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[Blondin, Finkel, Göller, Haase, McKenzie , ’15]



is the alternating group of degree   .Ad d

Theorem
d ≥ 2               -Reach is PSPACE-complete, for every          .Sd

Theorem
d ≥ 2               -Reach is PSPACE-complete, for every          .Ad

The reachability problem for     -VASS Sd

d = 1Remark: for             it is NP-complete.
[Haase, Kreutzer, Ouaknine, Worrell, ’09]

Remark: it improves the PSPACE-hardness of 2-Reach.
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