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Abstract

In this note we prove: Let D be a 2-strong digraph of order n such that its n—1 vertices
have degrees at least n+ k and the remaining vertex z has degree at least n —k —4, where
k is a mon-negative integer. If D contains a cycle of length at least n — k — 2 passing
through z, then D is Hamiltonian.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider finite digraphs (directed graphs) without loops and multiple
arcs. The order of a digraph D is the number of its vertices. We shall assume that the
reader is familiar with the standard terminology on digraphs. Terminology and notations
not described below follow [1]. Every cycle and path is assumed to be simple and directed.
A cycle (path) in a digraph D is called Hamiltonian ( Hamiltonian path) if it includes every
vertex of D. A digraph D is Hamiltonian if it contains a Hamiltonian cycle.

There are numerous sufficient conditions for the existence of a Hamiltonian cycle in
a digraph (see, [1], [2], [3]). The following two sufficient conditions on the existence of
Hamiltonian cycles in digraphs are classical and famous.

Theorem 1: (Ghouila-Houri [4]). Let D be a strong digraph of order n > 2. If for
every verter x € V (D), d(x) > n, then D is Hamiltonian.

Theorem 2: (Meyniel [5]). Let D be a strong digraph of ordern > 2. If d(z)+d(y) >

2n — 1 for all pairs of non-adjacent vertices x and y in D, then D is Hamiltonian.

Nash-Williams [6] raised the problem of describing all the extreme digraphs for Ghouila
-Houri’s theorem the strong non-Hamiltonian digraphs of order n and with minimum
degree n — 1. As a solution to this problem, Thomassen [7] proved a structural theorem
on the extremal digraphs. An analogous problem for the Meyniel theorem (Theorem
2) was considered by the author [8], proving a structural theorem on the strong non-
Hamiltonian digraphs D of order n, with the degree condition that d(z) + d(y) > 2n — 2

for every pair of non-adjacent distinct vertices x,y. This improves the corresponding
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structural theorem of Thomassen. Moreover, in [8], it was also proved that if m is the
length of a longest cycle in D, then D contains cycles of all lengths k =2,3,...,m.
Goldberg, Levitskaya and Satanovskyi [9] relaxed the conditions of the Ghouila-Houri
theorem by proving the following theorem.
Theorem 3: (Goldberg et al. [9]). Let D be a strong digraph of ordern > 2. Ifn—1
vertices of D have degrees at least n and the remaining vertex has degree at least n — 1,

then D is Hamiltonian.

Note that Theorem 3 is the best possible in the sense that for every n, there is a
non-Hamiltonian strong digraphs of order n such that its n — 2 (or n — 1) vertices have
degrees equal to n+ 1 (respectively, n) and the other two remaining vertices (respectively,
the remaining vertex) have degrees equal to n— 1 (respectively, has degree equal to n—2).

It is worth to mention that, Thomassen [7] constructed a strong non-Hamiltonian
digraph of order n with only two vertices of degree n — 1 and all other vertices have
degree not less than (3n — 5)/2. In [10], it was showed that for every n > 8 there is a
non-Hamiltonian 2-strong digraph of order n such that its n — 1 vertices have degrees at
least n and the remaining vertex has degree 4.

Taking into account the arguments given above, we can pose the following problem.

Problem 1: Let D be a 2-strong digraph of order n such that its n—1 vertices have de-
grees at least n and the renaining vertex has degree at least n—k, where 5 <n—k <n-—2.

Investigate the Hamiltonicity of D depending on the values of n and k.

In [11], it was reported that the following theorem holds.
Theorem 4: (Darbinyan [11]). Let D be a 2-strong digraph of order n > 9 with
mainimum degree at least n — 4. If n — 1 vertices of D have degrees at least n, then D is

Hamiltonian.

The proof of the last theorem has never been published. In [12], we presented the first
part of the proof of Theorem 4, by proving the following theorem.

Theorem 5: (Darbinyan [12]). Let D be a 2-strong digraph of order n. Suppose that
n — 1 vertices of D have degrees at least n and the remaining verter z has degree at least

n—4. If D contains a cycle of length n — 2 through z, then D is Hamiltonian.

In [12], we also proposed the following conjecture.
Conjecture 1: Let D be a 2-strong digraph of order n such that its n — 1 verteices
have degrees at least n+ k and the remaining vertex z has degree at least n —k —4, where

k is a non-negative integer. Then D is Hamiltonian.

Let us note, that Conjecture 1 is an extention Ghouila-Houri’s theorem for 2-strong



digraphs and is a generalization of Theorem 4. The truth of Conjecture 1 in the case
k = 0 follows from Theorem 4. Resently, we settled Conjecture 1 for any k£ > 0. Our goal
in this note to present the first part of the proof of Conjecture 1 for any £ > 1, which
we formulate as Theorem 6. The second part of the proof (i.e., the complete proof) of
Conjecture 1 for any k& > 0 (in particular, the second part of the proof of Theorem 4) we

will present in the forthcoming paper (see arXiv: 2306.16826).

Theorem 6: Let D be a 2-strong digraph of order n > 3 such that its n — 1 verteices
have degrees at least n+ k and the remaining vertex z has degree at least n —k —4, where
k > 0 is an integer. If D has a cycle of length at least n — k — 2 through z, then D 1is

Hamiltonian.

2  Further Terminology and Notation

For the sake of clarity we repeat the most impotent definition. The vertex set and the arc
set of a digraph D are denoted by V(D) and A(D), respectively. The arc of a digraph D
directed from x to y is denoted by xy or x — y (we also say that x dominates y or y is
an out-neighbour of x and x is an in-neighbour of y), and = <> y denotes that x — y and
y — x (x <> yis called 2-cycle). If x — y and y — z, we write x — y — z.

Let A and B be two disjoint subsets in V(D). The notation A — B means that every
vertex of A dominates every vertex of B. We define A(A — B) = {xy € A(D)|x € A,y €
B}. If x € V(D) and A = {z} we sometimes write = instead of {z}. Let N} (z), Np(x)
denote the set of out-neighbors, respectively the set of in-neighbors of a vertex x in a
digraph D. If A C V(D), then N} (x, A) = AN N}, (x) and N, (z,A) = AN Ny (z). The
out-degree of x is d},(z) = |Nj(z)| and d,(z) = |Np(z)] is the in-degree of x. Similarly,
d}(z,A) = |NS(z, A)| and dp(z, A) = |Np(z, A)|. The degree of the vertex x in D is
defined as dp(x) = df(x) + dp(x) (similarly, dp(z, A) = df(z, A) + dp(z, A)). We omit
the subscript if the digraph is clear from the context. The subdigraph of D induced by
a subset A of V(D) is denoted by D(A). In particular, D — A = D(V(D)\ A). For

integers a and b, a < b, by [a,b] we denote the set {x,, Tat1,...,2p}. If 7 < i, then
{zi,xit1,...,x;} = 0. A path is a digraph with vertex set {z1,22,...,2;} and arc set
{z129, To23, ..., X} 171 }, and is denoted by zyz5---xy. This is also called an (24, xy)-

path or a path from x; and x;. If we add the arc xyx; to the path above, we obtain a
cycle x1xs ... xx1. The length of a cycle or a path is the number of its arcs. If P is a
path containing a subpath from z to y, we let P[z,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, and an (x,y)-path P is a C-bypass (or is a (C,z,y)-bypass) if |V(P)| > 3 and
V(P)NV(C) = {z,y}. Let D be a digraph and z € V(D). By C,,(z) (respectively, C(z))



we denote a cycle in D of length m (respectively, any cycle in D), which contains the
vertex z. Similarly, we denote by C} a cycle of length k. A digraph D is strong (strongly
connected) if, for every pair z,y of distinct vertices in D, there exists an (z,y)-path and a
(y, x)-path. A digraph D is k-strong (k-strongly connected) if, |V (D)| > k+ 1 and for any
set A of at most k — 1 vertices D — A is strong. Two distinct vertices x and y are adjacent
if zy € or yxr € V(D) (or both). The converse digraph of D is the digraph obtained from
D by reversing the direction of all arcs in D. We will use the principle of digraph duality:
Let D be a digraph, then D has a subdigraph H if and only if the converse digraph of D
has the converse of the subdigraph H.

3 Preliminaries

In our proofs, we will use the following well-known simple lemmas.

Lemma 1: (Héggkvist and Thomassen [13]). Let D be a digraph of order n > 3
containing a cycle Cy, of length m, m € [2,n —1|. Let x be a vertex not contained in this
cycle. If d(z,V(Cy,)) > m+ 1, then for every k € [2,m + 1], D contains a cycle Cy of
length k including x.

The next lemma is a slight modification of the lemma by Bondy and Thomassen [14],
it is very useful and will be used extensively throughout this paper.

Lemma 2:. Let D be a digraph of order n > 3 containing a path P := x1To... %y,
m € [2,n — 1]. Let x be a vertex not contained in this path. If one of the following
condition holds:

(i) d(x,V(P)) > m+ 2,

(i1) d(z,V(P)) > m+1 and xz, ¢ A(D) or z,x ¢ A(D),

(111) d(x,V(P)) > m and zx1 ¢ A(D) and x,,x ¢ A(D),

then there is an i € [1,m — 1] such that x; — © — x441, i.e., D contains a path

T1Tg .. . TiXTiyq - - - Ty Of length m (we say that x can be inserted into P).

In [10], the author proved the following theorem.
Theorem 7: (Darbinyan [10]). Let D be a strong digraph of order n > 3. Suppouse
that d(x) +d(y) > 2n—1 for all pairs of non-adjacent vertices x,y € V(D) \ {z}, where z

is an arbitrary vertex in V(D). Then D is Hamiltonian or contains a cycle of length n—1.

Using Theorem 7 and Lemma 1, it is not difficult to show that the following corollary
is true.

Corollary 1: Let D be a strong digraph of order n > 3. Suppose that n — 1 vertices
of D have degrees at least n. Then D is Hamiltonian or contains a cycle of length n — 1

(in fact, D has a cycle that contains all the vertices of degrees at least n).



By the same arguments as the proof Lemma 4 in [12], we can prove the following
lemma.

Lemma 3: Let D be a non-Hamiltonian digraph of order n > 4 such that its n — 1
vertices have degrees at least n and the remaining verter z has degree at most n — 2.
Suppose that Cp,(2) = x122 ... a1 s a longest cycle of length m through z in D. If D
has a (Cp,(2), z;, x;)-bypass, then z € V(Cp(2)[Tix1, x-1]).

Proof of Theorem 6

Our proofs are based on the arguments of [12]. First, we will prove the following lemma,
which is of independemt interest.

Lemma 4: Let D be a non-Hamiltonian 2-strong digraph of order n such that its
n — 1 vertices have degrees at least n and the remaining verter z has degree at most n — 2.
Suppose that Cyyi1(2) = 2122 ... Tpzxy with m € [2,n — 3] is a longest cycle through z
in D. If two distinct vertices y1, yo of Y := V(D) \ V(Cyy1(2)) are mutually reachable
in D{Y) and for each y; € {y1,y2}, d(yi,{x1,22,...,2n}) = m+ 1, then n > 6 and
d(z,{z1,29,...,2n}) <m — 2.

Proof: By contradiction, suppose that d(z, {z1, zs,...,2,}) > m—1. By P we denote
the path xixs...z,,. It is clear that |Y| = n —m — 1. Since C,,11(2) is a longest cycle,
it follows that every vertex y € Y cannot be inserted into C,41(2). Then by Lemma 1,
d(y, V(Cpny1(2))) <m+1 and

n < dly) = d(y, V(Crsi(2) +d(y,Y) <m+1+d(y,Y).

Hence, d(y,Y) > n—m —1 = |Y|. Therefore by Ghoula-Houri’s theorem, D(Y’) contains
a Hamiltonian path. Let Hy, Ho,--- , H; be the strong components of D(Y) labelled in
such way that no vertex of H; dominates a vertex of H; whenever i > j. Since D(Y) has
a Hamiltonian path, it follows that for each i € [1, f — 1] there is an arc from H; to H;.
From d(y,Y) > |Y| we obtain that if u € V(H;), then d(u, V(H;)) > |V (H;)|. Therefore,
|V (H;)| > 2 and by Ghoula-Houri’s theorem every subdigraph H; is Hamiltonian. Observe
that for some d € [1, f] the vertices y, y» are in V(H,). Let R be a longest path between
y1 and yo in D(Y). Since D is 2-strong and C,,41(2) is a longest cycle, using Lemma 2
and the fact that d(y;, V(P)) = m + 1 it is not difficult to show that there is an integer
[ € [2,m — 1] such that

{zlaxl+1a s >$m} — {ylayQ} — {1'1,1'2, cee >$l}‘ (1)

Put £ = {x1,29,...,211} and F := {x;31,%49,...,2,}. Note that |[E| > 1 and
|F| > 1. Since Cy,41(2) is a longest cycle, from (1) it follows that

A{2}UE = UL V(H,)) = A(U_,V(H) = {z} UF) =0, (2)
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in particular, d(z,V(Hy)) = 0. Note that from |Y| > 2, |E| > 1 and |F| > 1 it follows
that n > 6.

We claim that d(z,Y) = 0. Assume that this is not the case. Then by (2), for some
uw € USV(H;) or w € U{:dHV(HZ-), u — z or z — w. Without loss of generality
assume that v — z. Then A({z1,22,...,2,} — V(H;)) = 0 for otherwise for some
i € [1,m] there is a (Cp41(2), x;, 2)-byypass, a contradiction to Lemma 3. Therefore,
AUV (H) U{z 21, 20,.. ., 20} = V(H,)) = 0, which contradicts that D is 2-strong.

If u,v € Y, then we use L(u,v) to denote a (u,v)-path in D(Y). We need to prove
Claims 1-2 bellow.

Claim 1.

(i) If d~ (2, E) > 1, then d* (2, F) = 0. (ii) A(E — F) # (.

Proof. (i) By contradiction, suppose that x; € E, x; € F and x; = z — x;. Then by
(1), y1 = zi41 and z;_; — yo. Hence, Chyi3(2) = 2122 .. 2% . .. L1 Tisq - . . Tj_1Y21,
a contradiction.

(ii) Again by contradiction, suppose that A(E — F) = (). Let us consider the subdi-
graph D — x;. Then by (2), we have: if d~(z, E') = 0, then

AWULV(H)UE - U V(H)U{z} UF) =,
and if d(z, E) > 1, then d*(z, F') = 0 (Claim 1(i)) and
AU V(H)U {2} UE - U V(H) U F) = 0.

Thus, in both cases, D — x; is not strong, which contradicts that D is 2-strong.
From now on, we assume that z,z, € A(F — F). Note that by (1), we have

Tp—1 = {y1, Y2} = Tai1. (3)

From Claim 1(i) it follows that either z,z ¢ A(D) or zax, ¢ A(D). Therefore, since z

cannot be inserted into P, using Lemma 2(ii), we obtain
d(z,{x1, 20, ..., x.}) +d(z,{zp, Tps1,. .-, Tm}) <a+m—0b+2. (4)

It is clear that |V(R)| > 2 since H, is Hamiltonian and |V (Hy)| > 2. Using (3),
|[V(R)| > 2 and the fact that C,,+1(2) is a longest cycle, it is not difficult to prove that
the following claim is true.

Claim 2.

(i) Ifi € [a+ 1,1 — 1], then x;z ¢ A(D).

(i) If j € [l +1,b— 1], then zx; ¢ A(D).

(111) If i € [a+ 1,1] and i —a < |V(R)|, then zx; ¢ A(D).

() If j € [l,b—1] and b— j < |V(R)|, then x;z ¢ A(D).
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Proof. By contradiction: (i) Assume that ¢ € [a + 1,{ — 1] and 2; — z. Then
by (2) and (3), we have y; — %41, Tp_1 — Y2 and yo — 4r1. Therefore, C,,13(2) =
T1To ... Tqlp ... Tyl
Tit1 .- Tp_1Y2Tar1 - - - T; 221, & contradiction.

(iii) Assume that ¢ € [a+ 1,{], i —a < |[V(R)| and z — z;. Then the cycle C(z) =
T1To ... TqTp ... T2T; . .. Tp_1 Ry has length at least m + 2, a contradiction.

Similarly, we can prove that (ii) and (iv) also are true. g

Now we will consider the following cases depending on the values of a and b with
respect to [.

Casel. a<[—3and b>1+2.

Then by Claim 2, d(z,{Zq11,Taro, Tp—1}) = 0 and x,_s2 ¢ A(D). Therefore, since z

cannot be inserted into P, using (4) and Lemma 2, we obtain
m—1<d(z,V(P)) =d(z,{z1,%2, ..., Ta, Tty Tps1, .-, T })

+d(z,{Tar3, Tasa,-- -, Tp2}) <a+m—->b+2+b—2—a—2=m—2,

which is a contradiction.
Befor consider Cases 2-4, we will show the following two propositions.
Proposition 1. If b=1+1 <m — 1, then

A({zr, 2, m} = {2, 2, o) # 0.

Proof. Assume that the proposition is not true. Note that z;2 ¢ A(D) by Claim
2. Since D — x4, is strong, it follows that in D — x;,; there is a path from a vertex
x; € {x1, %9, ..., 21} to a vertex z; € {x;19, Ti43, ..., T }. Let Q be such a shortest path.
Then from (2), d(z,Y) = 0 and Claim 1(i) it follows that the internal vertices of () are in
UV (H;). This means that ; = z; and Cy,41(2) contains an (z;,2;)-bypass such that
2 ¢ V(Cpg1(2)[141, 2j-1]). Therefore by Lemma 3, D contains a C(2)-cycle of length at
least m + 2, which contradicts that C,41(2) is a longest cycle in D. 4

Proposition 2. Suppose that u € V(Hy) and the vertices u and z, with s > 1 are
adjacent. If d(u,{z1,22,...,25-1}) =0, then |V(Hf)| > s+ 1.

Proof. Recall that every vertex of V(Hy) cannot be inserted into P = x122 ... %y,
Then by Lemma 2, d(u, V(P)) = d(u,{zs, Tss1,-- -, Tm}) < m — s+ 2. Therefore,

n < d(u) = d(u, V(Hy)) +d”(u, ULV (H)) + d(u, V(P))

Sd(u,V(Hf))+n—m—1—|V(Hf)\+m—s—|—2,

ie., d(u,V(Hy)) > |[V(Hy)| +s — 1. This together with d(u, V(Hy)) < 2|V(Hy)| — 2
implies that |[V(Hy)| > s+ 1. o



Case 2. a<[—3and b=1+1.
Then by Claim 2, d(z, {Zq11, Ter2}) =0, xp_12 ¢ A(D). Again using (4) and Lemma

2, we obtain

m—1< d(Z, {1'1,1'2, <oy Las Loy Lot1y - - - >$m}) + d(Z, {$a+3a Tatds - - - axb—l})

<a+m-b+2+b—-1—-a—-2=m—1.

Therefore, d(z,{Tq13, Tasa,- .-, Tp—1}) = b—a — 3, and hence by Claim 2,

2 = {Tas3, Tasay -, T} (5)

Now it is easy to see that |V (Hy)| = |[V(R)| = 2, i.e., R = yyys, for otherwise |R| > 3
and C(2) = 1T ... TqXp - . - T 2Tass - - - Tp—1 Ry has length greater than m + 1, a contra-
diction. Notice that from |V (Hy)| =2, d(y;, V(P)) = m+1, d(y;, {z}) = 0 and d(y;) > n
it follows that

ULV (H;) = {y1, 10} — sz:d—i-lV(Hi)’ (6)

Subcase 2.1. a <[ -3, b=[l+1and m > 1+ 2.

Taking into account Case 1, we may assume that

A({xbl@a s >$a} - {$l+2,$1+3, s ’xm}) = @

This together with Proposition 1 implies that there are ¢ € [a + 1,1] and j € [l + 2, m)]
such that x; — z;. Now using (3) and (5), we obtain: If i € [a+ 2,1 — 1], then C,,13(2) =
T1To . LTy .. T 2Tiq1 ... Tj_1Rxy, if i = a+1, then Cpuo(2) = 129 ... 2% . .. Ty 2T03
..xj_1Rxq, and if ¢ = [, then Cpy3(2) = 2122 ... o111 ... Tj_1RTgp1 ... 1125 .. Ty 207

Thus, in either case, we have a C'(z)-cycle of length at least m + 2, a contradiction.

Subcase 2.2. a <[l —-3,b=[1+1=m and d > 2.

If 2,1 — w for some w € V(H;), then using (5) and (6), we obtain that C,o =
T1TY .« o T 213 - - - T 1WY1Yo1, a contradiction. We may assume that d*(z,,_1,
V(Hy)) = 0. This together with (2) and A(U_,V(H;) — V(H;)) = 0 implies that
AUV (H) U {2y, 20, .., @, 2} — V(Hy)) = 0, which means that D — z,, is not

strong, a contradiction.

Subcase 2.3. a <[ -3, b=1l+1=mand d =1, ie, V(H1) = {y1, 92}

Let z, — z,, and a is the minimum with this property.

If v; —» x,, with i € [a + 1,m — 2], then, since 2 — x;1; or z — x;19, the cycle
C(z) =21 ... 222041 (0rTi12) . . . Tm_1Y1Y221 has length at least m 4+ 2, a contradiction.

We may therefore assume that

A (T, {Tat1, Tara, - Tm2}) = 0. (7)
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Let u € UZZQV(HZ-). If w — 21, then by (5) and (6), Crio = 2122 . . . TaTm2Tays - - -
Tm_1Y1y2uzy, a contradictin. If 2y — wu, then by Lemma 3, A(V(Hy) — {z2, 23, ...,
T, 2}) = 0. As a result, we have A(V(H;) — U/ZV(H) U {29,235, .., 2m, 2}) = 0,

which contradicts that D — x; is strong. Thus, we may assume that
d(a1, UL,V (Hy)) = 0. (8)

Assume first that zyz,, ¢ A(D). Then a > 2. Since d (z) > 2, d(z,Y) = 0 and
d=(z,{Tas1,Tas2, .-, Tm-1}) = 0, it follows that d~(z,{x1,22,...,2,}) > 1. This to-
gether with Claim 1(i) implies that zz,, ¢ A(D). Hence, d(z,{Zot1, Tat2, .-, Tm}) <
m —a — 2. From this and d(z, V(P)) > m — 1 we have that d(z, {z1,22,...,2,}) > a+ 1.
Therefore, since z cannot be inserted into the path zix5 ... x,, using Lemma 2, we obtain
Ty — 2.

Let j € [a+1, a+2]. Then we have: if 21 — z;, then C'(2) = z12; ... £ y1 Y22 . . . Ta22y
has length at least m + 2, if z; — 24, then C)10(2) = 2122 .. Ta2Zat3 - - - T Y1Y2T;T1.

Thus, in either case we have a contradiction, which proves that

d(z1, {®at1, Tay2}) = 0. 9)

From (9) it follows that f > 2, for otherwise the cycle C,,_2(2) = 2122 ... T42Ta13 . . - Ty
y1y2x1 does not contain the vertices 441, Tor2 and d(x1, {Te11, Taro}) = d(2,{Tat1, Tara})
= 0, which is impossible.

Now we want to show that
A(V(Hy) = {Zat1, Tatas - o Tm-1}) = 0. (10)

Assume that (10) is not true, i.e., there are two vertices u € V(Hy) and x; with j €
[a+1,m—1] such that u — x;. Recall that C(z) = 2129 ... 2,2Tay3 . . . T¥y1yery is a cycle
of length m + 1 and the vertices x,41, Zq42 are not on C(z). If j € [a+2,m — 1], then by
Lemma 3, d"(z441,Y) = 0, and x,4122 ¢ A(D) since yo — x441. Since x,,1 cannot be

inserted into C(z), using Lemma 2 and the fact that d(x,41, {z1,2}) =0, we obtain
n S d(xa+1) = d($a+1a {xa+2}) + d($a+1a V(C(Z) [$a+3> y2]))
+d(xa+17 U{:2(V(HZ>)) + d(xa+17 {x27 Z3, ... ,,’L’a})
<2+m+l—-a—-1414n—-—m—-1-24+a—-1=n-1,
a contradiction. Thus,
A(V(Hf) = {Zas2, Tatss - - -, Tm}) = 0. (11)
Ifj=a+1,ie, u— x4y, then by Lemma 3,
A({Il, Zo, ... l’a} — V(Hf)) = @ (12)
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If A(V(Hf) = {x1,22,...,2,}) = 0, then by (11) and (12), we have
A(V(Hf) — szz_llv(HZ> U {Z7 T1,L2y -+ Lay Tat2, La4+35-- - xm}) = @7

which means that D — z,.; is not strong. We may therefore assume that A(V(Hy) —
{z1,29,...,24}) # 0. Let u — x5, where u € V(Hy), s € [1,a] and s is the minimum with
this property, i.e., A(V(Hf) — {x1,29,...,25-1}) = 0. Since d(z1,V(Hy)) = 0 (by (8)),
it follows that s > 2. Then by (12), A(V(Hy),{z1,22,...,2s-1}) = 0. By Proposition
2, |V(Hy)| > s+ 1. Therefore, the cycle C(2) = p1y2H (v, W) TsTsi1 ... Ta2Tas3 - .. TmY1,
where H (v, u) is a Hamiltonian path in Hy, has length m + 3, a contradiction.

Assume second that z; — z,,. Then from Claim 2 and d(z,Y) = 0 it follows that
d=(z,YU{x9,z3,...,2Zm_1}) = 0, which in turn implies that x; — 2 since d~(z) > 2. Then
by Claim 1(i), zz,,, ¢ A(D). By (7), we have that d (z,,, {x2, 23, ..., Zm—2,2} UY) = 0.
Since D — x,,_1 is strong, it contains a path from a vertex z; € {x2, 23, ..., Zm_2} to the
vertex x,,. Let @ be such a shortest path. Using (7) and (8), it is not difficult to see that
Q) = zjT1Zy,. Therefore the cycle C(z) = x;x122j41(0rx;42) . . . TpY1Ya2Ts . . . T; has length
at least m + 2, which contradicts that a longest cycle through z in D has length m + 1.

Case 3. a=1-2.

Taking into account the case a < a — 3 and b > [ + 2, we may assume that b < [+ 2.

Subcase 3.1. b=1+ 2.

Then by Claim 2, d(z, {Zat1, Tas2, Tarz = Tp—1}) = 0. Therefore by (4), we have

m—1<d(z,V(P)) =d(z,{z1,22,. .., Ta, T, Tpi1, -, Tm})

<a+m—->b+2=b—4+m—->b—2=m — 2,

a contradiction.
Subcase 3.2. b=1+1.
Then d(z, {Zas1,Tar2}) = 0. Now using (4), we obtain that d(z, V(P)) =m — 1.
Assume first that m > [+2. Taking into account the considered cases, we may assume
that

A({xla Zo, ... ,Zlfa} — {xb-i-la Toy2y - - axm}) = @ (13)

If 2, » z; withi € [a+1,a+2 =] and j € [l + 2,m], then the cycle C(z) =
1Ty ... Teliy - .. Tj_1 Rz ... xpmza is a cycle of length at least m + 2, a contradiction.
Therefore, we may assume that A({z;_1, 2} = {z112, 2143, .,2Zm}) = 0. This together
with (13) implies that A({z1,za,..., 2} = {12, 2143, ..., 2y }) = 0, which a contradics
Proposition 1.

Assume second that b =1+ 1 = m. Let a > 2. Taking into account the considered

Case 2, we may assume that d~(z,, {1, z2,...,2,-1}) = 0. It is not difficult to see that
A({z1, 22, .. Tam1} = {Tas1, Taga}) = 0.

10



Indeed, if x;2; € A(D) withi € [1,a—1] and j € [a+1, a+2], then C(2) = 2122 . . . ;2 Tq12
Rx;iy ... x w221 is a cycle of length at least m—+2, a contradiction. Thus, we may assume
that

A({x1, 22, ..., a1} = {Zas1, Tav2, Tags = Tm}) = 0. (14)

Since D — z, is strong, it follows that in D — x, there is a path from a vertex x; €
{z1,29,..., 241} to a vertex z; € {To41, Tasr2, Tars = Tm}. Let Q be such a shortest
path. Then, using (2) and d(z,Y U {2441, Tat2}) = 0, it is not difficult to see that
xj € {%a+1,Tato} and the internal vertices of @) are in sz:d-i-l V(H;). This means that
Cint1(%) contains an (z;, z;)-bypass such that z ¢ V(Cyi1(2)[zi+1,2-1]). Therefore by
Lemma 3, D contains a C(z)-cycle of length at least m + 2, a contradiction. Let now
a=1 Thenb=I1l+1=m=4. From d(z) > 2,d (z) > 2 and d(z,Y U{x9,23}) =0
it follows that x; — z — x4, which contradicts Claim 1(i). The discassion of Case 3 is
completed.

Case 4. a=1—-1.

Taking into account Cases 2-3 and the digraph duality, we may assume that b =1+ 1
and A({x1, 22, ..., 211} = {10, Tigs, - T }) = 0.

Assume first that m > b+ 1 =1+ 2. If x; — x; with ¢ € [l + 2, m], then the cycle
C(z) = v1xa ... ;p_1xy41 - .. v Ry ... w2y has length at least m + 3, a contradic-
tion. We may therefore assume that d*(z;, {z12,...,2m}) = 0. As a result, we have
A({x1, 29, ..., 11} = {112, X113, - - -, Tm}) = 0, which contradicts Proposition 1.

Assume second that m = b =1+ 1. Let a > 2. Taking into account the considered
cases, it is not dificult to show that A({z1,xs,...,2e_1} = {Tas1,Tare = zp}) = 0.
Since D — x, is strong, there is a path from a vertex z; € {x1,%2,...,24_1} to a ver-
tex x; € {Zqq1,%ar2}. Let @ be such a shortes path. From Claime 1(i), (2) and
d(z,{za41} UY) = 0 it follows that @ is a (C(z),z;,x;)-bypass, whos internal vertices
are in U{:dHV(Hi) and z ¢ V(Cyy1(2)[wit1, 21-1]), this contradicts Lemma 3. Let now
a = 1. Then m = 3 and z; — z — 23, which contradicts Claim 1(i). This contradiction

completes the discussion of Case 4. Lemma 4 is proved.

Now we are ready to prove the main result of this note.

Proof of Theorem 6: Let D be a 2-strong digraph of order n satisfying the conditions
of THeorem 6. Suppose that D is not Hamiltonian. Let C,,(2) := z122... 2,21 be a
longest cycle through z in D and let Y = V(D) \ V(C,,(z)). Note that m > 3 since D is
2-strong. Recall that by the supposition of the theorem, m > n —k — 2. Since C,,(z) is a
longest cycle in D, it follows that any vertex u € Y cannot be inserted into C,,(z). Then
by Lemma 1, d(u, V(C,,(2)) < m and

n+k <du)=du,V(Cy(2))) +du,Y)
<m-+2n—-2m-—2=2n—m — 2.
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Hence, m <n—k—-2 (e, m=n—k—=2),|Y|=k+22>2 duY)=2k+2 (ie.,
D(Y) is a complete digraph) and d(u,V(C,,(2))) = n — k — 2. If some vertex of Y is
adjacent to every vertex of C,,(z), then D is Hamiltonian. We may therefore assume
that there are vertices y € Y and x;, say x,_r_2, which are not adjacent. Using the
facts that d(y, V(Cy(2))) =n —k —2, D(Y) is complete and Lemma 2, it is not difficult
to show that d(z,_x_2,Y) =0, z,_r-3 - Y — =z and 2 = z,,_,_o. Since for every
vertex u € Y, d(u, V(Cy,—r—2(2))) = n — k — 2, it follows that D satisfies the conditions
of Lemma 4. Therefore, d(z) = d(z,{z1,22,...,Tn—k—3}) < n —k — 5, which contradicts
that d(z) > n — k — 4. The theorem is proved.

4 Conclusion

For Hamiltonicity of a graph G (undirected graph), there are numerous sufficient condi-
tions in terms of the connectivity number k(G) of G, where k(G) > 3 (recall that for a
graph G to be Hamiltonian, k(G) > 2 is a necessary condition) and the minimum degree
d(G) or the sum of degrees of some vertices with certain properties. Results on Hamilto-
nian graphs can be found in the survey papers by Gould, e.g. [15]. This is not the case for
the general digraphs. Moreover, in [16], the author proved that: For every pair of integers
k> 2 and n > 4k + 1 (respectively, n = 4k + 1), there exists a k-strong (n — 1)-regular
(respectively, with minimum degree at least n — 1 and with minimum semi-degrees at
least 2k — 1 = (n — 3)/2) a non-Hamiltonian digraph of order n.

There are a number of degree or degree sum condition for a bipartite digraph to be
Hamiltonian. The reader can find more information on the topic in survey paper [17]
by Ge, Ye and Zhang. Often, the lower bounds in such conditions are best possible.
However, many reseachers reduce the bounds and try to identify all exceotional bipartite
digraphs, that is the non-Hamiltonian digraphs satisfing these new conditions, see [18]
and the papers cited there.

Based on these and the evidence from Theorem 4, we propose the following problem.

Problem 2: Investigate the Hmiltonicity of bipartite digraphs by requring that the
degree condition satisfies only for some vertices or some pairs of vertices with an additional
restriction (for detailes, see arXiv:2306.16826).
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