arXiv:2211.07961v1 [math.LO] 15 Nov 2022

AN EFFECTIVE CLASSIFICATION OF BOREL WADGE CLASSES

ADAM DAY, NOAM GREENBERG, MATTHEW HARRISON-TRAINOR, AND DAN TURETSKY

Abstract. We give a new and effective classification of all Borel Wadge classes of subsets of Baire space N . This relies on the true stage machinery originally developed by Montalbán. We use this machinery to give a new proof of Louveau and Saint-Raymond’s separation theorem for Borel Wadge classes. This gives a proof of Borel Wadge determinacy in the subsystem ATR_0 ` Π^1-IND of second-order arithmetic.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Preliminaries 3 3. Described classes 9 4. Classification of acceptable classes 20 5. The separation theorem(s) 29 6. Borel Wadge determinacy 37 7. Developing the true stage machinery 41 References 50

1. Introduction

Let N denote Baire space, ω^ω. A set A Ď N is Wadge reducible to a set B Ď N if A is a continuous pre-image of B; we write A ď_W B. The Wadge class of B is the collection of all sets which are Wadge reducible to B. What are all Wadge classes of Borel sets? This question was essentially answered by Wadge ([Wad84]), with a full description appearing in [Lou83] and another one in [LSR88b]. This analysis was then extended by Duparc [Dup01] to spaces κ^ω, Selivanov [Sel07, Sel17] to k-partitions rather than sets, and Kihara and Montalbán [KM19] to BQO-valued functions.

Once a system of descriptions for Borel Wadge classes is suggested, how does one prove that indeed every such class is described? The standard route, as suggested by Wadge, relies on Borel Wadge determinacy. For any two sets A, B Ď N , players in a game G_LpA, Bq alternate choosing natural numbers, resulting in a real x P N built by player I and another y P N built by player II; player II wins if and only if x P A ðñ y P B. A winning strategy for player II gives A ď_W B; for player I, it gives B ď_W A^A. Borel Wadge determinacy is the statement that every such game, for Borel sets A and B, is determined. Borel Wadge determinacy, thus, implies 1

Wadge’s semi-linear ordering principle for Borel Wadge degrees: for all Borel A and B, either A ď_W B or B ď_W A^A.

Further, using Borel Wadge determinacy, Martin showed (see [KM78]) that the Wadge ordering of Borel sets is well-founded. Thus, theorems about Borel Wadge classes can be proved inductively. One such theorem is that every Borel Wadge class has a description.

In [LSR87, LSR88b], Louveau and Saint-Raymond follow a different route. They give two systems of descriptions (one is from [Lou83], based on work of Wadge’s). They then give a new proof of Borel Wadge determinacy, but restricted to described classes. Using this, and a detailed analysis from [Lou83] of the ambiguous classes of described classes, they then show that all Borel Wadge degrees are described, and so their determinacy result gives full Borel Wadge determinacy.

One motivation for taking this different route is that their argument gives a proof of Borel Wadge determinacy within second-order arithmetic. This was quite surprising, since the most straightforward proof relies on Borel determinacy, which is known to require strong axioms [Fri71]; and since Π^1 Wadge determinacy was known to be equivalent to full Π^1 determinacy (Harrington [Har78]). The argument also gives an extension of Louveau’s separation theorem [Lou80] to all non-self-dual Borel Wadge classes.

It is then natural to ask for the weakest subsystem of second-order arithmetic in which Borel Wadge determinacy, or the semi-linear ordering principle, are provable. Cordón-Franco, Lara-Martín and Loureiro [Lou16, CFLML] established some lower and upper bounds for lower levels of the Borel hierarchy.

In the current paper we give a new analysis of all Borel Wadge classes. The main feature of our descriptions of Wadge classes is their dynamic nature. Rather than a “static” description of sets in these classes, as constructed from simpler sets by using a variety of Boolean operations on sets, we describe approximation procedures that determine whether a given real is in the set described, based on its (finite) initial segments.

To do this, we rely on the true stage machinery developed by Montalbán [Mon14] to organise iterated priority arguments in computable structure theory. Applications of this technique to descriptive set theory were discovered by Day, Downey and Westrick [DDW] and Day and Marks [DM]. Our previous paper [DGHTT] is an expository paper, in which we give a description of the true stage machinery (as re-developed in [GTa]), and showed how to use it to prove effective versions of the Hausdorff-Kuratowski theorem, Wadge’s theorem on the structure of Δ^0_λ for limit λ, and Louveau’s separation theorem [Lou80]. In the current paper, we use our descriptions of Borel Wadge classes to prove Louveau and Saint-Raymond’s separation theorem mentioned above, extending our argument from [DGHTT], where it was restricted to the classes Σ^0_ξ . This argument is more direct compared to the original one from [LSR87, LSR88b], which relied on the ramification method of unravelling games. We also provide the full details of the development of the true stage machinery, which was delayed from [DGHTT].

Our reliance on the true stage method means that our analysis of the ambiguous classes described classes is inherently effective: computability of class descriptions and of names for sets in these classes are a necessary feature in this analysis, rather than an afterthought.

Finally, we will observe that our methods are sufficiently effective so that they can be proved within the system ATR_0 of second-order arithmetic, which is, in a sense, the natural base system to use when analysing Borel sets. We can then complete the argument sketched in [LSR88b] to prove Borel Wadge determinacy within that system (with the added requirement of some induction).

2. Preliminaries

2.1. An informal description of class descriptions. In some sense, our descriptions of Borel Wadge classes are a common generalisation of the two systems of descriptions presented in [LSR88b]. A class description Γ will include a wellfounded tree T_Γ, whose leaves will be labelled by 0’s and 1’s. For such a class description Γ, a Γ-name N for a subset of N will determine functions f_s for nonleaf s P T_Γ. Such a function f_s will choose, for each real x P N , a child t of s on T_Γ. The subset of N named by such a name N is then defined as follows: for a real x, we determine a path s_0, s_1, . . . , s_k through the tree T_Γ, starting at the root s_0 “ xy, and recursively choosing the child s_{i`1} “ f_{si} pxq. When we get to a leaf s_k, we decide that x is in the set or not, depending on the label (0 or 1) of s_k given by Γ. The class description Γ will provide information stating which functions f_s can be used by Γ-names. The class Γ will consist of all sets that are named by a Γ-name.

More specifically, for a non-leaf s P T_Γ, the class description Γ will specify two ordinals ξ_s and η_s. A function f_s used at the node s by a Γ-name will be the limit of an approximation at level ξ_s, with bound η_s ` 1, and with a “default outcome” being the leftmost child of s on T_Γ. Set-theoretically, this means that for each non-default child t of s, the collection of x mapped by f_s to t form a D_{ηs} pΣ^0_{1`ξs} q set.

By induction on the rank of T_Γ, we can view our class descriptions as being built recursively, starting with the very simplest class descriptions: those which consists only of the root, which name the classes tHu and tN u (depending on the label 0 or 1 of the root). In the typical application, given class descriptions Γ_0, Γ_1, . . . , we construct a more complicated class description Γ by combining the trees T_{Γi} to a single tree T_Γ by adding a root below them all and specifying the ordinals ξ and η for the new root. A Γ-name N will consist of a list N_0, N_1, . . . with N_i a Γ_i-name, and a function f “ f_{xy} which for each real x tells us which name N_i we should apply to x, in order to determine whether x is in the set named by N. That is, if A_i is the set named by N_i, then the set named by N is tx P N : x P A_{f pxq}u.

There are a couple of comments we should make now. The first is that even though Γ-names can be described “statically”, using D_{ηs} pΣ^0_{1`ξs} q sets rather than functions f_s, the way we will reason about these classes will be effective. Thus, it will be important to view the functions f_s as the results of approximation procedures using true ξ_s-initial segments of a real x, as in our analysis of the classes D_ηpΣ^0_{1`ξ} q in [DGHTT]. Combining these approximation procedures, a Γ-name provides a “dynamic” approximation procedure for membership in the set it names.

Further, the effective nature of our analysis, and our reliance on the true stage machinery, mean that we need to say what it means for an oracle y to compute a description of a class, and we need to choose specific computable copies of computable ordinals. For this reason, by “ordinals” we will mean well-orderings of subsets of N, and we will specify what it means to compute such orderings.

The second point is that the nature of our approximation procedures indicates that the objects being approximated are functions F : N Ñ t0, 1u, the characteristic functions of Borel sets. Our class descriptions can therefore be generalised to discuss Wadge classes of functions with ranges other than t0, 1u, as was done by Selivanov and Kihara-Montalbán. Our classification of these classes, though, is restricted to t0, 1u-valued functions.

Throughout our classification, we will be decomposing functions into simpler pieces. Proposition 4.13 is illustrative – here we begin with an F belonging to a described class ΔpΓq, and we find Y Ď N such that F æY and F æN zY are from the simpler classes ΔpΓ_0q and Γ^˚, respectively (the particulars of what this means are not important now; the reader should just accept that these are simpler classes). In the past, authors usually extended partial functions such as F æY to total functions by using retraction maps. While these are not effective, there are other, effective methods of extending partial functions to total functions. Thus, Proposition 4.13 could be stated as F æ N zY being the restriction of some function from Γ^˚. This, however, masks the fact that we are really only interested in the partial functions F æ Y and F æ N zY . Our arguments indicate that the more natural approach is to say that each description describes a class of partial functions from N to t0, 1u. Then we can simply write F æN zY P Γ^˚.

In particular, at each level ξ, we will need to consider the restrictions of functions to both Σ^0_{1`ξ} and Π^0_{1`ξ} subsets of their domains. To do this, we will work with functions defined on subsets of N in the second level of the Hausdorff hierarchy starting with each Σ^0_{1`ξ} : the intersections of Σ^0_{1`ξ} and Π^0_{1`ξ} sets. To be able to properly discuss (and compute) names for such functions, we will represent their domains using the true stage relations, via the notion of pz, αq-forests.

In this section we introduce the tools required for our definitions. We discuss computable ordinals. We detail the properties of the true stage machinery that we will use; but we relegate the development and verification of these properties to an appendix-like Section 7. We then introduce pz, αq-forests and approximations of functions on such forests, and state a corresponding “limit lemma”. We define our class descriptions in Section 3.

2.2. Computable ordinals. Henceforth, by an ordinal we mean a well-ordering of a subset of N. We will nonetheless use set-theoretic terminology, and for example, talk about limit ordinals or successor ordinals; we will write 0 to denote the empty ordinal. When we want to refer to the von-Neumann (set-theoretic) ordinal isomorphic to a well-ordering α, we write otppαq.

We say that an oracle z computes an ordinal α if z computes the field of α, the ordering relation, the successor function on α, and the set of limit points of α.

We also require z to convey the information of whether α is 0, a successor, or a limit; if a successor, what its greatest element is; if nonzero, what its initial element is. This means that when we say that z uniformly computes a sequence xα_ny of ordinals, that tn P N : α_n is limitu is z-computable, and similarly for the other properties. Note that this information allows us to tell whether α is finite or not, and if so, what its size is. If α is a limit ordinal, then it allows us to (uniformly) compute an increasing and cofinal ω-sequence in α.

For two ordinals α and β, we write α ă β if α is a proper initial segment of β (this is a much stricter requirement than otppαq ă otppβq). Continuing settheoretic notation, when α ă β, we often use α to denote n_α, the element of the field of β which bounds α. For example, If f : N Ñ β is a function, we will often write fpkq “ α instead of fpkq “ n_α.

If an oracle z computes β then it computes all α ă β, and uniformly so, in the sense that given n_α in the field of β, z computes all the required information about α.

2.3. True stages. For each computable ordinal α, the true stage machinery provides a binary relation ď_α on ω^{ďω}, the collection of all finite and infinite sequences of natural numbers (which we call strings or sequences). The relation σ ď_α τ reads “σ appears α-true to τ.” Intuitively, each finite σ makes a guess about Σ^0_{1`α} facts about infinite strings extending σ. For x P N , σ ă_α x will mean that σ’s guesses are correct about x. If τ is finite, then σ ď_α τ will mean that τ agrees with all of σ’s guesses. This will not be precisely true, but it serves as a useful intuition for this machinery. As mentioned, the details are given in Section 7.

We list some properties of the true stage relations ď_α that we will use.^1 Fix a computable ordinal α.

TSP(1): The relations are nested: If α ď β then σ ď_β τ implies σ ď_α τ. We have σ ď_0 τ ðñ σ ď τ. Hence, for all α, σ ď_α τ implies σ ď τ.

TSP(2): The relation ď_α is a partial ordering of ω^{ďω} which is a tree (for all τ P ω^{ďω}, tσ : σ ď_α τu is linearly ordered). The root of the tree is xy (the empty string).

TSP(3): For every x P N ,

tσ P ω^{ăω} : σ ă_α xu

is the unique infinite path of the restriction of ď_α to tσ P ω^{ăω} : σ ă xu. TSP(4): The restriction of the relation ď_α to pairs of finite strings is computable. TSP(5): If λ is a limit, then for all σ, τ P ω^{ďω},

σ ď_λ τ ðñ p@α ă λq σ ď_α τ.

Furthermore, there is a computable and increasing sequence xλ_k y, cofinal in λ, such that for all σ P ω^{ăω}, if k “ |σ|_λ is the height of σ in the tree pω^{ăω}, ď_λq, then |σ|_{λk} “ k, and for all τ P ω^{ďω},

σ ď_λ τ ðñ σ ď_{λk} τ.

For TSP(5), note that in light of TSP(1), the condition |σ|_λ “ |σ|_{λk} says that for all ρ ď σ, ρ ď_λ σ ðñ ρ ď_{λk} σ.

The next property deals with successor ordinals. For an ordinal α, we write α`1 to denote any ordinal β such that α ă β and otppβq “ otppαq ` 1. TSP(6): There is a computable function p_{α`1} : ω^{ăω} Ñ N Y t´1u such that for all σ, τ P ω^{ďω}, σ ď_{α`1} τ if and only if σ ď_α τ, and for all finite ρ with σ ď_α ρ ď_α τ, p_{α`1}pρq ě p_{α`1}pσq.

We note that TSP(6) implies the following:

(♣) For all σ ď_α ρ ď_α τ P ω^{ďω}, if σ ď_{α`1} τ then σ ď_{α`1} ρ. The connection with the (effective) Borel hierarchy is the following:

TSP(7): A set A Ď N is Σ^0_{1`α} if and only if there is a c.e. set U Ď ω^{ăω} such that

A “ tx P N : pDσ ă_α xq σ P Uu .

1The numbering of the properties differs from that in [DGHTT].

Remark 2.1. We will not repeatedly state this, but every computable procedure in this paper is uniform, in every conceivable way. This means that in each instance, there is a single computable operator which takes the input and produces the desired output. In particular, for example, if xα_ny is a uniformly computable sequence of ordinals, then the relations ď_{αn} are uniformly computable. Similarly, for each α (uniformly in α) there are computable functions translating between c.e. indices of sets U Ď ω^{ăω} and Σ^0_{1`α}-indices of the related subsets of N as in TSP(7).

Relativised true stages. The machinery above was stated for computable ordinals α, to keep notation simple. In fact, we can relativise this machinery to any oracle. For any ordinal α, and for any oracle z that computes α, we obtain a relation ď^z_α, which satisfies all of the properties above, with the following changes: “computable” (in TSP(4), TSP(5) and TSP(6)) is replaced by “z-computable”; and in TSP(7), “c.e.” is replaced by “z-c.e.” and Σ^0_{1`α} is replaced by Σ^0_{1`α}pzq. Note that even when α is computable, the relation ď^z_α is not the same as ď_α, though we can think of ď_α as ď^H_α .

As expected, this relativisation process is uniform. Suppose that α is a computable ordinal. Then the relations ď^z_α on pairs of finite strings are z-computable, uniformly in z. In fact, they naturally turn out to be Lipschitz-computable (computable with constant use): there is a ternary computable relation σ ď^ρ_α τ, defined when |ρ| ě |τ|, such that for all z, σ ď^z_α τ ðñ σ ď^{zæ|τ |}_α τ.

2.4. α-forests. Fix a computable ordinal α.

Definition 2.2. Let S Ď ω^{ăω}.

(a) A set R Ď S is α-open in S if for all σ P R and τ P S, if σ ď_α τ then τ P R. (b) A set R Ď S is α-closed in S if for all σ P R and τ P S, if τ ď_α σ then τ P R. TSP(7) can be modified as follows.

Lemma 2.3. Let A Ď N .

(a) A is Σ^0_{1`α} if and only if there is a computable W Ď ω^{ăω}, α-open in ω^{ăω}, such that

A “ tx P N : pDσ ă_α xq σ P W u “ tx P N : p@^8σ ă_α xq σ P W u .

(b) A is Π^0_{1`α} if and only if there is a computable T Ď ω^{ăω}, α-closed in ω^{ăω}, such that A “ tx P N : p@σ ă_α xq σ P T u .

Proof. (a): this is a standard trick. If xU_sy is a computable enumeration of the set U given by TSP(7), then we let σ P W if there is some ρ ď_α σ in U_{|σ|α} , where recall that |σ|_α is the height of σ in the tree pω^{ăω}, ď_αq. (b) is obtained from (a) by taking the complement. □

As mentioned above, we need to generalise these two notions.

Definition 2.4. An α-forest is a subset S of ω^{ăω} which is ď_α-convex: if σ ď_α ρ ď_α τ and σ, τ P S then ρ P S.

For an α-forest S we let

rSs_α “ tx P N : pD^8σ ă_α xq σ P Su “ tx P N : p@^8σ ă_α xq σ P Su .

We can visualise an α-forest as the disjoint union of trees: the collection of ď_αminimal elements of S forms an antichain in pω^{ăω}, ď_αq, and for each σ in that antichain, the restriction of pS, ď_αq to strings τ ě_α σ is an α-tree with root σ.

Every α-open subset W of ω^{ăω} is an α-forest, as is every α-closed set T ; and rW s_α and rT s_α coincide with the sets described in Lemma 2.3. Further:

Lemma 2.5. Let S be an α-forest. If R Ď S is either α-open in S or α-closed in S, then R is an α-forest.

For the following lemma, let Σ^0_β ^ Π^0_β denote the class of sets which are intersections A X B where A is Σ^0_β and B is Π^0_β (this is the class D_2pΣ^0_β q in the effective Hausdorff hierarchy).

Lemma 2.6. A set A Ď N is Σ^0_{1`α} ^ Π^0_{1`α} if and only if there is a computable α-forest S such that A “ rSs_α.

Proof. Suppose that A is Σ^0_{1`α} ^ Π^0_{1`α}. By Lemma 2.3, let U, T Ď ω^{ăω} be computable with U α-open and T α-closed such that A “ rUs_α X rT s_α. Let S “ U X T ; then S is an α-forest and A “ rSs_α (note that the intersection of any number of α-forests is an α-forest, though the class Σ^0_{1`α} ^ Π^0_{1`α} is not closed under taking infinite intersections, even if effective).

In the other direction, suppose that S is a computable α-forest. Let W be the upwards closure of S in ď_α; let V “ W zS. Then both W and V are computable and α-open, and A “ rUs_αzrV s_α, so is Σ^0_{1`α} ^ Π^0_{1`α}. □

Suppose that X is Σ^0_β ^ Π^0_β . A set Y Ď X is Σ^0_β within X if Y “ X X A for some Σ^0_β set; similarly define Π^0_β within X. Both sets which are Σ^0_β within X or Π^0_β within X are Σ^0_β ^ Π^0_β . A set Y Ď X is Σ^0_β ^ Π^0_β within X if and only if it is Σ^0_β ^ Π^0_β .

Lemma 2.7. Let S be a computable α-forest.

(a) A set Y Ď rSs_α is Σ^0_{1`α} within rSs_α if and only if Y “ rW s_α for some computable W Ď S which is α-open in S.

(b) A set Y Ď rSs_α is Π^0_{1`α} within rSs_α if and only if Y “ rT s_α for some computable T Ď S which is α-closed in S.

(c) A set Y Ď rSs_α is Σ^0_{1`α} ^Π^0_{1`α} if and only if Y “ rRs_α for some computable α-forest R Ď S.

Remark 2.8. TSP(1) implies that if α ă β and S is an α-forest, then S is also a β-forest, and rSs_α “ rSs_β. Thus, when α is clear, we will just write rSs.

Remark 2.9. As above, all notions can be relativised to an oracle z, giving the notion of a pz, αq-forest. We write rSs^z_α for the set of “infinite paths” through S.

Orthogonal forests.

Definition 2.10. Two sets A, B Ď ω^{ăω} are α-orthogonal if every σ P A and τ P B are ď_α-incomparable.

If A and B are α-orthogonal α-forests then rAs_α and rBs_α are disjoint, indeed they are contained in disjoint Σ^0_{1`α} sets (take the ď_α-upward closures of A and B). On the other hand it is possible that U and W are α-open and not orthogonal, and so not disjoint, while rUs_α and rW s_α are disjoint. The reason is that when α ą 0, there are σ P ω^{ăω} such that rσs_α is empty, that is, the tree pω^{ăω}, ď_αq is well-founded above σ. The set of such σ is Π^1-complete, in particular, we cannot identify such σ computably and exclude them from α-forests. However, if we know that rUs_α X rW s_α “ H but σ P U X W , this gives us a proof that rσs_α “ H, and so we can ignore such σ.

Lemma 2.11. Let S be an α-forest. Suppose that Z_0, Z_1, . . . are pairwise disjoint sets which are uniformly Σ^0_{1`α} in rSs_α. Then there are pairwise orthogonal, uniformly computable α-forests W_0, W_1, . . . , each α-open in S, such that Z_i “ rW_is_α for all i, and such that Ť i W_i also is computable.

Proof. There are uniformly computable U_i, α-open in S, with Z_i “ rU_is_α. To make them pairwise orthogonal, we may first assume that |σ|_α ą i for all σ P U_i. Then define W_i Ď U_i as follows. For each σ and i, we determine if σ P W_i by induction on |σ|_α; we declare that σ P W_i if σ P U_i, and there is no ρ ň_α σ in W_j for any j ‰ i with j ă |σ|_α. □

2.5. Approximations and translations.

α-approximations. Some of the following was discussed in [DGHTT]. We include it in this paper for completeness. The main difference is that we work with α-forests rather than all of ω^{ăω}.

Definition 2.12. Let S be an α-forest. An α-approximation of a function F : rSs Ñ N is a function f : S Ñ N such that for all x P rSs, for all but finitely many σ ă_α x, fpσq “ F pxq.

Remark 2.13. Continuing Remark 2.8, if α ă β, S is an α-forest and f : S Ñ N is an α-approximation of some function on rSs, then f is also a β-approximation of the same function on rSs.

Let X be Σ^0_β ^ Π^0_β . A function F : X Ñ N is Σ^0_β -measurable if the sets F^{´1}tnu for n P N are uniformly Σ^0_β within X.

Proposition 2.14. Let S be an α-forest. A function F : rSs Ñ N is Σ^0_{1`α`1}- measurable if and only if it has a computable α-approximation f : S Ñ N.

We prove this proposition, and the rest of the results of this section, in Section 7.

Definition 2.15. Let S be an α-forest and let f : S Ñ N be an α-approximation of a function F . An ordinal witness for the convergence of f is a function σ ÞÑ βpσq from S to some ordinal γ satisfying:

(i) For all σ ď_α τ from S, βpτq ď βpσq;

(ii) If σ ď_α τ are from S and fpσq ‰ fpτq then βpτq ă βpσq.

Thus, the well-foundedness of γ “proves” that for all x P rSs, the sequence xfpσqy_{σăα x} stabilises to the value F pxq.

Lemma 2.16. For every computable α-approximation f : S Ñ N there is a computable ordinal γ and a computable witness β : S Ñ γ for the convergence of f.

The proof of Lemma 2.16 will use the following, which we will also need on its own.

Lemma 2.17. If T is a well-founded tree, then there is a T -computable ordinal η and a T -computable rank function r : T Ñ η.

Translating between oracles, ordinals, and spaces. We will use four “translation propositions”. For the first, let α be an ordinal and suppose that an oracle z computes α. Every w ě_T z also computes α, and every Σ^0_{1`α}pzq set is also Σ^0_{1`α}pwq, uniformly in the indices by a w-computable function (as usual for functions on indices, it can be made computable rather than just w-computable, but that is not important). This can be translated to true stage relations.

Proposition 2.18. Suppose that w ě_T z and that α is a z-computable ordinal. Then there is a w-computable function h: ω^{ăω} Ñ ω^{ăω} such that:

(i) if σ ď^w_α τ then hpσq ď^z_α hpτq;

(ii) for all x P N , thpσq : σ ă^w_α xu “ tρ : ρ ă^z_α xu.

We can also pull back true stage relations by computable functions.

Proposition 2.19. Let α be a computable ordinal; let Φ: N Ñ N be a computable function. Then there is a computable function h: ω^{ăω} Ñ ω^{ăω} such that:

(i) if σ ď_α τ then hpσq ď_α hpτq;

(ii) for all x P N , thpσq : σ ă_α xu “ tρ : ρ ă_α Φpxqu.

Computably isomorphic ordinals give rise to equivalent true stage relations.

Proposition 2.20. Suppose that α and β are two computably isomorphic ordinals. Then there is a computable function h: ω^{ăω} Ñ ω^{ăω} such that:

(i) if σ ď_β τ then hpσq ď_α hpτq;

(ii) for all x P N , thpσq : σ ă_β xu “ tρ : ρ ă_α xu.

We can “unpair” true stage relations. Suppose that pz, xq ÞÑ xz, xy is a computable bijection between N^2 and N (a computable “pairing function” for Baire space). Let σ ÞÑ ppσq_0, pσq_1q be a corresponding computable “unpairing” of finite strings (so for all px_0, x_1q P N^2, x_i “ Ť σăxx_0,x_1ypσqi). Recall that for a computable

ordinal α, the relation σ ď^ρ_α τ is defined when |ρ| ě |τ|.

Proposition 2.21. For any computable ordinal α, there is a computable function h: ω^{ăω} Ñ ω^{ăω} such that:

(i) For all σ, |hpσq| ď |pσq_0|;

(ii) if σ ď_α τ then hpσq ď^{pτ q0}α hpτq ď_0 pτq_1;

(iii) for all pz, xq P N^2, thpσq : σ ă_α xz, xyu “ tρ : ρ ă^z_α xu.

Propositions 2.19 to 2.21 relativise to any oracle.

3. Described classes

We introduce our class descriptions. We will start with very general descriptions. These are sufficiently general to include all classes described by Wadge [Wad84], Louveau [Lou83] and by Louveau and Saint-Raymond [LSR88b]. We will then consider a restricted collection of descriptions, the acceptable ones. In Section 4 we will be able to classify all acceptable classes in terms of an analysis of their ambiguous class.

3.1. General class descriptions. As in [Lou83] and [LSR88b], we think of classes as defined recursively. The simplest classes contain the constant partial functions. Suppose that tΥ_i : i P Iu is a finite or countable collection of class descriptions. Among these, we choose a special “initial” class Υ_i˚ . We then combine these classes to a more complicated class Γ by specifying two ordinals ξ and η. The ordinal ξ (which we will also denote by opΓq) denotes the level of Γ: Γ-functions will be defined on Σ^0_{1`ξ} ^ Π^0_{1`ξ} sets. A Γ-function F on such a set X “ rSs_ξ will be defined by choosing a function f : X Ñ I and a function F_i on X in the class Υ_i for each i P I. We will then set F pxq “ F_{f pxq}pxq. Thus f’s role is to decide, for each x P X, which F_i to apply to x. The function f will be approximated on S in the sense of Definition 2.12. The ordinal η ` 1 bounds the “mind-changes” permitted along this approximation, in the sense of Definition 2.15. An approximation of the function f is supplied with a witness β : S Ñ η ` 1. We require that the chosen class Υ_i˚ is the initial value, meaning: if βpσq “ η then fpσq “ i^˚. This requirement to have an initial choice is what makes the class Γ non-self-dual.

Definition 3.1. A class description consists of an oracle y, and a labelled tree Γ satisfying:

(i) The domain T_Γ of Γ is a well-founded subtree of ω^{ăω};

(ii) If s P T_Γ is not a leaf, then Γpsq is a pair of ordinals pξ, ηq, with η nonzero, which we denote by pξ_s, η_sq “ pξ^Γ_s , η^Γ_s q;

(iii) If s is a leaf of T_Γ then Γpsq P t0, 1u; (iv) If s, t P T_Γ are not leaves and s ď t then ξ_s ď ξ_t; (v) y computes Γ.

We use Γ to denote the pair pΓ, yq. If T_Γ consists only of the root xy, we declare opΓq “ ω_1. Otherwise, we set opΓq “ ξ_{xy}. We write η^Γ for η^Γ_{xy}. We write y^Γ for y.

Here computing Γ means computing T_Γ, the set of leaves of T_Γ, the function s ÞÑ Γpsq for leaves s of T_Γ, and the ordinals ξ_s and η_s, uniformly in non-leaf s P T_Γ. There is a Turing-least oracle computing Γ, but at times we will want to choose y^Γ which is strictly Turing above that real. This will restrict the class of oracles that are allowed to compute a name of a Γ-function.

As our ordinals are well-orderings of N (and thus countable), the definition opΓq “ ω_1 when the tree is trivial requires some discussion. We consider ω_1 as a symbol and declare that α ă ω_1 for every ordinal α. Since ω_1 is a limit, if, hypothetically, TSP(5) were to extend to ω_1, it would imply (via a regularity argument) that any ω_1-forest is an α-forest for some countable α (and the converse would hold by TSP(1)). So we will take this as our definition: for any oracle z, S is a pz, ω_1q-forest if it is a pz, αq-forest for some z-computable ordinal α.

Definition 3.2. Suppose that Γ is a class description. A Γ-name consists of an oracle z ě_T y^Γ, a pz, opΓqq-forest S, and a z-computable labelled tree N, whose domain T_N is the collection of s P T_Γ which are not leaves of T_Γ, and such that for any s P T_N , Npsq is a pair pf_s, β_sq “ pf^N_s , β^N_s q, satisfying:

(i) f_s is a pz, ξ_sq-approximation on S (where ξ_s “ ξ^Γ_s ) of a function on rSs, which we also denote by f_s;

(ii) β_s : S Ñ η_s ` 1 is a witness for the convergence of f_s (where η_s “ η^Γ_s ); (iii) For all σ P S, f_spσq is a child of s on T_Γ;

(iv) For all σ P S, if β_spσq “ η_s then f_spσq is the leftmost child of s on T_Γ.

We use N to denote the name. We write z^N for z and S^N for S; we write f^N for f^N_{xy} and β^N for β^N_{xy} .

As with class description, N being z-computable requires that S be z-computable, and that f_s æS and β_s are z-computable functions, uniformly in s P T_N . Note that since z ě_T y^Γ, the ordinals ξ_s for s P T_N are uniformly z-computable, so TSP(4) implies that the relations ď^z_{ξs} are uniformly z-computable. The fact that ξ_s ě opΓq for all s P T_N implies that S “ S^N is a pz, ξ_sq-forest (Remark 2.8), so the notion of a pz, ξ_sq-approximation on S makes sense.

As we don’t use the ordinals η_s for true stage relations, only as bounds, we do not require Γ to choose a particular version of η_s ` 1. Rather, we can think of a function into η_s ` 1 as a function into η_s which also takes an extra special value “8”, which we also denote by η_s.

Definition 3.3. Suppose that Γ is a class description, N is a Γ-name, and w P S^N Y rS^N s. We define a leaf ℓpwq “ ℓ^N pwq of T_Γ by recursion as follows: xy is a predecessor of ℓpwq; if s P T_N has been decided to be a predecessor of ℓpwq, then we declare that f_spwq is also a predecessor of ℓpwq. (Recall that for w P S^N , f_spwq refers to the approximation function, and for w P rS^N s, f_spwq refers to the function being approximated.)

We define F^N pwq “ Γpℓpwqq. (Recall that for a leaf s, Γpsq P t0, 1u).

When we refer to the function F^N we mean F^N ærS^N s (that is, the function on infinite sequences, excluding the finite ones), unless we mention otherwise.

Note that if T_Γ consists of only the root (opΓq “ ω_1), then T_N is empty. So a Γ-name is determined by only a z and an S; in this case F^N is the constant Γpxyq-value function on rSs.

Definition 3.4. Let Γ be a class description. For any z ě_T y^Γ, we let

Γpzq “ � F^N : N is a Γ-name & z^N “ z ( . We let Γ “ ď tΓpzq : z ě_T y^Γu .

Informally, a Γpzq-name is a Γ-name N with z^N “ z. Proposition 2.18 implies:

Lemma 3.5. Let Γ be a class description. If w ě_T z ě_T y^Γ then Γpzq Ď Γpwq. Indeed, we can w-effectively translate a Γpzq-name N to a Γpwq-name N^1 such that F^N “ F^{N 1} , uniformly in w and z.

Remark 3.6. The class Γ depends only on the order-types of the ordinals mentioned by Γ, not their realisation as well-orderings of a subset of N. This follows from Proposition 2.20

Sub-descriptions. Suppose that P is a labelled tree and s P P . The subtree P_s issuing from s is defined to be the labelled tree defined on T_{P,s} “ tt : s^t P T_P u by setting P_sptq “ P ps^tq.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that Γ is a class description and s P T_Γ. Then:

(a) Γ_s (equipped with y^{Γs} “ y^Γ) is a class description;

(b) if N is a Γ-name, then N_s is a Γ_s-name (we set S^{Ns} “ S^N and z^{Ns} “ z^N ).

The classes Γ_s are those that are used in the inductive construction of Γ from simpler classes. Note that consideration of sub-descriptions is why in Definition 3.1 we asked for ξ_s ď ξ_t whenever s ď t, rather than just ξ_{xy} ď ξ_t, which would have sufficed up until now.

The subclasses Γ_{pnq} (for n such that pnq P T_Γ) are the classes that were used in the last step of the construction of Γ; so I “ tn : pnq P T_Γu, and i^˚ “ min I, to use the notation of the discussion at the beginning of this section. If N is a Γ-name, then for all x P rSs “ rS^N s, F^N pxq “ F^{Npnq} pxq, where pnq “ f^N pxq. That is, the function f^N “ f^N_{xy} is the function that chooses, for each x P rSs, which of the functions F^{Npnq} to apply to x in order to calculate F^N pxq. For finite σ ă_{opΓq} x in S, f^N pσq is the “stage |σ|_{opΓq}-guess” of this choice f^N pxq.

Duals.

Definition 3.8. Let Γ be a class description. We let Γ̌ be the result of switching all the labels of the leaves of Γ (i.e., 0s become 1s and 1s become 0s).

If N is a Γ-name, then in the technical sense, it is also a Γ̌-name, but when we interpret it as such, we write Ň. Then dom F^N “ dom F^Ň “ rS^N s, and

F^Ň “ 1 ´ F^N .

3.2. Some examples. We show how our class descriptions include a variety of classes from the literature. We use the following terminology.

Definition 3.9. Let Γ be a class description. A Γ-name N is total if S^N “ ω^{ăω}. A function F P Γ is total if F “ F^N for some total Γ-name N.

For the following examples, if Λ is a collection of subsets of N , we say that Γ “ Λ if the total functions in Γ are the characteristic functions of the sets in Λ.

a. Constants: Let T_Γ consist only of a root. Let i P t0, 1u be the label of the root. Then Γ is the collection of all constant functions with value i, defined on any Borel set. Using the notation just introduced, Γ “ tHu when i “ 0 and Γ “ tN u when i “ 1.

b. Σ^0_α: let T_Γ consist of the root, and two children p0q and p1q. Let the labels of the leaves be 0 and 1, respectively. Set opΓq to be some ordinal ξ, and let η^Γ “ 1. Then TSP(7) says that Γ consists of all functions 1_A : X Ñ t0, 1u where X is Σ^0_{1`ξ} ^ Π^0_{1`ξ} , and A Ď X is Σ^0_{1`ξ} within X. In terms of sets, Γ “ Σ^0_{1`ξ}.

c. Hausdorff difference hierarchy: More generally, let T_Γ be as in the previous example, but allow η “ η^Γ to be larger than 1. Then Γ “ D_ηpΣ^0_{1`ξ} q of the Hausdorff difference hierarchy. This is proved in [DGHTT, Prop.3.8]. The main takeaway is the dynamic characterisation of a set C in the class D_ηpΣ^0_{1`ξ} q as one for which membership x P C is the result of a guessing process which starts at level η with “no”, and then allows mind-changes as the ordinal decreases.

d. One-sided separated unions: Generalising the previous example, let Υ be a class description. Let Γ be the class description consisting of a root, and two children p0q and p1q, such that the immediate sub-descriptions are Γ_{p0q} “ Υ̌ and Γ_{p1q} “ Υ. Choose ξ “ opΓq ď opΥq and any η “ η^Γ. Then Γ “ SeppD_ηpΣ^0_{1`ξ} q, Υq is the collection of all sets of the form pC X A_0q Y pC^A X A_1q, where C P D_ηpΣ^0_{1`ξ} q, A_0 P Υ and A_1 P Υ̌.

e. Two-sided separated unions: Let Υ and Λ be two class descriptions. Let Γ be the class description consisting of a root, and three children p0q, p1q, and p2q, such that the immediate sub-descriptions are Γ_{p0q} “ Λ, Γ_{p1q} “ Υ and Γ_{p2q} “ Υ̌. Choose ξ “ opΓq ď opΛq, opΥq, and η^Γ “ 1. Then Γ “ BiSeppΣ^0_{1`ξ}, Υ, Λq is the collection of all sets of the form pC_1 X A_1q Y pC_2 X A_2q Y ppC_1 Y C_2q^A X Bq, where C_1 and C_2 are disjoint Σ^0_{1`ξ} sets, A_1 P Υ, A_2 P Υ̌, and B P Λ. For a Γ-name N, the corresponding sets are C_i “ � x : f^N pxq “ i ( for i “ 1, 2, and the characteristic functions of the sets A_i are F^{Npiq} .

Below we extend this example to separated unions. More general two-sided separated unions, of the form BiSeppD_η pΣ^0_{1`ξ} q, Υ, Λq, as well as more complicated separated unions and separated differences, can also be described, but their descriptions are a little more complicated; a direct construction is given in [GTb].

3.3. Pointclasses. Each described class is a pointclass.

Proposition 3.10. Let Γ be a class description. Then Γ is closed under taking continuous pre-images.

Proof. Follows from Proposition 2.19 (and Proposition 2.18). Let N be a total Γ-name; let Φ: N Ñ N be continuous. By Lemma 3.5, we may assume that Φ is z^N -computable. For each s P T_N let h_s be given by Proposition 2.19 for ď^{zN}_{ξs} ; define a Γ-name M by letting f^M_s pσq “ f^N_s ph_spσqq and β^M_s pσq “ β^N_s ph_spσqq. Then F^M “ F^N ˝ Φ. □

Next, we build a universal set. The following lemma implies that we can effectively list all pz, ξq-approximations with convergence witnesses of the appropriate form. The key is the existence of the default value at the beginning of the approximation.

Lemma 3.11. Uniformly, given an oracle z, z-computable ordinals ξ and η, and an index for partial z-computable functions f : ω^{ăω} Ñ N and β : ω^{ăω} Ñ η ` 1, and a “default value” n^˚ P N, we can compute an index for total z-computable functions g : ω^{ăω} Ñ N and γ : ω^{ăω} Ñ η ` 1 satisfying:

(i) g is a pz, ξq-approximation of a function G: N Ñ N; (ii) γ is a witness for the convergence of g; (iii) For all σ, if γpσq “ η then gpσq “ n^˚;

(iv) If f and β are total, f is a pz, ξq-approximation of a function F : N Ñ N, β is a witness for the convergence of f, and for all σ, if βpσq “ η then fpσq “ n^˚, then G “ F .

Proof. This is fairly standard. We proceed recursively. Define fpxyq “ n^˚ and γpxyq “ η.

Given σ P ω^{ăω} with σ ‰ xy, let k “ |σ|^z_ξ , and let τ be σ’s ď^z_ξ -predecessor (i.e., τ ď^z_ξ σ and |τ|^z_ξ “ k ´ 1.) Let ρ ď^z_ξ σ be longest with fpρq and βpρq both converging within k steps, and βpρq ă γpτq. If there is no such ρ, define gpσq “ gpτq and γpσq “ γpτq. Otherwise, define gpσq “ fpσq and γpσq “ βpσq. □

As a result, for a class description Γ, we can list all total Γ-names. For simplicity, suppose that Γ is computable. Then there are, for each oracle z, a list N^z_0 , N^z_1 , . . . of total Γpzq-names such that N^z_e is z-computable, uniformly in e and z, and such that Γpzq “ � F^{N ze} : e ă ω ( . Using Proposition 2.18 for w “ e^z we get:

Lemma 3.12. Let Γ be a computable class description. There is, for each oracle z, a total Γpzq-name N^z, uniformly z-computable, such that � F^{N z} : z P N ( lists all the total functions in Γ.

The join of these is a universal set for Γ. Fix a pairing function xz, xy as discussed before Proposition 2.21.

Lemma 3.13. Let Γ be a computable class description and let xN^zy be as in Lemma 3.12. Then F pxz, xyq “ F^{N z} pxq is in Γ.

Proof. For each non-leaf s P T_Γ, let h_s be given by Proposition 2.21 for the ordinal ξ_s. By slowing approximations (as in the proof of Lemma 3.11), we may assume that for all s, σ and z, the values f^z_s pσq “ f^{N z}_s pσq and β^z_s pσq “ β^{N z}_s pσq can be determined by consulting only z æ |σ|; we write f^ρ_s pσq and β^ρ_s pσq when |ρ| ě |σ|. Now define a computable Γ-name M by letting f^M_s pσq “ f^{pσq0}_s ph_spσqq and β^M_s pσq “ β^{pσq0}s ph_spσqq; F^M is as required. □ Relativising to y^Γ we get:

Proposition 3.14. For any class description Γ, there is a function in Γpy^Γq which is universal for total Γ functions. Hence, Γ is a non-self-dual Wadge class. Proof. The relativisation of Lemmas 3.12 and 3.13 is that there is a total Γpxy^Γ, zyqname N^{xyΓ,zy}, uniformly xy^Γ, zy-computable, such that tF^{N xyΓ ,zy} : z P N u lists all the total functions in Γ, and further that F pxz, xyq “ F^{N xyΓ ,zy} pxq is in Γ. This is the universal function.

Now suppose towards a contradiction that 1 ´ F P Γ. By Proposition 3.10, x ÞÑ 1 ´ F pxx, xyq P Γ, so fix z with F^{N xyΓ ,zy} pxq “ 1 ´ F pxx, xyq. Then

F pxz, zyq “ F^{N xyΓ ,zy} pzq “ 1 ´ F pxz, zyq, a contradiction. □ 3.4. Some closure properties. Let Γ be a class description, and let z ě_T y^Γ. Proposition 3.15. If F is in Γpzq and X Ď dom F is Σ^0_{1`opΓq}pzq ^ Π^0_{1`opΓq}pxq, then F æX P Γpzq.

Proof. Let N be a Γpzq-name of F . By Lemma 2.7(c), there is a pz, opΓqq-forest T Ď S^N with rT s “ X. Define the required Γpzq-name M by restricting each approximation pf^N_s , β^N_s q to σ P T . □ Proposition 3.16. Every F P Γpzq can be extended to a total function in Γpzq. Proof. Let N be a Γpzq-name; let S “ S^N . For s P T_Γ a non-leaf, extend pf_s, β_sq “ pf^N_s , β^N_s q to functions pf_s, β_sq on all of ω^{ăω} as follows: for σ R S,

‚ If σ has no ă^z_{ξs} -predecessor in S, let f_spσq be the leftmost child of s on T_Γ, and let β_spσq “ η_s.

‚ If σ has a ă^z_{ξs} -predecessor in S, let τ be the longest such; set f_spσq “ f_spτq and β_spσq “ β_spτq. □ Proposition 3.17. Let X be Σ^0_{1`opΓq}pzq ^ Π^0_{1`opΓq}pxq. Suppose that pX_nq is a partition of X into sets which are Σ^0_{1`opΓq}pzq within X, uniformly in n. Let F : X Ñ t0, 1u and suppose that for all n, F æX_n P Γpzq, uniformly in n. Then F P Γpzq.

Proof. Let S be a z-computable pz, opΓqq-forest such that rSs^z_α “ X. By Lemma 2.11, let pS_nq be a uniformly z-computable sequence of sets, opΓq-open in S, pairwise pz, opΓqq-orthogonal, such that X_n “ rS_ns^z_α, and such that Ť n S_n is also z-computable.

Let N_n be uniformly z-computable Γpzq-names such that F æX_n “ F^{Nn} . Define a Γpzq-name N by taking the “disjoint union” of the N_n’s: set S^N “ S. For non-leaf s P T_Γ we define pf_s, β_sq “ pf^N_s , β^N_s q as follows: for σ P S,

‚ If there is a ρ ď^z_{opΓq} σ and an n with σ P S_n X S^{Nn} , fix the longest such ρ and define f_spσq “ f^{Nn}_s pρq and β_spσq “ β^{Nn}_s pρq.

‚ If there is no such ρ, define f_spσq to be the leftmost child of s in T_Γ, and β_spσq “ η_s. □

We state a corollary, that will be used in conjunction with Proposition 2.14. It implies that Γpzq is closed under taking approximations at levels lower than opΓq.

Corollary 3.18. Let ξ ă opΓq. Suppose that X is Σ^0_{1`ξ} pzq ^ Π^0_{1`ξ} pzq, and that g : X Ñ N is Δ^0_{1`ξ`1}pzq-measurable. Suppose that F_n : X Ñ t0, 1u are uniformly in Γpzq. Define G: X Ñ t0, 1u by Gpxq “ F_{gpxq}pxq. Then G P Γpzq.

Proof. For n P N let X_n “ g^{´1}tnu. Since ξ ` 1 ď opΓq, the sets X_n are uniformly Σ^0_{1`opΓq} within X. By Proposition 3.15, the functions G æ X_n “ F_n æ X_n are uniformly in Γpzq. By Proposition 3.17, G is in Γpzq. □

The propositions above were stated for functions on reals. As usual, their proofs reveal uniformity in terms of manipulating names, and this uniformity will be used. For example, in Proposition 3.17, observe that from the sequence xN_ny of names for F æX_n, we can z-computably construct the name N for F .

3.5. Effective containment.

Definition 3.19. Let Γ and Λ be two class descriptions; let N be a Γ-name and let M be a Λ-name. We say that N and M are equivalent (and write N ” M) if z^N “ z^M , S^N “ S^M , and F^N “ F^M .

In that definition, we implicitly assume that S “ S^N “ S^M is a pz, ξq-forest for some ξ ď opΓq, opΛq.

Definition 3.20. Let Λ and Γ be class descriptions.

(a) We write Λ Ď Γ if y^Λ ě_T y^Γ, and Λ Ď Γ, uniformly above y^Λ: there is a y^Λ-computable function which, given a total Λ-name N, outputs a total Γ-name M equivalent to N.

(b) We write Λ ” Γ if Λ Ď Γ and Γ Ď Λ.

(c) We write Λ ă Γ if Λ Ď Γ and Λ̌ Ď Γ.

Note that Λ ă Γ iff Λ̌ ă Γ iff Λ ă Γ̌.

Lemma 3.21. The relations Ď and ă on class descriptions are transitive. The relation ” is an equivalence relation.

The requirement in Definition 3.20 that the names be total comes from the fact that if opΛq ‰ opΓq then the partial Λ-functions and the Γ-functions are not defined on the same domains. However, this is not a serious restriction. If Λ Ď Γ and ξ ď opΛq, opΓq then every F P Λ whose domain is Σ^0_{1`ξ} ^ Π^0_{1`ξ} is also in Γ, effectively; this follows from Propositions 3.15 and 3.16.

In practice, we will always have opΓq and opΛq comparable (but both opΛq ą opΓq and opΓq ă opΛq will occur in nature). So we can take ξ “ mintopΛq, opΓqu. However, incorporating this requirement into the definition would make the relation Ď not transitive.

Definition 3.22. A sequence Θ̄ “ Θ_0, Θ_1, . . . of class descriptions is uniform if y^{Θ0} , y^{Θ1} , . . . is constant y, and the class descriptions are uniformly y-computable. We write y^{Θ̄} for y.

Note that if Γ is a class description and for all n, pnq P T_Γ, then the sequence Γ_{p0q}, Γ_{p1q}, . . . is uniform.

Definition 3.23. Let Γ be a class description and let Θ̄ “ Θ_0, Θ_1, . . . be a uniform sequence of class descriptions. We write Θ̄ Ď Γ

if Θ_n Ď Γ for all n, uniformly in n. Similarly, we write Θ̄ ă Γ if Θ_n ă Γ, uniformly.

3.6. Notation for constructed classes.

Notation 3.24. If Θ̄ is a uniform sequence of class descriptions and ξ is an ordinal, then we write ξ ď opΘ̄q if for all n, ξ ď opΘ_nq.

Note that we are not requiring that opΘ_nq is the same for all n. Also note that if ξ ď opΘ̄q then as opΘ_nq is y^{Θ̄}-computable, so is ξ.

Definition 3.25. Suppose that:

(i) Θ̄ “ Θ_0, Θ_1, . . . is a uniform sequence of class descriptions; (ii) ξ is an ordinal and ξ ď opΘ̄q; and (iii) η is a nonzero y^{Θ̄}-computable ordinal.

Then we let SU^η_ξ pΘ_0, Θ_1, . . . q be the class description Γ determined by setting:

‚ y^Γ “ y^{Θ̄}; ‚ opΓq “ ξ; ‚ η^Γ “ η; and ‚ for all n, Γ_{pnq} “ Θ_n.

If η “ 1 then we write SU_ξpΘ_0, Θ_1, . . . q.

The notation is derived from the notion of separated unions. If Θ_0 “ tHu and η “ 1, then the sets in Γ are the ones of the form Ť ně1pC_n X A_nq, where A_n P Θ_n, and C_1, C_2, . . . are pairwise disjoint Σ^0_{1`ξ} sets. In the more general case, we add Bz Ť n C_n, where B P Θ_0. When η ą 1, under some restrictions, Γ is the class of separated unions based on D_ηpΣ^0_{1`ξ}q sets; see [GTb]. We observe that if Γ is a class description and for all n, pnq P T_Γ, then Γ “ SU^η_ξ pΓ_{p0q}, Γ_{p1q}, . . . q, where ξ “ opΓq and η “ η^Γ.

For the following lemma and below, we write �SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q for the dual of the class.

Lemma 3.26. Suppose that Θ̄ is a uniform sequence, ξ ď opΘ̄q, and η ą 0 is y^{Θ̄}-computable.

(a) �SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q ” SU^η_ξ pΘ̌_0, Θ̌_1, . . . q. (b) Θ̄ Ď SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q.

(c) If Λ_n Ď Θ_n, uniformly, and ξ ď opΛ̄q, then SU^η_ξ pΛ̄q Ď SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q.

Lemma 3.27. Suppose that opΓq ą ξ, Θ̄ ă Γ, ξ ď opΘ̄q, and η is y^{Θ̄}-computable. Then SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q ă Γ.

Proof. Let N be a total SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q-name; let z “ z^N . Let F “ F^N and F_n “ F^{Npnq} . So F_n P Θ_npzq, uniformly, and so, as Θ̄ ă Γ, F_n P Γpzq and F_n P Γ̌pzq, uniformly. By Proposition 2.14 and Corollary 3.18, as ξ ă opΓq, F P Γpzq and F P Γ̌pzq. This is uniform in everything. □

3.7. The case η “ 1. Let Γ be a class description and let N be a Γ-name. For s P T_Γ let X^N_s be the collection of x P rS^N s such that s ď ℓpxq, where we use the notation from Definition 3.3. That is, X^N_s consists of those x for which the procedure computing F^N pxq “passes through” the node s.

In general, X^N_s may be complicated. Suppose, however, that for all non-leaf s P T_Γ, η_s “ 1. In this case, if t is a child of s on T_Γ then X^N_t is Σ^0_{1`ξs} pzq ^ Π^0_{1`ξs} pzq (where z “ z^N ). In fact, X^N_t is either Σ^0_{1`ξs} pzq or Π^0_{1`ξs} pzq within X^N_s ; the latter holds for the default (leftmost) child.

Definition 3.28. Let Γ be a class description satisfying η_s “ 1 for all non-leaf s P T_Γ; let N be a Γ-name. By induction on |s|, for s P T_Γ we define S^N_s Ď S^N as follows:

‚ S^N_{xy} “ S^N ;

‚ If t is a child of s on T_Γ, then S^N_t “ � σ P S^N_s : f^N_s pσq “ t ( . If t is the default child of s then S^N_t is pz, ξ_sq-closed in S^N_s ; otherwise, it is pz, ξ_sq-open in S^N_s . Since ξ_s ď ξ_t, by induction on |s| we see that for non-leaf s, S^N_s is a pz, ξ_sq-forest; and X^N_s “ rS^N_s s^z_{ξs} .

Thus, in the case that each η_s is 1, for each s, we do not need to define the approximation f^N_s on all of S^N , but rather, only on S^N_s . In the general case, since X^N_s may fail to be Σ^0_{1`ξs} pzq ^ Π^0_{1`ξs} pzq, we need to define our approximations on all of S^N at each node s.

3.8. Montone sequences.

Definition 3.29. A uniform sequence Θ_0, Θ_1, . . . is monotone if Θ_n Ď Θ̌_{n`1}, uniformly in n.

There are two main cases: either Θ_{n`1} “ Θ̌_n for all n, or Θ_n ă Θ_{n`1} for all n. It will be a consequence of our analysis that by passing to infinite subsequences, these are the only two possibilities.

Proposition 3.30. Suppose that Θ̄ “ xΘ_0, Θ_1, . . .y is monotone, ξ ď opΘ̄q, and η is y^{Θ̄}-computable.

(a) Θ̄ ă SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q.

(b) SU^η_ξ pΘ_0, Θ_1, . . . q Ď �SU^η_ξ pΘ_1, Θ_2, . . . q.

(c) If Θ_0 ă Θ_1 then SU^η_ξ pΘ_0, Θ_1, . . . q ă SU^η_ξ pΘ_1, Θ_2, . . . q. (d) If η^1 ă η then SU^{η1}_ξ pΘ̄q ă SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q. (e) If ξ^1 ă ξ then SU_ξ1 pΘ̄q ă SU_ξ pΘ̄q.

Proof. (a) follows from Lemma 3.26(b) and Θ̄ being monotone.

(b) follows from Lemma 3.26(a),(c).

For (c), in light of (b), it suffices to show that SU^η_ξ pΘ_0, Θ_1, . . . q Ď SU^η_ξ pΘ_1, Θ_2, . . . q. Let N be a SU^η_ξ pΘ_0, Θ_1, . . . q-name. Define a SU^η_ξ pΘ_1, Θ_2, . . . q-name M equivalent to N by letting M_{p0q} be a Θ_1-name equivalent to N_{p0q}, and for n ě 2, let M_{pnq} be a Θ_{n`1}-name equivalent to N_{pn´1q}. It doesn’t matter how we define M_{p1q}. We define β^M “ β^N and f^M pσq “ 0 if f^N pσq “ 0, otherwise f^M pσq “ f^N pσq ` 1.

For (d), SU^{η1}_ξ pΘ̄q Ď SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q is clear, as every SU^{η1}_ξ pΘ̄q-name is also a SU^η_ξ pΘ̄qname, and has the same interpretation. To see that SU^{η1}_ξ pΘ̄q Ď �SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q, let N be a SU^{η1}_ξ pΘ̄q-name. We define a SU^η_ξ pΘ_0, Θ_1, . . . q name M equivalent to N by letting M_{pn`1q} ” Ň_{pnq} and setting β^M “ β^N and f^M “ f^N ` 1. The point is that η ą η^1 so even if β^N pσq “ η^1, in M, we are allowed to take a non-default outcome.

(e) follows from (a) and Lemma 3.27. □

Notice that for any class description Γ and any ξ ă opΓq, SU^η_ξ pΓ, Γ, . . . q ” Γ (one direction relies on Corollary 3.18). So the ordinal opΓq may vary between descriptions Γ of the same class. However, we can identify a largest ordinal among all such descriptions.

Lemma 3.31. If Θ̄ is monotone, ξ ď opΘ̄q, and Γ is a description with Γ “ SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q, then otppopΓqq ď otppξq.

Recall that when we write equality of boldface classes, we mean that they contain the same total functions.

Proof. For a contradiction, suppose otppopΓqq ą otppξq, and fix F P SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q universal, by Proposition 3.14. It suffices to show that 1 ´ F P Γ.

Fix z “ y^Γ ‘ y^{Θ̄} and N an SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q-name of F . Then X_n “ tx P N : f^N_{xy} pxq “ nu is Δ^0_{1`ξ`1}pzq. By Proposition 3.30(a) and monotonicity, 1 ´ F^{Npnq} P SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q “ Γ, and so by Corollary 3.18, 1 ´ F P Γ. □

3.9. Acceptable descriptions.

Definition 3.32.

(a) A class description Γ is acceptable if for all non-leaf s P T_Γ, (i) η^Γ_s “ 1; and (ii) for all n, s^n P T_Γ, and the sequence Γ_{s^0}, Γ_{s^1}, . . . is monotone, uniformly in s.

(b) A uniform sequence Θ_0, Θ_1, . . . of class descriptions is acceptable if it is monotone, and the class descriptions Θ_n are uniformly acceptable.

Uniform acceptability implies that for all n and non-leaf s P T_{Θn} , the sequence pΘ_nq_{s^0}, pΘ_nq_{s^1}, . . . is monotone, uniformly in s and n.

Note that some of the class descriptions given in Section 3.2 are not acceptable. Nevertheless, we can give acceptable descriptions for these classes. b^1. Σ^0_α: let T_Γ consist of the root, and children p0q, p1q, p2q, and so on. Let the labels of the leaves alternate between 0 and 1, with even leaves labeled 0 and odd leaves labeled 1. Set opΓq to be some ordinal ξ, and let η^Γ “ 1. Then Γ “ Σ^0_{1`ξ}.

c^1. Hausdorff difference hierarchy: The class D_ηpΣ^0_{1`ξ} q has an acceptable description defined inductively on η as follows. First, suppose that η is a successor ordinal, η “ γ ` 1. Set opΓq to be ξ, and let η^Γ “ 1. Let Γ_{p0q} be a leaf labeled 0, and let Γ_{piq} be an acceptable description for either D_γ pΣ^0_{1`ξ} q (if i is even) or its dual (if i is odd). If η is a limit ordinal, let xη_ky be a computable increasing and cofinal sequence in η. We still set opΓq to be ξ, and let η^Γ “ 1. Let Γ_{p0q} be a leaf labeled 0, and let Γ_{piq} be an acceptable description for D_{ηi} pΣ^0_{1`ξ} q.

Lemma 3.33.

(a) If Γ is acceptable, then the sequence Γ_{p0q}, Γ_{p1q}, . . . is acceptable, (b) If Θ̄ is acceptable and ξ ď opΘ̄q then SU_ξpΘ̄q is acceptable.

Proposition 3.34. Suppose that Θ̄ is acceptable; ξ ď opΘ̄q, and η is y^{Θ̄}-computable. Then there is some acceptable Γ ” SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q with opΓq “ ξ.

Proof. This is done by induction on η. Since everything has to be uniformly computable, this is, in fact, y^{Θ̄}-effective transfinite recursion on η.

Suppose that η ą 1 is a successor ordinal. By induction, for each n, let Λ_n ” SU^{η´1}_ξ pΘ_n, Θ_{n`1}, . . . q be acceptable. Then Θ_0, Λ_0, Λ_1, Λ_2, . . . is monotone: Θ_0 Ď Λ̌_1 follows from Proposition 3.30(a); Λ_n Ď Λ̌_{n`1} follows from Proposition 3.30(b). By Lemma 3.33, Γ “ SU_ξpΘ_0, Λ_0, Λ_1, Λ_2, . . . q is acceptable.

We check that Γ ” SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q. In one direction, suppose that N is a SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q-name; we build a Γ-name M equivalent to N. Let z “ z^N and S “ S^N . To define M, we use the notation of Definition 3.28. We let S^M_{p0q} “ � σ P S : β^N pσq “ η ( ; we let M_{p0q} be the restriction of N_{p0q} to S^M_{p0q} (Proposition 3.15).

For simplicity, we may assume that for all σ P S, if β^N pσq ă η then β^N pτq “ η ´ 1 for some τ ď^z_ξ σ in S. For all n we let W_n be the pz, ξq-open subset of S generated by the strings σ with β^N pσq “ η ´ 1 and f^N pσq “ n. We will define a SU^{η´1}_ξ pΘ_n, Θ_{n`1}, . . . q-name G_n with S^{Gn} “ W_n; then, we let S^M_{pn`1q} “ W_n and let M_{pn`1q} be a Λ_n-name equivalent to G_n. To define G_n, we let β^{Gn} “ β^N æ W_n. We let pG_nq_{p0q} “ N_{pnq}. Since Θ̄ is monotone, we can find a computable function g : N Ñ N and for each m, let pG_nq_{pmq} be a Θ_{n`m}-name, so that:

‚ gpnq “ 0; and ‚ for all k, pG_nq_{gpkq} is equivalent to N_{pkq}.

For σ P W_n we let f^{Gn} pσq “ gpf^N pσqq.

In the other direction, suppose that N is a Γ-name. We define an SU^η_ξ pΘ̄qname M equivalent to N. Again let z “ z^N and S “ S^N . For each n, let K_n be an SU^{η´1}_ξ pΘ_n, Θ_{n`1}, . . . q-name equivalent to N_{pn`1q} (so S^{Kn} “ S^N_{pn`1q}). Now, as Θ̄ is monotone, find a computable function g and for each m, let M_{pmq} be a Θ_m-name such that:

‚ M_{p0q} “ N_{p0q}; and

‚ for all n and k, pK_nq_{pkq} is equivalent to M_{pgpn,kqq}.

For σ P S^N_{p0q} let f^M pσq “ 0 and β^N pσq “ η. For each n ě 1, for each σ P S^N_{pnq} let β^M pσq “ β^{Kn} pσq and f^M pσq “ gpn, f^{Kn} pσqq.

Suppose that η is a limit ordinal. Fix a computable increasing and cofinal sequence xη_ny in η. By induction, find acceptable Λ_n ” SU^{ηn}_ξ pΘ̄q. The sequence Θ_0, Λ_1, Λ_2, Λ_3, . . . is monotone: Θ_0 Ď Λ̌_1 follows from Proposition 3.30(a); Λ_n Ď Λ̌_{n`1} follows from Proposition 3.30(d). Hence Γ “ SU_ξ pΘ_0, Λ_1, Λ_2, . . . q is acceptable.

The argument that Γ ” SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q is a little simpler than the successor case. To translate a SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q-name N to a Γ-name M, we of course keep the default outcome M_{p0q} “ N_{p0q}. Suppose that σ P S is minimal with β^N pσq ă η. Then β^N pσq ă η_n for some n ě 1. Take least such, and set σ P S^M_{pnq} (putting all of its successors in pS, ď^z_ξ q into S^M_{pnq} as well). We then let M_{pnq} be a Λ_n-name equivalent to a SU^{ηn}_ξ pΘ̄qname G_n defined by β^{Gn} “ β^N æ S^M_{pnq}, f^{Gn} “ β^N æ S^M_{pnq}, and pG_nq_{pkq} “ N_{pkq}. The point is that we don’t have to worry about the default outcome of G_n, since we already have β^N pσq ă η_n.

The other direction is exactly as in the successor case. □

By Lemma 3.31, it follows that amongst the class descriptions of a given class Λ, the acceptable descriptions have the largest von-Neumann ordinal (and we will eventually show that every Borel Wadge class has an acceptable description). We can take this to be the ordinal of the class. For equivalent definitions of the ordinal level of a Borel Wadge class see [LSR88a].

In light of Proposition 3.34, one might ask why we allow η ą 1 in our general class descriptions in the first place. The answer is that classes SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q with η ą 1 show up naturally in our classification of simpler class descriptions, in particular, in the proof of Proposition 4.9; so we have designed our descriptions to easily accommodate them. Another reason is that natural descriptions of more complicated classes, such as BiSeppD_ηpΣ^0_{1`ξ} q, Γq, and separated differences require η ą 1. Descriptions with η ą 1 are also used in [GTb] to characterise the effective reduction property.

4. Classification of acceptable classes

We now give our classification of acceptable classes, by analysing their ambiguous classes. This resembles the work in [Lou83], but is much simplified; it also relies on our effective methods.

Definition 4.1. For a class description Γ and z ě_T y^Γ, we let ΔpΓpzqq “ Γpzq X Γ̌pzq and ΔpΓq “ Γ X Γ̌.

Note that the first includes partial functions, while for the second we will usually only consider total functions.

Definition 4.2. Let Γ be an acceptable class description.

(1) Γ has zero type if opΓq “ ω_1, i.e., if T_Γ “ txyu.

(2) Γ has countable type if there is an acceptable sequence Θ̄ such that:

‚ Θ̄ ă Γ; ‚ y^{Θ̄} “ y^Γ;

‚ opΘ_nq ě opΓq for all n; and ‚ For any z ě_T y^Γ, for any F P ΔpΓpzqq, there is a partition of X “ dom F into sets Y_n that are Σ^0_{1`opΓq}pzq within X (uniformly), such that F æY_n P Θ_npzq, uniformly.

(3) Γ has uncountable type if for every z ě_T y^Γ, for every F P ΔpΓpzqq whose domain is Π^0_{1`opΓq}pzq, there is some acceptable Λ such that:

‚ Λ ă Γ; ‚ y^Λ “ z;

‚ opΛq ě opΓq; and ‚ F P Λpzq.

Remark 4.3. Suppose that Γ has countable type, witnessed by Θ̄. Let z ě_T y^Γ, X be Σ^0_{1`opΓq}pzq ^ Π^0_{1`opΓq}pzq, xY_ny a partition of X into sets that are uniformly Σ^0_{1`opΓq}pzq within X, and F : X Ñ t0, 1u be such that F æ Y_n P Θ_npzq, uniformly. Then by Proposition 3.17, F P ΔpΓpzqq.

Hence, for both the countable and uncountable type, the condition described is actually a characterisation of ΔpΓpzqq.

We say that an acceptable class description is classified if it has one of the three types. The main theorem of this section is:

Theorem 4.4. Every acceptable class description is classified.

Let us provide some examples. Fix Θ̄ the sequence 0, 1, 0, 1, . . . . For any ξ, let Γ “ SU_ξpΘ̄q, so that Γ “ BiSeppΣ^0_{1`ξ}, 1, 0q “ Σ^0_{1`ξ} . Then Γ has countable type, where the witnessing sequence is this same Θ̄. This is immediate: let F P ΔpΓpzqq; for i ă 2, let X_i “ F^{´1}ris. Then pX_0, X_1q partition dom F into sets that are relatively Δ^0_{1`ξ}pzq, and F is constant on both these sets.

For a slightly more complicated example, consider Λ “ D_2pΣ^0_{1`ξ}q, which is described by an acceptable Λ constructed in example c^1 after Definition 3.32: if Γ is the standard acceptable description for Σ^0_ξ then Γ “ SU_ξp0, Γ, Γ̌, Γ, Γ̌, . . . q. In this case we let Θ_n “ Γ and Θ_{n`1} “ Γ̌. To see that this satisfies the definition, let F P ΔpΛpzqq. We can partition X “ dom F into four sets, each Σ^0_{1`ξ}pzq within X: those z P X for which the Λ-name for F moves off the default outcome before the Λ̌-name does, and it moves to an even outcome pnq; those z P X for which the Λ-name moves off the default outcome first and moves to and odd outcome; and two similar sets for when the Λ̌-name is first to move. On each of these four sets, F is either in Γpzq or in Γ̌pzq, depending on the parity of the outcome chosen.

On the other hand, let Γ “ SU_1p0, 1, 0, . . . q be the standard acceptable name for Σ^0_2; and let Υ “ SU_0pΓ, Γ̌, Γ, Γ̌, . . . q, so that Υ “ BiSeppΣ^0_1, Π^0_2, Σ^0_2q. It will be a consequence of Theorem 4.7 that Υ has uncountable type. Indeed, by examining the proofs of Proposition 4.8 and Proposition 4.9, we can see that for any F P ΔpΥq, F P BiSeppΣ^0_1, Π^0_2, D_ηpΣ^0_1qq for some sufficiently large η ă ω_1, and all of these classes are ă Υ; and so are as required for uncountable type.

4.1. How classification helps. The purpose of the notion of type is to tell us about the ambiguous classes, and the cofinality of the class in the Wadge degrees. If Γ is an acceptable description, there will be three cases:

(i) opΓq “ ω_1;

(ii) ΔpΓq is a principal pointclass, the least upper bound in the Wadge degrees of a countable sequence of degrees;

(iii) ΔpΓq is the (necessarily uncountable) union of those Λ Ă ΔpΓq. These three cases will not exactly correspond to the three sorts of types we have just defined. It will turn out that case (b) happens only when Γ has countable type and opΓq “ 0; if Γ has uncountable type or 0 ă opΓq ă ω_1, then case (c) will hold. We summarise this in the following two propositions.

Proposition 4.5. Let Γ be an acceptable class description. If Γ has countable type, witnessed by Θ̄, and opΓq “ 0, then ΔpΓq is principal, and is the least principal pointclass containing Ť n Θ_n.

Proposition 4.6. Let Γ be an acceptable class description. If Γ has uncountable type, or 0 ă opΓq ă ω_1, then ΔpΓq “ Ť tΛ : Λ is acceptable and Λ ă Γu, and is non-principal.

One can think of Proposition 4.5 as covering two cases depending on the character of the sequence Θ̄. As mentioned above, the separation theorem will imply the semi-linear-ordering property for described classes: for any two class descriptions Γ and Λ, either Λ Ď Γ or Γ Ď Λ̌. This will imply that if Θ̄ is monotone then it has a subsequence which is ă-increasing, or it eventually alternates between a class and its dual. In the first case, ΔpΓq above will have cofinality ω in the Wadge degrees; in the latter, it will be a successor of the two dual classes which form a tail of Θ̄.

The discrepancy between the type of a class and its cofinality in the Wadge degrees would lead one to ask why we have chosen to define countable and uncountable type as we have. What is countable about a class of uncountable cofinality? The heart of the matter is in our general plan for proving Theorem 4.4 (and in particular, the proof of Proposition 4.9 below). Indeed, given an acceptable description, we can easily tell its type.

Theorem 4.7. Let Γ be an acceptable class description, and suppose that opΓq ă ω_1. Let s^˚ be the leftmost leaf of T_Γ (necessarily of the form 0^n for some n).

(a) If for all s ă s^˚, ξ^Γ_s “ opΓq, then Γ has countable type. (b) Otherwise, Γ has uncountable type.

That is, Γ has countable type if climbing from the root to the leftmost leaf s^˚, the ordinal labels are constant; it has uncountable type if the ordinal labels increase at some point. The class Γ has countable cofinality (among non-self dual pairs) if the ordinal labels along s^˚ are all 0.

The real answer to the question “what is countable about a countable type with uncountable cofinality” relies on an alternative understanding of the ordinal level of a class. Let Γ be a class description. Ignoring computability issues, we can define a class description Λ “ Γ^{´opΓq} by subtracting opΓq from all ξ-ordinal labels: opΓq ` ξ^Λ_s “ ξ^Γ_s for all non-leaf s P T_Γ. The class Λ is the “opΓq-jump inversion” of Γ: F P Γ if and only if F “ H ˝ g where H P Λ and g is Σ^0_{1`opΓq}-measurable. Equivalently, g can be taken to be the opΓq-iterated jump function, relative to some oracle (see Lemma 7.11 below). Indeed, opΓq can be characterised as the greatest ordinal α such that Γ is the “α-jump” of a class Λ ([LSR88a]). We remark that taking the α-jumps of classes is one of the main staples of all analyses in print of Borel Wadge classes, from Wadge’s [Wad84] to [KM19]. In contrast, our analysis does not make use of this, because the true stage relations allow us to argue about classes directly, without needing to transform them using iterated jumps.

For our matter, Theorem 4.7 implies that jump and jump inversion preserve the type of a class. An acceptable Γ has countable type if and only if its opΓqjump inversion Λ has countable cofinality in the Wadge degrees. Equivalently, if it has countable cofinality among all classes of level ě opΓq. For example, Σ^0_{1`ξ} has countable type because among classes of level ě ξ, it is the successor of the pair tHu, tN u; and D_2pΣ^0_{1`ξ}q is the successor of the pair Σ^0_{1`ξ} , Π^0_{1`ξ} among such classes.

4.2. Proving the classification theorem. We turn to the proof of Theorem 4.7, which clearly implies Theorem 4.4. As one would guess, the proof is by induction on the length of the leftmost leaf s^˚ of Γ. Note that this is traditional induction on N, not transfinite induction on the rank of T_Γ. The induction has three parts, depending on the type and ordinal level of the default sub-class Γ_{p0q}:

Proposition 4.8. Let Γ be an acceptable class description, and suppose that opΓq ă ω_1.

(a) If opΓ_{p0q}q “ ω_1 then Γ has countable type.

(b) If opΓq ă opΓ_{p0q}q ă ω_1, or if Γ_{p0q} has uncountable type, then Γ has uncountable type.

(c) If opΓ_{p0q}q “ opΓq and Γ_{p0q} has countable type then Γ has countable type.

To prove Proposition 4.8 we will use:

Proposition 4.9. Suppose that Γ is classified and that opΓq ă ω_1. Then for all ξ ă opΓq, for all z ě_T y^Γ, if F P ΔpΓpzqq and dom F is Π^0_{1`ξ}pzq, then there is some acceptable Λ such that:

‚ Λ ă Γ; ‚ y^Λ “ z;

‚ opΛq ě ξ; and ‚ F P Λpzq.

We note that for any Γ, if the conclusion holds for some ξ ď opΓq then it holds for all ξ^1 ď ξ. Hence the proposition holds for all Γ which have uncountable type. Indeed, what it says, in some sense, is that if opΓq ą 0 then Γ has “weak uncountable type”, even if it has countable type. This will imply Proposition 4.6 (apart from being used for Proposition 4.8). Due to its length, we delay the proof of Proposition 4.9 to the end of this section.

The starred class. Toward proving Proposition 4.8, we define a sub-class Γ^˚ of Γ, consisting of functions that never take the default outcome at the root. This is a subclass of ΔpΓq which behaves nicely. For example, it will always have countable type (Proposition 4.12). The main step of the argument is Proposition 4.13, which says that we can understand a set in ΔpΓq by separating into two parts: on a relative closed set, we stay on the default outcome, and so in ΔpΓ_{p0q}q; on the rest, we’re in Γ^˚.

Definition 4.10. Let Γ be a class description. A Γ^˚-name is a Γ-name N for which for all σ P S^N , β^N pσq ă η^Γ.

In particular, if η^Γ “ 1 this means that f^N “ f^N_{xy} never changes: for all σ ď^z_{opΓq} τ in S^N , f^N pτq “ f^N pσq.

We let Γ^˚pzq denote the collection of all functions F^N , where N is a Γ^˚-name and z^N “ z. We extend the relations of Definition 3.20 to Γ^˚ as expected.

Lemma 4.11. If Γ is acceptable, then for all z ě_T y^Γ, Γ̌^˚pzq ” Γ^˚pzq.

As usual, everything is as uniform as possible. Since Γ^˚pzq Ď Γpzq, it follows that Γ^˚pzq Ď ΔpΓpzqq.

Proof. Suppose that N is a Γ̌^˚-name. For each n let M_{n`1} be a Γ_{pn`1q}-name equivalent to N_{pnq}; set f^M pσq “ f^N pσq`1 and β^M pσq “ β^N pσq, which is permitted since β^N pσq ă η^Γ. □

As a result, when Γ is acceptable, Λ Ď Γ^˚ implies Λ ă Γ^˚. Informally, the following proposition says that Γ^˚ has countable type.

Proposition 4.12. For any acceptable Γ with opΓq ă ω_1 there is an acceptable sequence Θ̄ satisfying:

‚ Θ̄ ă Γ^˚; ‚ y^{Θ̄} “ y^Γ;

‚ opΘ_nq ě opΓq for all n; and ‚ For any z ě_T y^Γ, for any F P Γ^˚pzq, there is a partition of X “ dom F into sets Y_n that are Σ^0_{1`opΓq}pzq within X (uniformly), such that F æY_n P Θ_npzq, uniformly.

Proof. Let Θ_n “ Γ_{pnq}. Lemma 3.33 says that Θ̄ is acceptable. The (easy) proof of Lemma 3.26(b) shows that Θ̄ ă Γ^˚. Let N be a Γ^˚-name; recall that S^N_{pnq} “ � σ P S^N : f^N pσq “ n ( . The sets S^N_{pnq} are pairwise pz, opΓqq-orthogonal, and F^N æ rS_ns P Θ_npzq. □

Proposition 4.13. Suppose that Γ is acceptable, z ě_T y^Γ, and F P ΔpΓpzqq. Then there is partition of X “ dom F into a set Y , Π^0_{1`opΓq}pzq within X, and a set Z, Σ^0_{1`opΓq}pzq within X, such that:

‚ F æY P ΔpΓ_{p0q}pzqq; and ‚ F æZ P Γ^˚pzq.

Proof. This is a “stage comparison” argument. Let N be a Γpzq-name and M be a Γ̌pzq-name such that F “ F N “ F M . We may assume that SN “ SM , call it S.

Define T “ � σ P S : β^N pσq “ β^M pσq “ 1 ( ; then T is pz, opΓqq-closed in S, so Y “ rT s is Π^0_{1`opΓq}pzq within X. Let W “ SzT , which is pz, opΓqq-open in S; we let Z “ rW s. We decompose W into two parts:

W^` “ ! σ P W : pDτ ď^z_{opΓq} σq β^N pτq “ 0 & β^M pτq “ 1 ) , and W^´ “ W zW^`. Let Z^` “ rW^`s and Z^´ “ rW^´s. The sets Z^´ and Z^` partition Z, and are both Σ^0_{1`opΓq}pzq in Z, and so in X. Note that W^` and W^´ are pz, opΓqq-orthogonal.

Since f^N pσq “ f^M pσq “ 0 for all σ P T , N_{p0q} and M_{p0q} with S^{Np0q} “ S^{Mp0q} “ T are Γ_{p0q}- and Γ̌_{p0q}-names for F æY .

The restriction of N to W^` shows that F æZ^` P Γ^˚pzq. Similarly, the restriction of M to W^´ shows that F æZ^´ P Γ̌^˚pzq; by Lemma 4.11, F æZ^´ P Γ^˚pzq. Since W^` and W^´ are orthogonal, the proof of Proposition 3.17 shows that F æZ P Γ^˚pzq. □

Ignoring our major debt (Proposition 4.9), we can now finish the proof.

Proof of Proposition 4.8. (a): The main point in this case is that for any z, ΔpΓ_{p0q}pzqq contains only the empty partial function, whence by Proposition 4.13, ΔpΓpzqq “ Γ^˚pzq. Let Θ̄ be as provided by Proposition 4.12 for Γ; it is as required.

(b): Let z ě_T y^Γ and let F P ΔpΓpzqq, with X “ dom F being Π^0_{1`opΓq}pzq. Obtain a decomposition X “ Y Y Z from Proposition 4.13; then Y is also Π^0_{1`opΓq}pzq.

In either case, we can find some acceptable Λ ă Γ_{p0q} with y^Λ “ z, opΛq ě opΓq and F æ Y P Λpzq. If Γ_{p0q} has uncountable type this is by definition; if opΓq ă opΓ_{p0q}q ă ω_1 this is by Proposition 4.9.

Now let Υ “ SU_{opΓq}pΛ, Γ_{p0q}, Γ_{p1q}, Γ_{p2q}, . . . q;

except that we update the oracle of all classes to be z (as y^Λ “ z). This is a class description since opΛq ě opΓq. The sequence Λ, Γ_{p0q}, Γ_{p1q}, Γ_{p2q}, . . . is acceptable since Λ ă Γ_{p0q}. By Lemma 3.33, Υ is acceptable. By Proposition 3.30(c), Υ ă Γ.

The fact that F æY P Λpzq and F æZ P Γ^˚pzq implies F P Υpzq.

(c): Let Θ̄ witness that Γ_{p0q} has countable type. Let

Λ_n “ SU_{opΓq}pΘ_n, Γ_{p0q}, Γ_{p1q}, Γ_{p2q}, . . . q.

Note that opΘ_nq ě opΓ_{p0q}q “ opΓq. Since Θ_n ă Γ_{p0q}, each Λ_n is acceptable. By Proposition 3.30(c), Λ̄ ă Γ. Monotonicity of Θ̄ implies that of Λ̄: the argument is similar to that of Proposition 3.30(c).

Let z ě_T y^Γ and F P ΔpΓpzqq. Obtain a partition dom F “ Y Y Z given by Proposition 4.13; say Y “ rT s and Z “ rW s where T is pz, opΓqq-closed in S and W is pz, opΓqq-open in S (where dom F “ rSs). By assumption (and because opΓ_{p0q}q “ opΓq), there are pairwise pz, opΓqq-orthogonal T_n Ď T , pz, opΓqq-open in T , such that Y_n “ rT_ns partition Y and F æ Y_n P Θ_npzq. Let S_n be the pz, opΓqq-open subset of S generated by T_n. Add to S_0 those σ P W with no ď^z_{opΓq}-predecessor in T . Then the S_n are pairwise pz, opΓqq-orthogonal and X_n “ rS_ns partition dom F . It is not difficult to see that F ærS_ns P Λ_npzq. □

This completes the proof of Theorem 4.7, and thus of Theorem 4.4.

4.3. Consequences of classification. Before we prove Proposition 4.9, we verify the desired consequences of classification.

Proof of Proposition 4.5. That ΔpΓq contains Ť n Θ_n follows from Remark 4.3.

ΔpΓq is closed under continuous pre-images because both Γ and Γ̌ are.

Suppose Λ Ě Ť n Θ_n is a principal Wadge pointclass, i.e., there is some total G P 2^N with Λ “ tG ˝ f : f continuousu.

(Again, we are identifying subsets of N with their characteristic functions.)

Fix F P ΔpΓq total. By countable type for opΓq “ 0, and because F is total, there is actually a clopen partition of N into sets Y_n such that F æ Y_n P Θ_n. By Proposition 3.16, we may extend each F æY_n to a total F_n P Θ_n.

For each n, fix a continuous g_n such that F_n “ G˝g_n. Then define g “ Ť n g_n æY_n;

g is continuous, with F “ G ˝ g, and so ΔpΓq Ď Λ.

It remains to show that ΔpΓq is principal. For each n, fix H_n a universal Θ_n function. Define H by Hpn^xq “ H_npxq. H P ΔpΓq by Remark 4.3. Every total function in Θ_n is continuously reducible to H_n, and so to H by preppending n. By the previous argument, the continuous pre-images of H contains ΔpΓq. Thus ΔpΓq is principal. □

Proposition 4.5 allows us to identify the successor of a dual pair of classes, or of an increasing ω-sequence of classes.

Proposition 4.14. Let Θ̄ be an acceptable sequence. The least principal pointclass containing Ť n Θ_n is ΔpΓq, where Γ “ SU_0p0, Θ̄q.

Here again 0 is the standard description of tHu. In particular, when Θ̄ is an alternating sequence Θ, Θ̌, Θ, . . . , the next non-self-dual pair above the pair Θ, Θ̌ is Γ “ BiSeppΣ^0_1, Θ, tHuq and its dual.

Proof. By the proof of Proposition 4.12, Θ̄ witnesses that Γ^˚ has countable type. Since Γ_0 “ tHu, Θ̄ witnesses that Γ has countable type (see the proof of Proposition 4.8(a)). The result now follows from Proposition 4.5. □

Next, to the uncountable case.

Proof of Proposition 4.6. The equality ΔpΓq “ Ť tΛ : Λ is acceptable and Λ ă Γu follows from the definition of uncountable type, if Γ has uncountable type, and from Proposition 4.9, if opΓq ą 0. Since each acceptably described Λ is non-self-dual, and ΔpΓq is self-dual, it follows that ΔpΓq is non-principal. □

Remark 4.15. Proposition 4.6 did not actually state that in these cases, the cofinality of ΔpΓq is uncountable (under the Wadge ordering). This is because this fact requires Wadge’s semi-linear-ordering principle, at least for acceptably described classes, which we will only be able to deduce later (it follows from Lemma 6.2 below; for a simpler proof, see [GTb]). Using this principle, suppose, for a contradiction, that there is a countable set Y of acceptable Λ ă Γ such that ΔpΓq “ Ť tΛ : Λ P Y u. We can then produce a sequence Θ_0, Θ_1, . . . with Θ_n Ď Θ̌_{n`1} such that ΔpΓq “ Ť n Θ_n. By Lemma 6.4 below, if we update to a sufficiently strong oracle, Θ̄ is an acceptable sequence. By Proposition 4.5, the sequence Θ̄ has a least upper bound ΔpΛq, which is principal. Then ΔpΓq “ Ť_n Θ_n Ĺ ΔpΛq. But the minimality of ΔpΛq implies that ΔpΛq Ď Γ, and since ΔpΛq is self-dual, it follows that ΔpΛq Ď ΔpΓq.

The following is not needed at any point in our analysis, but it is included for the sake of aesthetics.

Proposition 4.16. There is no acceptable description Γ which has both countable and uncountable type.

Proof. Note that Propositions 4.5 and 4.6 together imply that no acceptable Γ with opΓq “ 0 can have both countable and uncountable type. We can then use jump inversion to conclude the general case. Alternatively, we argue directly as follows.

Suppose that Γ has both countable and uncountable type. Let Θ̄ witness that Γ has countable type. By Proposition 4.14, let Υ be acceptable such that ΔpΥq is the least principal pointclass continaing Ť n Θ_n. By minimality, ΔpΥq Ď ΔpΓq. Since ΔpΥq is principal and Γ has uncountable type, there is some acceptable Λ ă Γ with opΛq ě opΓq and ΔpΥq Ď Λ, whence Ť n Θ_n Ď ΔpΛq. Since opΛq ě opΓq, the fact that Θ̄ witnesses that Γ has countable type, together with Proposition 3.17, shows that ΔpΓq Ď ΔpΛq. This contradicts Λ ă Γ. □

It follows that Theorem 4.7 gives an exact characterization of when an acceptable description has countable or uncountable type.

4.4. Paying our debts. It remains to give the proof of Proposition 4.9.

Proof of Proposition 4.9. We remark that the stipulation opΓq ă ω_1 is necessary, because if opΓq “ ω_1, then ΔpΓpzqq “ tF u where F is the empty partial function, and there can be no Λ ă Γ.

Now as noted above, if the conclusion holds for some ξ ď opΓq then it holds for all ξ^1 ď ξ. Hence the proposition holds for all Γ which have uncountable type. So it remains to show that the proposition holds for classes Γ which have countable type. Let Γ have countable type, witnessed by Θ̄; and let ξ ă opΓq.

There are two main cases, depending on whether opΓq is a successor or a limit.

The successor case generalises the Hausdorff-Kuratowski theorem. Suppose that opΓq is a successor; by our observation above, we may assume that opΓq “ ξ ` 1.

Fix some z ě_T y^Γ, and let F : X Ñ t0, 1u be in ΔpΓpzqq, where X “ rSs and S is a pz, ξq-forest (in this case of the proof, we do not need to assume that S is pz, ξq-closed in ω^{ăω}). Let pY_nq be a partition of X into uniformly Σ^0_{1`opΓq}pzq sets, such that F æY_n P Θ_npzq, uniformly.

As X is Σ^0_{1`ξ} pzq ^ Π^0_{1`ξ} pzq, and ξ ă opΓq, X is Δ^0_{1`opΓq}pzq. Thus the Y_n are uniformly Δ^0_{1`opΓq}pzq sets, and the function x ÞÑ n if x P Y_n is Δ^0_{1`opΓq}pzqmeasurable. By the “limit lemma” Proposition 2.14, since opΓq “ ξ ` 1, f has a z-computable pz, ξq-approximation on S, which we also denote by f. Note that here we use that S is a pz, ξq-forest rather than only a pz, opΓqq-forest.

By Lemma 2.16, there is a z-computable ordinal η and a z-computable witness β : S Ñ η for the convergence of f. Let Υ “ SU^η_ξ pΘ̄q,

except that we set y^Υ “ z rather than y^{Θ̄} “ y^Γ (this is necessary since η is only z-computable). This class is well-defined since ξ ď opΘ̄q (as opΓq ď opΘ̄q). By Lemma 3.27, Υ ă Γ. By Proposition 3.34, Υ is equivalent to some acceptable Λ with opΛq “ ξ. So it remains to show that F P Υpzq.

Define an Υpzq-name N with S^N “ S, and at the root let pf^N , β^N q “ pf, βq. For each n, let N_{pnq} be a Θ_npzq-name for an extension of F æ Y_n to all of X (Propositions 3.15 and 3.16). Then F^N “ F , as required.

Next, we consider the case that opΓq “ λ is a limit ordinal. We perform an analysis similar to Wadge’s analysis of Δ^0_γ sets. Before we consider a particular F P ΔpΓq, we first describe the possible classes we will be using for Λ. Fix some z ě_T y^Γ, and recall that we fixed some ξ ă λ. By TSP(5), let

ξ ă λ_0 ă λ_1 ă λ_2 ă . . . , be increasing, y^Γ-computable and cofinal in λ, such that for every σ P ω^{ăω}, if k “ |σ|^z_λ is the height of σ in the tree pω^{ăω}, ď^z_λq, then k “ |σ|^z_{λk} and rσs^z_λ is Δ^0_{1`λk} pzq, as for all τ, σ ď^z_λ τ ðñ σ ď^z_{λk} τ.

Fix a z-computable ordinal δ. By recursion on α ď δ we define sequences Λ̄_α “ Λ_{α,0}, Λ_{α,1} ¨ ¨ ¨ of classes, with y^{Λ̄α} “ z and opΛ_{α,k}q “ λ_k , as follows:

‚ We let Λ_{0,k} “ SU_{λk} pΘ̄q (except that as mentioned, we set the oracle to be z); this is well-defined since λ_k ď λ ď opΘ̄q.

‚ For any α ă δ, we let Λ_{α`1,k} “ SU_{λk} pΛ_{α,k}, Λ_{α,k`1}, Λ_{α,k`2}, . . . q

and again note that this is well-defined since opΛ_{α,n}q “ λ_n ě λ_k when n ě k. ‚ For limit α ď δ, let α_0, α_1, . . . be a z-computable, cofinal increasing sequence in α; we let

Λ_{α,k} “ SU_{λk} pΛ_{αk ,k}, Λ_{αk`1,k`1}, Λ_{αk`1,k`2}, . . . q (As usual, technically, these class descriptions are defined by z-effective transfinite recursion.) We verify that:

(a) For all α ď δ, Λ̄_α is acceptable and strictly increasing: Λ_{α,k} ă Λ_{α,k`1} for all k; and (b) For all β ă α ď δ, Λ̄_β ă Λ_{α,0}.

(And again as usual, to make this work, everything is uniform; so for example, the computable functions that witness the monotonicity of Λ̄_α are constructed by z-effective transfinite recursion.)

Both (a) and (b) are proved simultaneously by induction on α ď δ. We start with α “ 0, where the classes Λ_{0,k} are acceptable since Θ̄ is acceptable (Lemma 3.33). We have Λ_{0,k} ă Λ_{0,k`1} by Proposition 3.30(e).

For the successor case, let α ă δ. Each Λ_{α`1,k} is acceptable by (a) and Lemma 3.33. To see that Λ_{α`1,k} ă Λ_{α`1,k`1} use Proposition 3.30(b),(e). For (b), Λ̄_α ă Λ_{α`1,0} follows from Proposition 3.30(a).

For limit α ď δ, the argument for (a) is the same as the successor case, noting that by induction, Λ_{α0,0} ă Λ_{α1 ,1} ă Λ_{α2,2} ă ¨ ¨ ¨ . For (b), we again note that Λ_{αk ,k} ă Λ_{α,0} and use induction: for any β ă α, for sufficiently large k, Λ_{β,m} ă Λ_{αk ,k}. Next, by induction on α, we show: (c) For all α ď k, Λ̄_α ă Γ.

To see this, we repeatedly use Lemma 3.27, using the fact that opΓq ą λ_k . Now again fix some z ě_T y^Γ, and let F : X Ñ t0, 1u be in ΔpΓpzqq, where X “ rSs and S is a pz, ξq-tree, i.e., is pz, ξq-closed in ω^{ăω}. Let pY_nq be a partition of X into sets which are uniformly Σ^0_{1`λ}pzq, such that F æY_n P Θ_npzq, uniformly.

By Lemma 2.11, let S_n be pairwise pz, λq-orthogonal subsets of S, pz, λq-open in S, such that Y_n “ rS_ns^z_λ, and such that the sets S_n are uniformly z-computable, and Ť n S_n also z-computable.

Let T “ Sz Ť n S_n. Then T is pz, λq-closed in ω^{ăω}, and is well-founded, as X is covered by the Y_n’s. By Lemma 2.17, let δ be a z-computable ordinal and let r : T Ñ δ be a rank function for pT, ď^z_λq. We make the following modification: we assume that rpσq ą 0 for all σ P T ; we then extend r to all of S by letting rpσq “ 0 for all σ P SzT .

We will show that F P Λ_{δ,1}pzq. For each n, let K_n be a Θ_npzq-name for F æ Y_n, with S^{Kn} “ S_n.

For brevity, for σ P S let kpσq “ |σ|^z_λ; let S_σ “ tτ P S : τ ě^z_λ σu and X_σ “ rS_σs “ rSs X rσs^z_λ. Note that S_σ is pz, λ_{kpσq}q-open in S (recalling that S is a pz, ξq-tree and ξ ă λ_0). Let Λ_σ “ Λ_{rpσq,kpσq`1}.

We will show that for all σ P S, F_σ “ F æX_σ P Λ_σpzq. Which means that uniformly in σ P S we z-compute a Λ_σ pzq-name N_σ for F_σ , with S^{Nσ} “ S_σ .

For σ P SzT , i.e., when rpσq “ 0, this is easy, since for such σ we can compute the n such that σ P S_n; from K_n, we can obtain a Θ_npzq-name for F_σ (i.e., we restrict K_n to S_σ ); since Θ̄ ă Λ_{0,kpσq`1}, we obtain a name N_σ as required.

For σ P T , we compute N_σ by effective transfinite recursion. For such σ, we have rpσq ą 0 and for every τ P S_σ ztσu, rpτq ă rpσq. So by recursion, for each such τ we have already computed N_τ .

We define N_σ by (using the notation of Definition 3.28) defining pS^{Nσ} q_{pnq} for each n, and defining pN_σ q_{pnq} for all n.

Let Rpσq be the collection of immediate successors of σ on S: those τ P S_σ such that kpτq “ kpσq ` 1.

With oracle z, compute an injective f : Rpσq Ñ Nzt0u such that:

(i) For all τ P Rpσq, Λ_τ Ď pΛ_σ q_{pf pτ qq}; and (ii) The range of f is z-computable.

(i) can be achieved since rpτq ă rpσq; (ii) can be done by padding. The point is that Rpσq is merely z-c.e., and we cannot even tell if it is empty or not. But in all cases, we will ensure that N_σ is a well-defined Λ_σ-name.

Now for each m ą 0, if m “ fpτq then let pS^{Nσ} q_{pmq} “ S_τ and let pN_σ q_{pmq} be a pΛ_σq_{pmq}-name equivalent to N_τ . If m R range f let pS^{Nσ} q_{pmq} “ H; we set pS^{Nσ} q_{p0q} “ tσu. In either case, pN_σ q_{pmq} is trivial. This defines N_σ. What’s important to note is that each pN_σ q_{pmq} is indeed pz, opΛ_σqq-open in S_σ , as opΛ_σ q “ λ_{kpσq`1} “ λ_{kpτ q} for τ P Rpσq. Since X_σ “ Ť τ PRpσq Xτ , we have F

N_σ “ F æX σ. Since S is pz, ξq-closed, we have xy P S. Since rpxyq ď δ and kpxyq “ 0 we conclude, as promised, that F “ F_{xy} P Λ_{δ,1}pzq. □

5. The separation theorem(s)

In this section we give a new, simplified proof of the separation theorem of Louveau and Saint-Raymond [LSR87, LSR88b], which will be essential for Borel Wadge determinacy.

Theorem 5.1 (Louveau & Saint-Raymond). Let r be an oracle. Let Γ be an rcomputable, acceptable class description; let F P Γprq be total. Let B_0, B_1 P Σ^1prq be disjoint. Then at least one of the following holds:

‚ There is a Lipschitz_1 function g : N Ñ N such that for all x P N , gpxq P B_{F pxq}.

‚ There is a G P ΓpΔ^1prqq such that for both j ă 2, for all x P B_j , Gpxq “ 1 ´ j.

Here Lipschitz_1 means that gpxq æ n is determined by x æ n. Recall that ΓpΔ^1prqq “ Ť � Γpwq : w P Δ^1prq ( . In terms of sets, if F “ 1_A, the first option says that g reduces the pair pA^A, Aq to pB_0, B_1q. The second option, if G “ 1_C , says that C separates B_0 from B_1: B_0 Ď C and B_1 Ď C^A.

As in [DGHTT], and as mentioned in [LSR88b], this theorem implies a strong version of Louveau’s separation theorem ([Lou80]), which was proved by different means in [Lou83].

Theorem 5.2 (Louveau). Let r be an oracle; let Γ be an r-computable acceptable class description. Let B_0 and B_1 be disjoint Σ^1prq sets. If there is a Γ separator between B_0 and B_1, then there is a ΓpΔ^1prqq separator between B_0 and B_1.

Proof. Apply Theorem 5.1 to F , a univeral Γ-function (see Lemma 3.13). There cannot be a continuous reduction g of F to pB_0, B_1q: if G P Γ is a separator between B_0 and B_1, then 1´F “ G˝g would be in Γ (Proposition 3.10), contradicting Proposition 3.14. □

Corollary 5.3 (Louveau). Let r be an oracle, and let Γ be an r-computable, acceptable description. Suppose that F P 2^N is in Γ and is Δ^1prq. Then F P ΓpΔ^1prqq.

We now prove Theorem 5.1. We assume that opΓq ă ω_1, as otherwise the result is immediate. The argument generalises the proof we gave in [DGHTT], where Γ “ Σ^0_ξ . Hence, we mainly give the details of how to adapt that argument to this more general setting.

Fix a Γprq-name N for F and r-computable trees T_0 and T_1 such that for j “ 0, 1, B_j “ ty : py, zq P rT_j su. For simplicity of notation, we assume that r “ H.

Remark 5.4. Without loss of generality we may make the following assumptions about N by modifying the functions f^N_t . Recall the notation of Definition 3.3: the leaf ℓ^N pσq of T_Γ is defined for finite strings σ as well as infinite ones.

(i) If |σ| ď 1 then ℓ^N pσq is the leftmost leaf of T_Γ, reached by always taking the default outcome 0.

(ii) For any non-leaf t P T_Γ, m ą 0, and σ P ω^{ăω}, if ℓ^N pσq ě t^m and σ is ď_{ξt} -minimal such that f^N_t pσq “ t^m, then ℓ^N pσq is the leftmost leaf of T_Γ extending t^m.

Making such changes to the functions f^N_t does not change the leaf ℓ^N pxq for infinite x, and so does not change the function F “ F^N on N .

5.1. The game. The game G_ΓpN, B_0, B_1q is essentially the same as the one used in [DGHTT]. Two players take turns; at each step, player I plays a single natural number, and player II plays a pair of natural numbers. As in [DGHTT], the idea is that player I plays a real x P N , and player II plays y, z P N ; y is player II’s proposed value for gpxq, and a subsequence of z should witnesses that y is in the correct B_j , depending on the value F pxq. The appropriate subsequence is determined by the true stage machinery.

As in [DGHTT], the game is open for player I. We index the plays so that after n steps, player I has played px_0, . . . , x_{n´1}q and player II has played py_1, z_1q, py_2, z_2q, . . . , py_n, z_nq. We write x̄ “ px_0, . . . , x_{n´1}q. We need to determine whether player I has already won the game. We do this by using N and x̄ to approximate F pxq; we choose a subsequence of the z_i’s and check whether player II is still on the tree T_j corresponding to the guess about F pxq. The new aspect of this calculation is that the level δ which we use to choose the z_i’s is determined by our approximation of F pxq.

Specifically, recall that F^N px̄q is defined to be the label Γpsq that Γ gives to the leaf s “ ℓ^N px̄q, and is defined for finite sequences x̄, as well as elements of Baire space. Our assumption that opΓq ă ω_1 means that s is not the root of T_Γ, so has a parent (immediate predecessor) s^´ on T_Γ; we let δ “ δpx̄q “ ξ^Γ_{s´} , the ordinal level at which the last choice f^N_{s´} px̄q “ s was made.

We then let D “ � i P t1, . . . , nu : x̄ æi ď_{δpx̄q} x̄ & ℓ^N px̄ æiq “ ℓ^N px̄q ( ; note that n P D, but that 0 R D. Enumerate D as D “ ta_0 ă a_1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă a_{k´1}u, so k ě 1; let ȳ “ py_1, . . . , y_kq and z̄ “ pz_{a0} , z_{a1} , . . . , z_{ak´1} q. We declare that player II has not yet lost the game if pȳ, z̄q P T_j , where j “ F^N px̄q.

As this is an open game for player I, it is determined. Note that the game is computable.

5.2. If player II has a winning strategy. Suppose that player II has a winning strategy. For x P N , let py, zq be the sequences generated by player II playing according to this strategy when player I plays x; we set gpxq “ y. Certainly g is continuous, indeed Lipschitz_1. We need to show that g reduces F to pB_0, B_1q, i.e., that for all x, gpxq P B_{F pxq}.

To do this, fix x P N ; let s “ ℓ^N pxq and j “ Γpsq “ F pxq; let δ “ δpxq “ ξ^Γ_{s´} for s^´ the parent of s on T_Γ.

Lemma 5.5. For all but finitely many ρ ă_δ x, ℓ^N pρq “ s.

Proof. By induction on the length of t ď s (on T_Γ) we show that for all but finitely many ρ ă_δ x, ℓ^N pρq ě t. This is immediate for t “ xy. Suppose this holds for t ă s, and let t^` ď s be the child of t on T_Γ in the direction of s. Since t ď s^´, ξ_t “ ξ^Γ_t ď δ. For all but finitely many ρ ă_{ξt} x we have f_tpρq “ f_tpxq “ t^`; and ρ ă_δ x implies ρ ă_{ξt} x (TSP(1)). □

As there are infinitely many δ-true initial segments of x (TSP(3)), let a_0 ă a_1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ enumerate those i ą 0 for which x æ i ă_δ x and ℓpx æ iq “ s. Let v “ pz_{a0} , z_{a1} , . . . q. For each k ă ω, observe the step at the end of which player player I has played x̄ “ x æ a_k. Since x̄ ă_δ x, the set D computed at this step is ta_0, . . . , a_ku (essentially, TSP(2)). Since player II did not lose, py æ k, v æ kq P T_j . Hence, py, vq P rT_j s, so y P B_j , as required.

5.3. If player I has a winning strategy. Suppose now that player I has a winning strategy Q. Since the game is effectively open for player I, we may take Q P Δ^1. We use Q to compute a Γ-name M for a separator between B_0 and B_1. For each y P N , we need to find a leaf ℓ^M pyq which will of course determine F^M pyq. As in [DGHTT], the idea is to examine possible second-coordinate sequences σ for player II to play along y. We use Q to pull back the true stage relations among such strings σ, and so identify “correct” strings that will indicate where we should go on T_Γ.

In [DGHTT], we used ξ-correct strings to put y inside a Σ^0_{1`ξ} pQq separator. In the current proof, we need to apply the same idea at every non-leaf t P T_Γ; correct strings will guide us towards non-default outcomes t^m for m ą 0. This is an inductive process (on the length of t). The key difficulty is that as we go up the tree, the ordinals ξ_t may increase; but to define f^M_t , we are only allowed to check correctness up to level ξ_t, and not higher ordinals. That is, we cannot require a string ρ, that guides us to a non-default outcome t^m, to be more than ξ_t-correct. But if ξ_{t^m} ą ξ_t, such a string ρ may fail to be ξ_{t^m}-correct, and the inducive procedure of producing longer and longer correct extensions may stall. For this reason, once we get to t^m, we may need to ignore ρ and its predecessors, and use the more elaborate notion of ξ-correctness above ρ.

To the details. For y P N and σ P ω^{ăω}, let Qpy, σq be the sequence xx_0, . . . , x_ny which results from player I playing according to Q and player II playing py æ|σ|, σq. Note that |Qpy, σq| “ |σ| ` 1.^2

Definition 5.6. Let α be a computable ordinal, and let y P N . For σ, τ P ω^{ăω}, we write σ Ĳ^y_α τ when σ ď τ and Qpy, σq ď_α Qpy, τq.

Observe that Ĳ^y_α is Q-computable, uniformly in y and α.

Definition 5.7. Let y P N . A string σ P ω^{ăω} is legal for y if in the play of the game in which player I played Qpy, σqæ|σ| and player II played py æ|σ|, σq, player I has not yet won.^3

Note that if σ is legal for y then every η ď σ is also legal for y.

Definition 5.8. For y P N , a computable ordinal α, and ρ ă σ P ω^{ăω}, we define what it means for σ to be α-correct or strongly α-correct for y above ρ.

‚ σ is 0-correct for y above ρ if it is legal for y.

‚ σ is pα ` 1q-correct for y above ρ if it is strongly α-correct for y above ρ, and for every τ İ^y_α σ which is strongly α-correct for y above ρ, we have τ İ^y_{α`1} σ.

‚ For λ a limit, σ is λ-correct for y above ρ if it is strongly β-correct for y above ρ for all β ă λ.

‚ σ is strongly α-correct for y above ρ if for every τ with ρ ă τ Ĳ^y_α σ, τ is α-correct for y above ρ.

Note that only the definition of strong correctness involves ρ; the first three items are identical to [DGHTT, Def. 4.2.3]. In the definition of strong correctness, note that the extension ρ ă τ is proper. Indeed, we do not define the notion of a string being correct above itself.

This definition of correctness may seem odd. Let us outline the plan of the construction, so that we may give a bit of motivation for it. After establishing some results about how correctness behaves, we will use this definition to construct a set G, which is our intended separator. If G fails to be a separator, witnessed by some y, then we will use y to construct a series of plays for player II which defeats Q, contrary to assumption. Fix v with py, vq P rT_j s for the appropriate j.

Suppose δpQpy, σqq “ α, meaning that α is the largest ordinal used by N to send Qpy, σq to ℓ^N pQpy, σqq. If player II has played py æ |σ|, σq, and as their next

2In [DGHTT], we used a “string” π of length ´1 so that Qpy, πq “ xy. This was needed as a

base case for generating a sequence of ξ-correct strings; the string π was ξ-correct, whereas the string xy was not necessarily ξ-correct. In the current construction, as we use the more elaborate notion of correctness above a string ρ, the extension Lemma 5.12 below does not require such a base case, so we do not need the “string” π.

3Note that it is still possible that after player I plays the last entry of Qpy, σq, player II has no

response that would prevent I from winning; we still consider σ to be legal for y.

move they play pyp|σ|q, bq, then the sequence z̄ which is constructed to determine if they have lost the game is precisely pσp|ρ_0|q, σp|ρ_1|q, . . . , bq, where pρ_iq enumerates those ρ Ÿ^y_α σ, in increasing order. We would like to arrange that z̄ ă v, so b should be vpnq for the correct n. Then, by some sequence of legal plays, we would hope to return to ℓ^N pQpy, σqq. That is, we would like to find a τ Ě σpvpnq with ℓ^N pQpy, τqq “ ℓ^N pQpy, σqq. α-correctness turns out to be sufficient to ensure this. If σ is α-correct above some ρ, there will be a τ Ě σpvpnq with σ Ĳ^y_α τ and τ is strongly α-correct above σ. So we may have player II play according to py, τq, and then play pyp|τ|q, vpn`1qq after that. Then we can repeat. In this fashion we build an infinite sequence of plays such that player II never loses, always playing elements of v at the appropriate moment.

One concern is that if we have just found τ as described above, there may be ν with σ Ÿ^y_α ν Ÿ^y_α τ. Then when we play vpn ` 1q, the sequence z̄ which is constructed to check if our position is legal will contain more than just the elements of v; it will also contain the extraneous element τp|ν|q. This is why it is important that τ is strongly α-correct above σ: this implies that ν is α-correct above σ, and so we could have taken ν instead of τ.

We now continue with the details.

Lemma 5.9. Let y P N , α a computable ordinal, and ρ ă σ P ω^{ăω}.

(a) If σ is strongly α-correct for y above ρ then it is α-correct for y above ρ. (b) σ is strongly 0-correct for y above ρ if and only if it is legal for y. (c) If σ is α-correct for y above ρ, then it is strongly β-correct for y above ρ, for every β ă α.

(d) If σ is strongly α-correct for y above ρ, then any ν with ρ ă ν Ĳ^y_α σ is also strongly α-correct for y above ρ.

(e) If σ ď τ and both σ and τ are α-correct for y above ρ, then σ Ĳ^y_α τ.

Proof. The same as [DGHTT, Claim 4.2.4]. □

The following claim has the same proof as [DGHTT, Claim 4.2.5].

Lemma 5.10. Let α be a computable ordinal. The relations “σ is α-correct for y above ρ” and “σ is strongly α-correct for y above ρ” are:

(i) Δ^0_1pQq if α “ 0;

(ii) Π^0_αpQq if α ‰ 0 is finite; (iii) Δ^0_αpQq for limit α; and (iv) Π^0_{α´1}pQq if α is a successor and infinite.

The following is new.

Lemma 5.11. Let α be a computable ordinal and let y P N . Let ρ_0 ă ρ_1 and suppose that ρ_1 is strongly α-correct for y above ρ_0. Then the following are equivalent for all σ ą ρ_1:

(1) σ is strongly α-correct for y above ρ_0. (2) σ is strongly α-correct for y above ρ_1.

Proof. We prove the claim by induction on α. For α “ 0 the claim is immediate (see Lemma 5.9(b)). Suppose that α ą 0 and that the claim holds for all β ă α; and suppose that ρ_1 is strongly α-correct for y above ρ_0.

First, we observe that any σ ą ρ_1 is α-correct for y above ρ_0 if and only if it is α-correct for y above ρ_1. This is not difficult to check using Definition 5.8, whether α is limit or a successor.

Given this equivalence, (1) ùñ (2) follows easily. For (2) ùñ (1), we need to consider strings ν such that ρ_0 ă ν ď ρ_1 and ν Ĳ^y_α σ; we need to show that such ν are α-correct for y above ρ_0. We have just observed that σ is α-correct for y above ρ_0; and we are assuming that ρ_1 is (strongly) α-correct for y above ρ_0. By Lemma 5.9(e), ρ_1 Ĳ^y_α σ. By TSP(2), ν Ĳ^y_α ρ_1. Since ρ_1 is strongly α-correct for y above ρ_0, ν is α-correct for y above ρ_0, as required. □

Lemma 5.12. Let y P N and ρ P ω^{ăω}. If σ is a one element extension of ρ that is legal for y, then for all computable α there is a τ ě σ that is strongly α-correct for y above ρ.

Proof. The proof of [DGHTT, Claim 4.2.6] gives this lemma, and in fact, is slightly simplified, since we do not need to consider ν ď ρ. In the limit case, since we may have ρ đ^y_α τ, we take k “ |ρ| ` 2; this (and the minimality of τ) ensures that |Qpy, τq|_α ď k. □ We now work towards defining the Γ-name M. By induction on the length of t P T_Γ we define a set U_t Ď N ^ ω^{ăω}. We start by letting, for t “ xy the root of T_Γ, ‚ U_{xy} “ tpy, xyq : y P N u.

Suppose that U_t has been defined, and that t is not a leaf of T_Γ. We let ‚ U_{t^0} “ U_t;

‚ For m ą 0, py, τq P U_{t^m} if there is some σ ă τ such that:

(i) py, σq P U_t;

(ii) τ is strongly ξ_t-correct for y above σ; (iii) ℓ^N pQpy, τqq ě t^m; and (iv) τ is Ĳ^y_{ξt} -minimal with respect to (ii)&(iii).

By induction on the length of t, using Lemma 5.10, we observe that for non-leaf t, for all m ą 0, the set

Y_{t^m} “ ty P N : pDσq py, σq P U_{t^m}u

is Σ^0_{1`ξt} pQq. By the effective reduction property for the class Σ^0_{1`ξt} pQq, we can find, for m ą 0, Σ^0_{1`ξt} pQq sets X_{t^m} that reduce the sets Y_{t^m}: X_{t^m} Ď Y_{t^m} for all m, Ť mą0 X_{t^m} “ Ť mą0 Y_{t^m}, but the sets X_{t^m} are pairwise disjoint.

Since η_t “ 1 for all t (as the class description Γ is acceptable), we can use the sets X_{t^m} to define a Γ-name M so that for all t, y and m ą 0,

ℓ^M pyq ą t ùñ ry P X_{t^m} ðñ ℓ^M pyq ě t^ms.

See Section 3.7. Technically, to define M (with z^M “ Q and S^M “ ω^{ăω}), for each non-leaf t, by Lemma 2.11, we find, for m ą 0, pairwise pQ, ξ_tq-orthogonal sets W_{t^m} Ď ω^{ăω}, uniformly Q-computable, such that Ť mą0 W_{t^m} is Q-computable as well (and all of this is uniform in t), and such that rW_{t^m}s^Q_{ξt} “ X_{t^m}; and we define f^M_t by letting f^M_t pνq “ m if ν P W_{t^m}, f^M_t pνq “ 0 if ν R Ť mą0 W_{t^m}. This defines M.^4

4Note that N is a computable name, and so the game, the relations Ĳy α, and the notions of α-correctness, all used the unrelativised true stage relations ď_{ξt} . In contrast, M is only Qcomputable, and so needs to use the relativised relations ď^Q_{ξt} .

We let G “ F^M , so G P ΓpQq. The following lemma concludes the proof of Theorem 5.1.

Lemma 5.13. G defines a separator between B_0 and B_1: For both j “ 0, 1, for all y P B_j , Gpyq “ 1 ´ j.

Proof. Suppose not; fix j P t0, 1u and y P B_j such that Gpyq “ j. Let s “ ℓ^M pyq (so j “ Γpsq). Also, fix v P N such that py, vq P rT_j s; we write v “ pv_0, v_1, . . . q. Let δ “ ξ_s´ , where s^´ is the parent of s on T_Γ.

Since y is fixed, for simplicity of notation:

‚ We omit “for y” when we talk about α-correctness and legality; ‚ We write Ĳ_α for Ĳ^y_α;

‚ For σ P ω^{ăω}, we let ℓpσq “ ℓ^N pQpy, σqq. For legal σ P ω^{ăω} let

E “ ti ă |σ| : pσ æiq Ÿ_δ σ & ℓpσ æiq “ ℓpσqu ,

and let z̄pσq “ pσpa_0q, σpa_1q, . . . , σpa_{k´1}qq where E “ ta_0 ă a_1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă a_{k´1}u; we can have E “ H, in which case z̄pσq is the empty string. Let

K “ tσ P ω^{ăω} : σ is legal, ℓpσq “ s, & z̄pσq ă vu .

The point is that ti ` 1 : i P Eu Y t|σ| ` 1u is the set D of lengths which is used to determine whether I has won the game after I plays Qpy, σq and II plays py æ p|σ| ` 1q, σ^bq for any b P ω. So if σ is legal and Γpℓpσqq “ j (in particular, if ℓpσq “ s), then for any b P ω, σ^b is legal if and only if py æ pk ` 1q, z̄pσq^bq P T_j . Hence:

Claim 5.13.1. Let σ P K; let k “ |z̄pσq|. Then σ^v_k is legal. Further, if τ ě σ^v_k is legal, σ Ÿ_δ τ, ℓpτq “ s, and there is no ν with σ Ÿ_δ ν Ÿ_δ τ, then τ P K.

The plan is to find some “nice” string in K from which we can keep extending to longer strings in K, as described by the claim, and thus build a winning play for II against Q, contradicting Q being a winning strategy for I. Indeed, we will show:

Claim 5.13.2. There are σ ă θ such that:

(i) θ P K;

(ii) θ is strongly δ-correct over σ; and (iii) for every η ą σ that is strongly δ-correct over σ, ℓpηq “ s.

Claim 5.13.2 suffices to complete the proof of Lemma 5.13. Indeed, starting with θ_0 “ θ and σ given by the claim, we define an increasing sequence θ_0 ă θ_1 ă θ_2 ă ¨ ¨¨ of strings θ_e P K that are each strongly δ-correct over θ. Given θ_e, let k “ |z̄pθ_eq|. As θ_e^v_k is legal (Claim 5.13.1), Lemma 5.12 gives us some θ_{e`1}, an extension of θ_e^v_k, that is strongly δ-correct over θ_e; we choose a ď-minimal such string. By Lemma 5.11, θ_{e`1} is strongly δ-correct above σ, and so by choice of θ, ℓpθ_{e`1}q “ s. By Lemma 5.9(e), θ_e Ÿ_δ θ_{e`1}. By minimality of θ_{e`1} (and Lemma 5.9(d)), there is no ν with θ_e Ÿ_δ ν Ÿ_δ θ_{e`1}. Hence, by Claim 5.13.1, θ_{e`1} P K.

It suffices, then, to prove Claim 5.13.2.

Let t_1 ă t_2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă t_n list those nodes t ă s at which s takes a non-default outcome: t^m ď s for some m ą 0. Let t^`_i denote the child of t_i extended by s. Note that n “ 0 is possible: when s is the leftmost node on T_Γ.

If n ą 0, then for all i P t1, . . . , nu, y P Y_t`_i , and so, starting at t_n and working our way down, we can choose strings σ_i such that py, σ_iq P U_t`_i and such that σ_{i´1} witnesses this fact; here σ_0 “ xy. We let ξ_i “ ξ_{ti} . If n “ 0 then we just choose σ_0 “ xy.

Claim 5.13.3. For all 1 ď i ď j ď n, σ_i Ĳ_{ξi} σ_j .

Proof. We may assume that i ă j. Repeated applications of Lemma 5.11 give that σ_j is ξ_i-correct above σ_{i´1}. The claim then follows from Lemma 5.9(e). □

Claim 5.13.4. For all i “ 1, . . . , n, for all τ Ÿ_{ξi} σ_i, ℓpτq ğ t^`_i .

Proof. We prove the claim by induction on i. Suppose that it has been proved for all j ă i. Let τ Ÿ_{ξi} σ_i. Let j ď i be least such that τ ă σ_j (so j ě 1). By Claim 5.13.3 and TSP(2), τ Ÿ_{ξj} σ_j . Since t^`_i ě t^`_j , it suffices to show that ℓpτq ğ t^`_j .

Suppose that τ “ σ_{j´1}. If j “ 1, then by (i) of Remark 5.4, ℓpτq is the leftmost leaf of T_Γ and so does not extend t^`_1 . If j ą 1 then by the induction assumption for j ´ 1, and by (ii) of Remark 5.4, ℓpτq is the leftmost leaf of T_Γ extending t^`_{j´1}, and so does not extend t^`_j .

Suppose that σ_{j´1} ă τ. Then by Lemma 5.9(d), τ is ξ_j -correct above σ_{j´1}. If ℓpτq ě t^`_j then τ would contradict the minimality of σ_j (part (iv) of the definition of U_t`_j ). □

Claim 5.13.5. For all η ą σ_n that is strongly δ-correct above σ_n, ℓpηq “ s.

Proof. Let η ą σ_n be strongly δ-correct above σ_n. By induction on the length of r ď s we show that r ď ℓpηq. Suppose that r ď s and r ď ℓpηq. There are two cases.

First, suppose that r “ t_i for some i ě 1. By Lemma 5.11, η is strongly ξ_i-correct above σ_{i´1}. By Lemma 5.9(e), σ_i Ÿ_{ξi} η. Since f^N_{ti} pQpy, σ_iqq “ t^`_i is not the default outcome of t_i and Qpy, σ_iq ă_{ξi} Qpy, ηq, we must have f^N_{ti} pQpy, ηqq “ t^`_i as well, i.e., t^`_i ď ℓpηq.

Otherwise, r^0 ď s. Let i P t1, . . . , nu be greatest such that t_i ă r; let i “ 0 if there is no such i. As δ ě ξ_r , by Lemma 5.11, η is ξ_r-correct above σ_i. If ℓpηq ě r^m for some m ą 0, then η would show that there is some τ ą σ_i such that py, τq P U_{r^m}, so y P Y_{r^m}, in which case, we would not have r^0 ď ℓ^M pyq “ s. □

Claim 5.13.4 and Remark 5.4 imply that ℓpσ_nq “ s, and further, that z̄pσ_nq “ xy. By Claim 5.13.1, σ_n^v_0 is legal. By Lemma 5.12, let θ ě σ_n^v_0 be strongly δ-correct above σ_n, and choose minimal such.

Claim 5.13.6. σ_n Ÿ_{ξn} θ.

Proof. Same as the proof of Claim 5.13.3. □

Claim 5.13.7. If τ Ÿ_δ θ and ℓpτq “ s then τ “ σ_n.

Proof. Let τ Ÿ_δ θ. By minimality of θ, we have τ ď σ_n. Suppose that τ ă σ_n (and in particular, σ_n ‰ xy, so n ą 0). By Claim 5.13.6 and TSP(2), τ Ÿ_{ξn} σ_n, so the claim follows by Claim 5.13.4. □

By Claim 5.13.5, ℓpθq “ s. Now there are two possibilities. If σ_n Ÿ_δ θ then z̄pθq “ xv_0y. If not, then z̄pθq “ xy. In either case, z̄pθq ă v. Hence θ P K. This completes the proof of Claim 5.13.2, and so of Lemma 5.13, and so of Theorem 5.1. □

Remark 5.14. The proof of Theorem 4.4 relied heavily on the acceptability of the class description Γ. In contrast, the proof of Theorem 5.1 did not at all use the fact that sequences xΓ_{t^m}y are monotone. In the construction of the Γ-name M and its analysis, we used the fact that η^Γ_t “ 1 for all non-leaf t P T_Γ. This was mostly for convenience. We could have proved the theorem for all class descriptions Γ; in defining M, we would need to define level sets Y_{t^m,β} for all β ă η^Γ_t , and then use the reduction property for the classes D_{ηt} pΣ^0_{1`ξt} q. The current formulation of Theorem 5.1 suffices, as we will use both it and Theorem 4.4 in the next section to show that every non-self-dual Borel Wadge class has an acceptable description.

6. Borel Wadge determinacy

As mentioned in the introduction, Louveau and Saint-Raymond [LSR88b] used Theorem 5.1 and Louveau’s version of Theorem 4.4 from [Lou83] to give a proof of Borel Wadge determinacy in second-order arithmetic. In this section we use our work above to give a proof in ATR_0 ` Π^1-IND, the subsystem of second-order arithmetic consisting, in addition to the base system RCA_0 of computable mathematics, both the principle of arithmetic transfinite recursion, and induction on Π^1 subsets of N.

Working in the restricted setting of ATR_0, we need to be careful about how exactly we formalise set-theoretic notions in the language second-order arithmetic. In this setting, it is also important to fill in the details of some steps that are missing in [LSR88b].

6.1. Formalisation. So far in this paper, all of our reasoning has occurred within ATR_0, including the construction in Section 7. In particular, the true stage relations are constructed via arithmetic transfinite recursion, and their various properties are provable in ATR_0. As a result, for a Γ-name N (for some class description Γ) and x P N , the value F^N pxq is well-defined in ATR_0 (without the need for evaluation maps). ATR_0 implies open determinacy, and so Theorem 5.1 is provable in ATR_0. For the rest of this section, unless otherwise stated, we work in ATR_0.

For a Borel code B and a class description Γ, we write B P Γ to mean that there is some Γ-name N with F^N “ 1_B . So that we can use familiar notation, we henceforth identify sets and their characteristic functions. We also use “Borel set” to mean a Borel code. For class descriptions Γ and Λ, we write Γ Ď Λ if B P Γ ùñ B P Λ for all Borel B; we write Γ ă Λ if Γ Ď Λ and Γ Ď Λ̌.

TSP(7), together with effective transfinite recursion, shows that we can effectively pass from an acceptable class description Γ and a Γ-name N to a Borel code of F^N .

Note that the construction of a name N_Γ of a universal function F_Γ for a class description Γ is effective (given Γ).

Lemma 6.1. Let B be a Borel set, and let Γ be an acceptable class description. Then B P Γ if and only if player I has a winning strategy in the game G_ΓpN_Γ, B, B^Aq.

Proof. If player I has a winning strategy then B P Γ. If player II has a winning strategy then we get a Wadge reduction of F_Γ to B^A; by Proposition 3.14 (and Proposition 3.10), B R Γ. □

For a Borel set B, we let

‚ rBs_W be the Wadge class of B: the collection of pullbacks 1_B ˝ g for continuous functions g;

‚ rBs_L be the Lipschitz class of B: the collection of pullbacks 1_B ˝ g for Lipschitz_1 functions g.

An immediate corollary of Theorem 5.1 and Lemma 6.1 is:

Lemma 6.2. Let B be a Borel set, and let Γ be an acceptable class description. If B R Γ then Γ̌ Ď rBs_L.

6.2. Well-foundedness. Our next goal is to show that every Borel Wadge class either has an acceptable description, or is the ambiguous class of a class with an acceptable description. The plan is to find a minimal acceptable Γ such that B P Γ, and then argue that rBs_W is either Γ or ΔpΓq. Thus, we need the relation ă on acceptably-described Wadge classes to be well-founded.

Proposition 6.3 (Martin). There is no infinite sequence xΓ_ny of acceptable class descriptions such that for all n, Γ_{n`1} ă Γ_n.

We can follow the standard argument (see for example [Kec95, (21.15)] or [LSR88b, Thm. 3.5]). Since the map Γ ÞÑ N_Γ is computable, the sequence xN_{Γn} y exists. Let F_n “ F_{Γn} . The arguments in print use the determinacy of the games G_LpF_n, F_{n`1}q and G_LpF^A_n, F_{n`1}q. This determinacy shows that there are Lipschitz_{1{2} reductions of F_{n`1} to F_n and to F^A_n. Here a function g : N Ñ N being Lipschitz_{1{2} means that gpxqæk ` 1 is determined by xæk; such reductions are precisely winning strategies for player I in G_LpF_n, F_{n`1}q.

We can show the existence of such reductions, indeed that the sequence of these reductions exists, without proving Wadge determinacy in general. We use our construction of the universal functions F_Γ. We note that Γ Ď Λ does not imply Γ Ď Λ (as defined in Definition 3.20). However, this can be obtained by relativising to a not-too-complicated oracle. For a class description Γ and an oracle z ě_T y^Γ, let Γ^z be the class description which is exactly the same as Γ, except that we let y^{Γz} “ z.

Lemma 6.4. For two acceptable class descriptions Γ and Λ, Γ Ď Λ if and only if for some oracle w ě_T y^Γ, y^Λ with w P Δ^1pxy^Γ, y^Λyq, Γ^w Ď Λ^w.

Proof. We apply Theorem 5.1 with the game G_ΛpN_Λ, F_Γ, F^A_Γq. Player II cannot have a winning strategy since Λ Ę Γ̌, (since Γ Ę Γ̌). Hence, there is some w P Δ^1py^Γ, y^Λq (which we may assume computes both y^Γ and y^Λ) such that F_Γ P Λpwq. Now, given some Γpzq-name M, where z ě_T w, we can effectively find a ď_T z such that F^M is the a-section of F_Γ; using a Λpwq-name of F_Γ, we find a Λpzq-name equivalent to M (we use the effectivity of Proposition 3.10). □

Recall that the complete function F_Γ was defined using an effective pairing function px, yq ÞÑ xx, yy from N^2 to N . The standard pairing function px, yq ÞÑ x_0y_0x_1y_1 . . . has the property that for all a, y ÞÑ xa, yy is Lipschitz_{1{2}. Using this pairing function, we get:

Lemma 6.5. Let Γ be a class description. For all B P Γ, there is a Lipschitz_{1{2} reduction of B to F_Γ.

Lemma 6.4 holds for infinite sequences. In particular, if xΓ_ny is a sequence of acceptable class descriptions with Γ_0 ą Γ_1 ą ¨ ¨ ¨ , then there is a single oracle w such that Γ^w_0 ą Γ^w_1 ą ¨ ¨ ¨ , uniformly. This is because ATR_0 implies open determinacy for infinite sequences of open games.^5 Thus, after relativising to an oracle, in the proof of Proposition 6.3, we may assume that Γ_{n`1} ă Γ_n, uniformly. By Lemma 6.5, then, we get the desired Lipschitz_{1{2} reductions of F_{n`1} to F_n and F^A_n. The last step of the proof is the fact that Borel sets have the property of Baire; this is provable in ATR_0 (the standard construction can be carried out in ATR_0; see, for example, [DFSW21]). Hence, Proposition 6.3 is provable in ATR_0.

Minimal elements. The relation tpΓ, Λq : Γ ă Λu is a relation on reals. Thus, from Proposition 6.3 we cannot immediately deduce stronger formulations of this relation being well-founded. Indeed, very strong forms of dependent choice on reals are not even provable in second-order arithmetic. To find minimal elements, we restrict to a countable set.

Lemma 6.6 (ATR_0 ` Π^1-IND). Let r be an oracle, and let B be a Borel set with an r-computable code. There is an acceptable description Γ P Δ^1prq with B P Γ, such that for any acceptable description Λ P Δ^1prq, if Λ ă Γ then B R Λ.

We will shortly see, though, that the class description Γ is actually minimal among all acceptable class descriptions: the condition Λ P Δ^1prq can be omitted. We need the following complexity calculations.

Lemma 6.7. The following relations and sets are all Π^1:

(i) The collection of acceptable class descriptions;

(ii) The relation B P Γ between a Borel code B and an acceptable class description Γ;

(iii) The relation Γ ă Λ between acceptable class descriptions Γ and Λ.

Proof. First, we observe that the relation F^N pxq “ F^M pxq for a real x P N and Γ- and Λ-names N and M (for any class descriptions Γ and Λ, not necessarily acceptable), is Π^1. Hence, the relation N ” M (Definition 3.19) is also Π^1. Hence, the relation Γ Ď Λ (Definition 3.20) is Π^1. This implies that being a monotone sequence of class descriptions (Definition 3.29) is Π^1. This gives (i). Throughout, we used that the class Π^1 is closed under number quantifiers (effective countable unions and intersections); this is provable in ATR_0, as ATR_0 implies Σ^1-choice (see [Sim99, VIII.3.21]).

(ii) follows from Lemma 6.1 and open determinacy: B P Γ if and only if player II does not have a winning strategy in the game GpN_Γ, B, B^Aq. (Since player II’s side of the game is closed, a given strategy being a winning strategy for them is arithmetic.)

(iii) follows from the map Γ ÞÑ N_Γ being computable. Γ Ď Λ if and only if F_Γ P Λ (and recall that we effectively obtain a Borel name for F_Γ). □

Proof of Lemma 6.6. For simplicity, assume that r is computable. Let C be the collection of all e P N which are Δ^1-codes of an acceptable class descriptions Γ such that B P Γ.

C is not empty: for some computable ordinal ξ, we have B P Σ^0_ξ , and there is a computable acceptable description of this class.

5Specifically, a winning strategy for I in an open game is (uniformly) computed from the rank

function on the well-founded tree of positions at which I has not yet won; we can join infinitely many well-founded trees to get ranking functions for all.

C is Π^1. This follows from Lemma 6.7, and the fact that being a Δ^1-code is Π^1. Note that we are not assuming that C exists; it is merely definable.

For a P C, let Γ_a be the class description coded by a. For a, b P C, let a ă b if Γ_a ă Γ_b. By Lemma 6.7, this relation is Π^1.

The principle of Π^1-dependent choice for relations on numbers is provable in ATR_0 `Π^1-IND ([Sim99, VIII.4.10]). Hence, if C does not have a ă-minimal element, then Proposition 6.3 fails. □

6.3. All classes are described; SLO; determinacy. We can now obtain all the results we are after.

Theorem 6.8 (ATR_0 ` Π^1-IND). Every Borel Wadge class is either Γ or ΔpΓq for some accptable Γ.

Proof. Let B be a Borel set. Let r be an oracle that computes a Borel code for B. Let Γ be supplied by Lemma 6.6. We show that rBs_W “ Γ or rBs_W “ ΔpΓq. For simplicity, assume that r is computable.

If B R Γ̌ then rBs_W “ Γ follows from Lemma 6.2. Indeed, in this case, we get Γ “ rBs_W “ rBs_L.

Suppose, then, that B P ΔpΓq. We now use Theorem 4.4. As ΔpΓq ‰ H, Γ does not have zero type. By Corollary 5.3, B P ΔpΓpΔ^1qq. If Γ has uncountable type, or opΓq ą 0, then by definition, or by Proposition 4.9, B P Λ for some acceptable Λ P Δ^1 with Λ ă Γ, contrary to the minimality of Γ. Hence, opΓq “ 0 and Γ has countable type; let xΘ_ny witness this fact. Since Θ_n P Δ^1 and Θ_n ă Γ for all n, the minimality of Γ implies that B R Ť n Θ_n. By Lemma 6.2, and since the sequence xΘ_ny is monotone, Ť n Θ_n Ď rBs_W . By Proposition 4.5, ΔpΓq Ď rBs_W . □

We can deduce the semi-linear ordering property for Borel Wadge classes:

Theorem 6.9 (ATR_0 ` Π^1-IND). For any two Borel sets A and B, A ď_W B or B^A ď_W A.

Proof. If rBs_W is non-self-dual, then the result follows from Lemma 6.2.

Suppose that rBs_W “ ΔpΓq for some non-self-dual Γ. If A ę_W B then either A R Γ or A R Γ̌; in either case, the result again follows from Lemma 6.2. □

Finally, for Borel Wadge determinacy. The proof in the non-self-dual case is simplified by our construction of complete sets.

Theorem 6.10. For any two Borel sets A and B, the game G_LpA, Bq is determined.

Proof. Recall that this means: either A ď_W B by a Lipschitz_1 reduction, or B^A ď_W A by a Lipshitz_{1{2} reduction.

If rBs_W “ Γ is non-self dual, then we have already observed that Γ “ rBs_L. Hence, if A ď_W B then A ď_W B by a Lipschitz_1 reduction. Otherwise, by Lemma 6.2, F^A_Γ ď_W A by a Lipschitz_1 reduction. By Lemma 6.5, B ď_W F_Γ via a Lipschitz_{1{2} reduction. Composing, we get B^A ď_W A via a Lipschitz_{1{2} reduction.

Suppose that rBs_W “ ΔpΓq. Hence, Γ has countable type and opΓq “ 0; let Θ̄ witness this. If A P Ť n Θ_n then as observed above, as Θ̄ is monotone, Ť n Θ_n Ď rBs_L. Thus, the last case we need to consider is rAs_W “ rBs_W “ ΔpΓq.

Let T_A be the collection of σ P ω^{ăω} such that A X rσs R Ť n Θ_n; similarly define T_B . By Proposition 3.15, T_A and T_B are trees. Since there is a clopen partition of Baire space into sets C with AXC P Ť n Θ_n, the tree T_A is well-founded;

similarly, so is T_B . By assumption, the empty string is on both T_A and T_B . The trees exist by Δ^1-comprehension.

Now players I and II play an auxiliary game, taking turns choosing natural numbers, and trying to stay on their respective tree: player II wins if there is a step of the game at which player I played τ R T_A and player II played σ P T_B. This is a clopen game and so one of the players has a winning strategy. We claim that the same player has a winning strategy in G_LpA, Bq.

Suppose, for example, that II has a winning strategy in the auxiliary game. At the winning step of the auxiliary game, say player I has played τ R T_A and player II has played σ P T_B ; note that |τ| “ |σ| ` 1. There is some n such that A X rτs P Θ_n. By Proposition 3.17, there is some m such that B X rσ^ms R Θ̌_n. Player II chooses this m. Now by Lemma 6.2, A X rτs P rB X rσ^mss_L, so player II can use this reduction to win the rest of G_LpA, Bq. The same argument works when player I wins the auxiliary game. □

7. Developing the true stage machinery

In this section we define the true stage relations and prove they have the various desirable properties we have been using. Our development closely follows the one in [GTa]. In that paper, however, we did not use the machinery to construct subsets of Baire space; rather, we used it to build a computable countable structure. We therefore defined relations s ď_α t for s, t ď ω; in the notation of the current paper, we used the restriction of ď_α to the initial segments of x “ 0^8. The first step to extending that machinery to all of Baire space is uniform relativisation: s ď_{α,x} t means that s appears α-true to t relative to x. However, it is soon observed that this is a “Lipschitz” relation: the x-use is the identity, i.e., s ď_{α,x} t only depends on x æ t. We can therefore dispense with the oracle and write x æ s ď_α x æ t, giving the notation that we used in [DGHTT] and here.

7.1. Definition and properties of the true stages relations. We fix a computable ordinal δ (see Section 2.2). To define the relation ď_δ, we will need to define all relations ď_α for all α ď δ. For α ă δ, we let n_α be the element in the field of δ which is the least upper bound of α in δ. When we write n_α ă n_β we mean the natural ordering pN, ăq, so this is different from α ă β.

Jumps of strings. For a string σ P ω^{ďω}, let σ^1 denote the collection of inputs on which a universal Turing machine with oracle sequence σ halts in fewer than |σ| many steps. Thus the jump of the empty string is empty. If σ ď τ then σ^1 Ď τ^1. We assume that if σ is a one-entry extension of τ, then σ^1 contains at most one more element than τ^1. Thus, for every string σ we get an enumeration of the elements of σ^1 in order of which converged earlier (i.e. with shorter oracle). For σ P ω^{ăω} we let ppσq be the last element enumerated into σ^1 according to this ordering. In other words, σ^1 “ τ^1 Y tppσqu for some τ ă σ. If σ^1 “ H then we let ppσq “ ´1. If x P ω^ω is infinite then we let ppxq “ 8.

Definition. By induction on α ď δ we define the relation σ ď_α τ. Simultaneously, for α ă δ we also define strings τ^{pαq}. Suppose that ď_α is already defined. We will show shortly that σ ď_α τ implies σ ď τ, so that for each τ, tσ : σ ă_α τu is naturally linearly ordered.

‚ The string τ^{pαq} is defined to be the increasing enumeration of all strings σ ă_α τ, excluding the first n_α many such strings.

We will see that this exclusion is what makes the machinery work at limit levels. If τ has at most n_α-many ă_α-predecessors, then τ^{pαq} is the empty sequence. Note that σ ď_α τ implying σ ď τ also ensures that τ^{pαq} is finite whenever τ is finite; we will work to show that x^{pαq} is infinite when x is infinite.

Each τ^{pαq} is a sequence of finite sequences, i.e., an element of pω^{ăω}q^{ďω}. However, after using some computable coding of finite sequences by natural numbers (a computable bijection between ω^{ăω} and ω), we can consider each τ^{pαq} as a string in ω^{ďω}, and so use it as an oracle in computations.

For infinite x P N , x^{pαq} will be Turing equivalent to the iteration of the Turing jump of length α, starting with x. For finite τ P ω^{ăω}, τ^{pαq} is τ’s guess about x^{pαq} for x extending α. The guess will be correct when τ ă_α x.

The definition of ď_α is as follows. Let σ, τ P ω^{ďω}.

‚ σ ď_0 τ ðñ σ ď τ.

‚ If α is a limit ordinal, then σ ď_α τ if for all β ă α, σ ď_β τ. ‚ If α ă δ then σ ď_{α`1} τ if σ ď_α τ, and there is no e ă ppσ^{pαq}q in pτ^{pαq}q^1zpσ^{pαq}q^1.

In the successor case, α`1 denotes the ordinal β ď δ with order-type otppαq`1. The motivation for the successor step was discussed in [DGHTT]. In brief, the definition says that when trying to compute pσ^{pαq}q^1 (which for infinite σ will be Turing equivalent to σ^{pα`1q}), the string σ only commits to numbers below ppσ^{pαq}q, the last number enumerated into the jump of σ^{pαq}. If σ ę_α τ then τ thinks that σ was likely wrong about the oracle σ^{pαq}, and so there is no meaningful comparison between their jumps pσ^{pαq}q^1 and pτ^{pαq}q^1. Suppose, however, that σ ď_α τ. We will shortly show that σ^{pαq} ď τ^{pαq}, and so pσ^{pαq}q^1 Ď pτ^{pαq}q^1. So σ’s commitment about pσ^{pαq}q^1 is discovered to be false by τ exactly when some number e ă ppσ^{pαq}q, which σ claims is not in pσ^{pαq}q^1, is enumerated into pτ^{pαq}q^1.

Basic properties. We gradually verify the properties of the relations ď_α as listed in Section 2. First, we remark that for each α ă δ, ď_α as defined above does not depend on δ, only on α. In other words, if we only started with α and performed the same construction, we would arrive with the same relation ď_α. (Note though that σ^{pαq} depends on α ` 1, not just α, because its definition involves n_α.) Now, a simple induction shows that α ď β and σ ď_β τ implies σ ď_α τ. This, together with the definition of ď_0, establishes TSP(1).

The following lemma includes the property (♣). In Section 2 we derived this property from TSP(6), but in fact, we need it to establish all the other properties.

Lemma 7.1. For all α ď δ,

(a) The relation ď_α is a partial ordering. (♦) For all σ ď ρ ď τ P ω^{ďω}, if σ, ρ ď_α τ, then σ ď_α ρ. (♣) For all σ ď_α ρ ď_α τ P ω^{ďω}, if σ ď_{α`1} τ then σ ď_{α`1} ρ. (b) If σ ď_α τ then σ^{pαq} ď τ^{pαq}. (c) If σ ď_{α`1} τ then ppσ^{pαq}q ď ppτ^{pαq}q.

The converse of (b) may fail because of the exclusion of the first n_α many ă_αpredecessors in the definition of τ^{pαq}. Nonetheless, this converse is “close” to the truth, and this gives an informal motivation for two of the properties illustrated in σ ρτ σ ρτ σ ρτ ααα ααα α`1αα`1

Figure 1. From left to right: the transitivity of ď_α, the property p♦q_α, and the property p♣q_α (given p♦q_α).

Fig. 1. The relation ď_α is transitive because if σ ď_α ρ ď_α τ then σ^{pαq} ď ρ^{pαq} ď τ^{pαq}, and so σ^{pαq} ď τ^{pαq}. The property p♦q is similar: if σ^{pαq}, ρ^{pαq} ď τ^{pαq} then σ^{pαq} and ρ^{pαq} are comparable.

Proof. First, we observe that (a)_α and p♦q_α imply (b)_α, (c)_α, and p♣q_α.

By the definition of τ^{pαq}, to show (b)_α we need to show that if ρ ă σ ď_α τ then ρ ď_α σ Ø ρ ď_α τ. One direction follows from (a)_α, the other from p♦q_α.

For (c)_α, suppose that σ ď_{α`1} τ. Then σ ď_α τ, which by (b)_α implies that σ^{pαq} ď τ^{pαq}, and so pσ^{pαq}q^1 Ď pτ^{pαq}q^1. Suppose that ppτ^{pαq}q ă ppσ^{pαq}q. Then τ^{pαq} is finite, and ppτ^{pαq}q R pσ^{pαq}q^1, so e “ ppτ^{pαq}q violates the definition of σ ď_{α`1} τ.

For p♣q_α, suppose that σ ď_α ρ ď_α τ and σ ď_{α`1} τ. By (b)_α, σ^{pαq} ď ρ^{pαq} ď τ^{pαq}, and so pσ^{pαq}q^1 Ď pρ^{pαq}q^1 Ď pτ^{pαq}q^1. Suppose that e P pρ^{pαq}q^1zpσ^{pαq}q^1. Then e P pτ^{pαq}q^1zpσ^{pαq}q^1; since σ ď_{α`1} τ, e ą ppσ^{pαq}q, so σ ď_{α`1} ρ.

By induction on α ď δ we prove that both (a)_α and p♦q_α hold. For α “ 0 this is easy. For limit α, both (a)_α and p♦q_α follow from the inductive assumption and the fact that the relation ď_α is the intersection of the relations ď_β for β ă α.

It remains to check the successor case. Let α ă δ, and suppose that (a)_α and p♦q_α hold (and so also (b)_α, (c)_α and p♣q_α). We verify that (a)_{α`1} and p♦q_{α`1} hold as well.

For (a)_{α`1}, first observe that τ ď_{α`1} τ follows from τ ď_α τ and pτ^{pαq}q^1 “ pτ^{pαq}q^1. We check transitivity of ď_{α`1}. Suppose that σ ď_{α`1} ρ ď_{α`1} τ. Then σ ď_α ρ ď_α τ, and so by (a)_α, σ ď_α τ. By (b)_α, σ^{pαq} ď ρ^{pαq} ď τ^{pαq}, and so pσ^{pαq}q^1 Ď pρ^{pαq}q^1 Ď pτ^{pαq}q^1. Suppose that e P pτ^{pαq}q^1zpσ^{pαq}q^1; we need to show that e ą ppσ^{pαq}q. There are two cases. If e P pρ^{pαq}q^1 then e ą ppσ^{pαq}q by the assumption σ ď_{α`1} ρ. Otherwise, e P pτ^{pαq}q^1zpρ^{pαq}q^1 and so e ą ppρ^{pαq}q by the assumption ρ ď_{α`1} τ. By (c)_α and the assumption σ ď_{α`1} ρ we get ppρ^{pαq}q ě ppσ^{pαq}q.

p♦q_{α`1} follows from p♦q_α and p♣q_α. Suppose that σ ď ρ ď τ and that σ, ρ ď_{α`1} τ. By p♦q_α, σ ď_α ρ. By p♣q_α, σ ď_{α`1} ρ. □

We can conclude:

Lemma 7.2. For all α ă δ, if σ ď_α τ then σ ď_{α`1} τ if and only if ppρ^{pαq}q ě ppσ^{pαq}q for all finite ρ with σ ď_α ρ ď_α τ.

Note that this almost gives us TSP(6), by letting p_{α`1}pσq “ ppσ^{pαq}q; what remains is showing that σ ÞÑ σ^{pαq} is computable.

Proof. We have required that convergence of the universal machine is delayed so that when we extend an oracle by one entry, at most one halting computation is added to the jump. If ρ_0 is an immediate ă_α-predecessor of ρ_1, then |ρ^{pαq}_1 | ď |ρ^{pαq}_0 | ` 1. Hence,

pτ^{pαq}q^1zpσ^{pαq}q^1 “ � ppρ^{pαq}q : σ ă_α ρ ď_α τ, ρ is finite, and ppρ^{pαq}q ‰ ppσ^{pαq}q ( . □ Structurally, the transitivity of ď_α and the property p♦q_α together say that pω^{ďω}, ď_αq is a forest; every σ has height at most |σ| in that forest. We shall soon verify that this forest is in fact a tree (it has a single root), and that each infinite x has height ω in this tree.

When we say nothing. For a string σ and α ď δ we let |σ|_α be the number of (proper) ă_α-predecessors of σ, in other words, its height in the forest pω^{ďω}, ď_αq.

Lemma 7.3. Suppose that α ă δ, σ ď_α τ, and |σ|_α ď n_α. Then σ ď_{α`1} τ.

Proof. The assumption implies that σ^{pαq} is the empty string, and so that ppσ^{pαq}q “ ´1. □

By induction on α ď δ, we see that for all τ P ω^{ďω}, xy ď_α τ, where again xy denotes the empty string. Together with p♦q_α of Lemma 7.1, this gives TSP(2). We can also deal with the limit case:

Proof of TSP(5). Let λ ď δ be a limit ordinal. The first part is by definition of ď_λ. We verify the rest. Starting with any λ_0 ă λ, recursively define λ_k by letting

λ_k “ maxtλ_{k´1} ` 1, α : α ă λ & n_α ď ku.

The definition ensures that xλ_k y is cofinal in λ and computable. Now we show:

p˚q for all σ P ω^{ăω}, if |σ|_{λk} ď k, then for all τ, σ ď_λ τ ðñ σ ď_{λk} τ. To see this, let k ă ω and suppose that |σ|_{λk} ď k and σ ď_{λk} τ. By induction on α P rλ_k, λs, we show that σ ď_α τ. If α is limit we use the definition of ď_α. Suppose that λ_k ď α ă λ and σ ď_α τ. By choice of λ_k, n_α ě k. Since α ě λ_k, |σ|_α ď |σ|_{λk} ď k. Hence, by Lemma 7.3, σ ď_{α`1} τ. This establishes p˚q.

To prove TSP(5), let k ă ω; we show that if |σ|_{λk} ą k then |σ|_λ ą k. For suppose that |σ|_{λk} ą k. Then there are k ` 1 distinct ρ ă_{λk} σ with |ρ|_{λk} ď k. For each such ρ, by p˚q, we have ρ ă_λ σ. Hence |σ|_λ ą k. □

Computability. Restricted to finite strings, the true stage relations are computable. As discussed above, this is uniform in α.

Proof of TSP(4). The relations σ ď_α τ for α ď δ and the functions τ ÞÑ τ^{pαq} for α ă δ are computed by simultaneous recursion on |τ| (note, this is not effective transfinite recursion on α). If we have decided, for all σ ď τ, whether σ ď_α τ, then we can compute τ^{pαq}. The definition of the relation ď_{α`1} shows that we can then decide whether σ ď_{α`1} τ or not.

Now given σ ď τ, the algorithm for computing whether σ ď_α τ is given with the aid of Lemma 7.3. Enumerate the set tβ ă δ : n_β ď |σ|u Y t0, δu as 0 “ β_0 ă β_1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă β_k “ δ. Then σ ď_{β0} τ. If i ă k and we have decided that σ ď_{βi} τ, then we check if σ ď_{βi`1} τ. If so, then we can conclude that σ ď_{βi`1} τ: this uses |σ| ě |σ|_β for all β, so for all β P pβ_i, β_{i`1}q we have |σ|_β ď n_β. □

As mentioned above (after Lemma 7.2), TSP(6) follows as well.

Remark 7.4. The continuity of the relations ď_α implies that for all σ ď τ P ω^{ďω}, maxtγ ď δ : σ ď_γ τu must exist. The function pσ, τq ÞÑ maxtγ ď δ : σ ď_γ τu is computable for finite σ and τ (by a search over α, or by following the algorithm described in the proof above).

True stages. For x P N and α ď δ let

D^α_x “ tσ : σ ă_α xu .

So x^{pαq} is the increasing enumeration of D^α_x after removing the first n_α many strings. If α is a limit ordinal then D^α_x “ Ş βăα D^β_x . If D^α_x is infinite, then x^{pαq} “ Ť σPD^α_x σ pαq.

Lemma 7.5. Suppose that D^α_x is infinite, and let σ P D^α_x . The following are equivalent:

(1) σ P D^{α`1}_x ;

(2) for all τ ě_α σ in D^α_x , σ ď_{α`1} τ;

(3) for infinitely many τ ě_α σ in D^α_x , σ ď_{α`1} τ.

Proof. The implication (1) Ñ (2), follows from the property (♣). For (2) Ñ (3), note that if τ P D^α_x and σ ď τ then σ ď_α τ (TSP(2)). For (3) Ñ (1), we use the fact that px^{pαq}q^1 “ Ť τ PD^α_x pτ pαqq^1. So if σ ć_{α`1} x then there is some e P px^{pαq}q^1zpσ^{pαq}q^1 with e ă ppσ^{pαq}q; for large enough τ in D^α_x , e P pτ^{pαq}q^1 and so σ ę_{α`1} τ. □

Proposition 7.6. For every x P N and α ď δ, D^α_x is infinite.

Proof. By induction on α. D^0_x is the set of all finite initial segments of x. At successor levels we use non-deficiency stages (following Dekker in [Dek54]). Namely, let m P N; let σ in D^α_x be such that |σ| ě m and ppσ^{pαq}q is minimal among ppτ^{pαq}q for all τ P D^α_x with |τ| ě m. By Lemma 7.2, σ P D^{α`1}_x .

Suppose that α is a limit ordinal, and suppose that for all β ă α, D^β_x is infinite. Given m P N, we find some γ ă α such that n_γ ě m and for all β P pγ, αq, n_β ą n_γ . This can be done since α is a limit ordinal (and N is well-founded). We then let σ ă x be the string in D^γ_x with |σ|_γ “ n_γ . Then |σ| ě m (as |σ| ě |σ|_γ ). For all β P rγ, αq, |σ|_β ď n_β (as |σ|_β ď |σ|_γ and n_γ ď n_β ). So by induction on such β, aided by Lemma 7.3, we see that σ P D^β_x . □

We obtain:

Proof of TSP(3). This is proved by induction on α. At the successor step, if σ P D^α_x zD^{α`1}_x , then any infinite path above σ in ptρ : ρ ă xu, ď_{α`1}q must also induce an infinite path in ptσ : σ ă xu, ď_αq, and thus must be a subset of D^α_x ; but by Lemma 7.5, σ ď_{α`1} τ for only finitely many τ P D^α_x . □

Remark 7.7. Proposition 7.6 implies that for all x P N and α ă δ x^{pαq}, is an infinite sequence, and so ppx^{pαq}q “ 8. As a result, in TSP(6), we do not need to restrict to finite ρ.

The effective Borel hierarchy. Recall that the Σ^0_α sets, for 1 ď α ď δ, are defined by induction on α. The Σ^0_1 sets are the effectively open sets. For α ą 1, the Σ^0_α sets are those which are effective unions of sets which are Π^0_β for some β ă α.^6 We can now verify the last of the properties listed in Section 2. We use the notation of that section regarding α-forests and the subsets of Baire space they define. For σ P ω^{ăω} we let rσs_α “ tx P N : σ ă_α xu; this is rW s_α, where W consists of the ď_α-extensions of σ.

Proof of TSP(7). We prove TSP(7) by effective transfinite induction on α. Thus, it will be important that we work uniformly: by recursion on α, we show how to effectively translate between indices of Σ^0_{1`α} sets and c.e. indices of subsets of ω^{ăω}.

For α “ 0, TSP(7) is immediate, as ď_0 is ď, and the Σ^0_1 sets are the effectively open ones.

Suppose that α ď δ is a limit ordinal.

In one direction, since Σ^0_{1`α} is closed under effective unions, it suffices to show that for all σ P ω^{ăω}, rσs_α is Σ^0_{1`α}. TSP(5) implies that it is in fact Σ^0_{ăα}.

In the other direction, since 1 ` α “ α, and since c.e. sets are closed under effective unions, it suffices to show that every Σ^0_{ăα} set is rUs_α for some c.e., ď_αupwards closed U. Let A be Σ^0_{1`β} for some β ă α. By induction, there is a c.e. set U, upwards closed in ď_β, such that A “ rUs_β. Then U is also ď_α-upwards closed, and rUs_α “ rUs_β “ A (see Remark 2.8).

For the successor case, suppose that α ă δ. In one direction, it suffices to show that for all σ P ω^{ăω}, rσs_{α`1} is Σ^0_{1`α`1}. In fact, it is Π^0_{1`α}. To see this, let T be the collection of τ P ω^{ăω} such that either τ ď_α σ or σ ď_{α`1} τ. Then T is computable; (♣) implies that T is ď_α-downwards closed (it is a subtree of pω^{ăω}, ď_αq), so rT s_α is Π^0_{1`α}. Lemma 7.5 implies that rσs_{α`1} “ rT s_α.

In the other direction, it suffices to show that every Π^0_{1`α} set A is rUs^ă_{α`1} for some c.e. U, upwards closed in ď_{α`1}. Given such A, by induction, let T be a computable subtree of pω^{ăω}, ď_αq with A “ rT s_α. Note that for all x P N , x P A if and only if for all σ listed in x^{pαq}, σ P T . This is a Π^0_1 property of x^{pαq}, so there is some e P N such that for all x P N , x P A ðñ e R px^{pαq}q^1. Let W “ � σ P ω^{ăω} : e R pσ^{pαq}q^1 & ppσ^{pαq}q ą e ( . Then W is computable, and is ď_{α`1}- upwards closed. We claim that A “ rW s_{α`1}. For all σ P W , for all x P rσs_{α`1}, e R px^{pαq}q^1 by definition of ď_{α`1}. On the other hand, if e R px^{pαq}q^1, find σ ă_{α`1} x sufficiently long so that ppσ^{pαq}q ą e; then σ P W . □

Relativising true stages. Given an oracle z and a z-computable ordinal α, we define the relation ď^z_α precisely as above; however, the universal machine which calculates the jumps of strings is given an extra oracle tape, containing z. Write pz, σq^{pαq} instead of σ^{pαq}.

For finite σ, the universal machine computing pz, σq^{pαq} is stopped after |σ| many steps, and so consults only z æ |σ|. If α is computable (rather than z-computable),

6To make the notion of an effective union of Π0 ăα sets precise, we need to define an effective indexing of each class. For each α ď δ with α ą 0, let xW_{e,α}y be an effective enumeration of the c.e. subsets of ω^{ăω} ^ α. We let A_{pe,1q} “ tx P N : pDσ ă xq pσ, n_0q P W_{e,1}u. For α ą 1 we let A_{pe,αq} “ Ť � N zA_{pi,βq} : pi, n_β q P W_{pe,αq} ( . The sets A_{e,α} form an effective enumeration of the Σ^0_α sets.

this shows that for finite τ, determining whether σ ď^z_α τ depends only on z æ|τ|, as promised in Section 2.

Further, the easier directions in the proof of TSP(7) give:

Lemma 7.8. Let α be a computable ordinal. For any τ P ω^{ăω}, the set � pz, xq P N^2 : τ ă^z_α x ( is Σ^0_{1`α}.

As usual, this is uniform in α, z and τ.

7.2. Interlude: the Kuratowski-Sierpiński theorem. We still need to prove Propositions 2.14 and 2.18 to 2.21 and Lemma 2.16. Before we do so, we briefly comment on iterated Turing jumps and the Kuratowski-Sierpiński characterisation of the classes Σ^0_ξ .

In [DGHTT], we justified TSP(7) as follows. We started with the aforesaid characterisation.

Theorem 7.9 (Kuratowski [Kur33], Sierpiński [Sie33]). Let ξ ě 1 be a countable ordinal. A set A Ď N is Σ^0_ξ if and only if there is a closed set K Ď N , a bijection h: N Ñ K, and an open set O Ď N , such that:

(i) h is Σ^0_ξ -measurable; (ii) h^{´1} is continuous; and (iii) A “ h^{´1}rOs.

This theorem allows us to prove facts about Σ^0_ξ sets by changing the topology using a “generalised homeomorphism” such as h. For example, this allowed Kuratowski to extend Hausdorff’s analysis of the Δ^0_2 sets to the classes Δ^0_{ξ`1}.

In [DGHTT], we stated that Theorem 7.9 can be effectivised; we can take h to be an iteration of the Turing jump of length α, where ξ “ 1 ` α. We then argue that D^α_x , as defined above, is (uniformly) Turing equivalent to this iteration of the jump starting with x. We can then pull back the open set O to obtain a c.e. set U satisfying A “ rUs_α.

Here, rather, we directly derived TSP(7) from the other basic properties of the true stage relations, and the definition of the classes Σ^0_{1`α}. We can now argue in the other direction, deriving an effective version of Theorem 7.9, which in turn, by relativisation, implies Theorem 7.9.

For a computable ordinal α and x P N , let x^{tαu} be the increasing enumeration of D^α_x “ tσ : σ ă_α xu.^7

Lemma 7.10. Let α be a computable ordinal. A set A Ď N is Σ^0_{1`α} if and only if there is an effectively open set O Ď pω^{ăω}q^ω such that for all x, x P A ðñ x^{tαu} P O.

Proof. We of course use TSP(7). Suppose that A “ rUs_α for some c.e., ď_α-upwards-closed U. Let O “ ty P pω^{ăω}q^ω : range y X U ‰ 0u. Then x P A ðñ x^{tαu} P O.

In the other direction, let O be an effectively open subset of pω^{ăω}q^ω; so the set of μ P pω^{ăω}q^{ăω} such that rμs Ď O is c.e. Let U be the set of σ P ω^{ăω}

7The reason we use xtαu rather than xpαq is that the latter does not depend solely on α, as it

requires n_α. That is, it also depends on the upper bound of α in an ordinal α ` 1 ą α. Observe, though, that once such α ` 1 is chosen, we get x^{pαq} ”_T x^{tαu}, uniformly: given the least element of x^{pαq} we can computably list its n_α-many ď_α-predecessors.

such that the increasing enumeration μ of tρ : ρ ď_α σu satisfies rμs Ď O. Then x^{tαu} P O ðñ x P rUs_α. □

Lemma 7.11. Let α be a computable ordinal. The map x ÞÑ x^{tαu}:

(a) has Π^0_1 graph and Π^0_1 image;

(b) has computable (effectively continuous) inverse; (c) is Σ^0_{1`α}-measurable.

Indeed, the map x ÞÑ x^{tαu} is universal for Σ^0_{1`α}-measurable functions: for any computable Polish space X and any Σ^0_{1`α}-measurable function h: N Ñ X, there is a partial computable map g : pω^{ăω}q^ω Ñ X such that hpxq “ gpx^{tαu}q.

Proof. (a) follows from TSP(3): Let K “ � x^{tαu} : x P N ( . Then y P K if and only if y is an infinite path in pω^{ăω}, ď_αq; y “ x^{tαu} if and only if y P K and x “ Ť n ypnq.^8 (b) is immediate. (c) follows from Lemma 7.10.

For universality, let h: N Ñ X be Σ^0_{1`α}-measurable. Let W_0, W_1, . . . be an effective listing of the effectively open subsets of X; so h^{´1}rW_es are uniformly Σ^0_{1`α}; by Lemma 7.10, there are uniformly effectively open sets O_e with hpxq P W_e ðñ x^{tαu} P O_e. For y P pω^{ăω}q^ω, let gpyq be the unique element of Ş tW_e : y P O_eu if there is such an element, undefined otherwise. □

Theorem 7.9 now follows by relativising to an oracle.

The line of argument just given does not mention the concept of an iteration of the Turing jump, but of course, this concept was the original motivation for the entire machinery. For a computable ordinal δ and x P N , define H_αpxq in Cantor space by induction on α ď δ: H_0pxq is the set of (codes of) the finite initial segments of x; H_{α`1}pxq “ pH_αpxqq^1; for limit α ď δ, H_αpxq “ À βăα H_β pxq.^9

Proposition 7.12. For all computable α and all x P N , H_αpxq ”_T x^{tαu}.

This is of course uniform in α and x.

Proof. We use effective transfinite recursion on α. Since x^{tαu} ”_T D^α_x , we show that D^α_x ”_T H_αpxq.

If α is a limit, we need to show that D^α_x is Turing equivalent to À βăα D^β_x . If β ă α then D^β_x ď_T D^α_x : σ ă_β x if σ ă_β τ for some or all τ ě σ in D^α_x . On the other hand, given D^β_x for all β ă α, we can tell whether a given σ is in D^α_x by using Lemma 7.3: we let β “ maxtγ ă α : n_γ ď |σ|u, and ask whether σ P D^β_x .

For the successor case, we need to check that D^{α`1}_x ”_T pD^α_x q^1. Note that px^{pαq}q^1 ”_T pD^α_x q^1 (as x^{pαq} ”_T D^α_x ). Given px^{pαq}q^1 we first compute D^α_x . For σ P D^α_x we can check if there is some e ă ppσ^{pαq}q in px^{pαq}q^1zpσ^{pαq}q^1 and so tell if σ ă_{α`1} x. In the other direction, given D^{α`1}_x , we can compute px^{pαq}q^1 by observing pσ^{pαq}q^1 æppσ^{pαq}q for σ P D^{α`1}_x . □

7.3. Final debts. We give proofs of the remaining propositions of Section 2.

Proof of Proposition 2.14. In one direction, suppose that f : S Ñ N is a computable α-approximation of F . For each n and k, let A_{n,k} “ ď trσs_α : σ P S, fpσq “ n & |σ|_α “ ku .

8Note that y “ Dα x is Π^0_2: we need to say that it is infinite.

9To be precise, Hαpxq “ �pn β , mq : β ă α & m P H_β pxq ( .

By TSP(7), and since f and S are computable, the sets A_{n,k} are uniformly Δ^0_{1`α}. For x P rSs_α, F pxq “ n if and only if x P A_{n,k} for almost all k, hence F^{´1}tnu is Σ^0_{1`α`1} within rSs_α.

In the other direction, let F : rSs Ñ N be Σ^0_{1`α`1}-measurable. By TSP(7) and Lemma 2.11, let V_0, V_1, . . . be uniformly computable subsets of S, ď_{α`1}-upwards closed in S, such that F^{´1}tnu “ rV_ns_{α`1} and Ť n V_n computable.

Define f : S Ñ N by letting fpσq “ n if σ P V_n, fpσq “ 0 if σ R Ť n V_n. Then f is computable. Let x P rSs; let n “ F pxq. There is some σ ă_{α`1} x with σ P V_n. Let τ be such that σ ă_α τ ă_α x. By (♣), σ ď_{α`1} τ. Since V_n is ď_{α`1}-upwards closed, τ P V_n, so fpτq “ n. □

Proof of Lemma 2.17. Let ă_{KB} denote the Kleene-Brouwer ordering on ω^{ăω}. If T is a well-founded tree, then the restriction of ă_{KB} to T is a T -computable wellordering, and the identity function on T is a rank function. This well-ordering may fail to be a T -computable ordinal, as T may fail to compute the collection of limit points and the successor relation. This is overcome by multiplying on the left by ω, that is, replacing every point by a copy of ω. □

Proof of Lemma 2.16. For nonempty σ P ω^{ăω}, let σ^´ denote the immediate predecessor of σ on the tree pω^{ăω}, ď_αq. Let R be the collection of all σ P S such that either:

‚ σ “ xy or σ^´ R S; or ‚ σ^´ P S and fpσ^´q ‰ fpσq.

Then pR, ď_αq is a computable well-founded tree. By Lemma 2.17, let η be a computable ordinal and r : R Ñ η be a computable rank function. For σ P S, let βpσq “ rpτq for the longest τ ď_α σ in R. □

Proof of Proposition 2.18. Since w ě_T z, every z-c.e. set is w-c.e., uniformly in their indices. This, together with effective transfinite recursion on α, shows that every Σ^0_{1`α}pzq set is Σ^0_{1`α}pwq, again uniformly in the indices. Using TSP(7), we see that we can obtain uniformly computable, ď^w_α -upwards closed sets U_σ for σ P ω^{ăω}, such that rU_σs^w_α “ rσs^z_α for all σ. We may assume that U_{xy} “ ω^{ăω}.

We define the function hpσq by recursion on ď^w_α . Of course we set hpxyq “ xy. Suppose that σ ‰ xy; let σ^´ be σ’s immediate ď^w_α -predecessor, and suppose that hpσ^´q has already been defined.

If there is some ρ ď σ such that σ P U_ρ and ρ is a ď^z_α-immediate successor of hpσ^´q then we let hpσq “ ρ for some such ρ (if there is more than one such ρ then rσs^w_α “ H, so it doesn’t matter which one we choose). If there is no such ρ we let hpσq “ hpσ^´q.

Note that by our construction, hpσq ď σ and σ P U_{hpσq} for all σ, i.e., rσs^w_α Ď rhpσqs^z_α. Let x P N . We need to argue that for all τ ă^z_α x there is some σ ă^w_α x such that τ “ hpσq. This is done by induction on τ. Let τ^´ be τ’s ď^z_α-immedate predecessor, and let ρ ă^w_α x such that hpρq “ τ^´. Since x P rτs^z_α, there is some σ ă^w_α x with σ P U_τ . If we take σ minimal such that ρ ă^w_α σ ă^w_α x and σ P U_τ , then hpσq “ τ. □

Propositions 2.19 and 2.20 are proved in exactly the same way. For the former, we use the fact that the pull-back of a Σ^0_{1`α} set by a computable function is Σ^0_{1`α}, uniformly. For the latter, we use the fact that if α and β are computably isomorphic, then Σ^0_{1`α} “ Σ^0_{1`β} , uniformly in the indices. (We know that if α and β are isomorphic, then Σ^0_{1`α} “ Σ^0_{1`β} ; but if the isomorphism is not computable, then this will not be uniform.) Proposition 2.21 is proved similarly, using Lemma 7.8.

References

[CFLML] Andrés Cordón-Franco, F. Félix Lara-Martín, and Manuel J.S. Loureiro. Lipschitz and Wadge binary games in second-order arithmetic. Submitted.

[DDW] Adam R. Day, Rod G. Downey, and Linda B. Westrick. Three topological reducibilities for discontinuous functions. To appear.

[Dek54] J. C. E. Dekker. A theorem on hypersimple sets. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 5:791–796, 1954.

[DFSW21] Damir Dzhafarov, Stephen Flood, Reed Solomon, and Linda Westrick. Effectiveness for the dual Ramsey theorem. Notre Dame J. Form. Log., 62(3):455–490, 2021.

[DGHTT] Adam R. Day, Noam Greenberg, Matthew Harrison-Trainor, and Daniel Turetsky. Iterated priority arguments in descriptive set theory. Submitted.

[DM] Adam R. Day and Andrew S. Marks. The decomposability conjecture. In preparation. [Dup01] J. Duparc. Wadge hierarchy and Veblen hierarchy. I. Borel sets of finite rank. J. Symbolic Logic, 66(1):56–86, 2001.

[Fri71] Harvey M. Friedman. Higher set theory and mathematical practice. Ann. Math. Logic, 2(3):325–357, 1970/71.

[GTa] Noam Greenberg and Daniel Turetsky. Completeness of the hyperarithmetic isomorphism relation. To appear.

[GTb] Noam Greenberg and Daniel Turetsky. Effective separation and reductions properties of Borel Wadge classes. In preparation.

[Har78] Leo Harrington. Analytic determinacy and 0^7. J. Symbolic Logic, 43(4):685–693, 1978. [Kec95] Alexander S. Kechris. Classical descriptive set theory, volume 156 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1995.

[KM78] A. S. Kechris and D. A. Martin. On the theory of Π^1_3 sets of reals. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc., 84(1):149–151, 1978.

[KM19] Takayuki Kihara and Antonio Montalbán. On the structure of the Wadge degrees of BQO-valued Borel functions. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 371(11):7885–7923, 2019.

[Kur33] Casimir Kuratowski. Sur le prolongement de l’homéomorphie. Comptes Rendus de l’Académie des Sciences Paris, 197:1090–1091, 1933.

[Lou80] Alain Louveau. A separation theorem for Σ^1 sets. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 260(2):363–378, 1980.

[Lou83] A. Louveau. Some results in the Wadge hierarchy of Borel sets. In Cabal seminar 79–81, volume 1019 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 28–55. Springer, Berlin, 1983.

[Lou16] Manuel J.S. Loureiro. Semilinear order property and infinite games. PhD thesis, University of Seville, Spain, 2016.

[LSR87] A. Louveau and J. Saint-Raymond. Borel classes and closed games: Wadge-type and Hurewicz-type results. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 304(2):431–467, 1987.

[LSR88a] A. Louveau and J. Saint-Raymond. Les propriétés de réduction et de norme pour les classes de Boréliens. Fund. Math., 131(3):223–243, 1988.

[LSR88b] Alain Louveau and Jean Saint-Raymond. The strength of Borel Wadge determinacy. In Cabal Seminar 81–85, volume 1333 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 1–30. Springer, Berlin, 1988.

[Mon14] Antonio Montalbán. Priority arguments via true stages. J. Symb. Log., 79(4):1315– 1335, 2014.

[Sel07] Victor L. Selivanov. Hierarchies of Δ^0_2-measurable k-partitions. MLQ Math. Log. Q., 53(4-5):446–461, 2007.

[Sel17] Victor L. Selivanov. Extending Wadge theory to k-partitions. In Unveiling dynamics and complexity, volume 10307 of Lecture Notes in Comput. Sci., pages 387–399. Springer, Cham, 2017.

[Sie33] Wacław Sierpiński. Sur une propriété des ensembles G_δ non dénombrables. Polska Akademia Nauk. Fundamenta Mathematicae, 21:66–72, 1933.

[Sim99] Stephen G. Simpson. Subsystems of second order arithmetic. Perspectives in Mathematical Logic. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1999.

[Wad84] William W. Wadge. Reducibility and determinateness on the Baire space. PhD thesis, University of California, Berkeley, 1984.

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Victoria University of Wellington, Wellington, New Zealand

Email address: greenberg@msor.vuw.ac.nz

Department of Mathematics, University of Michigan Email address: matthhar@umich.edu

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Victoria University of Wellington, Wellington, New Zealand

Email address: dan.turetsky@vuw.ac.nz