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Abstract:  Petri nets is a fundamental model in the area of formal verification. It is popular in both theoretical study and application. For the
analysis of algorithmic properties of Petri nets, they are often equivalently viewed as vector addition systems. This survey gives a comprehensive
review of the recent achievements in this area. First, formal definitions of the vector addition systems and their key verification problems are
provided with emphasis on the discussion about reachability problem, including the latest results and the main proof techniques. Then the
development on the case where the dimension is a constant number rather than a variable is summarized along with some key theorems which
are fundamental to the current complexity results. Furthermore, as some important variants of vector addition systems have been proposed in
recent years, a brief introduction is given to the motivation and definitions of some of the most representative ones, and the latest results on
verification relating to these models. In addition, possible future work are highlighted at the end of each section.
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TR 2 — BRI R A E 5 T A IR UF 6 525 FH b Petri RS RSE, )22 N F4E4 . 162, &b
P, A S AN ) AR 1 R AS R 43 A7 2L v Ball 45 A5 ST AT &R 4 (parameterized library system, & A%
PLS), e b ALl SOl T 22 2 RE R ) A BB R 0 T R JFIE M 7 PLS R4 L — L5615 Petri M L9 56
E I B2 s Aalst F Petri WG T AR 04 B R G0EAT 2 BE,J1] Petri 199 B 48 K B0 IE 1418 94 1ol B2 1) 1 % 1°); Heiner
2 N Petri 199 560 25 4 S 83k A S, S 17 tF A 40 28 58 v i 6F T D PR AT DA 18R4T 280000 20 B 558 T A I 9
X 2880 i) B REAT T RN TR 50 24 Petri I BRTV2 B FH 5% 19X 4% B 2 A S A0k 1) 360 T AR M 1 AR AR
Fo AL R ATH K Lei 2042 % A JH Petri 10X G 2 199 4% 28 45 455, LA SIS T 2 I 486 160 P 110047 28090 B it 4 K
SEPK 1) % S5 NAE Petri W IERE T 5 SCT FAST Petri W9, 00 S 585 910 368 1 (R0 RL A 1 8 T @ 4 R 8B4 20 A0 DA &%
[l 55 K2 Y2 5 N Petri 15X HL 1 75 45 1) S Al Ao A B, B0 00F P 78 45 S04 R4 1y e A U125

55 Petri W S5 (1 B4R RS [0) 5172 2R i (vector addition system, i FX VAS) H A £ 2= lii& bWyl vE, HIW
SEH I R R GRS TUET A A A8 0T LU ) B3R, i VAS A 5 th LA 35 5 (1 B8 RS A0 (. VA'S B0 56 4F
(R A% 00 1) J 27— 2 W] 3 P (reachability) 1) B, BV 45 52 (K VAS R I AN — AN BT 46 4% 5 HE R e A5 8108 — M98
SE (1) B AR 5. A AR AR T VAS B4 T KR MNER RN A BA T — 8 m 20 se i T A H
Xof AT A M 1) R I A e A AT BT 4 A NI R I B 55— 7 1L, VAS 2 A A 87 75 ¥ 8 46, 46 S Bk 9 R, A
ATARYEAS R I 0 3 SRR Y T — S S 4 B (o 4k 1) 52 092 R 48 PVAS. 28 H [ == VL R 48 AVASS.
I3RS 1A RN R 48 BVASS. i 55 1 Petri M A5 PND(Petri nets with data)25). {H I S8 A5 750 (1 41 5C 56 UF 1) 50
(BT ST AL T W LR B B

ASCEE 1A R INE RS S L T B B0 UE 1) L AR 2 T O AR SO L 4 VAS Bk
I R (4 5 LG TR R DT U B 3 TR Y 4 P o i VAS B Rk ) ) R A IR R R G 4 R
JUANEZL VAS § AR (R 50 UE M B 8598 .56 S WA LA EEIGIFSS it — WR AL T VAS BT8R
[ R e . SR B AR T I8 In) .

1 EEMZERGEM

1.1 VASHERUEX

I & 4117 2 45 (vector addition system, [#i R VAS), o] BLE 7R — 764 V=(d,A).de NE 7R V I4ERE AcZ R
T M (transition rule)E 4. VAS T —OT# u—2—y v il 2 v=u+a, 2, u,ve M,acA.VAS [— M I & u,
B u, WIEAT (run) & —NHREKEMWIER 75 u,—2>vu,.u,  —2 v u, B RS AR u, 22 sy u, T
7 o=ay...a, KNIL RN F 1.

RS 1 W 1= N7k & S (vector addition system with states, [ #8 VASS) A LA /R — 64l V=(Q,d,T).Q
FEATBLIIR AS S de NOR VY TE TCQx Z%Q i MUNISE £ .VASS 1,1 Je (configuration) i 1) & 5 75
Confsy=Qx M 11 76 % . VASS H [l — UGT % (,u)— v (q',V) 2T AL v=uta i) = 641, 3 uve M t=(g,a, 9')eT.
MK SR co BUKE SR co [ — B AT & — A KB IIER 741 ¢, — v ¢, —2v ¢, AT LU 16

C,— 15y C, .

B %) b TH M52 Hoperoft 1 Pansiot 75 1979 4E ) TAEUO i W] T n 4k VASS A BUH n+3 4 VAS k%
1, AL VY 3 1) A 3 12 ) A5 AT
1.2 WIEE BRI E X

AT ARG VAS B B LA 4 R0k i) @ T e X

Al &M% (reachability) o] 2.

HIN:VAS V (VASS V), HIUE 45 0 W &5 u,u' (kR c,c');

W) B AFAE— N u B u'(A ¢ I ¢TI AT.
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A 7 2= (coverability)[a] 7.

it N:VAS V46 R 45 R ) i u,u';

] R 7 A AE i B 07 = (U A — MO T 25T w4, HLAZAE M u B u” (9384T

A R (boundedness) a] #.

i N :VAS V¥4 11 & u;

il U Rk ) RS R TR AT BR.

VAS 7] iV 5% R (reachability relation) FH—"2 75, %t 1B AN il B u,u’ e M0 u 1) u a6, 54 (uu) e —"
45— 4R 14 J2, VA'S R0 U 4% i R J2: 0 4 A0, 52 15T o A6 2 L A 560 8040 T LA 0124 54 T
i) L.

2 VAS FHYISIE R ER Y 8 214

21 EEHR

VAS RS b5 26 RIS AL E A AT T A 5E I 4518 i - & Lipton M1 Rackoff!''"'21%5 Hiff) EXPSPACE-
584 (145 5t Rosier XHARATTAOUE I T 404k, 7380 7 SRS #10), JL T 58 A DS R i 1R 700,

Lipton 7 1976 4E4E WA 1 0] 5 il 147 EXPSPACE [y 45532 ¥ FHU m] )z 45 SR A 7 56 K[ 16 7] : Sacerdote
55 Tenney 7E 1977 SE45 T 06 T I o) LAY 35 20 £5 181 Mayr 76 1981 £E583% T Jil4h BI04t T 7 H 2 ME o
B W] AHZAE W] AR 3 2 24 K osaraju £ 1982 4EXHIEWI#E4T T 4611992 4F, Lambert £ i A T4 (1 LAt 1
S0 H TS AT AR T S s e AL AT A e 3 I WA B R MR 9 KLMST i BB 1) 2 35 KLMST 43 i
(ST 4 B e S I AF OG- VAS R ik vk 4518 1) B D 1 Leroux 25 A [ 2009 EFF U1 — &
5 T A Leroux!" F | KLMST &5 H T 3 T i i 338 VST AN 25 055 () 65 067 305 10 m s V0 2 0 3 1 bk B AR, 1 0K

FUAVE L Z Pk 1A 7T e B0 2 Leroux 28 A7E LICS 2015 23 45 H 1 T~ Bl AH (ideal ) R 43 i 4002V O 15
G T AR VR R RS 218 F L ARIR —ANBRUAIE T 5, B Lipton 45 ) EXPSPACE-XE | 5t 2 [F]
APAE B R 2206 ] DAt — M VAS BEAY b (1 ml gk B G 1) JEAE 77 8 35048 (RAIT 7 )5 A0SR AR R L AR 1
22 VASEEMRFEARESTS

VAS | [ AT 32 4 5600 i 4008 P 5 32 G i e T ) ) L 28 oL 3T 40 AR IR SO E DR R T — BT
BRI R AR TSRS 1) E AT FEP 5 TR A B I 2050 R, B U DG HE B R 1
SEF BT
22,1 EREAR

&4 1k, VAS T IAVESGUE B AR AT LAY W k22011 4E 2 B B AR# R T KLMST 4 il ik (s i 4
LIRS A6 LA & 2011 4F Leroux $& HY 135 T 338 VA AN AR 5 (1) B50925. I THI T8 o500 0bbs 288 509 5 el L 3 BRI A K v i 1)
AR H.

e  KLMST /M ik

SIS — AR IR VAS 1 VASS (1] 35 P ) 464 A5 K78 VAS 158 U A48 KLMST 43 fiff 355 KLMST
S RFER S YT — A FRICIESE B 7 51 (marked witness graph sequence)fE, 5 H iP ARl AL 5¢ 55 (perfect) 2 14 (S5
T Kosaraju 3CH K] 04 ) R4 0 U35 P10 40188 T L 3 A 445 SRR 48 5 AR DAy 2 DU Jis ml ik ) A0 3 5 465 O AS ]
15 Leroux £ 2015 45t T KLMST H3L[H EF F | A48 XA SARMES I E SLAZ R SEIE AT T Karp-
Miller % 4122, HOMIXE S0 4T F iy B FH), ks i KLMST S35k R F1IX 5 HA 0 L5t F L 2 Il Ay 22

ESETIANKT I BRI TEE 0,72 X NA~NO{o) W T AN e Z otz=t+o=oEE A Fc{l,2,...,d}
B W et NS — N e fE5E A F IO EARFEAAE K F 2 AN 25 FE WU 51 ook B o FH 2110 A% O A 2 12
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UEHE [l (witness graph). X & — AN BR A 388 AT 17 I G=(S,E), 2L ifi i S < N il 4l ECSxAXS AT —il
(u,a,v)eE Wi /& uta=v. X} T ecE,A(e)=a. 2 W AEHE B IR AL AR — 48 B2 &0 o — SR ACEUE N off)
SEESHLIET ={,2,..,d}\].

KLMST 43 5% 1 1 32 152 A7 30 4F 448 18] (marked witness graph) M=(G,c™ s, c® s, H: -G J&iiF 418

Fid il (input constraint) Fl% Hi B ] (output constraint). % T~ ie {1,2,....d}, AT s"(i)2w, 384 c"(i)=s"(i), % H 1 &0
a0 PR S AT T RE (K 55 R A0 ¢ e FRHE h of ) 2> AR A 1,100
1 = 1,2, I T 1 = (1,2,
Qu FRPATIEAT u 2=y R JU, ¢ = 2 (U),¢™ = 2 (V) (@) w(@n) 2 MR Sk AR

|out
Fric UE 4 € S5 %1 (marked witness graph sequence) & # ic iE 45 B FIIE A HUU 28 ALK 7 51 : &=Mg,a,,M ...,
aM 1, M = (G, s], e, s LA TR FT AT IEAT Uy — 2V, —2 U, — 2 v, —2u, — % v, (A

tu,—v, e B, ESLLA 2 TEHL(Uo, Yooy - Ui iV AR B JE Py E NI v = U+ D v () A(e) .

eek;

B4 B3 21 S S0 A2 LU 3 AN 4 4, AR &l A2 56 95 411

(1) FZEPE(pumpability): X — AN AR iE B B M, Qy "PAEFEISATAE AR AE | v 1R 4 B eIk 3 6 75 X, R M
J2 0] H 7] 22 1) (forward  pumpable). 8 4B0 L, 7] BASE SR J5 A) 22 (¥ (backward  pumpable). 31 5 & 1R T AT
FRAc e B0 AT S P 2R 00, 908 4 0K S 2 T aR

(2) LT, (edge unboundedness): X T~ EF R AE— AR 741 B My, %3878 LA w SRS X T

ecE, W sup ¥(e)=aw 8 A FK & 1L TG T 1k

(3)  H /A FRHIG S (input/output constraint unboundedness): % T S A — AN AR FAIE M;,ULY;

TR LA upy AR S R supU | =i supV; = o0 I 2 Fik &3 f2 A\ /i H B G 9

KLMST 43 fif 553 4 <5 1) 2 d id i 38 B )7 51 88 5 I )7 81 5,51,5,,.... W1 1R 1 S={ &}, &=Me=(G,.u,
(@,...,0) U (@,...,0),Go=({5},{S} xAx{s}),5=(@,...,0) FILE B — 0 B M B 5 A W E LA AR Al I8 4
5 AN SR 5 v B4 — AN FR A R R A1, 38 H L rh— AN R AL 58 36 A A IR AR UE A 1 A & L o)
i R AT BR (bR AT IR 35 R F A 4 dec(),55=(5\{&))udec(&). 11 F BT AT b e TR P8 51 #0536 A2 58 36 4 1, U 5
VR AL, [ 25 R TR 0 AL 58 3 45 AT I AR I UE 4 1P 4 Sl B R 450 =2

SI3R 2.1 BRAC RN B 51 S0 15 95 AL 56 36 4 1 2 H M0 1) oA AT 0 2 1.

577 TR N5 A2 58 35 45 1 AR A E 3T B3 90 &4 X6 EFE o it 7 EP AP AE — N id i BT L MR AT 22 1),
BRETEE el 4iF EIIBA R IG bR C e B0 RS 0 4 BUE 1=10 {8 N 2 1 TE 5 e
LI X BCE BRI A S TERR RS & 24wt e X 45 1,18 B — AN 1 e S FZ AR 1L TEHE I8 P 4105357 EANT AL FT N
BRE AR T L MBI 5 e 1™ AN, TS 0 0 i N R A 40 A A B 22 o T 3 PR R =10 (i), SN T AL i ) BR
Ft N D R ERAR A 1E T BAR T A48 50 filf .

Bl 5 V=(3,A),A={a,=(2,-1,0),a,=(0,—1,1),a;=(-1,1,~1),a,=(2,1,-1)},u=(0,0,3),u'=(1,2,0), ] u F u" &G IA.

HIER I &=Mo W 1 BT,

it p=(p1,p2.ps.pa)e V' R BEA UL I I L MR AT L > ap =u'—u, p=(1,0,1,0)+n(0,3,2,1),

ic{l,2,3,4}
ne NELN a) HaxthEl 1 AR AT T4 i & h i a W R K A 2 At a) 3B B AR e
A3 BIFR IC UE SR BT 41 & = Mg, a, M|l 2 s,
M; =(G;,(0,0,3), (o, w, ®),(w,»,v),(,w,»)),M| = (G|,(w,»,®),(v,0,0),(1,2,0),(0, 0, ®)) .
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A1502,03,04

[
©0,0.3) @ (1,2.0)

Fig.1 Initial marked witness graph sequence £=M,
K1 BIa6 HI AR IS 751 &=M,

2,035,804 @, 03580

[
a
0,0,3) @ (o,00,0—( a),m,w)—> (1,2,0)

Fig.2 Next marked witness graph sequence & =Mg,a,M,
B2 FRidiEds EF 5 & = Mg,a, M/
B M I M, MY 3TN BRI H 2 1 Karp-Miller B4 LA S At i BR 40 Hd & 8 2 17 ) Karp-Miller 4,201 P9 3
J7s A LU e Mg AN 2 00 i AT 220, MY A 1) 5 W] 108 NIl A2 W] R A A BN G T A R W 4 i AL A

A, DR g AN T B 44 P2 E AR AT B A, 75 1 AR AR G2 — N BRI L& rT LA R 4R 6 5, B 4 AR B 5 Th i —
MIEEIEMES: & =Mf,a,M[M{ = (G{,(0,0,3),(0,0,3),(,1,2),(@,1,2)),M/ = (G/,(@,0,2),(,0,2),(,2,0),(1,2,0)) .

e (1.2,0)
4 a3
(2,1,2)X‘ AR
/ o 4 B _
(W’Tﬁ) < ‘/“2\ I G gm 02)
3,61 @ ;4 i N — I y
(@13 ©,1.2) 03,0 330 l_a‘"_a" l e
A‘“ /, @ o l‘” (w,1,1) (@,1,1} 0,1,1)
) "¢ 2 2 it —, —Chh
@035 (@D O3 (@21 021  (a2.]) e G l /"\‘1
P s s l mw l (0,2,0) (@,0,2) (0.2,0) (@.,0.2)
- e u . —ciy 3,y
(@1,2) (“”f;? (0,11,2) (0,3,0) o ((U’I’l)
(@2.1) -

Fig.3 Karp-Miller tree from (0,0,3) and Karp-Miller tree constructed with inverse transitions from (1,2,0)
B3 M(0,0,3)H & ) Karp-Miller # F1 M (1,2,0)tH % [ 2 7] () Karp-Miller 44

/
(0.0.3)’

Fig.4 Final marked witness graph sequence &, =M(,a,M/
B4 AR R T ) £ = M08, M!

X B & 2 5E 3 SRR GRS B P A VR AN S E e o i R S RN 5 S &, Rk u B u
nJik.

T B BRSO R A 2R, D FRAETEYE B 8 & S— ANk B B (ranking function)r. X ARk BB K £
WO B = LA 2 AR A S AR AN AR AE B (LN W r(&)=1{(3,4,0)1.1(£)=1{(3,3,3),
(3,3,3)1.1(&)={(1,9,1),(1,6,1)} .7% Dershowitz & X {1 % T 16 T 249,06 T 07 1) Eedec(O), 47 r(&>r(&).AH
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RAEZHES L2 A R¥(well order), Bt R (K94 50, B A7 Kk B H0™ M6 33 968 1) S 51 A1 A2 AT PR (). LA
NARFIOR E AT 2 K15 A5 dec(&)th /AT FRAE, th Ml JE A% 51 BLKLMST 23 fift 5id— & 281k

PEZEE I SR T 45438 T IR P B i

X TR &0, &1, W R Gnir €dec(§), 1T 1(E)>1(EN>1(E)>. .. o L FE i 3X A P 1A BE 1 B 5 L.
Ffta<a( s, =0 VAWM HRELER a = 0% +...+0™c, Jh ... .cre NF R a>ar>.. > AT LUZE M
B a=0"+.+0™ FHaZwZ.. Zapn M THIAIFH a=0+..+0™ F f=0” +..+ 0" ,a® =
O .+ == 2 e e o G T HE R

FoATT AT LUAERK B S r (B S M A 0 LA (5 200 T AR CE S B ML 5 Bu= a1 [+ lE (1719
KRG IES P81 £ = M,a,M,,...a,M,, 8. = lgﬁk“’ﬂw B £ T F 80

2 340 o 3+-3+ o +9+ o +0-6+
ﬂ,goza’w3 4,@:‘:0)3 33~2,ﬂ§2=a) 4 o 6+1
B a=w%c +..+ o c, ,7E L N(a) = max {6, N(e)}.N(&,) = 4,N(§) =3,N(&,) =9 AR ¥4 41 BB 2 (control
=j=n

function) g:/N—>/NJ2& = 1 B0 o AN PR3 JE 58 IR BRI 2:00(n)=0,001(N)=1+0 (9(N)),02(N)=0 1ny(N). F 1,4
2 12 BR B0 A IR FR VA 2 SR (k- ) ()=p+ P (0+1),(+ ) (N)=p+ ™.
Bl w(n)=n+ Lo” (n)= @” ™ = 7O
9(N)=K,9,(N)=Gn+1(N)=N+1,g 511 (M)=1+9,,(g(N)=2+g(N).
T WA A T E SR R AL H(m=n+1LH ,(n)= Hw<n+l)(n)=(2”” -D(n+1),H 5 (n) &=
Non-elementary pf %, H_, M) A2 A I h s )9 e
E X g (M)=0(g" (M) b g ISRk VX, g (n) = 9™ (m) e T B X B2 A
F..=|J FSPACE(H”(n),F,, = |J SPACE(h (p(),F, =F,,..
p<a® pefy
TE KLMST 2 P B &=Mg,a,My,...,a, My, & edec(&).
AT LA O N(B) AN I || & [l= max o oy (20, KB LU [+ [ 15 L0 ) FRATTRE 2 A 3 1 oR B0 g, 87| &<
(|| D). 75 EA T L 3270 57 B N /it B 1 TI0 J3 2% A TR A% 0|1 & | PR RN AR B 138 — AN A e o 48 B 80K 5 1
L6 ER T L T4 AEI I 5 #) T Karp-Miller B, 25 (| &< HO™ [ &1 B, 3R AT LA 3 20 i 50 g(x)=
He™ (p(x)) 17, p 00 S 48 2 1 22 3058 bR B33 A2 0 B0 BOAE VAS TRIZERE o [ 50 I 7 7 P 160 0 1 U1 8,
YL d VE RN 350 I R AE ey IR AR B R 38 UH BRI 2
25 b 4F KLMST Z3if b kg 38 (ks 0 U030 1 e 91 i KA B gh(n), b, L= g (M AL KLMST 53 fif 55

VRSB 2 R 9@ (n) B, VAS T ik il R T 42 A F BB F o =F PO 4.

IR 2,211 VAS Il IAYE ) AN F

WFF0JE 356 T KLMST 43 i R B BT 53 2 2015 4F Leroux 5& ST FRALAOME &R 45 1 T % KLMST 43 fi# ()
T A HARREKLMST 202 % A2 45 4 I BAR K A0 R X m] B E VAS 1 LAt ™ P8 ASE L () 360 iF ) ST I3 R
ML BN KLMST 23 fif 105535 H T CAnf) 5 F L AUR S BN 22805 VAS il vk i A & () F 5t
EXPSPACE-hard 2 [H]45 A 58 K[ 22 i, 1% LB EF (4 15 3 — S ot

o JFLFI%VIRAE B (inductive invariant) 1) 535

BT 368 A AE i (inductive invariant) 532 XA VR BIAN - ] ) b A58 1 NSRS BT 1 s 1 e 4
PIIE W ATIE, 28 2 ASMUZS BT 1) Presburger A ZUAE W AN AT IA Leroux {E W] T 40 5 w8 u 3 ) &8 o' A AT I8, 8447
AN LU Presburger 24 X E 78 1 RS, MR u A IXAMES LT AR uAEXAMES U IF XA 4E
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GRS T AN IE PR R AN R A AR L B E S TP R R B KRR AR S U I, XA
Presburger 4545w & A 138 11— AMIE B (witness). H 11, 3X AN J5 2 WA WA @ 1 45 0, WA Bk R 4% E 5

WRES Scz® Tl E i T B L(C,P):{xEICGC,EIo:I,...,o:k eN,3p,,... p € P,X=C+Zk:ai pi} JH

in

th,CPcZ MFR S S22k 4K (semi linear set).Hoperoft 25 AAIE W] T 5 4 LLF (4 VAS (5 7] ik 4 2 il Bl A3 2t 5
22 M A2 25 S 28 I S n LAY Presburger $EA FO(Z+,<,0,1) T AR F R IBAFK S & Presburger 42
4 .Ginsburg 25 NAEW 7,54 S 4 Presburger #2424 HAX Y S J& kv 4P,

3T, Leroux X — MR 50~ VAS MITTIASE4A T 58 InRS i 44,2011 4E, Leroux & X T Lambert 45 F1
Petri 845 IMEST L UE T 76— MR B R, VAS T I5 85 /& Lambert 845, 1) 5 06 R AR A2 Petri £245. 341,
Petri 46— 7 /& Lambert ££4;Lambert 226 — € 11 /& Presburger 224 1 45 H X S84 & 1) .

et P2 0eP,P+PcP, IR P 4 i 14 4 (periodic set). xf T i W44 P, Q=P 75 FO(Q+,<,0,1)
A5 SO FR P2 22 M J5 1 4E 4 (polytope periodic set). I SRAES LeZt A A ES I I, P AN 42 4 7T LA
Rk bPbe Z2 P 4 M M AR A IR L /& Lambert 424 01 AR & X 22,35 e 6 T4 2% Presburger %25
ScZ8,SAX J& Lambert 24, FR X & Petri 2545

B WS B = (mn)e N? Im<2n} T2 LI ES HES P,={(0,0)}u{@2"1)neMuU {(mn)m
=1,b=2mneN. Q-,P, ={(0,0)} Q2 # FO(Q+,<,0,1) F ] 5E P, & % i J5 I 4E &5 [ L, P, & Lambert 45
B APy ANJE Petri 224, BN T Presburger 4 Nx{1},Pon(Wx {11)={(2",1)Ine N} N/ Lambert 4.

X E A RAEIB IR REZX 26 XY 2058 X

poste(X) = [J {y e Z° |(x.y) e R}, preg (V) = | J {xe Z° | (x,y) e R}.

xeX yey

# poste X)X JUFR X S A%+ K &R R BT[] 38 I AR & (forward inductive invariant);# preg(Y)Y, K Y
JERIRT T & R (15 17 34 4 A48 f(backward inductive invariant). & X R [ [X 4} (separators) (X,Y):X,YcZ Jf H.
H I Presburger 24, AL R A(XxY) & 4. W SE R R A L Petri 424, AKX R 2 Petri X &.

Leroux 1FEM T F 1 i S22 45 18

5132 2.3 VAS [l A PO L A Petri K&

D15 356 F Petri KR M — N EHL R

3138 2,419 3% R 2 Z8 J ™ Petri 2R XY’ Z8 WA Presburger B4 R (X XY )= I AAE1E—A
DX 23 (X, Y), H X R BT 1) 3 AR AR )Y 2 5 ) 38 AN AR 6 3l A2 XX, Y Y.

W5 0 B AN A, 22 T DA 4 A T 1) U AN A R XN [ 38 H AN AR B Y, XY #BA2 Presburger 44, JL
ueX,u'eY. FIE —NAIE VAS Al i 2 v] ) 2 i 72 0l 3 AR W A28 Presburger 23 2R 7R (1 1] 4R A, 20 7 3L
ATAE u AR .

AFF 5 JE B i 300, 6 T v 32 DR AR R P SRR A AKORE T KLMST 43 i S50k AN i R 1 2 2k H 4%
FT N TR XA 52 2% P A0 360 T 5 1) Tk B A2 A P8 R o L (1) R 0 3R s — A ] DADX 3 i R 24 it D 1T 1 2 U AR
AR H 1] Presburger A FUAKE AHS — 3212 B8 VAS TTHES A — A IR Ackermann K/ TIA4E & (HIZ 5
R IR 1) 33 VA AN AS & (1) Presburger 5845 PIIA R G (1 — /MR, IR X SV 2 AT R AT LG FLBE 0 1R 1 5.

el 2 a0 W Tk e 4 di 20 B B B G0 IE 4 B F ST DL H R AR B S R SA S R I ST E I B
R0 VR N A 1) ARV R WL, I I A28 T 110 B A5 LAALE W v ok R0 I A ) I I 3 VA AN AR S DAAIE W) AN ]k E
ZEVE I 2 P4 BT AT H KLMST 43 fift 55030 8 k.
222 FHREAR

Lipton 7E 1976 451 T VAS w] 3k P 0] /) EXPSPACE {535 N 4t Lipton 1 4642 T 347 F % (parallel
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programs) IR JIE B T 4T FE 7 b i AT 4% 32 10) 8l (the acceptance problem) R LA 22 I = I [A] U £ 3] VAS f AT L
P ) AR 5 R IR IE T RS DAL 3 AN A T EE 1) IR AT AR e (G B R TH BB T AR, ek, 0 #RAE),
TR SO XA IATRE P R O /N M 3 SRR EOC /N B TH B0 7T LUK B B 75 TR Her Tl 1 1]
R B LA LA 3] VAS (1] 34 1 ] ] EXPSPACE-hard [¥] T 4t.

Hordr Lipton [ 2 i B WAL S & H4T 27 (parallel programs). F-1TF2E /7 & = Jo 4l P=(F,d,x), H: " F & FH4T 1
JRE B (flowcharts) (145 2,d 2 ER0X=(Xy,...,Xg) € N 2 JIT A5 RS P 3 Rl i 47 1) o 44 1 B A MR I S BRI
] B8 4 Bl R R Y Rl RS2 A REIN A TR AL Wl 5 PR,

| |
Com ] [ ]
1 B

Fig.5 Four kinds of nodes in a parallel program
5 ULREEIM 4 By s
JFATREF (K4 JRi (configuration) i LAZE 7R K €=(P1....PmaX 1. - Xa).M=|F|.He oy 7 55 i AN UL P 224 1T 2011
G JFATREFPRORIARMS R Co Hh,py S 28 | AN TRURE P& AR 4671 23, x=0.

FATREIFBE—2PIBAT (Pyeves Prus Xiseees Xa) —>p (Pl oeves Piys Xlooees X ) 7 ZE AL LU H 0 — AN 54

(1) FELE T (1,2, m},py REEHEAT S, pi A py WE— (0 4K AR T BT 10 ] %00, = p, %0 FHTAT 0,
x} =X;;

(@) AFLE e {12,y p ARSI, pf A s PIANJR A5 AR 13 T IATIN | =10 = py X FHFAT
5, X = X5

(3)  AFAE i€ (1,2, mp,p; SRR AL, pf & py ME— R RN ALK TR j=i,p) = p TR,
Xj=X%;+¢; =0.

i —p Fon—p ML AL AT R B AT % 52 ) {8 (acceptance problem) i) A& f5 7776 —M& A C=(p1,...,Pm,
Xiye o X, fH7F Cy —>p C I AFAE—AN 14545 pi 825275 20T LUIE WL, AT RE P 1 IR T 8252 1] R VAS [ ATk
P ) G 2 R R &

517 2.5, JEATRE R b AT B2 il 80 AT LA 2 S0 R) U 240 1) VAS (1 AT ik ) L

FATAT LI I A AT AR L2 B R SRR VAS AT IA M ) B R SRR R AT R AT DA
LTHE S 1R N R 0 2 5 4 2 45 (L LU A6 T 0 L) 2 8 4 110 S B 2 T T A ) B x X e N2 BEATT IR 2%
(R4 X+ X = A = 27 TR EF0 I PE T X A 75 4 0,454 T 40 7 X' J& 75 5 4% T~ Ay Lipton 335 V3 Hb 44 1& — A JFA7 2
Fef R R o FEIFER @, WTRAAE X + X = A IAAE R IR ) 2 A5 00 0: 40158 xi 24 0,3 FE e B 5E YES i,
IEE e x, %! PR U0 5 % AR 0,2 Fr Huke o NO H .

o i=1 W, BT HRWE 6 s,

Block ¢

X |

'

NO
‘ guess H Xi—1 H X +1

Xit4, X/ —4

v

YES
Fig.6  Block «,
Ke Rirba,

o i1 I BEEAIIASE U +ul = ALV, +V = A_Lb ¢ = 0.y 23 5 R AR IR R A x + 1Lx = 1B



1574 Journal of Software 354k Vol.29, No.6, June 2018

LI A = A KRR oy ay MR FILT o, Fh (R H i U 0 O A7 A 2 T s
PN T 95 62 1, 01 7o), KSR R P e, by 2 e e 3 7 08 L ] 0 £ 1.

Block |

(®)

}7&0 u -1 }—-{ u+1 }—ﬁo

© (d)
Fig.7 Block «,

K7 Byka,
FEAR I X (U], V) IRE R AL R ZEE R P AR TS R0 + L) — DRl ) + 1 B ] T ASE 40U 288 1R 0 0
AR U AT IR P 58 20 AR b 5 20 T 1 X, EL SRR TR X, X PR AR PR A 48 BTk 5

2 AP RS E R NO H H (& 8 Fran).
Block a, }NO
Block a, NO

Fig.8 Test zero in a parallel program
K8 LEJRATHRE S LS 0
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(Rl b, 347 78 3 b I T 45252 i) 1 EXPSPACE-hard.

HH5 |38 2.5,VAS RJ A PE ) @) T 74 /2 EXPSPACE-hard.

EIB 2.6 VAS Ak YE UK R A& EXPSPACE-hard.

F 508 B AE 2 SO 9 07 1, A B AR A% 0 VAS R 40 T DU B /MR T 208, th ik el ik
PE ] B R 5 EXPSPACE-hard AL A H A w] LLHE S 1) i ) 42t ki R8T #E ) 3 vk RGEAE 1) vk &
YE LR F R T Ak, Lazic WERI T8 AT LLBGDUR R 20 n 3 B0, 2 M n= 227 ndva Bk, T i o i

ARG LR AIEPE UL Non-elementary F 45 AIME AR — 42 /2, i LU 3K 6 F FHE B 9 6 ) s 2 T b 1)
U FRATI N IX T T DAt 2 H At B g I 5

3 [EEYEERTIGIE O R RY B A1t

31 EEHR

LERT T B8 A, ) S P 4E R d A2 SN B — 8 40 T AE SI2 B N b 1a) R A B AT AR A A ] B
Hopcroft Fl Pansiot 7 1979 4F 19 LA 45 Y VAS (R4S 5 2 IR, LT ik 8 2 — AN il RO 52 10
LA T n 4 VASS T LU n+3 4k VAS RIR, XS T/ T 2 42 9 VASS FIIEYE R B, S84 1 1) /i
(equivalence)- {37 [l i (containment) 25 [ 1] ) 5 45 18 AT 18] I FH s 8 U W T i e R JE vk gl i FH 34) 3 4 K o vy
YR 1) VASS WY,

S TARYERE VASS FORF T 45 9 - %40 5% Hasse 5 Kreutzer 25 A7 2009 4FEH] T 1-VASS(E]l 1 4k VASS,
AN T 4 4 VAS) IR Al 3k P 1) A — BE 1 2 05 T 2 NL-5 4 11,10 78 35 4 05 T /& NP-58 %% 1) . Haase 7F Hi i &
W SCBOVRIE T ) AR IR A e N S e A R P A S ) RBURI R B R ) AR NP-5E 4% (. KT 2-VASS,
Howell 25 NPt} Hoperoft fISVEMEAT T 4041, 45 Hi R A 50 0 52 2% BE A2 A 52 XU S 7] (2-NEXPTIME), Jf:
HE— D S O B T XU B 1] (2-EXPTIME). iff 55 1 HEI 40 5 N 2-VASS bl ik ) 81 1) d 2%
25 L 7E 53 JUAE A 19t :Fearnley %5 A\ B245 Hy 7 PSPACE-hard [1E ;% #45 Blondin %3 A B37E 2015 F 4k
BT PSPACE #3158 50k, W E B T % ) 8 S B I PSPACE-5¢ % I AT TAR I — AN A58 UE W] T %
i 5 4 5 (d =2 4E)d-VASS, 5 FMERIT] 45 76 P38 & PSPACE-52 % IR A6 75— 32 Y &, Blondin 25 A () T.4F, 4<% L
JEX) Leroux 2 ANPUYE 2004 454556 2-VASS H A VI M (flatness) ik W RS Ak 24 B A1 A i A A — 201 4 65
I,2-VASS A[IA T ) FLAE 2016 4FE47 R S NL-5¢ % (0P 2 5§y ik 78 al ikt 1) 801 %045 ¢+ 3-VASS s
i+ 2 AR £ 45 R BE AT SEHE R IR T SR 4508, B AT AT AR L (BIAE T F L )0 5 50 T Tl & v ARk
Pk BRI R AR, i H AR R AT BB LA 7 ).

32 EEHEEVASSEEMRBAREIFS

H i, [ 4E B VASS (W2 2 PE 45 AP e 2 4 R LA R B4 ) B4k B KT 2 I A P AL &5 1 (R 2 4 1) &
(197 S0 4 0 BR s e ) B ). R X AR T sl 2 4 % 2 4 DL AR DGR ST R R
32,1 ERHERGEDE)
3.2.1.1 4 VASS FJ°T-#H 4k (flatness)

O d 4E(d<<2)VASS HIH AT — AN B 450 gl 5 MR EI T 1) VASS 2 n] P AR 6 45 5 1)
VASS V=(Q,T),H,Q REIRSEET R ITHMNEEV WK AMBE E N |VI=IQ1+T|-d-loga|T|.H ap. 1,
Ay Boo IREV B HAREIRIR . AT HAT IR )3 50,0 — HTE W p = o B ... oy, W H BEFR Ry — 45 2k
Pk %45 5 (linear path scheme). $1L 780 () 28 Pk B 42 SR & AN 1 9 Fr .
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2 [24] 243

Fig.9 Linear path scheme
K9 2 pis sing

A7 PR 2V A SR (0 JF SRR RR N 2 e M #6457 %8 (semi-linear path scheme). #7 V {5 SC R AL A W] LR
IR AL AR TT S FRATFR V2 BA P AR RN RRORE Y (0 7T 50 R AR 45 1 P 3 D). EL 0B UF P31
P TR 0 R 1) A A B AR AT DA IR D — A UK I A A T A R B R B AR (R, AN AR AR IR I ), i R
A7 KA R 1) B 0 T I 1 TS O R A A0 e 1 6 458 R U608 R RvcQxQ, Ry b Ry 11 1 S A% 328 A .
Leroux 25 A 32245 B2 2 Y VASS [T 4R 1) H R A 1) 5o 95 A 23 St (0 48 K AN T o 432090 3 4
B I8V Py 6 O R T AR XA P SRR A 28 ST 3 P (ultimately  flat). Ry 1344t 7 42 AEAR X ) . b ik B HLAT
S B 2 Ry SRR AR PSR MH Leroux S5 AR AR b IR B A 4 R I 7 2810 AR AR VE L i
1 o5 LA AT A RO Bk 5

T 2015 4F,Blondin % A\ 1%t Leroux I 7 HEAT T f Ak, 25 1 T Bk % ¢ 19 L R(QHT) M I UEW] T 4
SRATUEAS o) B H AR S w30, WIE X R (K~ R IR ¢ 2R v A 2 VAR 13K el — AT R0 L i BODURE fr) 2 1 i 422

ﬁ%&mmgW&JWUﬁﬁA%%ﬁ&%m&ﬁ%mﬁ*ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁmwmﬁ%AﬁzmﬁﬁM%ﬁ
2% 17 SR T B 1 SR R AR RO S5 T g5 B S AT W R A A e ) B A% L R IR S,
I 22 101 22 18] T 5 4 1 22 A L e B ot — 2 T AR S ot B R B E 22 0 5 () A 5 LB A —
AN IETH #2125 FEAR 3 Savitch 52 B PSPACE=NPSPACE, 5t 5¢ i T 9% T 2-VASS nliAME B A (1 ) 22 T 2 28 i) 45
R IRIUE B IO H Ay o% T[] e 4E S VASS i 45 R

Blondin [AF s —ANAHXE A7 (1) 85 552 0E B T AE6f 2 A BR B 31T R B B 42 11 Parikh {5 (Parikh image,
FH T 335 B 488 vh RS A5 B IR R B B O A7 AE — > 22 T RS 1) 460 P 486 e I 72 S ik 1) i Jy oKL T a4
S0 AR 5 SRR TE A - 20K B R T 3 M 56 (1) AT 1 4% 1 o BB ER SU I AT d 4E VASS Il ik 5540
T —HA R 2 I MU ) 25 1 B 42 SR . 4 4R X 5 45 4 ) 0 {20 1 BRI 2 1 R 40T 1 ] ok v A B
B9 AT ) T 3 R R,

(1) B S5 F0 H AR 5 B0 R A 7], HA6 AR AW AN T8 IO TR 3 o (06 g 47 15 AN i

R 7515

(2)  WIEER R B AR R4 B AR B AT B RR R T 4

(3) WA R B B AR RN A& MR B 2D — AR N E A S e

PL b 3 R 5L 40 6t B 10 H 1 3 RRAS [R] s 42 2 2.

Blondin 25 AUER] 73X 3 Fi& 4~ 1 VASS (0] 78 3¢ R #0T Fis B A 049 220 i B i 5, 28 2L(3) mT L 40 31 4
FE 1 B B AR AT 2R 0 2) m] LU S BL (D) I 45 18 HE T 15 H X B B I 2R (1), 5 d<<2 axXANBR T B B 56
Az BRG] BEZ:

51323.1%%. 4 beZ’,PcZ’ H.beP, A Z & 2 4 P — AR BLUAT L(b;P)NZ = JL(c;R) , ALX BN iel,

iel

IR 458 T

e |Pi=2;

e Pic(PUL(b;P)~Z; H.

o 1ifE e<<POUIH AL {ciy U(PinL(b;P))ch+coneg ¢ (P).

R:7E 2 el 6L 51 BE TR ULk PE4E L(b;P), B B ST B R R AIAC 4, 45 A AT LA s — 4 2
FR 2 2 P I A 1) O 2 o LA M 3G, £l — 28 W (period, Bl P)RIFERCA 2, HLJA 0I5 (base, Bl )3k [ — AN 2
B I LM AR 21 P A AR T 02 XA 5 X d =3 S DL A .
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f i RS AEWIAE R 2 4 VASS 1AL A B AR E AT 20 D 2 U BRI N 2R (1) 2R(2) KB (3)I
HARJE e AR T 2 MERE DL IR L SR AR B

A ! VLV, N | q(vi,V2) 4 |
| q(vi,v2) ’ p(us,u) |
Q i | i
= E 8 i
5 =
: s E
8 8 | 5
g = | =
3 = ! p(ug,uy) E
3 g P, 3
M (5}
o el =
g 5 5]
8 S 3 qviv)
A R 2 1,V2
0 i 0 i ‘ 0 First counter val
First counter value First counter value 1rst counter value

Fig.10 Three kinds of reachable paths
K10 3 FhISAL ATk A2

SR S 24 A 5 I (5 A 456 T VASS S EBIF 50 ML 5 3 00 T 0 B T LT 0 5 8
3.0 JRIUAH KA Sh Blondin 76 SCHK[33] MIH A4 Ve A T ARG 052 IV Bl 30 S8 4 O . ) i 0 98
it UL 5, T A5 R0 AR 3 4 R DA R S Ak B D3 B 3.1 MR 45
322 FHEAR

TR B XA 5 H2E H 3 HL(bounded one-counter automata) i Y ] 35 P [ B AL

A BRI B B HLORT BAFR R =t V=(Q,T,b), H (Q Tt 2 1-VASS,ifi beN S il Fik m it
S E . 4 B={0.b], 1452 (UWIRA R I p(u) R EL A V).V B 55— 0 T i ) B ) 0 AP 5 1
RAESEAAAAEN pu)E] q(v) I AT AT A%, HLEg AR E AR — A v TRD RS Jg X8 R F) o S 19 (B A0 AN L b BRIV 56 3R
P(U) =5 G(V) AE T AL

Fearnley 4% NP2I7E 2013 4FHEW] 71 J # vk H 1 S)BL L AR Al ok 17 2 PSPACE-complete.

S AT JL 20T S0 B P V=(Q.T.b), i 440 3 3L 0] ik 1 S0 2-VASS 173 M i 8 1 R0 T4 (T 0 2

UM 50 bHI3 2-VASS V' (Qu ()t €T}) 2o b S0 FLH A2 S NP2, 6) e (pa(2,-2),0) HE R
JEAETY Vo uveB, BT LA VR A [ a6 N SRS AR AR AN 2 /N T 0 AR 192 HAN 245k R SR AL
BV p(u)—E—e q(v) 24 HLACARER Vi p(u,b —u)—22 52 g(v,b —v).
R B =, X EBA B3 2 1R 458 AT LV FUHb IS 2 45 5 d =3 5 S0 B B 8 H BT R 3 4EITS oL T
T L0 A A 2 R A S S P Al 90, B8 I B RS IR A AN 2 S5, B R A I 1N 4.

4 EBEEYRERE

W 2 AR T 7 ) BT 98 A 12 M ROR BB VASS B8 10 Jm B O 5 SCRUAJE 14 T S (R e At
TR M B 3 L 81 25 g A U 6 R 6 52 SRR (K LA T AR, O A 45 5 T T S IR (10 35 0 17 38 114 e
a5,

4.1 PVAS

TN HE ANk & 4 (pushdown vector addition system, @ F% PVAS) & 7E VASS A 2 [ W40 T #% S A0 W AN
1% (push)Fl Hi #% (pop) 45 1E .

PVAS b —4c 0 (R A 30 - (p,u, X)—22(q,u +v, X") . H 1, (p,u)—>(q,u+V) K& X 5 VASS 584
—HL X —2 5 X TS s AR AR AL (op B34, PVAS W F ST IR I B A 3 0 SR B R s S Rt T
AN 3 14 B 2 A 7R 161,

PVAS #E E VASS (7 FLY . Leroux % NEW] T PVAS & EMERIAg Abh 4 n] e BT B8 i3 — 25 1)
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S H TR A0S PVAS b A7 g5 YRR AT A I ) R0 1 AL ) s AN S e A 1R Tower-hard ™™, 52 24 1
18 5T VASS b (15 R 38 IE 1) .

E Y P I e I A S YRR 1 BT — Y83k Leroux 5 AUEWA T 1-PVAS AJ 78 i ¥ J& NP-hard, b A2
EXPSPACER) T 45 L4tk [n] {5 2 NP-hard, A1 () I 52 EXPTIMER 4%,

KT PVAS AEHRBR I — RiAE,N-PVAS B8, 7T DU ZY ) n+1-PVAS 1 1] 2 56 1, BILPVAS B8R (1) mr
T o R O] 7 P ) A A b — R X — AN BE BT T PVAS (R
42 AVASS

Alternating VASS 5 . /&t Lincoln %5 A\ 7R 57 iy 28 11k 2 4 (propositional linear logic) ) ] 4 & Vi i 4 2
R IK.AVASS A PUICH A=Q,d, T, T b :Q A MRIIRAEE S deN AR L T,cQxZxQ 2 —Jtif
B, 81 q—Yq, ;10 TicQ® AR A4S X (fork) LI, 1 q—qAQy./E A7, 24— JCT B MU L e R (q,u) |
I, R R SR (0, ubv) 3 1T 24 23 SO A FIAE 7] —# JR IR R —H6 JRl i (1,u) (0, u). 5 AR, VASS I AVASS [ —
MERT R, T=o 1% B

KT AVASS 1B G518 2 Tk AR T MY Courtois 45 ATE B T 8545 KA (K6 =) 7T 32 1 1 55 A bR 2 7T
S ) i AT ¥ JRE G K e 4% (122 AVASS AR e i e 4 B [ P R A T I T B K b e ) e
B EXPTIME 56 4% 1) AR 13— 42 1) 2 : AVASS R W]k 4 im) B ATE 50 1T LA 2 AN 24 2] BPP. VASS 56 [R
RIS RG] B TIPS 2] 788 T L4 it X o i 5T AVASS 1 2 Rl 22 —.

4.3 BVASS

VASS TS0k B TT DUBR AR S — AN 2k v 3 72 Branching VASSU 1 52 ) — BR 1 S0R 7705 2
BIFRAT AL R A AN R 70 5501 1) S (BB 5 R T ) L S BT B ) ) AR 2 R T AN )
i) A9 B A T A B A R e B TR XML S — A0 A T 5 R AF T 1) 2 FE A

Lazic™ A1 Demrit! /> BB 5T T BVASS () ] ik Pk ) 80 DA K v] 78 56 PE . A7 500 o) J8LL,4E W T A
2-EXPSPACE-H /14, 1] Jii 4 4 i) 81 /&t 2-EXPTIME-5¢ 4 ). Lazic 25 NS4t — B AE B 7 — it BVASS 1] ik 1 ] i
F N S % & Tower-hard, 13 /& Non-elementary, R, AT A 46 UE 807 AN KA DL T A7 M AB AR 5 A 88 1 At 5 4 4
JEE A PR NF D v 52 2% A L, 2016 4F,Goller 55 NUERA T — 4 BVASS B\l ikt w8 5 LA R A S el 40
A& % T AU 1) 56 4% 1148 Tk e 25 LB W] BVASS JFAl VASS ISP LY 2.

4.4 PND&EE!

PND #5842 AT Petri 9 H 51 NS035 15 B0 45 45 (MR 30170 o4 AH OGBS (it T (8 F , PND #5258 vpr 54 place B
ANFFREAFAH T FESE AU 1K) token, I S B Sy A it B3, 0071 0 % R0 DU AR I 3 A 24 ¥ FE 0 ™ A M4 . OC T PND, LEACAR
Y TAE S Lazicl*!,Haddad™" Rosa-VelardoU 45 \IE4E45 I — R AN 4518, b I B 45 ib 2 — BiEM T
A7 e Bl 7RSI b ] B A A IR F 58 # K. PND IS AR ST AR A OGO s B2 (unordered data
Petri nets, fifi /% UDPN)_F 7] 75 25 1k I i (9 F 95:2016 4F,Hofman 25 AR Karp-Miller # 8J#9i% 5 T —AN 8
Ackermannian(hyper-Ackermannian) [ 5.3 b 5520y gb 1) 550§ S 400 el R A 2017 4F Lazic 545
Ackermannian-hard®* 7 %5 [ Ai,PND BRI AH 3¢ i) B0 1 2 T4 AR K AR 2 B, 3K AR 2 o ok — AN al fig (R JF
FLIT 1.

TR AT NN T LA ML) VAS § R BIRY JE XX LAY b 10 56 In) JUARL T 48k B S 10 S 46
XU B H B A FR BN A B E NN O 510 7T UG H, 15 2 0 T3 SUA5E 7 (10 46 41F i 850400 2K A5 ik v
AT, P B A AT ORTE A1 4B 2 4 PVAS nJ 7 o i LR by RS0 AR E 4 AVASS [R5 7]
M2k 2 4 BVASS [ ] ik P ()8 (10 52 2 P LK UDPN m ik i i F) ) 5 17k
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5 ANBEH

ANTL B T N 1A 2R G0 UE USSR AR T A% ) R 0 R M O B AR b i T A R A T

T BT S 03 5 A LI AR S X g R ABE AR AR 6 ik [ S8 IR) PR A LG AR AT AR R B T AROR
(R385 1) BRATTIA DAy 17 0 0025 2R o — A TRl 4% 1T i K P i B 20, v A B 3 S I Y 5, o6 1 o
RGN AR RY_F 6 UE ) PR IR NI T A S A A8 B i AR A0 Ik T R AR S 6 UE U ST BILIR
(/N 2, BA TRG AR b B 4518 B SRR 1 b (FE R I L #OR T A,

Table 1 State-of-the-Art results on VASS and its extensions
FT 1 VASS Ry R FRoHgsie n g

— Eidis K 1 4 2 4k d 4:(d=3)

I & i) 50

VASS | iktt | [EXPSPACE-HE F ] NP-52 % PSPACE-5¢ % #
A [Fs,#] [NP-#,EXPSPACE]

PVAS H I [Fs.#] [NP-3f, EXPTIME] # #
st [F3,#] [NP-AE,#]

AVASS | itk AT 5 # # #
CIR - §is 2-EXPTIME-5¢ %

BVASS | &4t 2-EXPTIME-5% % P-5E % # #
BIpr [Non-elementary,#]
nJ 5 5 [ForF a2l

UDPN B [Fs,Decidable] # # #
]Ik Pk [F..#]
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