involved is essential for this equivalence, suggesting interesting connections between
the topological structure of these flows and the computational complexity inherent in the functions.
We emphasize that TKFT has the potential to surpass the computational complexity of both Turing

machines and quantum computation.

Significance statement. This work introduces Topological Kleene Field Theories (TKFTs), a novel
framework that reinterprets the landscape of computation by means of flows on smooth bordisms.
By bridging geometry and computation, TKFTs allow computable functions to be understood in
terms of dynamical flows and topological decompositions. TKFT has the potential to go beyond
the computational complexity of both Turing machines and quantum computing, opening new
vistas in the theory of computation.

1. INTRODUCTION

The theory of computation has traditionally been grounded in discrete models, from Turing ma-
chines to lambda calculus, each foundational to understanding the limits and potential of com-
putable functions. Yet, as computational complexity and dynamics interact across fields like fluid
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mechanics and quantum physics, there is a growing interest in bridging discrete computation with
continuous systems. In this direction, one of the richest facets of computability theory is the exis-
tence of multiple models of computation. Over the last century, various definitions of computation
have been introduced in the literature, such as Turing Machines [37], A-calculus [15], combinatory
logic [16], or counter machines [31], among others. Despite the significant differences in their na-
ture, all these models can be shown to have equivalent computational power. This equivalence
forms the basis of the Church-Turing thesis, a philosophical principle asserting that all models of
computation are, at most, as powerful as a Turing machine.

One of the most interesting proposals in the model of partial recursive functions, as introduced by
Kleene in [22], is that computability must be understood as output functions for Turing machines.
Recall that, roughly speaking, a (binary) Turing machine M is a device that receives as input a
memory tape ¢ with finitely many symbols written on it, and uses a reading/writing head. At each
step, the head reads the symbol on the tape ¢ beneath it and makes the decision to substitute it with
another symbol and shift the head either to the right or to the left of the tape. The process continues
until the machine M reaches a halting state, or it continues indefinitely without stopping.

In this manner, given a natural number n € N, we can encode 7 in the tape, for instance using its
binary expansion. Then, we run the Turing machine M with this tape. If M halts at some point, the
resulting tape can be understood as a natural number fj;(n) € N encoded in binary. This output
can be thus seen as a partial function fj; : N --» N, which is undefined on those numbers for which
M does not halt. Kleene proved that the set of partial functions f; arising from Turing machines
can be described as composition of some basic and explicit functions, leading to a subset of partial
functions called the set of partial recursive functions. This set is precisely the set of “computable
functions” and constitutes an equivalent model of computation.

Therefore, given a partial recursive function f : N --» N, it is interesting to seek alternative ways
of computing f. A natural approach to this problem is to consider dynamical systems induced
by smooth vector fields on manifolds. Specifically, suppose that IV is a smooth bordism between
two disjoint copies of a 2-dimensional disc, denoted Dy and D, i.e., W is a smooth 3-dimensional
manifold with corners with boundary (the boundary contains D LID;). We equip W with a vector
field X transverse to the discs and tangent to the rest of the boundary, as in Figure

FIGURE 1. Dynamical bordism with generated flow.

On each boundary disc I;, we can encode a copy of the natural numbers through an embedding
N — Dy, for instance, by encoding every natural number according to its binary expression, as in
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a square Cantor set. This defines a partial function Zy(W, X) : N --» N by means of the ‘reaching
function’ as follows: Givenn € N C D, we consider the flow of X starting at n; if the flow hits Dy
ata point n’ € N C Dy, we set Zy(W, X)(n) = n/, otherwise the result is undefined. In this setting,
the main result proven in this work is the following.

Theorem 1.1. For any partial recursive function f : N --» N, there exists a clean dynamical bordism
(W, X)) between discs, such that X is a volume-preserving vector field and Zo(W, X) = f. Conversely, the
reaching function of any clean dynamical bordism is a partial recursive function. Accordingly, the category
of clean dynamical bordisms is equivalent to that of computable functions.

In this theorem, “dynamical bordism” means that the vector field X is transverse to the boundary
discs D; and Dy, so it points inwards at ID; and outwards at Dy, and it is tangent to the rest of
the boundary. The “cleanness” property is a technical condition that ensures that the vector field
is “well-behaved” in the sense that its zero set consists of finitely many points, and there is a
“skeleton” where the flow of X is generated by simple diffeomorphisms of discs (see Section
for precise definitions).

This result has several implications in the theory of dynamical systems. For instance, it shows that
some problems in dynamics, such as determining whether the flow of a point will reach another
point or even if the flow will be trapped, are undecidable due to the halting problem. Additionally,
Theorem means that the class of volume-preserving vector fields is Turing complete in the
sense that any computable function can be simulated by the flow of a volume-preserving field on
a bordism as above.

Even more interestingly, our construction relates the topology of the bordism to the complexity of
the function it represents. As will be evident from our proof, a pair-of-pants as a bordism between
one disc and two discs, will be understood as an ‘if” in the computation, whereas a nontrivial han-
dle will represent a “loop” construction. In this sense, it is worth mentioning that this construction
does require a non-trivial topology in the bordism to capture any partial recursive function. If
we restrict ourselves to the class of bordisms obtained by choosing a diffeomorphism ¢ : D — D
and considering the mapping cylinder (W, X,,) induced by any homotopy between ¢ and the
identity, the reaching map is exactly Zo(W,,, X,,) = ¢|n and thus it is continuous in the subspace
topology for N C D; but not all the computable functions are continuous in this topology, as exem-
plified by the characteristic function of the even numbers. The reaching map of a general bordism
may instead be discontinuous, providing the needed flexibility.

The idea of investigating the interplay between dynamics and computation has been widely ex-
plored in the literature since the pioneering works of Moore [26, 27]. In this direction, dynamical
systems have been shown to exhibit computational abilities, such as solving linear programming
problems [9], undecidability in classical mechanics [17], the non-computability of Julia sets [8],
the simulation of A-calculus using a chemical-inspired machine [6], or the encoding of Turing
machines in reaction-diffusion models [2]. This latter approach of embedding Turing machine dy-
namics into particular dynamical systems has been proven extremely useful in understanding the
complexity of the solutions to differential equations, as in the context of analytic or polynomial
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tamilies of ODEs [23]24}119,7, 20, 21], in [34] for a potential well, or [35} 36] for the Euler equations
modeling the dynamics of an ideal fluid flow.

Inspired by these ideas, T. Tao suggested that the complexity of the Navier-Stokes equations mod-
eling realistic fluids could be studied by understanding the encoding of universal Turing machines
as part of the flow. This idea has been exploited further in [13}[11}, 12} [14], where the authors proved
that such universal Turing machines can be embedded within the flow of a steady state of the Eu-
ler equations in a 3-dimensional manifold, leading to unexpected features in fluid dynamics. It
is worth noticing that, despite the interest of these works, the approach taken in this paper is
radically different: we do not aim to encode a Turing machine as a flow, which would require to
be iterated many times to compute the final result; instead, we prove that the actual computable
function can be simulated using a dynamical system in such a way that the outcome of the Turing
machine can be represented in a single go of the flow. In other words, we do not encode the com-
putability device as a flow, but the outcome function directly, so that the flow itself performs the
whole computation process.

In order to prove Theorem|[I.1} we exploit an alternative representation of a Turing machine as a fi-
nite state machine. In this way, given a Turing machine M; computing a partial recursive function
f N --» N, we express My as a directed finite graph where its nodes correspond to the states of
M and the edges represent the simple operations performed by the machine at each step, namely,
reading a symbol, replacing it with another symbol and shifting the head. Encoding the tape as a
point in the disc through a Cantor set-like embedding, we prove that these simple operations can
be implemented using an explicit diffeomorphism. Hence, from the graph representing M, we
create a CW-complex W by placing a disc for each node and a mapping cylinder for each edge,
representing the operation performed by the edge, as depicted in Figure 2| Using the natural vec-
tor field produced by a homotopy between the identity and each of the edge diffeomorphisms, we
endow the CW-complex with a vector field. Then, by smoothing W into a homotopically equiva-
lent smooth manifold and doing a suitable (volume-preserving) extension of the flow, we get the
desired bordisms whose dynamics represent the computable function f. A detailed proof of this
result is provided in Appendix|Aland Theorem

It is worth mentioning that Theorem [1.1|can be reinterpreted from a categorical perspective, pro-
viding a computational analogue of Topological Quantum Field Theories (TQFTs) [38, [1,39]. A
TQFT is a phenomenological modelization of path integrals coming from quantum field theories
independent of the underlying metric, in the form of a monoidal symmetric functor Z : Bord,, —
Vect from the category of n-dimensional bordisms to the category of vector spaces. This functor
must be seen as attaching to each (n — 1)-manifold M a vector space Z(M) (the Hilbert space pro-
vided by a quantization of a classical system modeled by M) and, to each n-dimensional bordism
W between manifolds M; and M, it associates a linear map Z(W) : Z(M;) — Z(M3) (the path
integral induced by the quantum field theory between the Hilbert spaces of the boundaries).

Instead, in our context, the assignment Z; can be seen as a functor of 2-categories Z : Bordgy —
PF between the category of dynamical bordisms, i.e., bordisms with a well-behaved vector field,
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FIGURE 2. Thickening process to represent a partial recursive function as a dynam-
ical bordism.

and the category of partial functions. In this language, Theorem [1.1| can be equivalently restated
as follows.

Theorem 1.2. On the subcategory Bord?{dy - Bordgy of clean dynamical bordisms, the functor Zy re-
stricts to a full and surjective on objects monoidal functor

Z = Zo|y_ e : Bord5™ — PRF,

onto the 2-category of partial recursive functions.

Due to its parallelism with Topological Quantum Field Theories, we shall refer to this functor
Z : Bord;” — PRF as a Topological Kleene Field Theory (TKFT for short), named after Stephen
Kleene who introduced partial recursive functions as a central piece in computation. Indeed, in his
“Lectures on Computation”, Richard Feynman delves into the algebraic structures underpinning
quantum computing, drawing parallels to Topological Quantum Field Theory (TQFT).

The TKFT represents a new model of computation in which computable functions are central ob-
jects that can be executed by following the flow of a vector field. Under this point of view, it opens
new perspectives in complexity theory, since the computational complexity of the function can be
related to the topological complexity of the bordism and the vector field. In fact, the bordisms
used in Theorem [1.1| are forced to be non-trivial in the general case, precluding a deep relation
between the topology and the complexity of the function to be represented.

Furthermore, even though the proof developed in this work to establish Theorem [1.1|required the
use of an auxiliary Turing machine, there may exist other clean dynamical bordisms with the same
properties, but whose dynamics are constructed using different techniques. These non-Turing bor-
disms could provide a way of speeding-up the computation of certain partial recursive functions,
outperforming the efficiency of classical computation. In this direction, it is then natural to ask
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whether TKFTs could offer more efficient approaches to computation than Turing machine-based
computers or even if they could surpass non-deterministic methods, such as those developed in
quantum computing.

Structure of the document. In Section [2, we review the fundamentals of partial recursive func-
tions and Turing machines, with a special focus on the interpretation of Turing machines as finite
state machines. In Section 3] we establish the framework of Topological Kleene Field Theories, as
dynamical bordisms and the reaching functor Z,. Section 4| provides a categorical interpretation
of this result through the language of 2-categories and functors. Section [5|compiles some insights
about the capabilities of the proposed model and outlines some future research lines. Finally, the
complete proof of the main Theorem 1.Tis presented in Appendix

2. PRELIMINARIES: THE CHURCH-TURING THESIS

In this section, we shall review two of the most important models of computability that will play
a major role in this work: Turing machines and partial recursive functions.

2.1. Turing Machines. This celebrated computability model captures the essence of a computer
from a mathematical point of view. Due to its intuitive nature, it has become one of the most
widely used models of computation. Formally, a (binary) Turing machine is a tuple of data M =
(Q, q0, Qnait, 9), where @ is a finite set called the states of M, qy € Q is the initial state, Qnay S @ is
the set of halting states and
:QxA—-QxAx{-1,1}

is called the transition function, with A = {0,1,0} the alphabet of the tape. Here [J must be seen
as a “blank” character.

With this information, we can form a dynamical system as follows. Let us denote by A C AZ the
set of finite two-sided sequences ¢t : Z — A = {0,1,0}, i.e,, such that ¢, # O only for finitely
many n € Z. The elements ¢ € A will be called the tape states. The computation states are the set
S ={(t,q) € A x Q}, witht € A a tape state and ¢ € @ the current state of the Turing machine.
Then, we define the function

A M : S—S

as follows. Given a computation state (¢, ¢), the Turing machine computes 6(q,t9) = (¢, s, €) and
sets Aps(t,q) = (t',¢"), where t' is the tape state with ¢/, = ¢,y forn # —cand ' = s.

This function A, represents the intuitive idea that ¢ is a two-sided tape with finitely many non-
black symbols and M has a reader-writer head placed on the 0-th position of the tape. At each
step, the head of M reads the symbol under it and, according to the internal state q of the machine,
replaces it with the new symbol s on the tape, shifts the head to the left (¢ = —1, or equivalently,
the sequence to the right) or right (¢ = 1, or the sequence to the left) and the machine changes
its internal state to ¢’. In this vein, given an initial tape ¢, the function A, defines a dynamical
system on S starting in (¢, qp) € S. If, at some point, the system reaches a state of the form (t', ¢)
with ¢’ € Qpa, the dynamical system stops and we say that M halts with tape t'. Otherwise, we
say that M does not halt.
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Remark 2.1. In principle, more general Turing machines can be considered if we allow for more
symbols in the alphabet A of the tape rather than just A = {0,1,0}. However, it can be shown
that these machines with a larger alphabet are equivalent to a binary Turing machine, just by
binary encoding each symbol in the tape. For this reason and their simplicity, we shall focus on
binary machines in this work.

2.2. Partial Recursive Functions. In this work, we shall specifically focus on a particular model
of computability known as partial recursive functions, as introduced by Kleene in [22].

In this context, by a partial function f between sets A and B we mean a function f : Dy — B
defined on a certain subset Dy C A, called the domain of f. Equivalently, we can turn any partial
function into a usual one by choosing a new element e, setting A* = AU {e} and B* = B U {e},
and defining the usual function f : A* — B* by f(a) = f(a) ifa € Dy and f(a) = eif a & Dj.
A partial function between A and B will be denoted by f : A --» B. Observe that two partial
functions f : A --» Band g : B --» C, with respective domains Dy and D, can be composed as
usual after restricting the domain of f to Dy N f~1(D,).

In this manner, the set of partial recursive functions is the minimum set of partial functions f :
N" --» N closed under composition and containing (1) the constant functions, (2) the projection
functions, (3) the successor function, (4) primitive recursion functions and (5) minimization func-
tions (see [22] for a detailed description). Furthermore, using the natural embedding + : N* — N
given by (z1,...,x,) = pi'py* - pir, where p; denotes the i-th prime number, we can restrict
ourselves to partial recursive functions of the form f : N --» N. Not every function is a partial

recursive function, being an example the so-called busy beaver function [29].

The set of partial recursive functions represents a model of computation equivalent to the one
given by Turing machines. Indeed, consider a binary Turing machine M = (Q, qo, Qnait, 9). From
M, we can create the partial function fj; : N --» N given by

Far(@) y if M halts when z is used as initial value and returns y,
€Tr) =
M e if M does not halt when z is used as initial value.

In the description above, we encode x in the initial tape through its binary form, with the least
significant bit of x on the left, and the head of the machine is placed on this least significant bit.
The output is read in the same way: since only a finite number of cells in the tape are changed
before M halts, only a finite number of non-blank cells appear to the right of the position of the
head after halting. These cells to the right of the head are seen as the encoding of a binary number
y, which is interpreted as the output of M. In this manner, the function f); described above is said
to be implemented by the Turing machine M.

Remark 2.2. In the previous description, the contents of the tape to the left of the head in the
initial and final steps of the computation are disregarded, and this space is used as an “auxiliary”
memory for the machine. This choice allows us, in particular, to implement “injective” Turing
machines, in the sense that the content of the whole tape is different at the end of the computation
for different inputs.
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Theorem 2.3 ([22]). The function fpr : N --» N implemented by a binary Turing machine M is a partial
recursive function. Reciprocally, every partial recursive function can be implemented via a Turing machine.

Notice that the correspondence of the previous theorem is not bijective: Different Turing machines
can implement the same partial recursive function.

2.3. Turing Machines as finite state machines. There exists a geometric way of understanding
Turing machines as graphs, typically referred to as finite state machines. Suppose that we have a
Turing machine M = (Q, qo, @nalt, 9)- Then, we define the finite state machine G, associated to M
as the following labelled directed graph:

e The vertices of G, are the states () of M.

e Every vertex ¢ € Qnait has three different outgoing edges, corresponding to the values of
3(q,0) = (¢',s',€),0(q,1) = (¢",5",€") and §(¢,0) = (¢, 8", €”). In this way, we place an
edge between ¢ and ¢’ labelled with the triple (0, s', ¢’), an edge between ¢ and ¢” labelled
with the triple (1,s”,€”), and an edge between ¢ and ¢" labelled with (I, s, €”).

e The halting states of Qp,; have no outgoing edges.

Notice that G); may contain loops if transitions of the form é(q, s) = (g, s, €') exist.

Example 2.4. Let us consider a Turing machine with three states Q) = {qo, ¢1, g2}, initial state qo,
halting states Qpat = {¢2} and transition function given by

§(q0,0) = (q0,0,+1), 6(q0,1) = (q1,0,+1), 6(q0,0) = (g, 1,-1),
5((]170) = (QI707+1)7 5(Q171) = (q0707+1)7 5((]17‘:’) = (q2707_1)'

This Turing machine is designed to read a string of 0’s and 1’s and to return 1 if it finds an even
number of 1’s and 0 otherwise. According to the previous description, the associated finite state
machine is the one depicted in fig.|3| The halting states are highlighted with a double border, and
the initial state is marked with an incoming edge from no node.

(1,0,+1)

FIGURE 3. Finite state machine for the parity detector Turing Machine.
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3. DYNAMICAL COMPUTATION

In this section, we introduce a new tool to understand computability from a geometric point of
view. As we shall show, this provides a framework to reinterpret several computability questions,
such as complexity and their limitation. However, to define these concepts properly, we will need
some geometric and combinatorial background.

3.1. Dynamical bordisms. Throughout this paper, an n-dimensional manifold with (2-step) cor-
ners will be a second countable Hausdorff topological space W with local charts ¢ : U C M —
V' C HY into open sets of HY = {(x1,...,2,) € R" | z,_1, 2, > 0} and smooth transition functions.
Given a point p € M with image ¢(p) = (z1,...,2y), if z,—1 > 0 and z,, > 0, we say that it is
an interior point; if z,_1 = 0 and x,, > 0, or z,_1 > 0 and z,, = 0, we call it a frontier point; and if
ZTn—1 = xn, = 0, we refer to it as a corner point. The set of frontier points will be denoted by 0, W
and the set of corner points by d,WW. Additionally, the set OW = oW U 0,W will be called the
boundary of W. Notice that every component of 0; W is a usual manifold with boundary, and 0W
is the result of non-smoothly gluing these components along their boundaries.

In this setting, given two manifolds M; and M, with boundary, a bordism between them will be
a manifold with corners W such that we can decompose its boundary as OW = M; U M, U I'W,
where O'W C 0, W is an open manifold without boundary. Additionally, a smooth vector field
X on the bordism W is said to be tame if X is transverse to M; and M> and tangent to o'W.
Furthermore, notice that, for i = 1, 2, we have a splitting of the tangent bundle TW|y;, = TM; ®R
as a vector bundle over M;, and thus the tameness condition implies that X|j;, is a nowhere
vanishing vector field in the “normal” direction.

Definition 3.1. A dynamical germ is a pair (M, X) of an n-dimensional compact manifold with
boundary together with a non-zero smooth vector field X on TM & R with X = (V,s) and s =
s(p) < 0 for all p € M. Given dynamical germs (M;, X;) and (Ms, X2), a dynamical bordism
between them is a pair (W, X') where W is an (n + 1)-dimensional compact bordism with corners
between M; and M> and X is a tame vector field on it such that s|y;, = —s;1 and s|pz, = s, where
we are decomposing X; = (V}, s;) as before.

For a dynamical germ (M, X), we should think about the vector field X as pointing “outwards”
when M is seen as a boundary of a bordism. For this reason, that s|y;, = —s; for a bordism (W, X)
between (M;, X;) and (M3, X2) means that X points “inwards” at M7, while 5|z, = s2 means that
it points “outwards” at Mo.

3.2. Cantor-based encodings. The standard ternary Cantor set is the set of real numbers z € R
of the form z = > 2°, €377, with ¢, = 0 or 2. This Cantor set can be used to encode natural
numbers (through their binary expansion) in the real line or, even more interestingly, paths in a
binary tree (¢; = 0 means that we turn left in the i-th branch, and ¢; = 2 that we turn right). Due
to these interesting properties, the study of its group of automorphisms is a very active area, see
for instance [18} 125, 33].
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Using these ideas, we can define a useful encoding of finite binary sequences with symbols from
the alphabet A = {0, 1,0} into the closed interval I = [—1, 1] C R. For this purpose, let t = {t,,}
be finite sequence with ¢,, € A for n > 0 and t,,, = O for m large enough. We encode ¢ in I as the
point

y4
Za(ti)?fi,

i=0
where 0 : A — {—1,0,1} is the assignment ¢(0) = —1, 0(1) = 1 and o(0) = 0. In other words,
we see ¢ as a finite path in a binary tree where ¢,, = 0 means turning left, ¢, = 1 means turning

W N

Tt =

right and ¢, = 0 indicates no turn. If we identify the set of finite sequences with the set of
natural numbers according to their binary expansion (ending with a tail of blank symbols [J), the
construction above defines an embedding of N in the interval I that we shall denote by x : N — I.

This construction is particularly useful to encode finite two-sided binary sequences, that is, se-
quences of the form ¢ = {t,,} withn € Z and t,,, = O for |m| large enough. These sequences form a
set denoted by A. Indeed, if we split ¢ into the two one-sided sequences ¢t and ¢~ of non-positive
and negative terms, respectively, we define the embedding x : A < I?,t + (k(t7),x(t")). In the
same way, we obtain embeddings of N" in the cube I" for any n > 1, also denoted by x : N «— ™.

Using this notion, we can enlarge our notion of dynamical bordisms to encode embeddings of
intervals.

Definition 3.2. A marked dynamical germ is a triple (M, X,¢), where (M, X) is a dynamical germ
and ¢ = {u1, ..., tn} isacollection of embeddings ¢; : I — M for 1 < j < m of the n-dimensional
interval, where M = LI7", M is the decomposition of M into its connected components.

Example 3.3. For any n > 2, the tuple (D", X, ) is a marked dynamical germ, where D" is the
standard disc of radius 2, ¢ : I — D" the usual inclusion and X, = (0, 1) for all p € D" is the
normal vector field. We shall denote this marked dynamical germ just by D", or just D when the
dimension is clear from the context, and call it the standard disc.

An important class of dynamical bordisms arises by considering topologically trivial bordisms
with dynamics governed by a diffeomorphism. Suppose that (M, X, ) is a connected marked
dynamical germ such that the image of the embedding ¢ : I"™ < M lies in a chart of M and agrees
with the standard cube I" in the chart. In that case, a diffeomorphism ¢ : M — M is said to be
computable if p(L(I")) = +(I") and ¢|yn : N* C I — N" C " is a partial recursive function. If
¢ is moreover isotopic to the identity, then such isotopy generates a nowhere vanishing vector
field X, on M x [0,1] so that the flow of X, starting at (x,0) ends at (¢(x),1). Endowed with
this vector field, M x [0, 1] becomes a dynamical bordism of marked dynamical germs whose flow
represents ¢.

Definition 3.4. Let ¢ : M — M be a null-homotopic computable diffeomorphism. The dynamical
bordism (M x [0, 1], X,,) is called a basic bordism.
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Using these basic dynamical bordisms, we can construct more complex dynamical bordisms by
gluing them. This generates an important class of dynamical bordisms that we refer to as clean.

Definition 3.5. A dynamical bordism (W, X)) is said to be clean if there exists a CW-subcomplex
W C W such that W is a deformation retract of W and W can be decomposed as the gluing of
finitely many basic dynamical bordisms of marked dynamical germs glued along subcomplexes
of .

3.3. Partial functions from dynamical bordisms. Let (W, X) be a dynamical bordism between
marked dynamical germs (M, X, ¢) and (M’, X', ’). Suppose that M has m connected components
and M’ has m’ components. In this section, we will show that we can naturally associate to the
bordism (W, X) a partial function Zo(W, X) : N¥ ——» N where N“* = N x {1,...,s} is the
disjoint union of s copies of N.

To do so, for simplicity, let us first suppose that both M and M’ are non-empty and connected, we
only have two embeddings ¢ : I" < M and ¢/ : I"™ — M’. We define the auxiliary partial map

Yaw,x) : N --» N"

as follows. Pick ¢ € N" and let = = «(k(c)) € M, where k : N® — I" is the embedding of Section
Consider the flow of the vector field X on W starting at z. If the flow hits M’ C W, let 2/ be
such an intersection point. Notice that, since X points outwards at M, there exists at most one
such intersection point. Then, we set

(' ok)™L(2") ifa’ € Img(/ o k),
. otherwise.

Y, x)(c) = { )

Remark 3.6. We may have 1y, x)(c) = e for two different reasons: Either the flow starting at x
does not hit the outgoing boundary M’ or it hits M’ but not in the image of the Cantor set, as
represented in Figure

FIGURE 4. Different possibilities ocurring in the definition of ¢y, x) : C" --» C™.

With this information at hand, we define the partial function

Zo(W,X) : N --> N
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as follows. Let n € N and consider the “line” {n} x x(N"~1) C I". If Yy x) ({n} x s(N""1)) C
{n'} x k(N"~1) for some n’ € N, then we set Zo(W, X)(n) = n’, and otherwise Zy(W, X)(n) = e.
Explicitly, Zo(W, X)(n) = n’ if and only if, for all y, ¢, x)(n,y) = (n/,y') for some y € x(N"~1).

Remark 3.7. The clumsy condition that the line {n} x x(N"~1) must be mapped to a line {n’} x
r(N"~1) should be understood as the fact that the last n — 1 components of the initial point are just
“auxiliary data” that do not affect the final result of the calculation. The need for these auxiliary
data is very clear geometrically. Indeed, since ¥y, x) is given as the hitting map of a smooth flow,
it must be injective. This would imply that the partial functions captured by Z;, must be injective.
In order to avoid this problem, we use the vertical direction to accumulate auxiliary data that
allows separating points with the same images.

In the general case of a dynamical bordism (W,X) : (M, X,¢) — (M',X’',.) between non-
connected objects, decompose M = M; U...U M,, and M’ = M| U...U M, , into their connected
components so that we have restrictions ¢; : I" < M; and ¢} : I" < M;. Working as above, for
any 1 < j < n, we define the auxiliary partial maps

n ny\Um/ toor) N2 ifa’ € Img() or),
vy, NV == (N9 4(e) —{ Ek ) (@) g} o k)

otherwise.
Here 2’ is the intersection point of ¢;(x(c)) € M; C W with M’. Putting these maps together, we
get a partial map

Pawx) = Uitarx,; o (N ——s (N7
that induces as in the previous case a partial function Zo(W, X) : N¥™ ——» N" We have thus
proven the following result.

Proposition 3.8. Every dynamical bordism W between marked dynamical germs M and M’ with m and
m’ connected components, respectively, can be naturally associated with a partial function

Zo(W) : NH™ 5 NI

These partial functions satisfy that Zo(W Uy W) is an extension of Zo(W) o Zo(W') for any dynamical
bordisms W and W' with common boundary M’.

At this point, an important question arises: What partial functions are representable by a clean
dynamical bordism? In other words, given a partial function f : N --» N, does there exist a clean
dynamical bordism Wy such that Zy(Wy) = f? In this direction, the following theorem establishes
the first part of Theorem Its proof can be checked in Appendix

Theorem 3.9. Partial recursive functions are representable by volume-preserving clean dynamical bor-
disms of the standard disc.

Remark 3.10. In general, the topology of the bordism representing a partial recursive function
f : N — N will not be trivial, capturing the complexity of the function. In particular, the function
f can be represented by a basic morphism if and only if f extends to a diffeomorphism of the disc,
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when seen N — D via & (recall that D is the standard disc of radius 2). However, not all the partial
recursive functions can be extended, such as the function that reverses the binary expansion of
a natural number, ie., f (37 a;2") = > ap—2". Indeed, the points in D associated to the
sequences z,, = 2" and z], = 2" 4 2"~ converge to the same limit (—1,0) € D, but f(z,,) = 1 and
f(z,) = 3 for all n.

Remark 3.11. Recall that, by definition, the vector field of a dynamical bordism is transverse to the
incoming and outgoing boundaries of the bordism. This condition is crucial in Theorem 3.9} If we
drop it, it is very simple to construct a vector field on a topologically trivial bordism representing
any function. Indeed, if A C M is any discrete subset of a compact manifold M (possibly with
boundary), given any function f : A — A, we can easily construct a degenerate non-transverse
dynamical bordism representing it. To do so, in M x [0,1], choose pairwise disjoint paths ~,
connecting (a,0) with (f(a),1) for all @ € A. Since A is discrete, these paths v, can be thickened
into pairwise disjoint closed tubes T;, C M x [0, 1]. We endow each of these tubes T, with a flow-
box vector field X, in such a way that the flow starting at (a,0) hits (f(a),1) and such that X,
vanishes at the ‘vertical’ boundary of T;,. Extending these vector fields X, by zero outside T,, we
get a vector field X on M x [0, 1] representing the function f on A. However, this vector field X is
clearly non-transverse to the boundaries M x {0, 1} since it vanishes on an open set.

Remark 3.12. The condition that the dynamical bordism (¥, X') representing a partial recursive
function f is clean is also of central relevance here. Intuitively it forces that the flow of X captures
topologically the operation of f. Indeed, since (W, X) is constructed by gluing basic bordisms
induced by a computable diffeomorphism, each of these basic tubes can only represent a simple
intermediate calculation performed during the computation of f. Hence, locally the flow only ex-
ecutes simple operations and the involved dynamics of f only emerges globally as a consequence
of the topology of W, which determines how to combine these simple operations. In particular,
the example of Remark (and other variants) is non-clean either because (M x [0, 1], X) is not
constructed by gluing finitely many basic bordisms. This captures the fact that the flow of X is
very involved in this case, representing the whole calculation at once.

Remark 3.13. The construction shown in Appendix[A]can be actually improved to allow an encod-
ing that is robust under non-uniform perturbations. To be precise, a finite sequence ¢t = {¢;} can

1+e 2—¢

32 SYS 32 (o

for e > 0 fixed and small. In other words, U is the interval of length (1 — 2¢)37¢~2 centered in ;,
where x; € I is the point defined in Section This induces a collection of open sets Uy = {U; }+en

of I. By considering the collection ¢y = {U;+ x U;-} for t € A a two-sided finite sequence with
non-negative part ¢ and negative part¢~, we can also form a collection of open sets of 12 encoding

be encoded as the open set U; C I given by

¢
22 —i
Ut:{3 U(tz‘)3 +yel

=0

A. The whole construction of this paper can be carried out verbatim to work with this encoding
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in terms of open sets. Since the diameters of these open sets tend to zero as ¢/ — oo, we conclude
that our construction is robust under non-uniform perturbations.

Furthermore, from the construction that we give in the Appendix, and using the fact that a partial
recursive function can be implemented by different Turing machines, it is straightforward to prove
the following fact.

Corollary 3.14. The assignment Zy is not injective.

We finish this section by proving that the converse of Theorem 3.9|also holds, which completes the
proof of Theorem[I.1} Explicitly, given any clean dynamical bordism (W, X), the flow of X defines
a function Zo(W, X) : (N*)"™ ——» (N™)"™" that is computable.

Theorem 3.15. The reaching function of a clean dynamical bordism is a partial recursive function.

Proof. We will prove it by induction on the number b of basic bordisms glued to form the clean
dynamical bordism. In the base case b = 1, the clean bordism is a basic bordism and the reaching
function is computable by hypothesis.

Now, suppose that the result is true for all clean bordisms formed by gluing b > 1 basic bordisms,
and let us prove it for b+1. Let W be a clean bordism whose underlying CW-complex W is formed
by gluing b + 1 basic bordisms and has reaching function ZO(W) : NUm — NU' Choose one of
the basic bordisms M, = (M x [0, 1], X,,) in W and denote by W’ the result of removing M, from
W. We have that W' is composed of b basic bordisms, so by induction hypothesis, the reaching
function Zo(W') is computable.

First, suppose that the input and output boundaries of M, are not boundaries of the bordism
W. Hence, removing M, has the effect of adding a new input and output boundaries in W, so
that Zo(W') : NH(m+1) s NUm'+1) and Z,(M,) : N — N. For simplicity, let us assume that the
newly created input and output boundaries correspond to the (m + 1)-th copy of N"(™+1) and
the (m’ + 1)-th copy of NY(™+1) respectively. Let us denote by (n, i) the point n € N in the i-th
component of N-™. In that situation, the function Zo(W) can be described in terms of Zo(W’) and
Zo(M,,) as follows

— { (', 5) if Zo(W')(n,i) = (', j) with j </,
ZO(W) (na Z) = fpmgap / . 17/ . / /
Zo(W')(Zo(My)(n'),m +1) if Zo(W')(n,i) = (n/,m' +1).
Using the inductive construction of partial recursive functions, it is easy to check that this func-
tion can be written as a recursion on Zy(W’) and thus it is a partial recursive function provided
that Zo(W’) is so. The case in which M, connects with an output boundary of W is completely
analogous by adjusting the number of input and output components of the boundary of W', and
results in a simpler expression for Zo(W). This proves the inductive step and therefore the theo-
rem follows. O
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This result, jointly with Theorem 3.9} actually prove that clean dynamical bordisms have the same
computational capabilities as Turing machines.

Corollary 3.16. Clean dynamical bordisms is a model of computation equivalent to Turing machines.

4. CATEGORICAL INTERPRETATION: TOPOLOGICAL KLEENE FIELD THEORIES

The results of this work can be equivalently reformulated in the framework of category the-
ory, where new and interesting perspectives arise. In particular, we will use the language of
2-categories, also known as bicategories. Intuitively, a 2-category is a collection of objects =, mor-
phisms f : # — 2’ between objects (called 1-morphisms) and morphisms « : f = f’ between
1-morphisms (called 2-morphisms). For a complete introduction to 2-categories, see [4].

Notice that given m > 1, we can consider the disjoint union N*"* = N x {1,...,m} of m copies of
N. For convenience, we also set N20 = (). Using the natural inclusion, N can be seen as a subset
of N"*. With this notion at hand, first we can consider the 2-category PF of partial functions given by:

e Objects: The objects of PF are the non-negative integers Z>.

e Morphisms: A morphism between objects mm and m/ is a partial function f : NV ——» N,
Composition is given by composition of partial functions, with the identity map as the
identity morphism.

e 2-Morphisms: Given two morphisms f : N ——» N and g : N¥™ ——» N a unique
2-morphism f = g between them exists if f extends g, i.e., if D, C Dy and f|p, = g.

Notice that PF is naturally equipped with a monoidal symmetric structure, where m; ® my =
mj + ma on objects. Additionally, given morphisms f; : N¥™1 ——» NY™1 and fy : N¥m2 -5 NUm2
then f1 ® fo : NHmatme __y NUmi+m) jg the partial function given by f; on the first m; copies (with
image in the first m/ copies) and f> on the last ms copies (and taking values in the last m/, copies).

Furthermore, inside PF we find an interesting wide 2-subcategory, namely, the category PRF of par-
tial recursive functions. Again, the objects of PRF are the non-negative integers Z>(, a morphism
between them is a partial recursive function f : N” ——» NY" and 2-morphisms are again re-
strictions of the domain. Notice that compositions of partial recursive functions are again partial
recursive functions, showing that PRF is indeed a subcategory of PF, and it is straightforward to
check that the monoidal symmetric structure of PF also restricts to PRF.

In the same spirit, fixed n > 2, we can consider the category BordY of dynamical n-bordisms as the
category given as follows:

e Objects: An object is a triple (M, X, ¢) of an n-dimensional marked dynamical germ.

e Morphism: A morphism (M, X1,¢1) — (Mo, t2) between marked dynamical germs is
an equivalence class of dynamical bordisms (I, X) between them. Two such bordisms
(W, X) and (W', X') are declared to be equivalent if there exists a boundary preserving
diffeomorphism F' : W — W' such that F,(X) = X'.
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e Composition is given by gluing of bordisms and vector fields along the common boundary.

Additionally, by considering only identity 2-morphisms between bordisms, Bord} can be seen as
a 2-category.

Remark 4.1. The gluing W Ux, W’ of two bordisms (W, X) : (M1, X1) — (M, X2) and (W', X’) :
(M3, X2) — (M3, X3) does not have a unique smooth structure. In the same vein, even though
Xlx,=X 3(2, this does not mean that the vector fields X and X’ glue to give a smooth vector field.
However, by choosing a collaring around M, and smoothing-out X and X’ along this collaring,
there is a way of defining a smooth gluing with a smooth vector field. This smoothing-out is not
unique in general, but it is unique up to boundary-preserving diffeomorphism, so composition is
well-defined in Bordiy.

Recall that a functor ' : C — D between 2-categories is an assignment satisfying the same prop-
erties as a regular functor between usual categories except that, instead of preserving composition
on the nose, there may exist a natural family of 2-morphisms in D such that F'(fog) = F(f)oF(g)
for all 1I-morphisms f and g of C.

As constructed in Section 3.3 given a dynamical bordism (W, X) : (M, X,¢) — (M', X', //), we
can associate to it a partial function

Zo(W, X) : NP s NU™,

where m and m’ are the number of connected components of M and M’, respectively. We can
promote this assignment to objects by setting Zy(M, X, ¢) = m, if M has m connected components.
A straightforward check using the description of Section [3.3|shows the following result.

Proposition 4.2. The assignment
Zy : Bord;Y — PF

is a well-defined monoidal symmetric functor of 2-categories.

Remark 4.3. Notice that the 2-category structure plays a crucial role here. Given bordisms (W, X) :
(M, X,0) - (M, X',J)and (W, X") : (M',X',0) — (M",X","), the uniqueness of the flow of
a smooth vector field shows that Z, (W', X’) o (W, X)) is a partial function extending the com-
position Zy(W', X') o Zy(W, X). By definition, this exactly means that there exists a 2-morphism
Zo(W', X") 0o Zo(W, X) = Zo (W', X") o (W, X)), but this is not invertible in principle.

Definition 4.4. The functor

Zo : BordY — PF
is called the pseudo-Topological Kleene Field Theory, pseudo-TKFT for short.

Definition 4.5. A Topological Kleene Field Theory, TKFT for short, is a monoidal subcategory B C
BordY such that Z restricted to B factorizes as a full and surjective on objects monoidal functor

Z = Zy|g : B —> PRF.
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If such a functor exists, we shall say that partial recursive functions are quantizable by means of
the category B.

Remark 4.6. Definition requires three conditions to be fulfilled. The first one, that Z restricts
to a functor to PRF, can be spelled out as that we have a commutative diagram

Z
BordY 2° . PF

The functor Z must be full. This means that for any object (M, X,¢) and (M’, X', /), the assign-
ment

Z : Homp((M, X, ), (M', X',¢")) — Hompre(Z(M, X, ), Z(M', X', )
is surjective or, in other words, any partial recursive function is representable through a dynamical
bordism. Finally, the condition of being surjective on objects reduces to the fact that B contains the
connected objects.

In this context, Theorems (3.9|and can be rephrased in this categorical language as follows.

Theorem 4.7. Topological Kleene Field Theories exist. To be precise, if Bord, " is the wide subcategory of
Bordflly of clean dynamical bordisms, then

Z = 7| - BordS" — PRF

c-d:
Bord,, "

is a Topological Kleene Field Theory.

Proof. By Theorem the reaching function of any clean dynamical bordism is computable, so

Zy restricts to a function with values in PRF on Bord,c{dy. Notice that this functor Z = Zo|Bor 4oy

is surjective on objects since Bord" contains the connected objects. Additionally, by Theorem
given a partial recursive function, there exists a clean dynamical bordism of the standard disc
representing it, which implies that Z is full. O

A TKEFT provides an effective method of computing through a dynamical system. Indeed, if Z :
B — PRF is a TKFT, then given a partial recursive function f : N --» N, there exists a bordism
(W, X)) of B such that Z(W, X)) = f. This has many implications:

e The partial recursive function f can be effectively computed by simulating the flow of X
inW.
e The dynamics of the vector fields in B manifest a special kind of complexity, in the sense

that they are Turing-complete.

e Since there exist universal partial recursive functions, then B also contains a universal bor-
dism (W,, X,). Somehow, this means that the dynamics of any other bordism in B is
governed by those of (W, X,,).
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e The dynamics in B are undecidable. That is, given (W, X) : (M, X1,¢1) = (M2, X2,¢2) @
morphism of B, there exists no algorithm to determine whether the flow of a point starting
at M; will hit M5 or not.

5. CONCLUSIONS

The work presented in this paper establishes a new connection between dynamical systems and
computability by representing computable functions through the flows of vector fields on bor-
disms. These ideas raise interesting questions to be explored in future research. First of all, as a
result of this work, we have proven that TKFTs represent a fully functional model of computation,
on the same footing as Turing machines and partial recursive functions. However, the dynamical
nature of the construction enables new perspective to address classical problems of computation
through a novel glass.

In this direction, in [10, Corollary 3.3], it was shown that through area-preserving diffeomor-
phisms of the disc it is possible to encode a larger class of Turing machines, known as Turing
machines with (polynomial) advice. These are machines that are immediately provided at the be-
ginning of the computation with an auxiliary string that depends only on the length of the input,
and works as an ‘advice’ that allows the machine to transcend the classical limits of computation.
Indeed, the advice itself may not be computable, leading to Turing machines able to process some
non-computable functions. But, perhaps more interesting, we can also restrict ourselves to com-
putable advices, which can be used to speed-up the computation since the advice is immediately
provided. In that case, we expect that these diffeomorphisms of the disc encoding a computable
advice can be used as new pieces of basic bordisms that would improve the computational ef-
ficiency of clean dynamical bordisms, due to the presence of advice. This emerging feature of
clean dynamical bordism would demonstrate that TKFT already exceeds the efficiency of Turing
machines and, and is at least as powerful as Turing machines with polynomial advice.

Furthermore, the method developed in this paper links the complexity of the computable function
with the topology of the bordism representing it. Indeed, the method of proof creates a bordism
that has as strong deformation retract the graph underlying a Turing machine computing the
function, so the homology invariants of the bordisms, and in particular its first Betti number, are
forced to agree with the ones of the graph. In this direction, a question arises: is it possible to
(algorithmically) construct a clean dynamical bordism computing a partial recursive function f
with strictly smaller first Betti number than that of any Turing machine computing f? This is
particularly interesting taking into account that TKFTs are equivalent to Turing machines, since
using clean bordisms we will be able to compute exactly the same partial recursive functions, but
potentially improving the complexity of the calculation.

A positive answer to these questions would imply that dynamical bordisms offer a new frame-
work for computability that is strictly more efficient than standard Turing machines, analogous to
the way quantum computing provides a more efficient approach to computation. In this context,
an alternative approach would be to employ stochastic vector fields on the bordism. In this frame-
work, the flow would be probabilistic rather than deterministic, mimicking the stochastic nature
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of quantum computing. Indeed, in a certain sense, the topological nature of bordisms resembles
the bifurcations observed in Feynman diagrams. Consequently, it could be anticipated that the
capabilities of dynamical bordisms might match, if not surpass, those of quantum computing.
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section, we shall prove Theorem 3.9 by showing that any finite state machine, as described
in Section can be represented through a dynamical bordism. For simplicity, we shall focus on
the case n = 2 of surfaces, but the constructions can be straighforwardly extended to the higher
dimensional case.

A.1. Reversible Turing machines. A very desirable feature of a Turing machine is the ability to
reverse their computation. To be precise, consider a Turing machine M that induces a dynamical
system
A M : S—S

on the space S of computational states. We say that M is reversible if the function Ay is injective.
Notice that, in particular, this implies thatif § : @ x A — @Q x A x {1} is the transition function
of M, then its first two components ¢’ : @ x A — @ x A form an injective function. Reversible
computation is an active area of research that has been deeply studied in the literature, see for
instance [3],128].

In the seminal paper [5], Bennett showed that any computation can be done by means of a re-
versible Turing machine, as stated in the following result.

Theorem A.1. [5] For every Turing machine, there exists an equivalent reversible Turing machine.

To perform the reversible calculation, the new Turing machine uses three tapes, meaning that the
Turing machine has access to three separate tapes with three read-write heads on each of them so
that at every step only one of the heads performs an operation (see [32] for more information about
multi-tape machines). Additionally, the construction developed by Bennett has the property that,
when the computation has finished, the output of the reversible Turing machine is just the output
of the calculation in one tape, whereas another tape contains the initial input tape and the third
tape is completely blank. In particular, no auxiliary information about the history of transitions of
the Turing machine remains in the tape when the calculation concludes.

It is worth mentioning that the use of several tapes for the calculation is not a limiting factor, and
the same calculation can be done with a single-tape machine. This fact is well known, but we
include a proof here for the sake of completeness.

Proposition A.2. For every multi-tape reversible Turing machine, there exists a single-tape reversible
Turing machine.

Proof. First, observe that more symbols can be added to the tape alphabet A of a reversible Turing
machine without affecting the reversibility of the computation. To do so, we encode the symbols
of A in binary in the tape by using b bits, and substitute each transition by a chain of transitions
reading successively the b symbols of the tape, and replacing them back before shifting. Observe
that the amount b of spots needed to encode these symbols is fixed beforehand since A is finite.
The computation is still reversible since we are only adding states with no extra loops.
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Additionally, without affecting the reversibility, it is possible to perform the operation that, given
a tape, shifts all the subtape to the right of the reading head one position to the right, leaving
the subtape to the left unchanged and adding a special symbol in the newly created space. To
do so, successively replace every symbol in the right substring by the one immediately to its left,
recording the deleted symbol in an auxiliary state of the machine. Thanks to the special symbol
marking the starting point of the shift, the computation is clearly reversible. Iterating this machine,
we can reversibly shift the right substring N > 0 positions to the right and, analogously, we can
perform the same operation to the left.

Using these operations, we can simulate n tapes with a reversible single-tape Turing machine
as follows. We encode the n tapes in a single tape side-by-side, juxtaposing the symbols and
separating them with a special symbol working as delimiter. The current position of the read-
write head on each of the tapes is also marked by special symbols. The amount of space devoted
to each tape is controlled by a fixed natural number N > 0 (typically, very large), so that each
subtape is allocated in a memory of N bits. Each time one of the substrings runs out of space
and needs more than IV bits, a new block of IV bits is allocated to its left by applying the shifting
machine described above. The process is illustrated in Figure

header
N
see 1 S O 0 0 S 1 0 1 s
N <hift
header U
N
0 0 Sy O O O 1 0 1 “ee

FIGURE 5. Addition of new memory for the space allocated for a tape. In the pic-
ture, every tape has reserved blocks of size N = 3, S and S» denote the separation
symbols between tapes, and [ is the blank symbol.

In this manner, the single-tape Turing machine operates on each tape as usual, and every time
we want to change the computation to a different tape, we shift (left or right, depending on the
position of the target tape) until we find the special symbol pointing the position of the head in
that tape. Observe that the amount of auxiliary symbols needed to perform this simulation only
depends on the number of tapes n, and thus can be fixed beforehand. 0

A.2. The basic bordism. Before proceeding with the proof of the main result, let us show that we
can represent the basic read-write-shift operation as a bordism using elementary operations. For
simplicity, throughout this section we will consider the case in which we have only two symbols
in our alphabet, 0 and 1, but it is straightforward to adapt it to work with more symbols.
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Recall that we denote by A the set of finite two-sided sequences. For ¢ = £1, we consider the
shifting automorphism of A,
Se A= A,

given by [s(t)], = tn+c for all n € Z. In other words, for € = 1, s1 shifts the sequence to the left (or
the origin to the right); whereas for e = —1, s_; shifts the sequence to the right (or the origin to the
left). It is well known that s. can be extended to an area-preserving diffeomorphism of the disc
D, which is equivalent to the celebrated horseshoe map (recall that D denotes the standard disc of
radius 2). We include a proof for the sake of completeness.

Lemma A.3. Forany e € {£1}, there exists a computable area-preserving smooth diffeomorphism
pe:D—D

that is the identity on the boundary of D and such that @|x = s..

Proof. Let I. = [—¢,1 + ¢]? for € > 0 small. Divide the square I. intro four regions, X, Y, Z and T,
as shown in Figure[f] The points of A inside each region correspond to those two-sided sequences

of the form
XﬂA:{”W”},YﬁA:{“g”},

ZmA:{”%UH} TOA:{“%L”}

Here, the subscript “0” denotes the position of the 0-th digit in the two-sided sequence. Now,
through a linear transformation, we map these regions into the new regions X', Y/, Z’ and 717,
as displayed in Figure[6] Notice that the points of the Cantor set in these regions correspond to
sequences of the form

XﬂA:{”%”},YWA:{”%”},
ZmA:{”Q”},TWA:{”%”}.
Since the new regions are pairwise disjoint, it is easy to extend the aforementioned linear trans-
formation to an area-preserving diffeomorphism of the whole disc ¢4 : D — D so that it is the

identity on the boundary, and ¢ |z = s (see [13, Proposition 5.1] for details). Taking ¢ = gojrl,
we get and area-preserving diffeomorphism with ¢_ |y = s_. O

Now, observe that any diffeomorphism of the disc that is the identity on the boundary is isotopic
to the identity with a boundary-fixing isotopy. Hence, using the construction in Definition 3.4, we
get the following result. In the statement, by trivial we mean that the vector field X is of the form
0, in a neighborhood of 9(D x [0, 1]), with z € [0, 1].

Corollary A.4. For any e € {£1}, there exists a basic bordism
We=(Dx[0,1,X.):D—D

such that X is volume-preserving, trivial in a neighborhood of (D x [0,1]), and the map 1w, : A — A of
associated to it is Py, = s..
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FIGURE 6. Operation of the diffeomorphism ¢ : D — D.

However, a computation step of a Turing machine is not only a shift, but also a read-write op-
eration. We can represent this operation by gluing W, to suitable parts of discs. To be precise,
suppose that we want to execute a transition («, 3, €), i.e., when the symbol o € A of the alphabet
is read, the header substitutes it by 3 € A and then shifts the tape in the ¢ = &1 direction.

For any symbol s € A, let us consider disjoint diffeomorphic open sets Dy ; of the disc D containing
the vertical strip of all the points of A of sequences t with ¢y = s, as in Figure|7} Using the shifting
diffeomorphism ¢ : D — D of Lemma we also set D, s = ¢} (Do) for any n € Z. In this
manner, the open set D, ; contains the sequences ¢t € A with ¢,, = s, see Figure

Dy,

Do.o Dy 1

FIGURE 7. Open sets Dy, ;.

Now, we are going to paste W, to an incoming disc D and to an outgoing disc I’ to represent the
read-write-shift operation («, 3, €). For this purpose, let us denote the incoming boundary of W,
by D(We) and the outgoing boundary by ID/(W,). The partition defined above determines open
sets D(We)o 3 and I (We)_¢ g of D(W,) and D'(WW,), respectively. Then, we glue a small cylinder
D(We)o,g % [0,1] to D(We)o s and analogously a cylinder I/(W,)_. 3 x [0,1] to D'(W,)_ 3. The
resulting space will be denoted W, and is depicted in Figure @

Furthermore, since the vector field X, on W, is trivial in a neighbourhood of the boundary, it can
be extended to W, by taking the vector field 0, on the glued cylinders.
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D(We) D'(We)

FIGURE 8. Gluing of the bordism W, two small cylinders.

Now, the resulting space W, can be glued to the incoming disc D and to an outgoing disc D’
to represent the read-write-shift operation («, 3, ¢). This is done by gluing the open set Dy ., of
D to the incoming boundary of /I/IZ, which is D(W¢)o g and coincides with Dy, up to traslation.
Analogously, we glue the open set I'(W,)_. 3 of the outgoing boundary of W, to the open set
D’ 5. Since the vector field is trivial in a boundary of the gluing loci, it naturally extends to a
smooth vector field on the resulting space. The resulting bordism is shown in Figure[9]

FIGURE 9. Gluing of the bordism W, with the discs D and I/

The flow of the resulting CW-complex performs exactly the read-write-shift operation («, 3, €).
Indeed, since only the open set Dy, C D is glued, the operation only affects to those tapes ¢t with
to = a. This open set Dy, is glued to D(W,)¢ g, having the effect of substituting the symbol « at
position 0 by the symbol . In other words, under this gluing, a tape t € Dy, N A, i.e., with ¢ty = ¢,
corresponds to another tape ¢t € D(W,)o 3 N A with ¢, = t,, for n # 0 and t;, = 8. Now, given such
a tape t' € D(We)o,g N A, the effect of the flow of W, is to send it to the tape s (') € /(W) N A.
Concretely, since ¢, = 3, then s.(t')_ = § and thus s.(t') € I/(W,)_, g. This is exactly the open
set that is glued identically with the final disc I'. Furthermore, the flow obtained in the resulting
CW-complex is volume preserving, because the flows of each one of the basic bordisms that are
glued are volume preserving as well.

Proposition A.5. For any ¢ € {£1}, symbols o, 3 € A, and discs D and I, there exists a dynamical
bordism endowed with a volume-preserving vector field that is trivial in a neighbourhood of the boundary
such that the flow performs the read-write-shift operation («, 3, €) from the disc D to the disc I)'.

A.3. Computational thickening. Consider a partial recursive function f : N --» N. By [22], there
exists a Turing machine M = (Q, qo, Qnait, 0) computing f. Furthermore, by Proposition we
can suppose that M is reversible. In this section, we will prove that there exists a dynamical
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bordism (W, X) : D — D such that ¢y, x) : A — A is the output function of M (recall that the map
Yw,x) was introduced in Section .

Now, consider the finite state machine G,; of M as described in Section Without loss of gener-
ality, we can modify the state machine Gj; to assume that it satisfies the following properties:

e There is a single halting state node ¢y. If there are more than one halting state nodes, then
create a new halting state node and relabel all the former halting states as regular states.
Also, create a new node with incoming edges of the form (s, s, +) for all s € A, connecting
all the formerly halting states with the new node, and outgoing vertices of the form (s, s, —)
connecting it with the new halting state, as in Figure

FIGURE 10. Creating a single halting state node. On the left hand side we have
a state machine with two halting states, and on the right hand side the result of
fusing them into a single halting state.

e The starting state gy has no incoming edges. Otherwise, create a new state ¢(, receiving all
the incoming edges of g, and connect them through an auxiliary vertex as in the previous
case.

After these modifications, the proof will consist in ‘thickening” the graph G, to turn it into a
bordism, with discs representing the states and tubes capturing the dynamics of the arrows. In
these discs, we will encode the current state of the tape ¢ of the Turing machine M as a point of
A C D, as explained in Section

Now, given a reversible finite state machine G, satisfying the properties above, we are going to
construct a 3-dimensional CW-complex W), with a volume-preserving vector field X ;s represent-
ing the dynamics of Gy. This CW-complex is constructed as follows.

(1) We place a disc for each vertex of Gys. We denote the disc associated to the state ¢ € @ by
D(q).

(2) Consider an edge in Gy between vertices ¢ and ¢ and with label («, 3, €), where « is the
read symbol, 3 is the written symbol, and € = +1 is the shift. We glue the bordism W, to
D(¢) and D(¢’) to represent the operation (c, 3, €) as in Section[A.2} cf. Proposition [A.5]

Notice that the loops in G, are also glued according to (2). Observe that the glued tubes are dis-
joint at their incoming boundary, since one transition occurs for every symbol a and thus exactly
one tube is glued to each open set Dy ,(¢) for every state ¢q. Analogously, the glued tubes are also
disjoint at their outgoing boundary since M is reversible, so every open set Dy g(¢’) receives at
most one bordism for every state ¢'.
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This observation, together with the fact that the vector field is trivial around every boundary,
implies that the vector fields on each of the bordisms glue together to define a smooth volume-
preserving vector field X, on War. To construct the desired vector field on the homotopically
equivalent bordism W), we use an auxiliary smooth manifold with boundary /WM, which is sim-
ply a small thickening of WM where we round off the corners. It is enough to “smooth out” X M
only in a ne1ghborhood of the discs, which allows us to define a volume preserving vector field
X M on WM as the natural extension of X u using that it is trivial around the boundary discs.

Next, we claim that the vector field X M can be extended to the whole bordism W), as a volume
preserving vector field Xj;. Indeed, since X is volume preserving and it has zero flux across the
boundary of the smooth manifold WM (by Gauss theorem), Poincaré’s lemma [30} Corollary 3.2.4]
implies that there exists a smooth vector field Y such that Xy = curl(Y).

Therefore, taking any smooth extension of the vector field Y, yields a volume preserving exten-
sion X s of X)s to Wiy, It is clear (e.g., by gluing with a suitable volume preserving vector field
defined in a neighborhood of W) that X, can be assumed to be tangent to the internal bound-
ary Wy C Wy and transverse to the other disc boundaries. Moreover, by genericity, we can
slightly perturb X, on WM\WM so that its zero set consists of finitely many points. The re-
sulting dynamical bordism (Wj, X)s) is obviously clean in the sense of Definition since the
retract (W, Xar) was precisely constructed by gluing finitely many basic bordisms (which are
computable by construction).

Figure[1]] deplcts the smooth bordism (W), X /) obtained after the thickening of the original CW-
complex ( War, Xps). In this tigure, red discs represent outgoing boundaries of the basic bordisms,
whereas blue discs are incoming boundaries. Observe that the red discs are disjoint, since only
one transition occurs for every input, and similarly the blue discs are disjoint since the Turing
machine is reversible. However, red discs are not disjoint from blue discs, but they are glued at
different sides of the bigger black discs. Indeed, the computational dynamics arise precisely in
these intersections between incoming and outgoing boundaries.

By construction, W), is a bordism with boundaries ID(go) and D(gs) corresponding to the discs
attached to the (unique) starting and halting states of M. The flow of X, in W), satisfies the
following:

¢ Given a state ¢, the points belonging to the set A N D(q) encode the tape state of the Turing
machine M when placed at state ¢ as a two-sided binary sequence.

e Suppose that z € A N ID(q) represents a tape t. Let o = ty be the initial symbol of the
tape and (¢, 8,¢) = (¢, @) the resulting state ¢/, symbol 3 to write and shifting e of the
transition function of M at this state. This means that there is an edge of the form (¢, 3, €)
that joins ¢ and ¢’ in the state machine of M. Then x is glued to a bordism between D(q)
and D(¢’) that represents this transition and, as shown in Section under this flow it
reaches a unique point ' € A N D(¢') representing the resulting tape after executing the
transition.
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FIGURE 11. Resulting smooth bordism (Wjs, Xy/) after the thickening process
with the core CW-complex (W, X)) inside.

e Let z € AN D(q) be a point representing a tape ¢ that encodes a natural number n € N in
binary. Let t0 = ¢, t1,¢2, ... be the sequence of tapes obtained after successively executing
M, which passes through states qo, ¢1, g2, . . . subsequently. By the previous observation,
this uniquely corresponds to a sequence of points encoding the tapes xy = x,z1,x2,...,
with z; € A ND(g;) for all i, such that the flow of X, connects them exactly in that order.
Then we have two options:

— If the Turing machine M eventually stops, then gy = ¢ for some N large enough, and
thus zy € A N D(gy) is in the outgoing boundary of W), and encodes the resulting
tape tV. By the construction of the Turing machine described in Section the non-
negative part of ¢V encodes the output f(n) of the partial recursive function f on n,
whereas the negative part encodes the input n itself.

— If M does not halt, then the sequence z; is infinite with x; & D(q) for all i. Hence, the
flow of X traps the orbit inside the bordism.

According to the previous observations, if we consider the partial function

w(WMJ(M) P N? - N

induced by the vector field X/, we have that ¢y, x,,) encodes the output function of the Turing
machine associated to the initial partial recursive function f : N --» N. Hence, Zo(Was, Xar) = f,
finishing the proof of Theorem 3.9}
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