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Abstract

Let D be a strongly connected directed graph of order n > 4 vertices which satisfies the following condi-
tion for every triple x, y, z of vertices such that x and y are non-adjacent: If there is no arc from z to z, then
d(z)+d(y)+d* (z)+d~ (z) > 3n—2. If there is no arc from z to z, then d(z)+d(y)+d~ (z)+d*(z) > 3n—2.
In [15] (J. of Graph Theory, Vol.16, No. 5, 51-59, 1992) Y. Manoussakis proved that D is Hamiltonian.
In [9] it was shown that D contains a pre-Hamiltonian cycle (i.e., a cycle of length n — 1) or n is even
and D is isomorphic to the complete bipartite digraph with partite sets of cardinalities of n/2 and n/2.
In this paper we show that D contains also a Hamiltonian bypass, (i.e., a subdigraph obtained from a

Hamiltonian cycle by reversing exactly one arc) or D is isomorphic to one tournament of order 5.
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1 Introduction

The directed graph (digraph) D is Hamiltonian if it contains a Hamiltonian cycle, i.e., a cycle that
includes every vertex of D. A Hamiltonian bypass in D is a subdigraph obtained from a Hamiltonian
cycle by reversing exactly one arc. We recall the following well-known degree conditions (Theorems 1-6)
that guarantee that a digraph is Hamiltonian.

Theorem 1 (Nash-Williams [17]). Let D be a digraph of order n such that for every vertex z,
dt(z) >n/2 and d™ (z) > n/2, then D is Hamiltonian.

Theorem 2 (Ghouila-Houri [14]). Let D be a strong digraph of order n. If d(x) > n for all vertices
x € V(D), then D is Hamiltonian.

Theorem 3 (Woodall [19]). Let D be a digraph of order n > 2. If d*(z) + d~ (y) > n for all pairs of

vertices x and y such that there is no arc from x to y, then D is Hamiltonian.

Theorem 4 (Meyniel [16]). Let D be a strong digraph of order n > 2. If d(x) + d(y) > 2n — 1 for all
pairs of non-adjacent vertices in D, then D is Hamiltonian.
It is easy to see that Meyniel’s theorem is a common generalization of Ghouila-Houri’s and Woodall’s

theorems. For a short proof of Theorem 1.3, see [5].

C. Thomassen [18] (for n = 2k 4+ 1) and S. Darbinyan [6] (for n = 2k) proved the following:
Theorem 5 [18, 6]. If D is a digraph of order n > 5 with minimum degree at least n — 1 and with
minimum semi-degree at least n/2 — 1, then D is Hamiltonian (unless some extremal cases which are

characterized).

In view of the next theorems we need the following definitions.
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Definition 1 [15]. Let k be an integer. A digraph D of order n > 3 satisfies the condition Ay
if and only if for every triple of vertices z,y, z such that x and y are non-adjacent: If there is no arc
from z to z, then d(z) + d(y) + d*(z) + d~(z) > 3n — 2 + k. If there is no arc from z to z, then
d(z) +d(y) +d=(z) +dT(2) > 3n— 2+ k.

Definition 2. Let Dy denote any digraph of order n > 5, n odd, such that V(Dy) = AU B, where
ANB =0, Ais an independent set with (n + 1)/2 vertices, B is a set of (n — 1)/2 vertices inducing
any arbitrary subdigraph, and e(4, B) = (n + 1)(n — 1)/2. Dy satisfies the condition A_;, but has no

Hamiltonian bypass.

Definition 3. For any k € [1,n — 2] let Dy denote a digraph of order n > 4, obtained from K ,
and K}, by identifying a vertex of the first with a vertex of the second. D; satisfies the condition A_1,

but has no Hamiltonian bypass.

Definition 4. By T'(5) we denote a tournament of order 5 with vertex set V(T'(5)) = {x1, 22,23, T4,y }
and arc set A(T'(5)) = {x;xiy1/t € [1, 3]} U{zaz1, 21y, T3y, YT2, YT, T123, x224 ;. T(5) satisfies condition
Ag, but has no Hamiltonian bypass.

Theorem 6 (Manoussakis [15]). If a strong digraph D satisfies the condition Ag, then D is Hamil-

tonian.

In [4] it was proved that if a digraph D satisfies the condition of Nash-Williams’ or Ghouila-Houri’s
or Woodall’s theorem, then D contains a Hamiltonian bypass. In [4] also proved the following theorem:
Theorem 7 (Benhocine [4]). Every strongly 2-connected digraph of order n and minimum degree at

least n — 1 contains a Hamiltonian bypass, unless D is isomorphic to a digraph of type Dy.

In [7] the following theorem was proved:

Theorem 8 (Darbinyan [7]). Let D be a strong digraph of order n > 3. If d(x) + d(y) > 2n — 2 for
all pairs of non-adjacent vertices in D, then D contains a Hamiltonian bypass unless it is isomorphic to
a digraph of the set Do U {D1,T5,C3}, where Cj is a directed cycle of length 3.

For n > 3 and k € [2,n], D(n,k) denotes the digraph of order n obtained from a directed cycle C
of length n by reversing exactly k — 1 consecutive arcs. In [7, 8] Darbinyan studied the problem of the
existence of D(n,3) in digraphs with condition of Meyniel’s theorem and in oriented graphs with large
in-degrees and out-degrees.

Theorem 9 (Darbinyan [7]). Let D be a strong digraph of order n > 4. If d(x) + d(y) > 2n — 1 for

all pairs of non-adjacent vertices in D, then D contains a D(n, 3).

Theorem 10 (Darbinyan [8]). Let D be a oriented graph of order n > 10. If the minimum in-degree
and out-degree of D at least (n — 3)/2, then D contains a D(n, 3).

In [9] the following theorem was proved:

Theorem 11. Any strongly connected digraph D of order n > 4 satisfying the condition Ay contains
a pre-Hamiltonian cycle (i.e., a cycle of length n — 1) or n is even and D is isomorphic to the complete
bipartite digraph with partite sets of cardinalities n/2 and n/2.

In this paper using Theorem 11 we prove the following:



Theorem 12. Any strongly connected digraph D of order n > 4 satisfying the condition Ay contains

a Hamiltonian bypass unless D is isomorphic to the tournament 7'(5).

The following two examples show the sharpness of the condition of Theorem 10. The digraph consist-
ing of the disjoint union of two complete digraphs with one common vertex shows that the bound in the
above theorem is best possible and the digraph obtained from a complete bipartite digraph after deleting

one arc.

2 Terminology and Notations

We shall assume that the reader is familiar with the standard terminology on the directed graphs (digraph)
and refer the reader to the monograph of Bang-Jensen and Gutin [1] for terminology not discussed here.
In this paper we consider finite digraphs without loops and multiple arcs. For a digraph D, we denote
by V(D) the vertex set of D and by A(D) the set of arcs in D. The order of D is the number of its
vertices. Often we will write D instead of A(D) and V(D). The arc of a digraph D directed from
x to y is denoted by zy. For disjoint subsets A and B of V(D) we define A(A — B) as the set
{zy € A(D)/xz € A,y € B} and A(A,B) = A(A - B)UAB — A). f z € V(D) and A = {a} we
write = instead of {z}. The out-neighborhood of a vertex z is the set N*(z) = {y € V(D)/xy € A(D)}
and N~ (z) = {y € V(D)/yx € A(D)} is the in-neighborhood of x. Similarly, if A C V(D), then
Nt(z,A) = {y € AJazy € AD)} and N~ (x,A) = {y € AJyx € A(D)}. The out-degree of z is
dt(z) = |[NT(z)| and d~(z) = |N~(z)| is the in-degree of z. Similarly, d*(z, A) = |N*(z, A)| and
d~(x,A) = [N~ (x,A)|. The degree of the vertex z in D defined as d(z) = d*(x) + d~ (z) (similarly,
d(z,A) = d*(z,A) + d~(z,A)). The subdigraph of D induced by a subset A of V(D) is denoted by
(A). The path (respectively, the cycle) consisting of the distinct vertices x1,z2,...,2m ( m > 2) and
the arcs z;2,11, ¢ € [1,m — 1] (respectively, z;x;11, © € [1,m — 1], and z,,21), is denoted z125 -z,
(respectively, x129 - - max1). We say that x5 -z, is a path from 27 to x,, or is an (a1, z,,)-path.
For a cycle Cy := x1x5 - - - xx1 of length k, the subscripts considered modulo k, i.e. x; = x4 for every s
and ¢ such that ¢ = s (mod k). A cycle that contains the all vertices of D (respectively, the all vertices of
D except one) is a Hamiltonian cycle (respectively, is a pre-Hamiltonian cycle). If P is a path containing
a subpath from « to y we let P[x,y] denote that subpath. Similarly, if C is a cycle containing vertices x
and y, C[z, y| denotes the subpath of C from x to y. A digraph D is strongly connected (or, just, strong)
if there exists a path from x to y and a path from y to x for every pair of distinct vertices x,y. For an
undirected graph G, we denote by G* symmetric digraph obtained from G by replacing every edge xy
with the pair zy, yz of arcs. K, ; denotes the complete bipartite graph with partite sets of cardinalities
p and g. Two distinct vertices x and y are adjacent if zy € A(D) or yz € A(D) (or both). For integers a
and b, a < b, let [a,b] denote the set of all integers which are not less than a and are not greater than b.
By D(n;2) = [x12n; 2122 . . ., x,] is denoted the Hamiltonian bypass obtained from a Hamiltonian cycle

T1Ts ...Tpx1 by reversing the arc x,x;.

3 Preliminaries

The following well-known simple Lemmas 1-4 are the basis of our results and other theorems on directed

cycles and paths in digraphs. They will be used extensively in the proof of our result.



Lemma 1 [13]. Let D be a digraph of order n > 3 containing a cycle C,, m € [2,n — 1]. Let x
be a vertex not contained in this cycle. If d(z, Cy,) > m+1, then D contains a cycle Cy, for all k € [2, m+1].

The following lemma is a slight modification of a lemma by Bondy and Thomassen [5].

Lemma 2. Let D be a digraph of order n > 3 containing a path P := 2125 ... 2, m € [2,n— 1] and
let = be a vertex not contained in this path. If one of the following conditions holds:

(i) d(z,P) > m+2;

(ii) d(z, P) > m+ 1 and xzx1 ¢ D or x,,,x1 ¢ D;

(iii) d(z, P) > m, zx1 ¢ D and a2 ¢ D,

then there is an ¢ € [1,m — 1] such that x;x, 22,11 € D (the arc x;x;41 is a partner of z), i.e., D
contains a path x12a...2;2%;41 ... %, of length m (we say that x can be inserted into P or the path

T1T2 .. TTXiq1 - - - Ty 1S extended from P with z ).

If in Lemma 1 and Lemma 2 instead of the vertex x consider a path @, then we get the following

Lemmas 3 and 4, respectively.

Lemma 3. Let Cy := z125... 2571, k > 2, be a non-Hamiltonian cycle in a digraph D. Moreover, as-
sume that there exists a path Q := y1y2 ...y, 7 > 1,in D—Cy. If d~(y1, Cx)+d+ (y,, Ck) > k+1, then for
allm € [r+1, k+r] the digraph D contains a cycle Cy, of length m with vertex set V/(Cy,,) C V(Cr)UV(Q).

Lemma 4. Let P := x125...2, k > 2, be a non-Hamiltonian path in a digraph D. Moreover,
assume that there exists a path Q :==y1y2...y, 7> 1,in D—P. If d~ (y1, P) +d* (y,, P) > k+|A(y1 —
x1)| + |A(zg — yr)|, then there is a x;, ¢ € [1,k — 1], such that z;y1, yrzit1 € D and D contains a path
from z1 to xj, with vertex set V(P) U V(Q).

In the proof of Theorem 11 we also need the following lemma which is a simple extension of a lemma
by Y. Manoussakis [15].

Lemma 5. Let D be a digraph of order n > 3 satisfying condition Ay. Assume that there are two
distinct pairs z,y and z, z of non-adjacent vertices in D. If d(z) 4+ d(y) < 2n — a for some integer a > 1,
then d(z) + d(z) > 2n — 2 4+ a/2. In particular, if d(z) + d(y) < 2n — 2, then d(x) + d(z) > 2n — 1.

Definition 5 ([1], [2]). Let @ = y1y2...ys be a path in a digraph D (possibly, s = 1) and let
P =xx9...2, t > 2, be a path in D — V(Q). Q has a partner on P if there is an arc (the partner
of Q) w;x;y1 such that z;y1,ysxi41 € D. In this case the path @ can be inserted into P to give a new
(21, z)-path with vertex set V/(P) U V(Q). The path @ has a collection of partners on P if there are
integers iy = 1 < iy < -+ < i, = s+ 1 such that, for every k = 2,3,..., m the subpath Qlyi,_,, i, 1]

has a partner on P.

Lemma 6 ([1], [2], Multi-Insertion Lemma). Let Q = y1y2...ys be a path in a digraph D (possibly,
s=1)and let P = 2125...2¢, t > 2, be a path in D — V(Q). If Q has a collection of partners on P,
then there is an (21, z¢)-path with vertex set V(P) U V(Q).

The following lemma is obvious.

Lemma 7. Let D be a digraph of order n > 3 and let C := 122 ...2x,_121 be an arbitrary cycle of
length n — 1 in D. If a vertex y is not on C and D contains no Hamiltonian bypass, then

(i) d* (y,{xi,ziz1}) < 1and d~ (y,{zi,it1}) < 1foralli € [l,n—1];

(ii) d*(y) < (n—1)/2,d"(y) < (n —1)/2 and d(y) <n —1;



(iii) if zry, yrr41 € D, then x4 2; ¢ D for all z; # xy.

Let D be a digraph of order n > 3 and let C),—1 be a cycle of length n — 1 in D. If for the vertex
y ¢ Cn_1, d(y) > n, then we say that C,_; is a good cycle. Notice that, by Lemma 7, if a digraph D

contains a good cycle, then D also contains a Hamiltonian bypass.

4 Proof of Theorem 12

In the proof of Theorem 12 we often will use the following definition:

Definition 6. Let Py := z1x2...%m, m > 2, be an (r1, 2, )-path in D and let the vertices
Y1,Y2, ...y € V(D) = V(Py). For i € [1,k] we denote by P; an (x1,xy,)-path in D with vertex set
V(Pi—1) U{y;} (if it exists), i.e, P; is extended path obtained from P,_; with some vertex y;, where
y; ¢ V(P;—1). If e+ 1 is the maximum possible number of these paths Py, P1, ..., P, e € [0, k], then we
say that P. is extended path obtained from P, with vertices y1,¥o,...,yr as much as possible. Notice
that P; is an (z1, 2, )-path of length m + i — 1 for all ¢ € [0, e].

Proof of Theorem 12. By Theorem 9 the digraph D contains a cycle of length n—1 or n is even and
D is isomorphic to the complete bipartite digraph with partite sets of cardinalities of n/2 and n/2. If D
is a complete bipartite digraph then it is easy to see that D has a Hamiltonian bypass. In the sequel, we
assume that D contains a cycle of length n — 1. Let C = z1x2 ... 2,121 be an arbitrary cycle of length
n—1in D and let y ¢ C. It is a simple matter to check that for n = 4 the theorem is true. Further, let
n > 5. Note that from the condition Ay and Lemma 5 immediately follows that d(y) > 3. Now suppose,
to the contrary, that D contains no Hamiltonian bypass (by Lemma 7(ii) it is clear that D also contains
no good cycle).

For the cycle C' and the vertex y we prove the following Claims 1- 7 below.

Claim 1. d(y,{z;}) <1lforalli e [1,n—1].
Proof. Assume that the claim is not true. Without loss of generality, assume that d(y, {z,-1}) = 2,
ie, Tn_1Y,YTn—1 € D. By Lemma 7(i), y is not adjacent with z; and x,,_o. Since d(y) > 3, we can

assume that for some integers @ > 1 and b > 1 the following hold
d(ya {Ilv Z2, .- ,CCa}) = d(yv {$n72, Tn—3;--- 7':677«*5*1}) = 07 (1)

and
min{d(y, {za+1}), d(y, {zn—s-2})} = 1 (2)

(Tp—b—2 = Tqt1 is possible). Now from Lemma 7(i) and (1) it follows that
d(y) = d(y, {zn-1}) + d(y, Clzat1, Tnp2]) <n—b—a+1. 3)

If there is an (zq41,Tn—1)-path P (respectively, an (x,—1,Z,—p—2)-path Q) with vertex set V(C), then,
since (2) and d(y, {z,—1}) = 2, it is easy to see that D contains a Hamiltonian bypass. So we may assume
that there is no (z441, €n—1)-path and there is no (z,—1, z,—p—2)-path with vertex set V(C). We extend

the path Py := Clzay1,xn-1] (respectively, Py := Clz,—1,%n—p—2]) with vertices x1,za,...,z, (respec-
tively, £p—p—1,Zn—b,-..,2Zn—2) as much as possible. Then some vertices z1, 22,...,2q4 € {Z1,22,...,Za},
d € [1,a], (respectively, uy,ug,...,u € {Tn—p—1,Tn—by-..,Tn—2}, | € [1,b]) are not on the extended path

P,. Therefore using Lemma 2(i), we obtain that

d(zi) <n+d-2 and d(u;) <n+1-2 (4)



for alli € [1,d] and j € [1,]]. Sinced < a+b—1and ! <a+b— 1, from inequalities (3) and (4) it follows
that

diy) +d(zi)<2n—1+d—a—-b<2n—-2 and dy)+du;)<2n—-14+l—-a—->b<2n-2.

The last two inequalities contradicts Lemma 5. Claim 1 is proved.

Claim 2. d(y) <n —2.
Proof. Suppose, on the contrary, that d(y) > n — 1. Then, by Lemma 7(ii), d(y) = n — 1. Using
Lemma 7(i) and Claim 1, we obtain that n odd (n := 2m + 1), and without loss of generality, we may

assume that
N*t(y) ={x1,73,...,2n—2} and N (y) = {x2,24,...,Tpn_1}. (5)

By Lemma 7(iii),
Tz € D forall i€ [l,n—1]. (6)

Case 2.1. There is a x; such that d(z;) > n. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
d(x1) > n because of (5). Since D contains no Hamiltonian bypass, it follows that 27 has no partner on
Clx3, xp—2]. From (6), Lemma 2(ii) and

n <d(x1) = d(z1,{x2, Tn-1,y}) + d(z1, Clas, Tp_2])

it follows that d(z1, Clzs, 2n—2]) = n—3 and 2125, 2,221 € D. If 2,129 € D, then D(n,2) = [x,,—122;
Tp—1YL3T4 ... Tp_2x122], and if 2oz, € D, then D(n,2) = [xo%y_1;T2yT123%4 .. . Tp—1], which con-
tradicts to our assumption. So, we can assume that zs,x,_1 are non-adjacent. Since yzri1x3xy4...Tp—-1Y
(respectively, &, —oT1X2yxs ... Tn_2) is a cycle of length n—1 which does not contain the vertex x5 (respec-
tively, z,—1), by Lemma 7(ii), d(xz2) < n—1 (respectively, d(z,—1) <n—1) and d”(z2) < (n—1)/2 = m.
Now since the triple of vertices z,,_1, 2,y satisfies the condition Ay, we obtain that

3n—2<d(zn_1) +d(z2) +d (z2) +d" (y) <2n—2+2m = 3n — 3,

which is a contradiction.

Case 2.2. d(z;) <n—1forallie [1,n—1]. Observe that d(z;) + d(z;) < 2n — 2 for all distinct
vertices z; and x;. Observe that this together with Lemma 5 implies that every vertex z; is adjacent
with all vertices of D maybe except only one vertex.

Subcase 2.2.1. x;2;12 € D for some i € [1,n—1]. Without loss of generality, assume that z123 € D.
Then

(i) zaws ¢ D (otherwise, if xox4 € D, then D(n,2) = [xoxs3; TaxaX5 . . . Tp_1yT123]).

(i) xoxn—1 ¢ D (otherwise, if zox,_1 € D, then D(n,2) = [XoZp_1; T2yT1Z3 ... Tn_1]).

(iii) zp—122 ¢ D (otherwise, if z,_122 € D and n > 6, then D(n,2) = [2122; X1 23L4YT5 - . . Tn—122]),
and if ,,_122 € D and n = 5, then z3z1 ¢ D and D is isomorphic to T'(5)).

Therefore, if D is not isomorphic to T'(5), then by (ii) and (iii), 2, z,—1 are non-adjacent. Now we
will consider the cycle C' := yz1x374...2,_1y of length n — 1 which doese not contain x3. By Lemma
7(ii), d~ (x2) < m. This together with d*(y) = m, d(z2) and d(z,—1) < n — 1 implies that

d(Tn—1) +d(xs) +d ™ (z2) +d"(y) <2n —2+2m = 3n — 3,

which contradicts the condition Ay, since x2, x,—1 are non-adjacent and yxo ¢ D.

Subcase 2.2.2. z;x;42 ¢ D for all i € [1,n—1]. It is not difficult to see that any x; cannot be inserted
into Cla;y1,x;—1]. By Lemma 2(iii), d(z;, C[z;42, x;—2]) < n—"5. Therefore, since d(z;, {y, zi—1,Zit1}) =
3, we have that d(z;) <n —2 for all i € [1,n — 1]. By Lemma 5, from this and the above observation we



conclude that D contains no cycle of length two, every vertex xz; is adjacent exactly with n — 2 vertices,
and hence d(x;) =n — 2 for all z;.

First we consider the vertex xo. Without loss of generality, assume that xs, z,. are non-adjacent, where
r € [4,n — 1]. The triple of vertices 3, x,,y satisfies the condition Ay, since yzo ¢ D. Therefore

3n—2 <d(z,)+dx) +d (2) +dT(y) <2n—4+ (n—1)/2+d (z2) (7)

and d”(z2) > (n+5)/2 = m + 3 (recall that n = 2m + 1). From this, since a2 cannot be inserted into
Clxs, 1] and zawy € D, x,_122 ¢ D, we obtain that

N~ (z2) = {x1, 24, 25,...,0,—1} and NT(22) = {y,23,Tps1,Tri2,- -, Tn_1} ()

In particular, » > m + 6 and z422 € D. Now we consider the vertex z1. Without loss of generality,
assume that x1, z) are non-adjacent, where k € [3,n — 2]. Similarly (7) and (8), we obtain

3n—2<d(zy) +d(xgp) +dT(z1) +d (y), d(x1)>m+3,

N*t(z1) = {r2,Tpn_2,Tn_3,..., 7541} and k<7 —1.

In particular, z12, € D. By symmetry of 21 and x5, we also have that z3x,—; € D. Now from (5) and (8)
we have that D(n,2) = [23%n—1;%3%4 ... Lr—1Z2YT1Zy . . . Tp—1]. This is contrary to the our assumption
and completes the proof of Claim 2.

Claim 3. Let d(y, Clz;41,zk—1]) = 0 and y is adjacent with z; and xy, where a+2 := |C|xy, 2x]| > 3.
Then

(i) if 2yy, xxy € D or yx;,yx, € D, then there is a vertex u € C[x41, zk—1] such that d(y) + d(u) <
2n — 3;

(ii) if 21y, yxr, € D, then there is an (z, z;)-path with vertex set V(C) — {u}, where u is some vertex
of Clzi41,2k-1] and d(u) < n — 1. In particular, d(y) 4+ d(u) < 2n — 3.

(iii) if xy,yzr € D (or yxy,yz,, € D or my,xry € D), then there are no z; and z; such that
Clxi, ;) # Clay, zk), b= |Clxi, ;]| > 3, d(y, Clzit1,zj-1]) = 0 and a) z,;y,z;y € D or b) yz;,yz; € D
or ¢) z;y,yz; € D.

Proof. By Claim 1, d(y) <n —a — 1.

(). It is not difficult to see that there is no (z,z;)-path with vertex set V(C'). We extend the path
Py := Clag, x;] with vertices xj41,Z42,...,,Tr—1 as much as possible. Then some vertices z1, 22, ..., 24 €
{zi141, T142,. .., Zk—1}, d € [1,a], are not on the obtained extended path P.. Hence using Lemma 2(i) we
obtain that d(z;) <n+d—2 (let u:= z1). Therefore for all i € [1,d]

diy) +d(z)) <n—a—-1+n+d—2<2n-3. (9)

(ii). Assume, without loss of generality, that x,_1y,yxet1 € D (i.e., 2 = ©,—1 and xp = x441) and
d(y, C[z1,24]) = 0 where a € [1,n —4]. If a = 1, then Claim 3(ii) clearly is true. So, we can assume that
a > 2. We extend the path Py := Clxg41,2n—1] with vertices a1, 2, ..., 2, as much as possible. Then
some vertices z1,29,...,24 € {x1,Ta,...,2,} are not in the extended path P.. We claim that d = 0 or
d = 1. Indeed, if d > 2, then for the vertices z; and 29 inequality (9) holds, which contradicts Lemma 5.
Therefore d =0or d=1. If d =1, then d(z1) <n —1 (let u:= 21) and P, is an (241, Zn—1)-path with
vertex set V(C) —{u}, and if d = 0, then e > 2, P._; is an (2441, 5n—1)-path with vertex set V(C) — {u},
where now u is some vertex of C[z1,x,], and d(u) < n — 1 since D contains no good cycle. It is clear
that d(y) + d(u) < 2n — 3.

(iii). Assume that Claim 3(iii) is not true. From Claims 3(i) and 3(ii) it follows that there are
two distinct vertices v € Clzyy1,2x—1] and v € Clxi41,x—1] such that d(y) + d(u) < 2n — 3 and



d(y)+d(v) < 2n—3. These last two inequalities contradicts Lemma 5, since y, u and y, v are two distinct

pairs of non-adjacent vertices. Claim 3 is proved.

Claim 4. There are no two distinct vertices x; and z; such that z;y,z;y € D (or yz;,yz; € D),
|Clzs, z;]] > 3 and d(y, Clzit1,z-1]) = 0.
Proof. The proof is by contradiction. Without loss of generality, we may assume that x,,_1y, 4,41y €
D, a>1and d(y,Clz1,24]) =0. Then a € [1,n — 4] (by Lemma 7(i)) and yz,12 € D (by Claim 3(iii)).
From this it is easy to see that
x;xi—1 ¢ D forall i#a+2. (10)

We will distinguish two cases, according as a > 2 or a = 1.

Case 4.1. a > 2. Note that d(y) <n—a—1 (by Claim 1). We extend the path Py := Clxgt1, Tn—1]
with vertices x1,a,...,2, as much as possible. Then some vertices z1,29,...,2q € {Z1,22,..., %4},
d € [1,a], are not on the obtained extended path P.. Using Lemma 2(i), we obtain that d(z;) < n+d—2.
Therefore

dy) +d(z;) <2n—-3+d—a<2n-3. (11)

This together with Lemma 5 implies that d = 1. Let 21 := 2. Then d(z;) < n — 1. First we prove the

following Propositions 1 and 2 below

Proposition 1. If x; # x with ¢ € [1,a], then d(z;) > n + a and x; has a partner on Clz4y2, Tn—1]
(i.e., &; can be inserted into Clz4y2, Tn_1]).

Indeed, the inequality d(y) + d(zx) < 2n—2 —a (by (11) and d = 1) together with Lemma 5 implies
that d(y) + d(z;) > 2n — 1. Therefore d(z;) > n + a, since d(y) > n —a — 1. It is easy to see that

n+a S d(xl) = d(x'La O[:Ea+27 .In,l]) + d(I’Lv C[xlv anrl]) S d(x'La O[:Ea+27 x’n,fl]) + 2a.

Hence d(z;, Clzat2, Tn-1]) > n—a > |Clxat2, Tn-1])| + 2, and by Lemma 2(i) the vertex x; has a partner

on Clrat2,Tn-1]. O

Proposition 2. Any two vertices x; and z; with k <i<j—-1<a(orl1<i<j—1<k-— 1) are
non-adjacent.

Indeed, using Proposition 1 and Multi-Insertion Lemma, we obtain that there is an (x;, z;)-Hamilton
ian path, say P, and there is an (x;, z;)-path, say @, with vertex set V(D) — {z;_1}. If z;2; € D, then
P together with the arc z;x; forms a Hamiltonian bypass, and if z;z; € D, then () together with the arc
x;x; forms a good cycle, since d(z;—1) > n + a, which contradicts the supposition that D contains no

Hamiltonian bypass and good cycle. Therefore x; and x; are non-adjacent.

Assume first that k =1 (i.e., zx = x1). From Proposition 2 and (10) it follows that
d~(z1,Clz2, Tat1]) = d¥ (24, Clw1,204-1]) = 0. (12)

In particular, oz, ¢ D. Thus the triple of vertices z1,y, z, satisfies condition Ag. Using (11), d = 1,

z1 = 21 and (12), we obtain
3n—2<d(z1)+dy) +d (z1) +dt(zs) <2n—2—a+d (21) +d" (z,),

and hence
n+a<d (z1)+d"(zv,) =d (21,ClTar1, Tn1]) + d" (24, Clras1, Tn_1]).

Now, by Lemma 4, we can insert the path z125 ...z, into C[z441, n—1] and obtain an (441, n—1)-path,
say R, with vertex set V(C). Therefore, [z,11y; Ry] is a Hamiltonian bypass, a contradiction.



Assume second that k > 2 (i.e., zy € C[z2,2,]). From Proposition 2 and (10) it follows that
d(z1,Clz2,2%]) =0 andif k<a—1, then d"(xy,Clrrre,Tar1]) =0, (13)

d”(z1,Clr2,7041]) <a—k+1 and dF(zg,Clz1,Tar1]) = 1. (14)

In particular, zxxz1 ¢ D. The triple of vertices y, 2, 21 satisfies the condition Ag. Hence, using (11), (13)
and (14), we obtain

3n—2<d(xg)+dy)+d (x1)+d (zx) <2n—2—a+d (1) +d¥(z),

n+a<d (z1)+d(zr) = d (z1,Clrar2, Tn_1]) + d" (zk, ClTare, Tn_1])+
d= (1, Clr, Tara]) + d¥ (2, Clz1, Zay1])-

and
d- (Ila O[Ia+27xn71]) + d+(Ik, C['Ia+2a Infl]) Z n+ k—2 Z n.

Therefore, by Lemma 4, the path x125 ...z can be inserted into C[x 442, z,—1]. On the other hand, since
every vertex x; with ¢ € [k+1, a] has a partner on C[z4+2, Zr—1] (Proposition 1) by Multi-Insertion Lemma
there exists an (zq42,Zn—1)-path, say R, with vertex set V(C) — {zq+1}. Therefore, [x411Y; Zat1RY] is
a Hamiltonian bypass in D, which contradicts the supposition that D has no Hamiltonian bypass.

Case 4.2. a = 1. Then z; cannot be inserted into C[za,2,—1]. Therefore by Lemma 2(i), d(z1) <
n — 1, and hence
d(y) + d(x1) < 2n—3. (15)

Recall that xozy1 ¢ D and z12,—1 ¢ D (by (10)). The triples of vertices y, x1, zn—1 and y, x1, zo satisfies
condition Ay. Condition Ay together with (15) implies that

3n—2<d(z1)+dy) +dT(z1) +d (zn_1) <2n =3 +d"(z1) + d” (z1_1),

and so d*(z1) + d™ (zn—1) > n+ 1. A similar argument gives d™ (z1) + d*(z2) > n + 1.
The last two inequalities and d(x1) < n — 1 imply that

d™ (xn_1) +d¥(z2) > 2n+2 —d(x1) >n+3. (16)

From yz,_1 ¢ D (Claim 1), and (10) we obtain that d~(z,—1, {y,z1,22}) < 1 and d* (x2, {y, x1, Tn-1})
< 2. This together with (16) implies that n > 8 and

d™ (zn—1,Clas, xn_2]) + d¥ (z2, Clzs, xn—2]) > n > |Clzs, Tp_2]| + 2.

By Lemma 4, we can insert the path x,_jz129 into Clzs, z,—2| and will obtain an (z3, x,—2)-path, say
P, with vertex set V(C). If yx,—o € D, then [yx,_o;yP] is a Hamiltonian bypass, a contradiction. So,
by Lemma 7(i) we can assume that x,,_o and y are non-adjacent. From Claim 3(iii) it follows that there

exists an integer b > 1 such that yz,—2—p € D and d(y, Clxn—p—1,Zn—2]) = 0. Hence, by Claim 1,
dly) <n—2->b and d(y)+d(z1) <2n—(b+3). (17)

It is clear that n — b — 2 # 4 (Lemma 7(i)).
Let n —b—2 > 5. Then Claim 3(iii) implies that ,,_p—3y € D. From (17) and Lemma 5 it follows

that for every vertex z; with ¢ € [n — b — 1,n — 2] the following inequalities hold

dy) +d(z;)) >2n—2+ (b+3)/2 and d(x;) >n+ (3b+3)/2,



and hence, using (10) we obtain
d(z;, Clzs, xp_p—3]) >n+(3b+3)/2—(2b+4) >n—(b+5)/2 > |Cles, zpn_p—3]| +2=n—b—3.

Therefore, by Lemma 2(i), every vertex x;, ¢ € [n —b—1,n —2] has a partner on C[zs, Zy—p—3]. By Multi-
Insertion Lemma there exists an (3, 2,,—p—3)-path, say R, with vertex set C[z3, Zn—p—3]UC[Tn—p—1, Tn_2].
Note that |R| = n — 5. From (16) we have

n+3 < d_(xnfl) + d+($2) =d- (Inflv R) + d+($2, R) + d_(xnfla {I1,$2,y, In*b*Q})_F

d+ (x27 {Inflv x1,Y, xn*b*Q})a

and, since d™ (xn_1, {21, 22,9, Zn_p_2}) < 2 and d¥ (22, {Tn_1, 21,9, Tn_b_2}) < 3,

d (zn_1,R) +d (z2, R) >n—2>|R| +2.

By Lemma 4 this means that we can insert the path z,_jz1z9 into R. Therefore there is an (x3, €, —p—3)-
path, say @, with vertex set V(C) — {z,—p—2} and hence , [yz,—p—2; yRx,_p—2] is a Hamiltonian bypass,
a contradiction.

Let finally n—b—2 = 3. Then d(y) = 3, d(x1) <n—1,d (z1) <n—3 and d*(x2) < n—2. Therefore,
since xox1 ¢ D, by condition Ay we obtain that

3n—2<d(y) +d(x)+d (z1)+d" (x3) < 3n—3,

which is a contradiction, and completes the proof of Claim 4.

Claim 5. Let x,y,yzr € D and d(y,C[z,+1,2r-1]) = 0 for some r,k € [1,n — 1], where 3 <
|Clxy, zk]| < n — 2. Then the vertices y and xg41 are non-adjacent.

Proof. Assume, without loss of generality, that x,_1y,yxe+1 € D (ie., 2, = 2,—1 and xp = Tay1)
and d(y, C[z1,ze]) = 0 where a € [1,n — 4].

Suppose that Claim 5 is not true, i.e., the vertices y and x,42 are adjacent. From Lemma 7(i) it
follows that z,2y € D and a + 2 < n — 3. Together with Claim 3(iii) this implies that yz,43 € D. It is

easy to see that
x;ixi—1 ¢ D forall i#a+3. (18)

By Claim 3(iii) there exists a vertex z; € C[z1,z,] such that d(x;) < n — 1. Therefore
d(y) +d(z;) < 2n— (a+2). (19)

Proposition 3. Let z; # x; with ¢ € [1,a] (if @ > 2) be an arbitrary vertex. Then z; has a partner
on Clza+3, Tn—1] and d(x;) > n+ 3a/2.
Indeed, by Lemma 5 and (19) the following hold

dly) +d(z;) >2n—2+(a+2)/2 and d(z;) > n+ 3a/2.
Hence, since xj112; ¢ D (by (18)), we have that
n+3a/2 < d(z;) = d(z;, Clxats, Tn-1]) + d(z1, Clx1, Tag2]) < d(z1, ClTats, Tn-1]) + 2a + 1.

Therefore
d(zy, Clzays, Tn-1]) 2n—a/2 —1>|Clxats, Zn-1])| +2=n—a—1,

and by Lemma 2(i), ; has a partner on Clza13,Zn—1].
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Now using Proposition 3, (18) and Multi-Insertion Lemma it is not difficult to show that
d" (2at1, Claj, wa]) = d” (x5, Clor, j—2] U Clwj1, Tata]) = 0,

(here if z; = 21 or zo, then Clz1,z;_2] = 0) for otherwise by (18) @ > 2 and D contains a Hamiltonian

bypass or a good cycle. In particular, these equalities imply that
d”(zj,Clz1,2a12]) <2 and  d" (zat1, Olz1, 2at2]) < . (20)

Note that the triple of vertices y,x;,xq+1 satisfies the condition Ay, since z4412; ¢ D and the vertices

y,z; are non-adjacent. The condition Ay together with (19) and (20) implies that
3n —2 < d(y) +d(a;) +d” (x5) + d (zat1);
n—+a S d7 (IJ) + d+ ({EaJrl) = di (.Ij, C[.Il, $a+2]) + dJr({EaJrl, O[Il, Ia+2])+

d™(zj,Clxats, Tn-1]) + d (zas1, C[Tats, Tn-1]).

From this and (20) we obtain that
d™ (25, Clrats n-1]) + d* (xas1, Clzars, tn1]) > n+a—2—j > |Clrars, n_1]| +2.

Therefore, by Lemma 4, the path z;x;41...Zq+1 has a partner on Clzet3,2n—1]. This together with
Proposition 3 implies that the path xj2s...2,41 has a collection of partners on Clzq43, Zn—1], and by
Multi-Insertion Lemma there is an (243, ©,—1)-path, say R, so that V(R) = V(C)—{z4+2}. This means

that [z442¥; Tat+2Ry] is a Hamiltonian bypass, a contradiction. Claim 5 is proved.

Claim 6. If x;y € D and d(y, C[xi4+1, Zi+a]) = 0, where a € [1,n — 4], then yx;4q+1 ¢ D.

Proof. The proof is by contradiction. Without loss of generality, assume that z,_1y € D, d(y,
Clz1,24)) = 0 and yze11 € D, where a € [1,n — 4]. By Claim 5, the vertices y and z,42 are non-
adjacent. If we consider the converse digraph of D we obtain that the vertices x,,_2 and y also are non-
adjacent. It follows from Claim 3(iii) that there is an integer b > 1 such that d(y, Clxat2, Tatb+1]) =0
and z,yp+2y € D. Using the fact that d(y) > 3 , Lemma 7(i) and again Claim 3(iii) we obtain that
a+b+3<n—-3, yretv43 € D, and hence

xixi—1 ¢ D forall i£a+b+3. (21)

Notice that (by Claim 1)
dly) <n—2—a—hb. (22)

On the other hand, by Claim 3(ii) there is a vertex xp with k € [1,a] such that d(xy) < n — 1. This
together with (22) implies that
d(y) + d(zg) <2n—(a+ b+ 3). (23)

Therefore by Lemma 5, (22) and (23) for every vertex u € C[z1,2,|UC[Ta+2, Tatb+1] — {2k} the following
hold
dlu)+dy) >2n—24+ (a+b+3)/2;

dlu) >2n—2+(a+b+3)/2—n+2+a+b=n+3(a+b+1)/2; (24)

and, since (21),
d(u) = d(u, Clz1, 2ayby2]) + d(u, Clzasr3, Tno1]) < d(u, Clzaybi3, 2n-1]) +2(a +b+1) = 1;

d(u, ClTatpts, Tno1]) =n+1—(a+b+1)/2 > |Clxatbrs, Tn-1]| +2=n—a—b— 1.
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Therefore by Lemma 2(i) the vertex u has a partner on Cl2q4p+3, n—1]. On the other hand, using this,
(24) and Multi-Insertion Lemma it is not difficult to show that

d” (zg, Clr1,2a11]) <1 and  d™ (vey1, Clok, Taspiz]) = 1.

Hence
d™ (zg, Clr1, Tasprz2]) <b+2 and d(was1,Cl21, Tatpia)) < k. (25)

Since the triple of vertices y, zx, T4+1 satisfies the condition Ay, from (23) and (25) it follows that
3n — 2 <d(y) +d(ax) +d” () + d" (2ar1) < 20— (@ +b+3) +d~ (2k, Clratpss, Tna])+

d+ (Ia+1, C[:EaerJrg, In71]) + b + 2 + k,

and since k < a,
d™ (2k, ClTasbr3, Tn-1]) + d" (Xar1, ClTarpr3, Tn-1]) >3n—2—-2n+(a+b+3)—b—-2—k =

A k01> (Clraspesro ol 42

Therefore by Lemma 4 the path z52g41 ... Zq41 has a partner on Cl2g4p+3, Tn—1]. Thus we have shown
that the path z123...244p+1 has a collection of partners on Clxg4p13,Zn—1]. From Multi-Insertion
Lemma it follows that there exists an (z41p+3, Zn—1)-path, say R, with vertex set V(C) — {zqtpt2}-
Hence, [Tqtp+2y; Tatbt2Ry] is a Hamiltonian bypass, which is a contradiction and completes the proof
of Claim 6.

Claim 7. If yz; € D and d(y, C[xi41,Z1+q)) = 0 with a € [1,n — 4], then x4 411y ¢ D.

Proof. Suppose that the claim is not true. Without loss of generality, assume that yz,—1 € D,
d(y,Clx1,24]) = 0 and 441y € D, where a € [1,n — 4]. Notice that d(y) < n —a — 1 by Claim 1.
Lemma 7(i) and Claims 4 and 6 imply that yz,12 € D and z,,_oy € D. From this it is easy to see that
zixi—1 ¢ D for all i € [1,n — 1].

First we prove the following.

Proposition 4. If d(z;) > n+a— 1 with z; € Clz1,z,], then z; has a partner on Clzg12,2n—1] and
on Clxat1, Tn—2].

Proof of Proposition 4. Since z;112; ¢ D, it follows that d(z;, C[z1,24+1]) < 2a — 1. Therefore
from

n+a—1<d(z;) =d(zj,Clz1, xet1]) + d(zj, ClTat2, Tn-1])

we obtain that

d(xju C[xa+27xn—1]) 2 n—a 2 |C[.’Iia+2, xn—l” + 2=n- a,

and hence, by Lemma 2(i) z; has a partner on C[zqy2,Tn—1]. A similar discussion holds for the path

ClTat1,2n—2] and so the proposition is proved.

Now we will consider the following cases.
Case 7.1. a > 2 and d(x) < n+a — 1 for some x € C[r1,2,]. Then, since d(y) <n —a—1,

d(y) + d(zg) < 2n — 2. (26)
Let z; # x with j € [1,a] be an arbitrary vertex. From Lemma 5 and (26) it follows that

d(y) +d(z;) >2n—1 and d(z;)>n+a. (27)
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Without loss of generality, we can assume that k > 2 (otherwise we consider the converse digraph of D).
From Proposition 4 it follows that

d~(zn—1,Clr1,2%]) =0 and d¥ (xk, Clrp_1,74]) <1 (28)

(for otherwise, using Multi-Insertion Lemma, we obtain that D contains a Hamiltonian bypass or a good
cycle). The triple of vertices y,xy,x,—1 satisfies the condition Ay, since y,zj are non-adjacent and
ZpTn—1 ¢ D. Therefore using (26) and (28) we obtain that

3n—2<d(y) +d(xr) +d (vn_1) +d (xr) <2n—2+1+(a—k+ 1)+

d- ('rnfla O[Ia+1, $n72]) + dJr (Ikv C[‘raJrla IH*Q])

and
d™ (n_1,ClTas1,Tn_2]) +d" (21, Clzas1, Tn o)) >n—2—a+k > |Clrar1,Tn o] +2=n—a.

Hence by Lemma 4 we have that the path x,_j1z122...2; has a partner on Clxg41,2,—2]. This to-
gether with (27) and Proposition 4 implies that the path z,_1z12z2 ...z, has a collection of partners on
Clza+1,Zn—2], and hence by Multi-Insertion Lemma there is a (2441, Tn—2)- path, say R, with vertex set
V(C). Therefore [z441y; Ry] is a Hamiltonian bypass, a contradiction.

Case 7.2. a > 2 and d(z;) > n+ a for all z; € C[z1,2,]. By Proposition 4 every vertex x; with
J € [1,a] has a partner on Clzg42,2,—1] and on Clzg41, Tn—2]. Therefore by Multi-Insertion Lemma,
Zn—1 (respectively, x,41) has no partner on Clz,y1,zn—2] (respectively, on Clzqy2,2n—1]) because of
ZTat+1y and z,_oy € D (respectively, yxq42 and yz,—1 € D). By Lemma 2(i) this means that

d(xp—1,ClTas1,Tn-2]) <n—a—1 and d(zqi1,Clat2,2Tn-1]) <n—a—1. (29)

On the other hand, using Proposition 4 and Multi-Insertion Lemma, one can show that x,_1,x,41 are

non-adjacent and
d~(z1,Clz2,Tay1]) = AT (xay1, Clr1, 24]) = 0, (30)

d(xnflv {$1,I2, B 7$¢15y}) = d($a+15 {Ihx?v .- -;Iavy}) = 25

since D contains no Hamiltonian bypass and good cycle. The last two equalities together with (29) gives

dzp—1) <n—a+1 and d(zer1)<n—a+1. (31)
Now using the condition Ay, (30) and (31) we obtain that
3n—2<d(@n—1) +d(@ar1) +d (21) +d" (2ay1) <2n—2a+2+d " (21) + d¥ (2a11)
and
n+2a—4<d (z1)+d" (ve41) = d (21, Clara, Tn-1]) + dT (zat1, Clrasa, Tn_1])+
d”~ (21, Claz, za41]) + d¥ (2041, Clar, za] U {y}),
d~(z1,Clzat2, Tn-1]) + d" (xas1, ClTata, Tn-1]) > n+2a—5 > |Clrat2,xn1]| +2=n —a,

since a > 2. By Lemma 4 the path x1xs...2,+1 has a partner on C[z,42,2n—1]. Therefore there is an
(Zat2,Tn—1)-path, say R, with vertex set V(C). So we have that [yz,—1;yR] is a Hamiltonian bypass,
which is contradiction. This contradiction completes the discussion of the case a > 2.

Case 7.3. a = 1. It is easy to see that the arc x129 has no partner on C|xs, x,—1]. Applying Lemma

4 to the arc z1z9 and to the path C[zs, z,—1] we obtain that

d”(z1) +d" (22) = d™ (71, Clx3, 20_1]) + d" (22, Clw3, 20_1]) + d ™ (21, {y, 22 })+
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d* (2, {y,21}) <n -1, (32)

since d~(z1,{y,x2}) = 0 and dt(z2,{y,z1}) = 1. Note that the triple of vertices y,z1,z2 satisfies
condition Aj since x1,y are non-adjacent and xoxq ¢ D. This together with d(y) < n — 2 and (32)
implies that

3n—2<d(y) +d(x)+d (z1) +d"(23) < d(z1) +2n—3

and d(z1) > n+ 1. Now by Proposition 4, 27 has a partner on C|xs, x,—1] and C[z2, z,—2]. Therefore by
Multi-Insertion Lemma x5 (respectively, x,,—1) has no partner on Clxs, x,—1] (respectively, Clza, z,—2]).
This means that (by Lemma 2(i))

d(w2) = d(w2, Clrs, vn—2]) + d(w2, {Tp-1,71,9}) <n —1

and
d(zn-1) = d(@n—1,Clxs, xn—2]) + d(xn-1,{z1,22,9}) <n—1,

since x,_1, 22 are non-adjacent, 12,1 ¢ D and x221 ¢ D. Now using condition Ay, (32) and the last

two inequalities we obtain
3n—2 < d(xn_1)+d(xe) +d (1) +dt(z2) < 3n—3,

which is a contradiction. Claim 7 is proved. 5

We are now ready to complete the proof of Theorem 12.

From Claims 1 and 2 it follows that there are two distinct vertices x, z; such that |Clag, z;]| > 3,
y is adjacent with xy,x; and d(y, Clxk4+1,21-1]) = 0. Therefore one of the following cases holds: (i)
xry, vy € D; (i) yzg,yx; € D; (iil) zry,yx; € D; (iv) yxg, xiy € D. On the other hand, if D has
no Hamiltonian bypass, then Claims 4-7 imply that each of these cases is impossible. Thus we have a
contradiction. The proof of Theorem 12 is completes.

5 Concluding remarks

Each of Theorems 1-6 imposes a degree condition on all pairs of non-adjacent vertices (or on all vertices).
In the following three theorems imposes a degree condition only for some pairs of non-adjacent vertices.
In each of the condition (Theorems 13-16) below D is a strongly connected digraph of order n.

Theorem 13 [2] (Bang-Jensen, Gutin, H.Li). Suppose that min{d(x),d(y)} > n—1and d(z)+d(y) >
2n — 1 for any pair of non-adjacent vertices x,y with a common in-neighbour, then D is Hamiltonian.

Theorem 14 [2] (Bang-Jensen, Gutin, H.Li). Suppose that min{d*(z) +d~ (y),d™(z) +d(y)} > n
for any pair of non-adjacent vertices z,y with a common out-neighbour or a common in-neighbour, then

D is Hamiltonian.
Theorem 15 [3] (Bang-Jensen, Guo, Yeo). Suppose that d(x) + d(y) > 2n — 1 and min{d*(z) +
d~(y),d (z) +d*(y)} > n — 1 for any pair of non-adjacent vertices x,y with a common out-neighbour

or a common in-neighbour, then D is Hamiltonian.

Note that Theorem 15 generalizes Theorem 14.
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In [10] the following results were proved:

(i) if the minimum semi-degree of D at least two and D satisfies the condition of Theorem 13 or

(ii) D is not directed cycle and satisfies the condition of Theorem 14, then either D contains a pre-
Hamiltonian cycle or n is even and D is isomorphic to the complete bipartite digraph or to the complete
bipartite digraph minus one arc with partite sets of cardinalities n/2 and n/2.

In [11] proved that if D is not directed cycle and satisfies the condition of Theorem 15, then D contains
a pre-Hamiltonian cycle or a cycle of length n — 2.

We pose the following problem:

Problem. Characterize those digraphs which satisfy the condition of Theorem 13 (or 14 or 15) but
has no Hamiltonian bypass.

In [12] the following theorem was proved:

Theorem 16. Suppose that min{d(z),d(y)} > n — 1 and d(x) + d(y) > 2n — 1 for any pair of
non-adjacent vertices z,y with a common in-neighbour. If n > 6 and the minimum out-degree of D at

least two and the minimum in-degree of D at least three, then D contains a Hamiltonian bypass.

We believe that Theorem 16 also is true if we require that minimum in-degree at least two instead of
three.
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