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A complete characterization of split digraphs with a strong
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Abstract

A strong arc decomposition of a (multi-)digraph D(V, A) is a partition of its arc set A
into two disjoint arc sets A1 and Az such that both of the spanning subdigraphs D(V, A1) and
D(V, Az) are strong. In this paper, we fully characterize all split digraphs that do not have
a strong decomposition. This resolves two problems proposed by Bang-Jensen and Wang and
contributes to a series of efforts aimed at addressing this problem for specific graph classes.
This work continues the research on semicomplete composition [Bang-Jensen, Gutin and Yeo,
J. Graph Theory, 2020]; on locally semicomplete digraphs [Bang-Jensen and Huang, J. Combin.
Theory Ser. B, 2010]; on a type of tournaments [Bang-Jensen and Yeo, Combinatorica, 2004].

1 Introduction

For a straightforward look at the background of the topic and our results, we move some neces-
sary notation and definitions to Section 2l and refer readers to [2] for the standard terminology and
notation not introduced in this paper.

A strong arc decomposition of a (multi-)digraph D(V, A) is a partition of its arc set A into two
disjoint arc sets A; and As such that both of the spanning subdigraphs D(V, A1) and D(V, As) are
strong. Determining whether a (multi-)digraph D(V, A) has a strong arc decomposition attracted
a lot of attention. We can easily see that every digraph D with a strong arc decomposition is
2-arc-strong. Then, asking if every 2-arc-strong digraph has a strong arc decomposition is natural.
Unfortunately, the following digraphs give a negative answer.

Let Sy be the digraph depicted in Figure[Il It is not hard to check that S, is 2-arc-strong but
does not contain a strong arc decomposition.
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Bang-Jensen and Yeo [7] proved that for a 2-arc-strong semicomplete digraph D, Sy is the only
exception that does not have a strong arc decomposition. For completeness of the venation, we give
the theorem here.

Theorem 1.1. [7] A 2-arc-strong semicomplete digraph D has a strong arc decomposition if and
only if D is not isomorphic to the digraph Sy depicted in Figure [l Furthermore, a strong arc
decomposition of D can be obtained in polynomial time when it exists.

Bang-Jensen, Gutin and Yeo [3] generalized the above theorem to semicomplete multidigraphs
with six more exceptions, see Figure [

Theorem 1.2. [J] A 2-arc-strong semicomplete multi-digraph D = (V, A) on n vertices has a strong
arc decomposition if and only if D is not isomorphic to one of the exceptional digraphs depicted in
Figure[dl Furthermore, a strong arc decomposition of D can be obtained in polynomial time when
1t exists.
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Figure 1: 2-arc-strong directed multigraphs without strong arc decompositions.

Later, Bang-Jensen and Huang [5] extended semicomplete digraphs to locally semicomplete
digraphs, see the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. [5] A 2-arc-strong locally semicomplete digraph D has a strong arc decomposition
if and only if D is not the square of an even cycle. Every 3-arc-strong locally semicomplete digraph
has a strong arc decomposition and such a decomposition can be obtained in polynomial time.

Bang-Jensen, Gutin and Yeo [3] considered the strong arc decomposition of semicomplete com-
position and solved it completely.

Theorem 1.4. [3] Let T be a strong semicomplete digraph on t > 2 vertices and let Gy, ..., H; be
arbitrary digraphs. Then Q = T|Gh1, ..., Hy] has a strong arc decomposition if and only if Q is 2-arc-
strong and is not isomorphic to one of the following four digraphs: Sy, C3[Ka, Ko, Ko, C3[Ka, Ko, Py]
and C3[Ko, Ko, K3]. In particular, every 3-arc-strong semicomplete composition has a strong arc
decomposition.



Recently, Bang-Jensen and Wang [6] have considered the strong arc decomposition of split di-
graphs, which is another generalization of semicomplete digraphs. Their main result is the following;:

Theorem 1.5. [6] Let D = (V1, Va; A) be a 2-arc-strong split digraph such that Vi is an independent
set and the subdigraph induced by Vo is semicomplete. If every vertex of Vi has both out- and in-
degree at least 3 in D, then D has a strong arc decomposition.

They presented an infinite family of split digraphs to demonstrate that being 2-arc-strong is not
sufficient to ensure a strong arc decomposition in a split digraph. Additionally, they proposed the
following open problems:

Problem 1.6. Does all but a finite number of 2-arc-strong semicomplete split digraphs have a
strong arc decomposition?

Problem 1.7. Does every 2-arc-strong split digraph with minimum degree at least 5 have a strong
arc decomposition?

In this paper, we enhance the aforementioned theorem to make it in a consistent framework
with semicomplete digraphs, semicomplete multidigraphs, and semicomplete compositions. Our
main result is as follows:

Theorem 1.8. A 2-arc-strong split digraph D = (V1,Va; A) has a strong arc decomposition if and
only if D is not isomorphic to any of the digraphs illustrated in Lemma [2.11, Lemma [3.12, the
Appendix, or their arc-reversed versions (reverse all arcs).

Our result also addresses and resolves Problem and Problem [[L71 Regarding Problem [L.7]
the answer is correct. In fact, there are infinitely many counterexamples, but the number becomes
finite when restricted to semicomplete split digraphs. As for Problem [[LG] the answer is negative.
Moreover, we provide the unique counterexample (iv)* x (iv) which is illustrated in Appendix.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, we primarily follow the standard terminology and notation as in [2]. In
this section, we first provide some necessary definitions to ensure the paper is self-contained.

A directed graph (or just a digraph) D consists of a non-empty finite set V(D) of elements called
vertices and a finite set A(D) of ordered pairs of distinct vertices called arcs. If we allow A(D) to
be a multiset, i.e., contains multiple copies of the same arc (often, called multiple or parallel arcs),
then D is a directed multigraph or multi-digraph. A (multi-)digraph is semicomplete if it has no
pair of nonadjacent vertices.

For a digraph D = (Vp,Ap) and an arc set A;, we use the symbol D + A to denote the
multi-digraph (VU V(A4), Ap U Ay).

Let D be a (multi-)digraph and let X be a subset of V(D). We use D[X] to denote the (multi-
)digraph induced by X. If X C V(D), the (multi-)digraph D — X is the subdigraph induced by
V(D)—-X,ie., D—X = D[V(D)—X]. For a subdigraph H of D, we define D—H = D—-V(H). We
may use x to represent single vertex set {z} and write v € H instead of v € V(H). A cycle and a
path always mean a directed cycle and path. For subsets X,Y of V (D), a path P is an (X,Y)-path
if it starts at a vertex = in X and ends at a vertex y in Y such that V(P)N (X UY) = {z,y}. For
a path P, we use P[z,y| to denote the subpath of P from x to y.



A digraph D is a split digraph if V(D) can be partitioned into two sets V; and V5 such that
V1 is an independent set and Vs induces a semicomplete digraph. We will denote a split digraph
D by D = (Vq,Va; A), where the order in the union matters. And we use A(V7,Va) to denote
the arcs between V; and V,. Given a split digraph D = (V4, Va; A), we say the vertex partition
V(D) = V1 UV, is a mazimal partition if there is no vertex partition V = V/ UV, such that V{ is an
independent set, V3 induces a semicomplete digraph and Vj 2 V2. That is to say, V2 is a maximal
vertex subset such that the induced digraph of it is semicomplete.

A digraph D is strong if for every pair z,y of distinct vertices in D, there exists an (z,y)-path
and a (y,z)-path. A digraph D is k-arc-strong if D — W is also strong for any subset W C A(D)
with a size less than k. An arc e in a strong digraph D is called a cut-arc if D — e is not strong.

A strong component of a digraph D is a maximal induced subdigraph of D which is strong. For
every digraph D, we can label its strong components Dy, ..., D; (¢t > 1) such that there is no arc
from D; to D; unless j < ¢. We call such an ordering an acyclic ordering of the strong components
of D. For a semicomplete digraph D, it is easy to see that the acyclic ordering Dy,...,D; (t > 1)
is unique and we call Dy (resp., D;) the initial (resp., terminal) strong component of D.

2.1 Useful tools from known results

A wvertex decomposition of a digraph D is a partition of its vertex set V(D) into disjoint sets
(Ur,...,Ur) where [ > 1. The index of a vertex v in the decomposition, denoted by ind(v), is
the index ¢ such that v € U;. An arc zy is called a backward arc if ind(xz) > ind(y). A nice
decomposition of a digraph D, introduced in [4], is a vertex decomposition such that D[U;] is strong
for all i € [I], and the set of cut-arcs of D is exactly the set of backward arcs. A natural ordering
(x1y1,. .., xryy) of its backward arcs is the ordering of these arcs in decreasing order according to
the index of their tails.

Bang-Jensen, Havet and Yeo [4] provided the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. []] Every strong semicomplete digraph D of order at least 4 admits a unique nice
decomposition. Furthermore, the nice decomposition can be constructed in polynomial time.

Moreover, the authors of [4] gave a rough construction of the nice composition.

Proposition 2.2. [J] Let D be a strong semicomplete digraph of order at least 4. Suppose that
(Uy,...,Us) is the nice decomposition of D and (x1y1,...,Try.) is the natural ordering of the
backward arcs. Then the following statements hold.

(i) x1 € Up and y, € Uy;

(i1) ind(y;+1) < ind(y;) <ind(xzj41) < ind(z;) for all j € [r — 1] and ind(yj+1) < ind(z;2) <
ind(y;) for all j € [r —2].

Next, we introduce the concept of splitting-off (for convenience, we have employed this term
incorrectly in terms of its grammatical function sometimes), a useful operation for obtaining a
semicomplete multi-digraph on V5 from a split graph D = (V1, Va; A).

Definition 2.3. Let D = (V1, Va; A) be a split digraph and let P be a path with both end-points in
Va. For each vertex t € V(P) N Vi, we call splitting-off the pair (ut,tv) at ¢ if we replace ut,tv € P
with a new arc uv (or a multi-arc if uv already exists). The arc uv is called a splitting arc. For all
t € V(P)N Vi, if we split off all such pairs at ¢, then we call this operation by splitting-off the path
P. The reverse operation where we replace a splitting arc with the two original arcs is called lifting
the arc.



We can derive various semicomplete multi-digraphs from the splitting-off operation on V5. The-
orem ensures the existence of strong arc decompositions of multi-digraphs. Bang-Jensen and
Wang [0] gave the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4. [6] Let D be a multi-digraph and X a subset of V(D) such that every vertex of D— X
has two in-neighbors and two out-neighbors in X. If X has a strong arc decomposition then D has
a strong arc decomposition.

2.2 Finding a strong arc decomposition

We will now prove two important lemmas that will assist us in finding strong arc decompositions
of a 2-arc-strong split digraph.

Definition 2.5. Let D = (V4, V; A) be a split digraph. We say two arc-disjoint strong subdigraphs
Dy and D5 constitute a pending decomposition of D if, for each ¢ € [2], we have Vo C V(D;) and
for any vertex t € V(D;) \ V(Ds—_;), t has at least one in-arc and one out-arc in A(D) \ A(D;).

Lemma 2.6. If a 2-arc-strong split digraph D = (V1,Va2; A) has a pending decomposition, then D
has a strong arc decomposition.

2 for any v € V(D). Let Dy and

Proof. Since D is 2-arc-strong, we have d*(v) > 2 and d~(v) >
= D[V(D1) UV(D3)] has a strong arc

D5 be a pending decomposition of D. We first show that G
decomposition.

For any t € V(Dy) \ V(D2), t has at least one in-arc and one out-arc, denoted as ¢~ ¢ and ¢+,
respectively, in A(D) \ A(D;). Let As be the arc set obtained by adding such ¢t and ¢+ for each
t € V(D1)\ V(D2) to A(D2). Similarly, do the same for all s € V((D3) \ V(D) and Let A; be the
corresponding arc set. Then Ay N Az = () and G[A4;] is strong for i € [2]. We can freely assign the
remaining arcs in A(G) \ (A1 U Az) to Ay or Ay and then find the desired strong arc decomposition
of G = D[V (D) UV(D3)]. Moreover, for any v € V(D \ G) C V4, v has at least two in-neighbors
and two out-neighbors in V(G). By Lemma 24 D has a strong arc decomposition. O

Since D = (V4, Va; A) is 2-arc-strong, there are two arc-disjoint (X, Y')-paths @1, Q2 for any two
disjoint proper subsets X,Y C V5.

We say an arc set C C A(V1,V3) is feasible if there is a partition C' = S; U Sz U ... U S, where
each S; has the form {v;x;, z;u;} with v;,u; € Va,v; # u; and x; € Vi and x; # x; for i # j. Let
V1(C) denote the vertices in V; that have an incident arc in C, i.e. V1(C) = {x1,...,2x}; and let
C be the arc (multi-)set by splitting-off S; for all i € [k]. Denote by A’(Q;) the set of arcs between
Vi and V5 in @y, let Ag, 0,(C) = (A(Q1) UA(Q2)) \ C and Vg, ,(C) = Vi(Ag,,0,(C)). When
C = (), we simply use Ag,.0,, Vo.,0, to denote Ag, .0, (D), Vo,,0, (D) respectively. We use V1(Q;)
to denote V1 NV (Q;).

Definition 2.7. Let D = (V1, Va; A) be a split digraph and let X, Y be two disjoint proper subsets
of Va. We say an arc-disjoint (X, Y')-path pair {Q1, Q2} is (X, Y )¢-critical, in which C is feasible, if
V0.,0,(C)NV1(C) = 0 and there is no arc-disjoint (X, Y)-path pair {Qs, @4} such that Ag, o,(C)
AQ1,qs (€).

Remark 2.8. For an (X,Y)c-critical path pair {Q1, Q2}, if there exists v € V1 (Q1) N V1(Q2), we
have v ¢ V4 (C). Consequently, A'(Q;) \ C is feasible for ¢ = 1,2. Additionally, for any arc-disjoint
(X,Y)-path pair {Q1,Q2} such that Vg, o, (C)NVi(C) = 0, we can always find an (X, Y")c-critical
path pair {Q3, Q4} such that Ag, o,(C) C Ag,.0,(C).



Let D = (W4, Vy; A) be a split digraph and C' a feasible set. For an (X,Y)c-critical path pair
{Q1,Q2}, we use Ag, 0,(C) to denote a (multi-)set obtained by adding A’(Q1) \ C to A’'(Q2) \ C.

Lemma 2.9. Let D = (Vi,Va; A) be a split digraph and C' a feasible set. If {Q1,Qz2} is an (X,Y)c-
critical path pair such that D[Va] + Ag, 0,(C) + C has a strong arc decomposition, then D has a
strong arc decomposition.

Proof. Suppose that D[Va] + Ag, g,(C) + C has a strong arc decomposition Dy = (V2, A1) and
Dy = (Va, A3). Then we lift all splitting arcs in A; and Ay to obtain the corresponding strong
subdigraphs, D} and D), of D.

If there is some vertex ¢ € V; only contained in D), we have the following claim.

Claim 1. dgé (t) =dp,(t) = 1.

Proof. Since t appears after lifting, we have d},(t) = d,,(t) € {1,2}. Suppose that df,(t) =
dp/(t) = 2, then there are 4 arcs at,tb,ct,td € Ag, q,(C) in Dj. Since D; and Dj3_; are strong,
there is an (X,Y)-path P, in D} and an (X,Y)-path Ps_; in D}_,.

As P; is a path, there are at least two arcs of {at, tb, ct, td} not in P;, we may assume these two
arcs are at, tb. Then, P; and P, are two arc-disjoint (X, Y')-paths such that Ap, p,(C) C Ag,,0,(C),
which is a contradiction to the fact that {Q1, @2} is (X,Y)-critical. O

Notice that for all ¢ € V4(C) U Vg, 0,(C) and i € [2], we have d},(t) = dp,(t) € {0,1}.
This implies that D} and D} form a pending decomposition of D. Therefore, D has a strong arc

decomposition by Lemma
O

Remark 2.10. The above proof provides a slightly stronger statement: if the decomposition D;
and Ds is a strong arc decomposition of D[Vz] + Ag,,q,(C) + C, then the decomposition D} and
D), is a pending decomposition of D, where D} (D)) is obtained by lifting all splitting arcs in Dy
(D2).

Lemma 2.11. Let D = (Vq,Va; A) be a 2-arc-strong split digraph, if D has a copy of at least one
of the following structures, then D has no strong arc decomposition.

o There are x1,z2,u € V(D) such that Njj(u) = {z1,23}, Np(u) = {z1,22}, Nj(z1) =
{z2,u}, N} (z2) = {v,u}, where 3 € V(D)\{x1,22,u},v € V(D)\{z1, 22, u}.

e There are m1,z2,u € V(D) such that Np(u) = {z1,23}, Np(u) = {z1,22}, Np(z1) =
{z2,u}, Np(z2) = {v,u}, where 3 € V(D)\{z1,z2,u},v € V(D)\{z1,z2,u}.

Remark 2.12. As we have characterized all the neighbors of u, we have v € V; and x1,z2, 23 € V3
when |Vo| > 5 by the structure of the split digraph. And note that x3 = v is possible.

Proof of Lemma[Z11l If the first case occurs, suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that D has
a strong arc decomposition D1, Dy. Without loss of generality, assume x5 € D and x1u € Do
since dj;(z1) = 2. As dp(u) = 2, we have zou € D;. Since df,(v2) = 2, we have zov € Dy. As
dj{, (u) =2, it follows that only one of ux; or uxs can be in D;.



Figure 2: An illustration of Proof of Lemma 2.17]

If uzy € Dy, then uxs € Dso. There is no arc from {1, 22, u} to other vertices in Dy, which
contradicts the fact that D is strong. If uzy € Do, then uxs € Dy. There is no arc from {1, u}
to other vertices in Do, which contradicts the fact that Dy is strong.

By similar arguments, D also has no strong arc decomposition if the second case occurs. O

3 Proof of Theorem [I1.8 when |V5| > 5

Let us consider the induced subdigraph D[Vs]. If D[V;] is 2-arc-strong and |V2| > 5, then
DI[V3] has a strong arc decomposition by Theorem [Tl Consequently, D also has a strong arc
decomposition by Lemma 241 Therefore, we will focus on the case where D[V5] is not 2-arc-strong
and |V2| > 5 in the following.

3.1 When D[V5] is strong but not 2-arc-strong

Since D[V3] is strong but not 2-arc-strong and |Vz| > 5, by Theorem [ZT] it has a nice decomposi-
tion (Uy, ..., Uy) and a natural ordering of the backward arcs (z1y1, . . ., z,y;) of this decomposition.

Let {Q1,Q2} be a (Uy, Uy )p-critical path pair in D, where B C A(V;, V) is a feasible arc set.
Since we can choose B = () and D is 2-arc-strong, such B and {Q1,Q2} exist. If the multi-digraph
D[Va] + Ag, g,(B) + B is 2-arc-strong, then it has a strong arc decomposition by Theorem
Therefore, D has a strong arc decomposition by Lemma

Suppose that D[Va] + Ag,.0,(B) + B is not 2-arc-strong, which implies there is at least one
cut-arc e in it. Note that e is not a splitting arc because D[V3] is strong. Therefore, we have
e € A(D[V,]). Since D[V;] has a nice decomposition (U,...,Uy) and a natural ordering of the
backward arcs (z1y1,...,%,yr), the arc e must be a backward arc. We can assume e = z;y; for
some i € [r].

Lemma 3.1. If z;y; € D[Va] is a cut-arc in G := D[Va| + Ag,.q,(B) + B, then at least one of the
following cases holds:

(041) 1= 2,Ug = {.Il}, U[,1 = {yl} = {.IQ}, dg(xg) =1.

(@2). i=r—1,U1={y}, Vo = {2} = {yr—1}, d5(yr—1) = 1.

Proof. Since 1 and Q2 are arc-disjoint, there is an integer j € [2] such that z;y; ¢ Q;. Given
that z;y; is a cut-arc, there are no other (z;,y;)-paths other than x;y; in G. Consider the following
structure:

x; --+ Up &> Uy --»+ ;.

Then at least one of the following cases occurs:



e There is no (x;, Ug)-path in G\z;y;,
e There is no (Uy, y;)-path in G\z;y;.

If z;y; is a cut-arc such that there is no (x;, Uy)-path in G\z;y;, then z; ¢ U,. According to
Proposition 2:2] we have z1 € Uy, y; ¢ Up, which means z1 # y;, z;. Additionally, all vertices in
Uy must dominate x; as there is no (z;, Uy)-path in G\z;y; This implies Uy = {x1} and z; = y; as
x1y1 is the only backward arc from Up.

If {x;} # Us_1, then there is a vertex z € Up—_q such that x; — 2z — x1, which contradicts
the fact that there is no (x;, Up)-path in G\x;y;. Hence, Uy_1 = {z;}. Furthermore, z; = x5 and
y; = Y2, considering the structure of backward arcs.

If dg (x;) > 2, then there is a vertex xj' # x;(possibly, :vj = x1) such that z; — xj' — 21 in
G\z;y;, which leads to a contradiction. Finally, we have Uy, = {21}, Up—1 = {z;} = {s1} = {22}
and dg(aci) = 1. A rough construction of G' can be seen in Figure [l

U, Us Us e Up—s Up1r U,
/\ m2(y17Ii> 1
o,
Y2(yi)
Figure 3: An illustration of a mnice decomposition (Uy,...,Us) with backward arcs
{z1y1,T2Y2, ..., Try,} where o = 1. All arcs between different U; which are not shown are

from left to right. The green arcs are splitting arcs, and xay2 is a cut-arc.

Similarly, if x;y; is a cut-arc such that there is no (U, y;)-path in C_v'\xiyi, then we have U; =
{y’l‘}7 U2 = {yz} = {xr} = {yr—l} and dg;(yr—l) =1. (|

We can see that there can be at most two cut-arcs oy, T,—1y,—1 in D[Va] + Ag,.q,(B) + B
as established by Lemma [3.Il The approach for the remaining part of this subsection is as follows:
Based on structures shown in D[Va] + Ag, .0, (B) + B, we first attempt to find another feasible arc
set Bpew (Which maybe empty), and a (Uy, Up)p,., -critical path pair {Q3,Q4} such that neither
nor occurs in D[Va]+ Ag,. 0. (Bnew) + Bnew, thereby making D[Va]+ A, 0, (Buew) + Buew
2-arc-strong. To find such a feasible By v, we will follow an algorithmic procedure. This procedure
may involve adding some additional arcs in D[V3]. However, in the final pending decomposition of
D, these additional arcs will not be used.

Lemma 3.2. If[(a1) occurs for D[Va] + Ag,.0,(B) + B, then we can find a (Up, Uy) g-critical path
pair {Q7, Qs }, such that Ag, q,(B) = Aq; q,(B) and for some i € [2] we have 172 € A(Qy).

Proof. If z1z2 € Q; for some i € [2], then we are done. Suppose z1z2 ¢ Q; for i € [2], we may
assume Q1 = z1t1t] Q1[t], U], Q2 = z1taty Qa[ty , U1] where t1,ts € V4. Consider the (Up, Uy )-path
Q3 = r122Q3[x2, Uy] in D[V2], the existence of such a path is from that D[V3] is strong.

If Qs is arc-disjoint with @1, Q2, then {Q1, @3} is an arc-disjoint (U, Uy )-path pair. As {Q1, @2}
is a (U, Ur) g-critical path pair, we have Ag, g, (B) = Ag,,0.(B), and {Q1, Qs} is (Up, U1) p-critical
path pair as desired.



If Q3 is not arc-disjoint with @Q1, @2, consider the first common arc ab in 03, we may assume
ab € Q1. As z122 ¢ @1, we have ab # 1z, then replace Q1 with Q) = Qslx1,b]Q1[b, U1], by a
similar argument, we have {Q}, @2} is the path pair as desired. O

First, we set B = () and let {Q1,Q2} be a (U, Uy)p-critical path pair. By symmetry, we
may assume that occurs (of course, may both cases occur). By Lemma B2] we may assume
Q1 =zttt Q1[tT,U1] and Qo = z12212Q2[y2, U1], where t € Vi, x2 ¢ V(Q1). ~

For convenience, we denote by G the digraph D[V3] + B + Ag,,0,(B) and G, the digraph
DI[V3] +B —l—[lQhQ2 (B). Similarly, we can define Ghew after we define Ghew, which we will determine
later in different cases. Since D is 2-arc-strong, there is a vertex u € V4 NN} (22) as dE(IQ) =1 (y2
contributes in D[V3]). Depending on the situations of u, ¢, and other related vertices, we distinguish
among eight cases (which we will see later), from [(AT)| to [[A8)l We give the corresponding
operations on D, B and {Q1,Q2} to avoid|(al)|among the first seven cases and the eighth case will
result in some counterexamples. Regarding the first seven cases, sometimes we call them procedures
for simplicity and convenience.

Here, we will introduce an operation for rebuilding B. For a vertex f € Vi(D), let e be an in-
neighbor of f. If f ¢ V1(B), there is an out-neighbor f¥ of f which is not e, since D is 2-arc-strong.
Add arcs ef and ffT to B. If f € V1(B), which means there are arcs f~ f, ff+ € B, then replace
f~ f with ef and replace ffT with ff’, where f’ is another out-neighbor of f, if f* = e. We use
B <« {ef, ffT} to denote the above operation.

(A1). When u ¢ Vg, g.:
Let Bnew — B « {$2U,UU+}- Since VQl,Q2 (Bnew) N ‘/i(Bnew) = @7 there is a (Ué;Ul)Bnew_
critical path pair {Q3,Q4} such that Ag, g,(Bnew) € AQ,,Q»(Bnew). Let Gpew be D[Va] +
Buew + 405,04 (Bnew)- In this case, dg (2) > 2 which avoids |(a1)

Remark 3.3. We consider the following two cases:

(a) If [AQs,Qi(Brew)| = [AQ,,q.(B)|, then for each vertex v € V2 \ {22}, we have dz(v) <
dg (v). This yields that if|(@2)| does not occur in G, then it will not occur in Gyew as

well since the in-degree of y,_; in Ghew will not decrease to 1 if y,_1 # z2. If Y1 = 29
and dz (v) =1, it is a contradiction to that [Va| > 4.

(b) If AQS,Q4 (BHGW) - AQI;Q2 (3)7 then |AQ3,Q4 (Bnew)l < |AQ17Q2 (B)l

Thus, we have either [Ag, 0, (Buew)| < [Aq,,q.(B)] or[(a2)|does not occur after this procedure
if it did not occur before. And V;(B) C Vi (Bpew). We can verify that these properties hold
in the following procedures as well.

(A2). When u € Qa:

There exists u™ € Vo \{z2} such that u=u € A(Q2). If u”u € B, let Byew := B + {zou,uu™}.
And if u”u ¢ B, we define Byew := B. Let Q4 = x120uQ3]u, U]. Observe that @ is arc-
disjoint with Q1, and Vg, ¢, (Bnew) N Vi(Bnew) = 0, we can find a (Uy, Uy)p,,, -critical path
pair {Qg, Q4} such that AQ31Q4 (Bncw) g AQl,Qé (Bncw)-

Let Grew := D[V2] + Brew + AQs,0s(Bnew). If 22t ¢ Grew, then Bhew = B, Ag,,0,(B) €

=

Ag,,0,(B), which contradicts to the fact that {Q1,Q2} is (U, Ur)p-critical. So, we have
Tou € Grew, then we have dJC%new (z2) > 2, which avoids|(al)

new



(A3).

(A4).

(A5).

When u ¢ Q2,u € Q1 and u # t:

There exists u™ € Vo \{z2} such that u=u € A(Q1). Ifu~u € B, let Byew := B + {zou,uu™}.
and if u”u ¢ B, we define Bpey := B.

Let Q% = z122u@1[u, Uy, and let

' {$1tt+Q2[t+, Ul], if ¢t S V(Qg),
Q1=

Tt T 22Qo 2, Uy, else.

Observe that Q] is arc-disjoint with @5, and Var.q, (Bhew) N V1(Bpew) = 0, so we can find
a (U, U1)B,., -critical path pair {@Q3,Q4} such that Ag, o,(Bnew) € Agr @, (Bnew). Let
Ghew 1= D[Va] + Buew + AQ4,04 (Bnew), and the same arguments follow as [(A2)]

When v ¢ Q2,u € Q1,u =t and there exists s € (N} (z1) N Vi),s £ ¢, and s ¢ Vi, 0, (B):

Firstly, we get Bpew from B by doing the following two operations.

e If 21t € B, replace it with x2t. And if 21t € B, add ot and tt* to B.
o B« {1r15,ssT}.

Let Q) = mizottTQ1[tT, U] and let

$1SS+Q2[S+, Ul], if S+ S V(Qz),
QY= ¢ zyssT, if st ¢ V(Q2),s € Uy,
188 22Qo[2, U], else.

Observe that Q) is arc-disjoint with @5, and Vaor.ay (Bhnew) N V1(Bnew) = 0, so we can find
a (Ug,Ur) B, -critical path pair {@Qs3,Q4} such that Ag, g, (Bnew) < Agr.qy (Brnew)- Let
Ghew = D[V2] + Brew + AQs,Q.(Bnew). We have dé—; ~(w2) > 2, which avoids [(al)} as
Tot € Bhew- -

When u ¢ Q2,u € Q1,u =t and there exists s € (N (z1) NVi),s # ¢, and s € Vi, 0, (B):

Firstly, we get Bpew from B by doing the following two operations.

e If 21t € B, replace it with zot. And if 1t ¢ B, add xot and t+ to B.
o If s € V1(B), which means there exists an arc s~s € B, then replace it with z1s. And if
s ¢ V1(B), then we do nothing.
If s € Q1, then Q) = z15Q1[s, U1] is arc-disjoint with Q% = Q2.
If s ¢ Q1, then s € Q2, Q) = x122tQ1[t, U1] is arc-disjoint with Qf = x15Q2[s, Ui].

Observe that Vi g (Bhew) N Vi(Brew) = 0, so we can find a (Uy, Uy)p,., -critical path pair
{Q3, Q4} such that Ag, o, (Bnew) - AQlva/z (Bnew). Let Gpew := D[V2]+Bnew+AQ37Q4 (Bnew)-
We have dgncw (x2) > 2, which avoids|(al)] as zot € Byew-

If [(A1)H(A5)| do not occur for all u € V4 N Nj(22), then we have Nj(z1) NV =
N (z2) NVi = {t} with t ¢ V(Q2). Then we do the following operations.
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(A6). When there exists w € N (t)\{z1,tT}:

We additionally add two parallel arcs xo2z1 and another arc x1z2 to D[V3]. Let Bhew = B +
{zat,ttT}, and we can check {Q3 = z122tQ1[t, U1], Qs = Q2} is a (Uy, Uy) g, -critical path
pair, and let Ghew := D[V2] + Bnew + AQ,,04(Bnew). We have dg (x2) > 2, which avoids

(A7). When N (t) = {z1,t*} and there exists w € N, (t)\{z1,22}:
We do the same thing as that of [(A6)]

(A8). When [(AD)[(AT)| do not occur for all u € Vi N N (x2):
We have Nj(z1) NVi = Njf(z2) NVi = {t} with ¢ ¢ Q2 and N} (t) = {z1,tT}, Np(t) =
{x1, 22}, note that D satisfies the structure in Lemma 2TT] Therefore, D has no strong arc
decomposition.

We may use|(A1)[{(A8)f to denote the symmetric procedures of |(A1)H(A8)|when|(a2)|occurs,
and denote by t*,u*, s*,w* the symmetric vertices of t, u, s, w, respectively if occurs. If we

enter either [(A8)] or [(A8), then D has no strong arc decomposition by Lemma 211l And if
neither [(A8)| nor [(A8)f* is entered, we proceed as follows.

If|(al){occurs in G, then we enter one of the procedures fromtoto obtain Gew, which
avoid If then occurs in Gpew, then we can find new {Q1, Q2} such that y,_ 1y, € A(Q2)
and Ag,,Q, (Bnew) = AQs,Q4 (Bnew), similar to the process described in Lemma 3.2 for its symmetric
case. We then update Gpew to G, Brnew to B. Next, enter one of the procedures from
to obtain a new Gpew. This process is repeated if occurs again for this new Gpeyw.

We remark that at the end of each procedure, the critical path pair is called {Q3,Q4}. If we
are not done after one procedure, it indicates that we have to enter another one, and in this case,
{Q3,Q4} will be renamed as {Q1,Q2} to reflect the default settings for the new procedure. The
feasible set Bpew will also be subject to similar adjustments.

This process usually takes more steps than it looks like, as a sequence of operations aimed at
avoiding may inadvertently lead to and vice versa. Although this process will eventually
come to an end, it can be quite complex.

Claim 2. The process will eventually terminate. And if we enter procedure|[(A6)| or|(A7)| ((A6
or[(A7)*), then will not occur, regardless of the steps taken in|(A1)*(A7)* ((A1
(A7)).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that occurs initially and that {Q1,Q2} is a
(Uyg, Uy) g-critical path pair, with B = (. According to Remark B.3] either we are done if does
not occur or |Ag, .0, (Bnew)| < |AQ,.0,(B)|. Thus, we can obtain a 2-arc-strong Ghpeyw in finite steps
since the original |Ag, g,| is bounded. And if we enter ‘ or ] or [(AT)[), then
will not occur, regardless of the steps taken in !Hﬂ* AT ((A1)H(AT)) as these

procedure do not remove the additional arcs. This implies that dg (x2) > 2. O

*

=t

If we have never entered |[(A6)|, [(A7)l [(A6)[ or |(AT)[, then Gew is a subdigraph of D. For
[Va| > 5, Ghew has a strong arc decomposition by Theorem Consequently, D has a strong arc
decomposition by Lemma 2.9

If we have entered [(A6)|, [(AT)] [(A6)[* or [[A7)[*, then by the following lemma and Lemma 2.6]

D has a strong arc decomposition.
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Lemma 3.4. If we have entered |(A6)| , (A7), [(A6)[* or |[(AT)*, then we can find a pending
decomposition of D for |Va| > 4.

Proof. We can first assume we have entered or by symmetry(of course we can also have
entered or [(AT)[). Since we have added additional arcs in D[V5], resulting in two parallels
arcs r1x2 and two parallels arcs xox1 in Ghew, S0 Grew 18 not isomorphic to the counterexamples
in Theorem So, we can find a strong arc decomposition G and Ga of Gpew. By lifting all
splitting arcs in G; and G, we obtain G and Gs, which form a pending decomposition of D with
the additional arcs by Remark The next step is to reallocate the arcs in G; and G2 to ensure
that they remain strong. And we have the following;:

(1). zoye € Gl,xgt,tt*ﬁ € Gy as Tays, 2ot are all out-arcs of {z1, 72} in Gpew.

(2). Let G; contain 2-cycle xjzoxy for ¢ = 1,2. Because the parallel arcs do not contribute to
making a graph strong.

(3). For any v € Vo\{z1,x2,y2}, vz; € A(G1) and vxs_; € A(G2) for some ¢ € [2] since there are
2-cycle z1zox1 in both G and Gs.

(4). y221 € Ga, as if not, we can move it from G to Ga, we can check G is still strong by finding
a (y2,x2)-path in G;. Since G is strong before moving yax1, there is a (yo2, v)-path P for any
v € Vol\{x1,x2,y2} as |Vo| > 4, and observe that yox; ¢ P as x; can only reach to xo, and
x2 can only reach to x; and y2. Now, we are done because we have vze € G; or vy € Gy

by [(3)]
Claim 3. Gy is still strong after removing tTx1 and tTxo (if it exists, as yazo2 may not in D).

Proof. We prove this by finding another (t*,{x1,z2})-path in G5 without passing through ¢*x
and t1 x5, given that there is a 2-cycle z1x221 in Gs. Since Gy is strong before removing any arcs,
there is a (t*, v)-path P for any v € Va\{z1,z2,t"} as |[Va| > 4. Observe that tTaq,ttzy ¢ P as 2y
can only reach xo, x5 can only reach x; and ¢, and ¢ can only reach ¢tT. Now, we are done because

we have vr, € G or vry € Gy by and O

We will continue by considering the following two cases.
Case 1: We do not enter [(A6)* and [(AT7)[*.

Case 1.1: We enter [(A6)| Recall that there exists w € N ()\{z1,t"}.

1. By Claim Bl we move tTz; and tTa,(if it exists) from Ga to Gi. Both G; and G5 remain
strong.

2. We remove the additional arcs x1x2, zox1 from G and the additional arc zoxy from Gs.

3. We add arcs x1t, tw, Which are not in Gew, to G1.

We want to show that through reallocation of arcs in G; and Gs, the resulting two graphs
(we continue to refer to as G7 and G2 for convenience) remain strong and can form a pending
decomposition. In the following, we only move the arcs incident to z; and x2, in addition, for any
vertex v € Vo\{z1, z2, Y2}, once we move vz; from G; to Gs_;, then we move vzrs_; from Gz_; to G;
for i,j = [2]. After performing this reallocation, it suffices to verify the presence of an (z1,x2)-path
and an (x2,x1)-path in each G; for i = [2] to ensure that both G; and G5 remain strong.

$In order to match our symbols, if we entered procedure [(A6)] and we replace tt1 with tw in some procedure later
from [(AD)[{(A7)}", which implies w € {yr—1,¥yr}, then we exchange the name of t* and w. The same arguments
also hold for [(A6)[*.
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o 1T = yy: Astt = 5, we have moved yo21 to G1. If w # x5, we choose wzo in G and wx;
in Gy as w # tT. Gy is strong as x1twraysxy is a cycle; Observe that there is a (y2, w)-path
P in G5 which do not go through z; and z9, then zizstys Pwzx, is a cycle, Gg is strong. If
w = xg, then there exists v € Vo\{x1,x2,y2} as |Vo| > 4, and we choose vas in G; and vz in
G». By a similar argument, we have that G; and G2 are strong.

o tT =£ yo: We have moved tTz; and tTz5 to G7. Observe that there is a (y2,t")-path Q in
G1 which do not go through z; and w3, then xay2Qttxy is a (x2, z1)-path in Gy. If w = x9,
then x1tzs is a (zg,z1)-path in Gy, if w = ya, then x1ty2QtT x5 is a (z2,z1)-path in Gy, if
w # X2,Y2, then we choose wxy in Gy and wre € Ga, x1twry is a (x2,x1)-path in Gy. So
G, is strong. As y2z1 € Ga, Observe that there is a (¢7, y2)-path P in G5 which do not go
through z; and xs, then zz2tt T Pyaxq is a cycle, Go is strong.

Case 1.2: We enter Recall that N7 (t) = {z1,t7} and there exists a vertex w €
Np (H)\{z1, 22}

1. We remove the additional arc xox1 from G; and the additional arcs z1xs, zox1 from Gs.

2. Add arcs wt,txy to G and arc z1t to G, which are not in G-

What we will do next is analogous to Case 1.1.

If t+ = yo, then there exists a vertex v € Vo\{x1, 22,2} as |Va| > 4, and we choose vz in G
and vy in G7. Observe that there is a (y2, v)-path P in Gy which does not pass through z; and xa,
then x1tys Pvxsy is an (z1, 22)-path in Ga, zotyszy is an (x1, z2)-path in Gy as yaz1 € Ga. Thus,
G- is strong.

If t+ # yo, then we choose tx5 in Gy and ¢y in Gy. Observe that there is a (¢7,y2)-path Q
in G which does not pass through x; and za, then z1tt Va5 is an (x1, z2)-path in Ga, zatt T Qyaxy
is a (xo,x1)-path in G4 as yox1 € G2. So G is strong.

As x129 € Gy, we only need to check the presence of an (x2,z1)-path in G;. If w = ys, then
xayolxy is the path we need, and if w # x4, observe that there is a (y2, w)-path P in Gy which does
not pass through z; and x5, then xoys Pwtx; is the path we need. Thus, G is strong in either case.

Refer to Figure [ for an illustration of Case 1.1 and Case 1.2.

t t
[ ] [ ]
tt \ t* X‘
b X9, 1 ° i)
w 2(_/" ° w 2<_/°v'
Case 1.1 Case 1.2

Figure 4: An illustration of Case 1.1 and Case 1.2, where red arcs are in Gy, green arcs are in Gs.

Case 2: We also enter [(A6)[* or [(AT)[*.
Case 2.1: When ¢ = t*, then the procedures we have entered are [(A6)| and [(A6)[, as

z1t, xat, t*yrfl, t*yr S A(D)

1. Note that zott = t*~y,_1 in Ghew, We have a stronger result of that is xoys, Tp—1,yr—1 €
G1,zot, ttT € Gs.

2. A stronger result of we let GG; contain 2-cycle y,y,_1y, for i =1, 2.
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3. We remove the additional arcs z1x2, x2x1, YrYr—1, Yr—1Yr from G1, and the additional arcs
Tox1, Yryr—1 from G1. And we add arcs x1t, ty,, which are not in Gpeyw, to Gi.

In the following, we only move the arcs y,z2,yr—121,yr2x1 and if we can find cycles containing
the vertices x1x2y,—1, ¥y, in both G; and G, then G; and G are strong.

We move y,z; to G2, and move y,x2,yr,—121 to G1. In G2, zixaty,_1y,x1 is the cycle we
need, so Gy is strong. If r — 1 = 2, then xoy,_1z1ty,.z2 is the cycle we need, and if r — 1 # 2,
then observe that there is a (y2,z,_1)-path P (of course y2 = x,_1 is possible) in G; which does
not pass through z1,x2,y,—1,y, (the same path as in Gy before removing additional arcs), then
Toyo Px,_1yr—121ty,x2 is the cycle we need, so G5 is strong.

Case 2.2: When t # t*:

We recommend that readers refer to Remark 3.5 before proceeding with the following operations.

1. We do the same arguments as those in Case 1.1 if we have enteredor Case 1.2 if we have
enteredto obtain a pending decomposition of D with the additional arcs ¥, yr—1, YrYr—1, Yr—1Yr-

2. We apply on (G; and G2, where denote the symmetric operations of
(6]

3. We do the same arguments as those in Case 1.1* if we entered or Case 1.2* if we entered
to get a pending decomposition of D, where Case 1.1* and Case 1.2* are the symmetric
cases of Case 1.1 and Case 1.2.

In every case from Case 1 to Case 2, we can always get a pending decomposition GG; and G2 of
D, which meets our needs. o

Remark 3.5. Recall that during the process of this proof, when we apply |(1){(4)| and Case 1.1,
Case 1.2, all the conditions we need are:

i). G; and G are strong;
ii). All out-arcs of {x1,z2} in A(G1) U A(G2) before we do|(1)|are 2y, xat;

iii). All arcs incident to ¢ in € A(G1) U A(G2) are zot and ttT, so we can find a distinct in-arc and
a distinct out-arc of ¢t in D to add to G1.

To do |(1)[{(4)ff and Case 1.1*, Case 1.2*, we need to check the symmetric conditions, which

are:

i)*. Gy and G5 are strong;
ii)*. All in-arcs of {y,—1,y-} in A(G1) U A(G2) before we do|(1)[f are zp_1yr—1,t*Yr—1;

iii)*. All arcs incident to ¢t* in € A(G1) U A(G2) are t*y,_1,t*~t*, so we can find a distinct in-arc
and a distinct out-arc of ¢ in D to add to Gi.

[)* is straightforward to verify. For [)*, as t* # t and N~ (y,) N Vi = N~ (y,—1) N V1 = {¢*},
so all in-arcs of {y,_1,y,} in A(G1)U A(G2) are T,_1yyr—1,t*y,—1. For )*, because t* # ¢, we did
not add any arcs incident to ¢*. This necessitates distinguishing between Case 2.1 and Case 2.2 in
this proof.
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3.2 DI[V,] is not strong

If D[V5] is not strong, then it has the acyclic ordering of its strong component C1,...,Cp (p > 2).
Similar to Lemma [BI] we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6. If the multi-digraph D[Va] 4+ C, where C is a set of some arcs with both endpoints in
Va, has two arc-disjoint (Cp, C1)-paths Q1 and Q2, then D[Va] + C is strong. Besides, if D[Va] + C
is not 2-arc-strong, which means there exists a cut-arc xy, then xy ¢ C and at least one of the
following occurs:

(ﬂl) O;D = {y}v Cpfl = {x}a dB[V2]+C(I> =1,
(ﬁ@) Cr = {CL‘}, Coy = {y}7 dZ)[V2]+c(y) =1,
(B3). xy € A(D[Cy)),

(B4). xy € A(D[Ch]).

Proof. Since D[V,] is semicomplete and C1,...,C), is its acyclic ordering, D[Va] + Q;,7 € [2] is
strong, and so D[Vz] + C is strong.

If D[V5]+C is not 2-arc-strong, let zy be a cut-arc in D[Va]+C. If zy € C, then there exists i € [2]
such that zy ¢ Q; since Q1 and Q2 are arc-disjoint. This yields that (D[V3] 4+ C)\ zy 2 D[Va] + Q;
is still strong, which contradicts to the fact zy is cut-arc. Hence zy ¢ C.

By checking the existence of the following form of path

x--»C, RN Ch --»y,

in (D[V2] + C) \ zy, where zy ¢ Q;, we have xy ¢ D[Vo — C1 — Cp].

If y e Cp,x ¢ Cp. If Cp # {y}, then there exists z € C}, and z dominates y because of C, is
strong, and x — z — y is an (z, y)-path other than xy, which contradicts to the fact that zy is a
cut-arc in D[V2]|+C. Hence Cp = {y}. If 2 ¢ Cp_1, then z — z — y is an (z, y)-path other than zy,
where z € C,_1, which contradicts to the fact that zy is a cut-arc in D[V5] + C. Hence z € Cp_1.
If Cp—1 # {z}, then as Cp,_; is strong, there exists out-arc xz € D[Cp_1], and z — z — y is an
(x,y)-path other than xy, which contradicts to the fact that ay is a cut-arc in D[Va2] + C. Hence
Cp_1 = {z}. If dB[VZHC(:z:) > 2, then there exists an ™ (maybe y), such that z — 2T — y (or
x — y) in (D[V2] + C) \ zy, which contradicts to the fact that xy is a cut-arc in D[V3] 4+ C. Hence
dBMHC(x) = 1. In conclusion, C, = {y}, Cp—1 = {z}, dJlSMHC(:C) =1.

Similarly, if x € Cy,y ¢ Cy, then Cy = {z}, Cs = {y}, dl_)[v2}+c(y) =1.

As zy € D[Vs], then x € Cp,y ¢ Cp or y € C1,x ¢ C;1 will not occur, so the left cases are|(33)]

and O

Let (U,...,U;) be the nice decomposition of C, when |Cp| > 4. Similarly, suppose that
(Wh,...,W,) is the nice decomposition of C; when |Cq| > 4.

. >4 . > 4
X — U[, lf|Cp|_4, and ¥ = Wl, 1f|Cl|_4,
Cp, otherwise. C1, otherwise.

The following proof is similar to the proof for the case that D[V5] is strong. First, we let B = 0
and {Q1, @2} be an (X,Y)p-critical path pair. If D[V2] + Ag,.q,(B) + B is 2-arc-strong, then by
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Lemma[Z9 Theorem[[2and |V2| > 5, we are done. If it is not 2-arc-strong, then by Lemma [3.6] at
least one of [(81)| to occurs. Note that |(51)| and |(33)| (or [(82)| and |(54)) can not occur at the

same time By symmetry of |(51) and m and also symmetry of [(53)| and |(54)} we may assume
that [(31)] or [(33)] occurs (of course, or|($4)| may occur at the same time). Similar to the proof

for D[VQ] is strong, we do the followmg operations for different cases.

For convenience, we denote by G the digraph D[Va]+ B+ Ag, .0,(B) and G the digraph D[Vz]+
B+ AQ1 0, (B). Similarly, we can define Ghew after we define Gpew, which we will determine later
in different cases. We give the corresponding procedures on D, B and {Q1,Q2} to avoid or
(83)

Here, we recall an operation for rebuilding B. For a vertex f € Vi(D), let e be an in-neighbor
of f. If f ¢ V1(B), there is an out-neighbor f* of f which is not e, since D is 2-arc-strong. Add
arcs ef and ffT to B. If f € V1(B), which means there are arcs f~f, ffT € B, then replace
f~f with ef and replace ff+ with ff’, where f’ is another out-neighbor of f, if f© = e. We use
B« {ef, ffT} to denote this operation.

3.2.1 |C =1

If |(51)| or occurs, then it can only be [(1)] And we have C, = {b}, Cp,—1 = {a},
df [V2]+C( a) = 1 where ab is the cut-arc in D[Va] + Ag,.0,(B) + B. We may assume () =

bbb Q1[bF, Y], Q2 = bbaby Qa2[bd, Y], where b1,by € Vi, a ¢ V(Q1),a ¢ V(Qz2). As D is 2-arc-
strong, there is another out-neighbor of a, say u. And u € V; since a has exactly one out-neighbor
in V5. We give the following procedures to avoid

(B1). When u ¢ Vg, 0,:
Let Bpew := B < {au,uu™}. Observe that Vg, g,(Bnew) N Vi(Bpew) = 0, so there is an

(X,Y)n,., -critical path pair {Q3,Q4} such that Ag, g,(Bnew) € AQ,,Qs(Bnew). Let Grew
be D[Vz] + Bunew + AQs,0. (Bnew)- In this case, dgncw (a) > 2 which avoids|(51)]

Additionally, Remark applies here as do the following procedures from |(B2)| to |[(D5)]
Therefore, either |Ag; 0,(Bnew)| < |AQ,,0,(B)| or for each vertex v € Vo\{a}, we have
dg(v) <dg (v), and Vi(B) C Vi(Buew)-

(B2). When there exists ¢ € [2] such that v € Q;, and b; # u:
If u € Vi(B), we define Bhew := B + {au,uu™}, and if u ¢ V;(B), we define Byew = B.
Let Q) = bb;bj auQ;[u, Y], observe that Q' is arc-disjoint with Q3—;, and Vay ,.@) (Buew) N
Vi(Bhew) = 0, so there is an (X,Y) g, -critical path pair {Qs, @4} such that Ag, g,(Bnew) C
AQS—%‘,QQ (Bnew)-
Let Gnew := D[Va| 4+ Brew + AQs,04 (Bnew). If au ¢ Ghew, then Bhew = B, Ag,.0.(B) C

=

Ag,.0,(B) as uu ¢ Ag, q,(B), which contradicts to the fact that {Q1,Q2} is (X,Y)p-
critical. So, we have au € Gyew, then we have dg (a) > 2, which avoids

If[((B1)H(B2)| do not occur for all u € Vs N N} (a), then we have N}, (a)NVi C {b1,b2}.
If b; € N} (a) N V; for some i € [2], we have b; ¢ Q3_;, since if b; ¢ Q3_;, this makes
(B2)| occur as by # b. Then we enter the following procedures.

(B3). When there exists another out-neighbor b3 # by, by of b:
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(B4).

(B5).

(B6).

3.2.2

As Nj(a) N'Vy # 0, there exists i € [2], such that b; € N (a) N V;. Like [(A4)] and [(A5)]
firstly, we get Bpew from B by doing the following two operations.

o B+ {abl,blbj’}

o If b3 ¢ Vi, .0,(B), then B < {bb3, bsbs }. And if b € Vi, g, (B), then we do nothing.
If b3 ¢ Qh QQ, then 1et Q; = bbgb;alez[bz, Y] (b;r can be a, or iIl Y), Qg—i = Q37i-
If b3 (S Qi, then let Q; = bngi[bg,Y], Qéfz = Q37i-
If b3 ¢ Qi; bg S Q37i7 then let Q; = bnggfi[bg, Y], QlS*l = bbg,zb;{_lalez[bz,Y] (b3+—z can be
inY).
Observe that @) is arc-disjoint with @%, and Var.q, (Bhew) N V1(Bpew) = 0, so there an
(X,Y)B,..-critical path pair {Q3, Q4} such that Ag, @, (Bnew) € Agy.Q, (Bnew). Let Grew =
D[Va] + Buew + AQs,04 (Bnew). We have d+ (a) > 2, which avoids|(81)] as ab; € Bpew-

When N7 (b) = {b1,b2}, and N (a) N V; = {b;} for some i = [2]:

If Nj(b;) = {b],a}, N;(b;) = {a,b}, note that D satisfies the structure in Lemma 2111
Therefore, D has no strong arc decomposition.

If there exists w € N (b;)\{b;,a} or if N} (b;) = {b],a} and there exists w € N (b;)\{a, b},
then we additionally add two parallel arcs ba and another arc ab to D[V3]. Let Bpew = B +
{ab;, b;b} }, and we can check {Q3 = Q1,Q4 = Q2} is an (X,Y)p,., -critical path pair, and let
Ghew 1= D[Va] + Buew + AQs,Q. (Bnew). We have dJr (a) > 2, which avoids Compared
with the case D[V5] is strong but not 2-arc-strong, 1fv;7ve regard vertex a as x1, b as xa, b; as
t, 2-path bbg_ib;i as arc zay2, then what we do here is indeed the same as those in
and Let R := {b;}, we call it optional vertex set.

When N (b) = {b1,b2}, Njy(a) N Vi = {b1, b2}, and N (b;) = {b},a}, Ny (b;) = {a, b} for all
i€ 2]
We additionally add two parallel arcs ba and another arc ab to D[V3]. Let Bpew = (B +

{ab1,b1b]}) = {aba,b2b3 }, Q3 = babiQ1[b1,Y], Qs = babaQ2[b2,Y]. Observe that {Qs, Q4}
is (X,Y) -critical path pair, we define Grew := D[V2] + Brew + AQs,Q4 (Bnew)-

Brew

When N (b) = {b1,b2}, Njy(a) N Vi = {b1, b2}, and not in [(B5)]
Let R be th optional vertex set defined as R := {b; |i € [2],such that N} (b;) # {b;",a} or Np(b;) #

Note that R # (), otherwise we are in case [(B5)l Then, we proceed by applying the same
operations as those in|(B4)|for some b; € R. Note that the choice of b; depends on additional

considerations related to [(52)| and |(54)|

|Cp| =2

If|(81)| or occurs, then it must be|(83)] Since C, is strong, then D[C,] forms a 2-cycle. As

G has a cut-arc in D[C,], we can deduce that paths Q1 and Q2 must share the same initial vertex,
denoted b, and another vertex in C), is denoted a. Observe that only ab can be the cut-arc and the
out-degree of a in G must be 1, so if we can prove dg (a) > 2, dg (b) > 2 for the Gpew we get

in the following, then we can avoid[(33)] As D is 2-arc-strong, we have u € N}, (a) V4, we proceed
with the following operations:
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(C1). When u ¢ Vg, 0,:

Let Bhew := B <+ {au,uu™}. Observe that Vg, g,(Bnew) N Vi(Bnew) = 0, so there is a
(X,Y)n,.,-critical path pair {Q3,Q4} such that Ag, 0, (Bnew) C AQ,,0,(B). Let Grew be
D[VQ] + Bhew + AQ37Q4 (BHCW)-

In this case, dgncw (a) =2, dgncw (b) > 2 which avoids|(53)|as au € Bpew-.

(C2). When u € Vg, 0,:

There exists ¢ € [2] such that u € Q;. If u € Vi(B), we define Byew := B + {au,uu™},
and if u ¢ V1(B), we define Byew := B. Let Q) = auQ;[u, Y], observe that @} is arc-disjoint
with Q3_; and VQQ’QS%(BHQW) N Vi (Bhew) = 0, so there is an (X,Y)p, . -critical path pair
{Qg, Q4} such that AQ37Q4 (Bncw) - AQ371-,Q; (Bncw)-

Let Gpow := D[VQ] + Bhew + AQ37Q4 (Bncw)-

If au ¢ Grew, then Byew = B, Ag,,0,(B) € Ag,.0,(B) as u™u ¢ Ag,,q,(B), which con-
tradicts to the fact that {Q1,Q2} is (X,Y)pg-critical. So, we have au € Gyew, then we have

dgnew (a) =2, dgnew (b) > 2, which avoids|(53)|

3.2.3 |C,|=3
If either [(81)| or occurs, it must specifically be|(53)] There exists a 3-cycle abca in D[Cy).

We can perform preliminary operations on Q1,2 to obtain a somewhat ‘minimal’ (X,Y)-path
pair.

(DO0). We may assume that Q1 = q1¢; Q1[q]", Y], Q2 = q2q4 Q2[g5, Y] (The vertices g1 and g are
allowed to coincide). If, for v € {a,b,c}, there exists u € (V1(Q:)\{g]}) N N*(v) for some
i € [2] and vu # q3_iq§L_i, then there exists v~ such that u=u € A(Q;). If u~u € B, we replace
u~u with vu in B to get Bpew, and if u~u ¢ B, we define Byew := B. For this 4, let Q; =
vuQ;[u, Y], observe that @} is arc-disjoint with Q3_; and Vor Qs (Bhew)NVi (Brew) = 0, there
exists an (X,Y)p,,, -critical path pair {Q3,Q4} such that Ag, q,(Buew) € Ags_;.q! (Bnew)-
And we choose Q3 = Q3_;, Q4 = Q) if {Q}, Qs_;} is already an (X,Y)p,_ -critical path pair.
Let Ghew = D[Va] + Bnew + AQs,Q4(Bnew). In the end, we rename Guew as G, Brew as B,
{Q3,Q4} as {Q1,Q2}. We repeat the above process until we can not find such vertices v and
u.

Claim 4. Procedure will stop in some G.

Proof. Observe that |Ag, Q. (Bnew)| < |AQ§1Q371-(BDCW)| < [AQi.@.(B)l. I [Agy,q,(Buew)| =
|AQ1,Q2(B)|a then AQ3,Q4(BHCW) = AQquQ:i—i(BnCW)’ so we have that Q3 = Q3_;,Q4 = Q] and
|Ag,.0.] < |AQ,.0s ;|- Since the original |Ag, q,| is bounded, the process of repeating will
end in a finite number of repetitions if |Ag,, @, (Bnew)| = |40.,0,(B)| always holds. Thus, if the
claim does not hold, then the event that |Ag, 0, (Bnew)| < |A0Q,,0,(B)| will occur infinitely, which
contradicts that the original |Ag, g, (B)| is bounded. O

Observation 3.7. After [(DO)| for any v € {a,b,c}, if there exists u € N} (v) N Vo, 0., then
we {q a5}, where Q= q1qy Qilg), Y], Q2 = gog5 Qalgy , Y.

Observation 3.8. As {Q1,Q2} is an (X,Y) g-critical path pair, we have at least one of qi, q5 will
not appear in another path if ¢ # g3 , where Q1 = q1q Q1lqi", Y], Q2 = qaq5 Q2[q5, Y].
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Observation 3.9. For G = D[Va]+B+Ag, q,(B) with Q1 = q1q; Q1[q], Y], Q2 = q2q5 Q2[q5, Y],
let Bpew := B + {g3q;,4 ¢} if ¢ € Vi(B) and Bypew = B if ¢ ¢ Vi(B) for some g3 €
X,q3 # qi, then {Qs,Q4} is an (X,Y)p,,,-critical path pair, where Q3 = q3q; Qi[g;,Y], Q4 =
43—iq5_;Q3—i[g5_;,Y]. Because we just replace an initial vertex of some Q;,i € [2], with another
vertex in X. In the following context, when we use this observation, we may omit to define Bpew
and Q3, Q4 for simplicity.

If|(83)| still occurs after we enter one of the following procedures for different conditions.

(D1). The initials of Q1, Q2 are same, says a, and (N, (b) U N7 (c)) N Vg, ., = 0

We may assume Q1 = aaiaf Q1la],Y],Q2 = aazaj Qalas,Y]. By observation B8 there
exists i € [2], such that a; ¢ V4 (Q3—;), we move aa;, a;a; to B if they belong to Ag, q,(B).

(a) When ba € D, as[(33)]occurs, we have cb ¢ D[C,] and df;(c) = 1, ca is the cut-arc. There
is another out-neighbor of ¢ in Vi, which says u. Bpew := B + {cu, uu*}. We can find
an (X,Y)p,., -critical path pair {Qs, Q4} such that Ag, g, (Bnew) € AQ,,Q, (Bnew). Let
Ghew = D[Va] + Brew + AQs,Q. (Bnew). This avoids as {aa;, aa}, cu,uut} C Bpey.

(b) When ba ¢ D:
If for any u € NJ(b) N Vi, Nj(u) = {b,c}, then there exist two distinct vertices
ui,uy € Vi, such that bui,uic,cus,uguy € D, where uj € Vo \ {b,c} as there is
another ({b,c}, Va\{b, c})-path, besides the arc ca. Let Byew := (B < {bui,uic}) +
{cuz, uzuy}. We can find an (X, Y) g, -critical path pair {Q3, @4} such that Ag, g, (Bunew) C
AQ, .05 (Buew). Let Ghew := D[Va]+Bnew+ 405,04 (Bnew)- As {aa;, aa:r, buy, uic, cug, uguy } C
Brew, wWe avoid
If not, then there exists a vertex u € N (b) N Vi, and it has an out-neighbor u* €
Vo \ {b,c}. let Bhew := B <« {bu,uu™}. We can find an (X,Y)p,. -critical path
pair {Qs3,Q4} such that Ag, 0,(Bnew) C AQ,,0s(Bnew). Let Gnew := D[Va2] + Byew +
AQs,Q4 (Buew). And if[(33)]still occurs for Guew, then we have ¢b ¢ D, and N (c) =1
We regard Gpew as G, b as 1, ¢ as x2, u as ¢t and enter the procedures of |(A1)H(A8)|to
get the new Gpew Or enter an counterexample.
Initially, we move {aa;,aa] } C B. As a; € N5 (b)UN (c), we have never removed these

two arcs from B when we enter [(A1)H(A7)l So, we can avoid|(53)|now as there are two

arc-disjoint ({b},Y)-paths and dgnew (¢) > 2. Note that if we enter [(A6)|or [(AT)] then
we define optional vertex set R := {u}.

(D2). The initials of @1, Q2 are same, says a, and (N (b) U Nt (c) N Vg, o, # O

We may assume that Q1 = aa1Q1[a1,Y], Q2 = aasQ2a2,Y]. As what we did in we
have (NT(b)UNT(c)NVg, 0, € {a1,az2}. If there exists i € [2], such that a; is an out-neighbor
of b, then we replace aa; in G with ba; to get Grew. If not, then there exists i € [2], such that
a; is an out-neighbor of ¢, we replace aa; in G with ca; to get Gpew-.

Now the initials of Q3, Q4 are different and {Qs, Q4} is still (X,Y)p,., -critical path pair by
Observation 39, and if [(83)| still occurs for Gyew, we rename Gpew as G, Bpew as B, {Q3, Q4}
as {Q1,Q2} and do one of the following operations.

In the following cases, the initials of Q1,Q> are different, we may assume @, =
aaral Qilaf, Y], Q2 = bbib Q2[b],Y] by relabeling the name of a,b,c. Besides, as
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(D3).

(D4).

(D5).

(83)| occurs for G, we have dénew(c) =1,¢b ¢ D. And as what we did in if

there is an out-neighbor u of some vertex in {a,b,c}, such that u € Vg, ¢,, then it
must be a; or by.

When there exists u € N (¢) N Vi, such that u ¢ Vg, o,

Let Byew := B < {cu,uu™}, we can find an (X,Y)p,_, -critical path pair {Q3, @4} such that
AQs,Q4 (Bnew) € AQ1,Q2 (Bhew). Let Gpew := D[V2] + Bpew + AQ3,Q4 (Bhrew)-

If still occurs for Guew, then we have Ag, g,(Bnew) € AQ,,Q.(Bnew), which means
|AQs.04 (Bnew)| < |AQ,,@.(B)|- Then we rename Ghew 88 G, Brew as B, {Q3,Q4} as {Q1, Q2}
and repeat the whole process from

When N7 (c) N'Vi C Vi, g,, and ay = by:

As what we did in [[DO)] we have N (c) N Vi = {a1}.

If there exists = € {a, b}, such that there exists u € N (z) N Vi,u # a1, then as what we do
in we have u ¢ Vg, @,. We replace za; with ca; in G to obtain Ghew, and if [(33)| still
occurs, then we relabel the name of a, b, ¢ and enter |[(D3)]

If Nfj(a)nVi = NE(B)NVi = Nj(e) NVi = {a1}, then we add additional arcs ab, be, ca to
DI[V5] to get Grew-

When N (c) NVi C Vi, 0., and ay # by:

If Ng(c) NV1 = {a1}, we replace aa; in G with ca; to get Gpew by Observation B9 if
still occurs for Gpew, we rename Grew as G, Buew as B, {Q3, Q4} as {Q1, @2}, and we relabel
a,b,c to fit the conditions, then we enter [[D3)] or enter [(D5)] with b; € N} (¢). Thus, We
can always assume b; € N7} (c).

If ba € D, then we replace bb; with c¢b; in G to get Guew by Observation B.9, which avoid
(53)] so we may assume ba ¢ D.

If there exists u € Ng(b) NVi,u ¢ {a1,b1}, we replace bby in G with cb; to get Grew by
Observation B9, if [(83)[still occurs for Grew, we rename Gpew as G, Bhew as B, {Q3,Q4} as
{Q1,Q2}, and we relabel a,b, ¢ to fit the conditions, so we enter [(D3)| by Observation B.7

Now, we consider the following two cases with ba ¢ D, N/ (b)) N Vi C {a1,b1}.

(a) When N (c)NVy = {bi}:
If Nzg(b) NVy = {b1}, then we regard b as x1, ¢ as x2, by as t, and same arguments as
those in [(A6)] [(A7)] and [(A8)|as by ¢ V(Q1) by [(D0)] And if it is the case like [(A6)]
then we define optional vertex set R := {b;}
If N; O)NVy ={a1,b1}, and if ac € D, then we replace bby with c¢by, aa; with ba; in G
to get Grew by Observation B9l which avoid so we may assume ac ¢ D.

i. When there exists u € Ng(a) NVi,u ¢ {a1,b1}, we replace bby with cby, aa; with
ba; in G to get Gpew by Observation 3.9, and we relabel a, b, ¢ to fit the conditions
and enter by Observation 3.7

ii. When N7 (a) N'Vi C {a1,b1}. If it is in the case we illustrate in Lemma B.12 then
D has no strong arc decomposition.

If not, as[(B6)} we define R C {ay,b;}, such that if ay satisfies Nj,(a1) # {af,a} or
Np(a1) # {a,b}, then a; € R and if by satisfies N7 (b1) # {b],b} or N5, (b1) # {b, c},
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then b; € R, we call R optional vertex set. Note that R # (), otherwise it is in the
case we illustrate in Lemma
We choose a vertex in R, and do the following operation to avoid Note that
the choice of vertex depends on another side which is related to and [(B4)]
As what we do in[(DO0)] we have a1 ¢ V(Q2),b1 ¢ V(Q1).
If we choose by, let B «+ {aal,alaf}, then we regard b as x1, ¢ as x2, b1 as t, and
same arguments as those in and If we choose aq, let B + {cby, blbf},
then we regard a as x1, b as x2, a1 as t, and same operations as those in and
(A7)
(b) When N7 (e) NVi = {a1,b1}:
If ac € D, then we replace aa; with ca; in G to get Guew by Observation 3.9 which
avoid so we may assume ac ¢ D.

i. If there exists u € Ng(a) NVi,u ¢ {a1,b1}, we replace aa; with ca; in G to get
Ghew by Observation [3.9] if still occurs for Gpew, we rename Grew as G, Brew
as B, {Qs,Q4} as {Q1,Q2}, and we relabel a, b, ¢ to fit the conditions, so we enter
by Observation 3.7

ii. If Ng(a) N Vi = {a1}, then we replace aa; in D with ca; to get Gpew by Observa-
tion B9 if |(33)| still occurs for Grew, we rename Grew as G, Buew as B, {Q3,Q4} as
{Q1, @2}, and we relabel a, b, ¢ to fit the conditions, then enter

iii. If Njj(a) N Vi = {a1,b1}. As this is not the case we illustrate in Lemma B.12] then

we do similar operations to those in |(D5)(a)ii} which is:
As we define R C {a1,b1}, such that by € R and if a; satisfies N} (a1) #

{af,c} or Nj(a1) # {a,c}, then a; € R. We call R optional vertex set.
We choose a vertex in R, and do the following operation to avoid [(83)] Note that
the choice of vertex depends on another side which is related to|(52)|and [(54)|

As what we do in|[(D0)| we have a; ¢ V(Q2),b1 € V(Q1).

If we choose by, let B + {aay,ajaf}, then we regard b as x1, ¢ as 2, by as t, and

same arguments as those in |[(A6)|and |(A7)l If we choose a1, replace aa; with cay
in G, let B + {bby, blbf}, then we regard c as x1, a as xs3, a1 as t, and do the same

operations as those in|(A6)|and [(A7)|

Remark 3.10. If a loop occurs, it will involve passing through Since we can only enter
(D3)| a finite number of times, there will be no infinite loop. This is ensured because each entry
decreases |AQ,.04 (Bnew)| compared to |Ag, g, (B)| if it is not the final entry. Specifically,
|Ag, .0, (B)| does not increase at any step in this paper.

3.2.4 |Gyl >4

If|(81)| or |(83)| occurs, then it can only be|(83)l In this case, X = Uy. Like Lemma [B1] if there

is cut-arc zy € A(D[C,]), then there is no path in form © — X iy y in G\ zy, where zy ¢ Q;
for some j € [2]. Observe that there is always a path Y — y as Y C C1,y € C), so by Lemma [3.1]

we have X = Uy = {x1}, Upm1 = {y1} = {z2} = {z}, dg(xz) = 1, then enter |[(A1){(A8)|
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3.2.5 Completion of the proof
We may use [(B1)[*{(D5)[ to denote the symmetric procedures of [((B1)H(D5)| if [(52)| or |(54)|

occurs, and denote by u* the corresponding vertex of u (u is an arbitrary vertex). If D has the struc-
ture as we illustrated in Theorem 2.11] or Theorem B.12] then D has no strong arc decomposition.
If D has no such structure, then we do the following:

Like what we do when D[V3] is strong but not 2-arc-strong, we can finally get a 2-arc-strong
Ghew by repeating [(A1)H(D5)|and [(A1)[{(D5)[*. The process can come to an end by the following
claim.

Claim 5. The process will eventually terminate.

Proof. If the process does not terminate, the following event will occur infinitely often: [(81)| or

(83)] occurs for G and or [(34)] does not occur for G. However, after [[AT)H(D5)] |(32)| or

(84)| occurs for Gpew, that means in an infinite number of the repetitions of this event, we have
|AQ,.04(Bnew)| = |A0,,0,(B)|, because the original |Ag, g,(B)| is bounded. However, this is
impossible under the following two cases:

1. When |Cy]| = 1,2 or |Cy| > 4, if[(82)| or occurs, then d5 () = 1 for some z € C; or
{z} = C5,|C1| = 1. And when |Ag,.Q,(Bnew)| = |A0Q,,@,(B)|, we have that the in-degree of
2 will not decrease.

2. When |Cy] = {a*,b*,c*}, if [[B4)] does not occur for G and [Aq,,q, (Bnew)| = |Ag,,q.(B)|, we
can deduce that démw (z) > 2 for all x € (4, in addition, if occurs for Gpew then we can
deduce that the terminals of Q3 and Q4 are same, say a*, and there is no arc from Vo\Cy
to b*, ¢*. When |Ag, 0, (Bnew)| = |A40,,0,(B)], entering [(A1){(D5)| will neither decrease the
in-degree for all x € C7, nor produce a new arc with both side in C, we can deduce that
occurs for G, which is a contradiction.

Thus, we can finally obtain a 2-arc-strong Gpey in a finite number of steps since the original
|Ag, Q.| is bounded. O

When we encounter the optional vertex set R or R*, we obey the following rules:

Without loss of generality, if we encounter R first, we randomly choose a vertex x in R. If we
also encounter R* later, we choose the same vertex x for R* when x € R*; otherwise, we randomly
choose a vertex in R*. Note that once we handle R (R*),|(51)| ((52)) and [(83)| ((54)) will not occur
again in the remaining process. This follows from the proof of Claim

If we have never added additional arcs to D[V3], then Gyeyw is a subdigraph of D, and for |V| > 5,
Gew has a strong arc decomposition by Theorem [[L2) and so D has a strong arc decomposition by
Lemma

If we add additional arcs to D[V5], then by the following lemma and Lemma 2.6 D has a strong
arc decomposition.

Lemma 3.11. For D with |Va| > 4 and D[V2] is not strong. If additional arcs have been added to
Grew, then we can find a pending decomposition of D.

Proof. Note that sometimes we regard some vertices in the form of |(A6)|or|(A7)|to enter |[(A6)|or
(A7)} for convenience, we use the term ‘enter [(A6)|or |(A7)[ in the following, though we are now

dealing with the non-strong part.
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We can see that adding additional arcs only occurs in cases like [(A6)] [(A7)] [(B5)] [(D4)]
[(A6)[", [(AT)[, [(B5)[* and [(D4)[".

We may first assume we always added additional arcs in [(A1){(D5)| by symmetry.

As we have added additional arcs in D[V3], such that there are two pairs of parallel arcs in the
form of x1xe, xox1 or three pair of parallel arcs ab, be, ca in Grew, 50 Gpew is not isomorphic to the
counterexamples in Theorem[[.2l Thus, we can find a strong arc decomposition G1 and G4 of Grew-
By lifting all splitting arcs in G; and Gs to obtain G| and Gs, which is a pending decomposition
of D with the additional arcs by Remark What to do next is to reallocate the arcs of G; and
G2 so that they are always strong. And we have the following: (For convenience, here we continue
the case count from Lemma B.4])

Case 3: We have added additional arcs for exact one time.

Case 3.1: If enter or [(A7)] then we do[(T)}j(4)] and the same proof in Case 1.1 and Case
1.2 in the proof of Lemma

Case 3.2: If we enter [(B5)] like[(1)[[(3)]of Lemmal3.4] we may assume aby, b1b € Gy, abs, baby €
G2. Let G; contain 2-cycle aba for i = 1,2. For any v € Vo\{a,b}, va € A(G;) and vb € A(G3_;)
for some ¢ € [2] since G; contains a 2-cycle aba for i = [2].

Remove the additional arcs ab, ba in G, and the additional arc ba in G5. Add bbs, boa to Gy,
bbl, bla to Gg.

We want to show that by some reallocation of arcs in G; and Ga, the resulting two graphs (we
still call them G; and G for convenience) are still strong and can make up a pending decomposition.
In the following, we only move the arcs which are incident to a and b, in addition, for any vertex
v € Va\{a, b}, once we move vz; from G, to Gs_;, then we move vzs_; from Gs_; to G, for i, j = [2].
After applying reallocation, we only need to check if there is an (a, b)-path and a (b, a)-path in G;
for i = [2] to make sure that both G; and G4 remian strong.

Choose parallel arc bfb in Gy, bja in Ga, bjb in Gy, bja in Ga, and there is no conflict if
bf = bJ. It’s obvious that there is an (a,b)-path and a (b, a)-path in G; for i = [2].

Case 3.3: If we enter[(D4)] like[(T)}|(3)|of Lemma[3.4] we may assume aay, aia)” € G1,bay,a1b] €
G. Let G; contain 3-cycle abca for i = 1,2. For any v € Vo\{a, b, c}, vv; € A(G1) and vvy € A(G2)
for some vy, vs € {a,b, c} since G; contains a 2-cycle aba for i = 1, 2.

Remove the additional arc ab from G1, and the additional arcs bc, ca from Gs. Add ca; to Gs.

What we do next is like Case 3.2.

Choose parallel arc a]b in G1, afa,afc in Go. bfb in Gy, bfa,bfc in Ga. It’s obvious that
there is an (a,b)-path, a (b, ¢)-path and and a (¢, a)-path in G; for i = [2].

See Figure Bl as an illustration.
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Figure 5: An illustration of reduction in |[(B5)ll(ID4)| where red arcs are in Gp, green arcs are in
Gs.

Case 4: We add additional arcs two times. We define S := {t} if we enter or
S := {by1,bo} if we enter[(B5)] S := {a1} if we enter and so we can define the corresponding
S*.

Case 4.1: When SN S* # 0

If we enter |(D4)] then we must enter , as there are 4 arcs incident to aq in Gpew, and
for [(A6)[* and [(A7)[*, there are only 2 arcs incident to t*, for there are only 2 arcs incident
to both b7 and b5. Firstly, we do the same operations as those in Case 3.3, and then we do the
same operations as those in Case 3.3%, where Case 3.3* is the symmetric operation of Case 3.3.
The reason why we can do this is that after Case 3.3, G; and G2 are strong, and ajc* has not been
used in G and Gs.

If we enter then S N S* # (0 is impossible, as for any vertex z in S*, = has at least two
out-neighbors besides x1, x2, and ¢ has only one out-neighbor besides x1, z3. For a similar reason,
if we enter then SN S* # () is impossible.

The only remained case is that we enter and . We do the same operations as those
in|(1)H(4)|and Case 2.1 in Lemma 3.4

Case 4.2: When SN S* = () and we may assume we encounter R first by symmetry:

Step 1. We do the same arguments as those in Case 3.

Step 2. We do the same arguments as those in Case 3%, where Case 3* is the symmetric case
of Case 3.

In every case from Case 1 to Case 4, we can always get a pending decomposition G; and G of
D, which meets our needs.

The reason why we can do the above two steps is that:

o If G; and G2 are strong, and ajc* has not been used in G and Ga, then we can enter Case
3.3*. This is guaranteed by S N S* = (.

o If G; and G4 are strong, and b3b*, a*b3, bb*, a*b] have not been used in G; and G2, then we
can enter Case 3.2*%. This is guaranteed by S N .S* = (.

e If G and Gy satisfy [)*, M)*, M)* in Remark 3.5 we can enter Case 3.1*. [)* is guaranteed
by G1 and G5 are strong. [)* is guaranteed by SN .S* = ). We may assume we choose z in
R,as SNS* =10, so z ¢ R* and this guarantees [)*.

O
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Lemma 3.12. Let D = (V1,Va; A) be a 2-arc-strong split digraph with |Va(D)| > 4 and D[V3] is
not strong, which means it has the acyclic ordering of its strong component C1,...,Cp (p > 2). If
D has a copy of at least one of the following structures, then D has no strong arc decomposition.

e D[C,)] is a 3-cycle, say abca, and there exists u,v € Vi, such that N (b) = {u,v,c}, Nj(c) =

{v,a}, Np(a) = {u,b}, Nj(v) = {a,u™}, Np(v) = {b,0F}, where u*,v™ € Vo \ Cp, and they
can be the same one, besides, Np, (u) = {a,b}, N5 (v) = {b, c}.

e Reversing arcs in the first case.

Proof. If the first case occurs, suppose to the contrary that D has a strong arc decomposition Dy, Do
and we may assume au € Dq and ab € Dy as dfj(a) = 2. Since d(u) = 2,d}(u) = 2, we have
wu™ € D1, bu,ua € Day, otherwise there is no out-arc of {a,u} in D;. Besides, we have vv™ € Ds
as there is a ({a,b,c}, V2 \ {a,b, c})-path in Dy. Consider the ({a,b,u},v)-path in Dy, if it is bew,
then there is no (b, c)-path in Dy, so it must be bv € Dy and cv,vb € Dy as d(v) = 2,d5(v) = 2.
Besides, ca € Dy as df;(c) = 2. Now, there is no (c,a)-path in D; no matter how we distribute
other arcs, which contradicts the fact that D is strong. So, D has no strong arc decomposition.
By the same arguments, we can prove the second case. O

u+ u e

o(—o<._/
//o c
==l

Figure 6: An illustration of Proof of Lemma

4 Concluding remarks

The proofs of Theorem [[8 when |V2| < 4 are included in the appendix. These cases are
somewhat tedious but not particularly difficult.
By Theorem [[L.8 we can conclude the following interesting result.

Corollary 4.1. For any 2-arc-strong split graph D = (V1,Va; A), it has a strong arc decomposition
by adding at most 1 specific arc in D[V2].
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Appendix

A Proof of Theorem 1.8 when |V;| <3

Let D = (V4,Va; A) be a 2-arc-strong split digraph. We say {V1,Va2} is a mazimal partition if
there is no vertex x in Vj such that N(x) = V5. If V; = ), then D is a semicomplete digraph which
is reduced to Theorem [Tl Now, suppose Vi # 0. Since each vertex in V; has out-degree and
in-degree at least 2, we have |Vz| > 2. When |Va| = 2, say Vo = {u, v}, for any vertex x € Vi, the
digraph must contain 2-cycles xux and zvz. This implies that we can find a new vertex partition
V(D) = V{UVy where Vi = VoU{z} for some vertex = € V4 and V{ = V(D) \ V4, such that V{ is an
independent set and the subdigraph induced by V4 is semicomplete. Thus, the case when |V3| = 2
is reduced to the case when |Vz| = 3 with maximal partition V(D) = V4 U Va.

Proposition A.1. Let D = (V1,Va; A) be a 2-arc-strong split multi-digraph with mazimal partition
V(D) = V4 U Vs such that Vi is an independent set, Va induces a semicomplete multi-digraph and
there is no multi-arc between Vi and Va. If |Va| = 3, then D has a strong arc decomposition.

Proof. Let Vo = {u,v,w}. We prove this result by induction on |Vi|. When |V;| = 0, the result
follows directly from Theorem [[21 Now, assume that |[Vi| =n > 1 and that the result holds for all
2-arc-strong split multi-digraphs with maximal partition V(D) = V4 U V5 and |Vi] < n — 1. Choose
a vertex x € V7, there is exactly one vertex in Vs, say w, which is not adjacent to z, since partition
V(D) = V1 U V5 is maximal. And so the vertex 2 dominates u,v and is also dominated by w,v.
We split off the pair (uz,zv) at = to obtain a splitting arc wv, and similarly, we split off the pair
(v, zu) at x to obtain a splitting arc vu. Let D, denote the new multi-digraph obtained after
these two splitting-off. Note that d}, (z) =dp, (z) =0. Let D’ = D, —x. Let V{ = V; \ {z}, then
V(D) = V{ UV, is also maximal partition of D’'.

Claim 6. The multi-digraph D' is 2-arc-strong.

Proof. Let a and b be two distinct vertices in V(D’), and thus also in V(D). Then there are two
arc-disjoint paths from a to b in D, denoted as P, and P,. If path P; (where i = 1,2) contains
x, then P; must include both u and v since N~ (z) = N (x) = {u,v}. We can then replace the
segment uzv on path P; with the corresponding splitting arc to get a new path P/ from a to b in
D’. Thus, we find two arc-disjoint paths from a to b in D’. O

Hence, D’ has a strong arc decomposition A(D’) = B; U Bs by induction hypothesis. Now we
consider the distribution of the splitting arcs wv and vu. If both B; and Bs have exactly one splitting
arc, without loss of generality, let 4v lie in By and vu lie in By. Then Bf := (B \ {uv}) U{uz, zv}
and B) := (B2 \ {vu}) U{vz,zu} will form a strong arc decomposition of D.

If these two splitting arcs «wv and vu lie in the same set, say B;. Since D[V3] is semicomplete,
either uv or vu lies in A(D[Vz]). Without loss of generality, suppose uv € A(D[Vz]). If wv € By,
then D,[B; \ {uv}] is still strong. This yields that A(D,) = B} U B}, in which B} = B; \ {uv}
and B, = By U {uv}, is a strong arc decomposition such that each set has exactly one splitting arc
and so we are done. If uv € By, then A(D,) = B} U Bj, in which B} = (B \ {uv}) U {uv} and
Bl = (B2 \ {uv}) U {uv}, is a strong arc decomposition such that each set has exactly one splitting
arc and so we are done. O
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Corollary A.2. Let D = (V1,Va; A) be a 2-arc-strong split digraph with mazimal partition V(D) =
V1 UV, such that Vi is an independent set and Va induces a semicomplete digraph. If |Va| = 3, then
D has a strong arc decomposition.

B Proof of Theorem 1.8 when V5| =4

We may only consider the case when each vertex in V; is adjacent to at most 3 vertices in V5.
Since when there is a vertex adjacent to all vertices in V5, then it can be viewed as a split digraph
with |V2| =5 or a semicomplete digraph on 5 vertices, which has been previously discussed.

In the previous proof when |V3| > 5, the condition |Va| > 5 instead of |Va| > 4 is specifically
used to avoid certain configurations. The key role of this condition is to ensure that the new
digraph Gpew (or original G, or D[V3]) remains 2-arc-strong without adding additional arcs. We
use |V2| > 5 to avoid the case that Gpey (or original () is isomorphic to one of the seven graphs
shown in Theorem [[L2l So, here we only need to focus on this case.

Note that after removing parallel arcs in the seven graphs, each of them is isomorphic to Sy,
so the semicomplete digraph D[V3] must be a subdigraph of Sy, which implies that there is a 4-
circle vivavsvgvr in D[V3]. Considering isomorphism, D[V2]| can only be one of the following three
digraphs. We only focus on the cases where D has no strong arc decomposition.

V] @——> 0 U2 V1 @—>e U2 V] @——> e U2

S S4,—1 S4,—2

Lemma B.1. If D[V3]+ C has a strong arc decomposition, then D has a strong arc decomposition,
where C is a splitting arc set, and for any vertex x in V1, = satisfies one of the following

o There are at most one splitting arc in C obtained by splitting-off an arc pair at x.

o At least one splitting arc in C' obtained by splitting-off an arc pair at x has a parallel arc in

D[V3].

Proof. We may assume D[Vz]+ C has a strong arc decomposition D} and Dj. Fix an vertex x € Vi,
if there are more than two splitting arcs obtained by splitting-off arc pairs at x in C, say ab and
cd, where ab is the splitting arc with parallel arc ab € A(D[V]), then we can distribute ab and cd
to different D/,i € [2]. This is because if ab,cd € A(D}), then we can remove ab to A(D}_;) and
remove ab to A(Dj}) if ab € A(D5_,), and we can check D] and Dj are still strong. We do this
distribution step by step for all € V4. Now we lift all splitting arcs in D} and D) to get D; and
D5, we can check D; and D5 form a pending decomposition of D, therefore, D has a strong arc

decomposition by Lemma O

B.1 D[V, is S..

If Vi = 0, then D = S4 which has no strong arc decomposition. Now we will prove that if
[Vi| > 1, then D has a strong arc decomposition. Suppose for contradiction that D does not
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have a strong arc decomposition. There exists a € Vi, then D[V2] + {a~a*} has no strong arc
decomposition by Lemma [B.I] where a~a™ is obtained by splitting-off the arc pair (a~a,aa™) at
a. So a~at = v3v; or v1vs in the sense of symmetry by Theorem [[L2l Now we consider the other
arcs adjacent to a in D.

e We assume a~a’ = vzvy. If avy € D, then D[V] + {v3va} has a strong arc decomposition. If
vea € D, then D[Va]+{vov1} has a strong arc decomposition. By Lemma[B.I] D has a strong
arc decomposition. Thus, ave,vea ¢ D. Then, avs € D or avs € D as dj;(a) > 2; via € D or
vza € D as d(a) > 2.

If avy € D and via € D, then D[Va] + {v1v4} has a strong arc decomposition. If avy € D and
vqa € D, then D[Va] + {vqv1,v3v4} has a strong arc decomposition.

If avs € D and via € D, then D[Va]+ {v1v3,v3v1 } has a strong arc decomposition. If avs € D
and vsa € D, then D[Vs] + {vgqvz} has a strong arc decomposition.

In conclusion, by Lemma [B.Il D has a strong arc decomposition when a~a®™ = wv3vi, a
contradiction.

e We assume that a~a™ = vivs. It is a contradiction by a similar argument.

So, we have that a~a™ # v3v; or vive, which is a contradiction. Thus, if D[V5] is isomorphic to Sy,
D has a strong arc decomposition if V| > 1.

B.2 D[‘/g] is 54’_1.

Since Sy is a subdigraph of Gpew (or G), then there exists a vertex a € vy such that vya, ave € D.
If there is another vertex b € Vi, then D has a strong arc decomposition by splitting off (v4a, avs)
at a, and applying the proof for the case where D[V5] is S4. Therefore, we only need to consider
the case where V; = {a}.

When a is only adjacent to vo and vy:

V] @——>@ U2 It has no strong arc decomposition as (iv)* x (iv) has no strong arc

xa decomposition.

4

U3 @——> 0" U4

When a is adjacent to ve,v4 and vy:

If avi,via € D, D has a strong arc decomposition as D[Vz] + {vqv1,v1v2} has a strong arc
decomposition by Lemma

29



If avy € D,via ¢ D:

/

V3 @——>@ U4

1

U3 @——> 0" U4

It has no strong arc decomposition as (i¢)* x (i7) has no strong arc de-
composition.

U1 @ ] V1 @——m>0 U2

¢
. .X.zj

V2
a
)

/-~

V3 @——> @ Uy

If avi ¢ D,via € D:

V1 @——>0 U2

a
V4 ’
V3 .—).4

V1 @———>0 VU2

X

U3 @——> 0 U4

It has no strong arc decomposition as (i7i)* x (i4¢) has no strong arc
decomposition. (#i¢ is isomorphic to i)

v1 @

v3 o—»o‘{ U3

[ ]
[ ]
<
IS

When a is adjacent to ve,v4 and vs:

If vza, avs € D:

VT @——mm> e U2 (% ) ® U2

U3 @ ® U4 V3 @——> @ U4
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If vsa ¢ D,avs € D:

V] @———>@_ V2 It has no strong arc decomposition no matter the existence of dashed

\a arcs as (iv)* x (4v) has no strong arc decomposition.
)

’
’

e
V3 .—).A'U4

1

If vsa € D,avs ¢ D:

V] @—— > @ U2 It has no strong arc decomposition no matter the existence of dashed
< ok ..
'\\ﬂ arcs as (4i4)* X (v) has no strong arc decomposition.
°
V3 o—»o‘%
v

We have now completed all cases where D[V3] is S4 1.

B.3 D[‘/g] is 54’_2.

Similarly, as Sy is a subdigraph of Gpew (or (_?), there are arcs via, ave,v3b,bvy in D where
a,be V.

If a = b, then a is adjacent to four vertices, which has been previously discussed. So we only
consider the case a # b in the following. Additionally, if there is another vertex ¢ € V3 where
¢ # a,b, then D has a strong arc decomposition by splitting off v4a, ave, v3b, bv; and applying the
proof for the case where D[V5] is Sy4. Therefore, we only need consider the case Vi = {a, b}.

Since we can split off either v4a, ava or vsb, bv; to obtain a graph similar to S4 1, if D has no
strong arc decomposition, then each of a and b must fall into one of the cases (4), (i), (#i7), (iv) and
(v).

By reversing all arcs in cases (i), (i%), (i4i), (¢v) and (v), rotate 180 degrees clockwise, and rela-
beling, we obtain the corresponding reversed and rotated cases: (i)*, (ii)*, (i4i)*, (iv)*, and (v)* as
described below.

o I I s [

(4) (i) (i) (iv) (v)
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V]_e——>e@ U2 V] @e—> @ U2 V]_e——>e@ U2 V_e——>e0 U2 V1_® ® U2
[ N
\P3 V7 l l
V3 @—> @ V4 V3 @—>e@ U4 U3 @ >0 U4 V3 @—>0 U4 V3 @—>@ U4

()" (é4)* (iid)" (iv)” (v)*

In this way, we only need to discuss the different combinations of cases (i), (i), (4i%), (¢v) and (v).
Additionally, since (e)* x (f) can be transformed into (f)* x (e) by reversing arcs and relabeling,
where e and [ are elements of {4, i, iii,4v, v}, we only need to examine 15 distinct graphs.

(i)* x (i) has no strong arc decomposition as (iv)* X (iv) has no strong arc decomposition.

(i)* x (i%) has no strong arc decomposition as (#i)* x (iv) has no strong arc decomposition.

(2)* x (i4i) has no strong arc decomposition as (i%)* x (v) has no strong arc decomposition.

(2)* x (iv) has no strong arc decomposition as (iv)* x (iv) has no strong arc decomposition.

(i)* x (v) has a strong arc decomposition regardless of the existence of the dashed arc. This is be-
cause the subdigraph D[V5]+ {v3v1, v1v3, v3v4, v4v2 } has a strong arc decomposition by Lemma [B.1]

) e._U2 It has no strong arc decomposition.
\a Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that D has a strong arc decompo-
/o sition into Dy and Ds. Given that N (v3) = 2, we may assume v3b € Dy

l/ and vsvy € Dy. Since N~ (b) = 2, we have vyb € Do. Since N~ (v4) = 2,

V3 @—>@ U4 we have vovy € D;p. Since vsvy € Do and there are only two arcs from
. - {v1,v3,b} to {ve,v4,a}, we have vivy € D;. Since N*(v1) = 2 and

(43)* x (i) vive € Di, we have vivs € Dy. Since vivg € D1 and N~ (v2) = 2, we

have avs € Dy. We have vya € Do as there are only two arcs from
{v1,v3,v4,b} to {va,a}, and so vaa,av; € D;. We can also conclude
that bvs € Dag,buv; € Dy as there are only two arcs from {vs, b} to
{v1,v2,v4,a}. viv1 € D; as vy need out-arc. Now there is no in-arc of
v1 in Do, a contradiction. So D has no strong arc decomposition.
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V] @——>@ U2

(i1)* x (iid)

It has no strong arc decomposition.

Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that D has a strong arc de-
composition into D; and Ds. Given that N*(v3) = 2, we may as-
sume v3b € Dq,v3v4 € Do. we also have buvy € Dq,u4b,bvs € D5 as
there are only two arcs from {vs, b} to {v1,vs,v4,a}, and we have that
v4v1 € Dy since N~ (v1) = 2. Since N (v4) = 3, we have vqa € D1, then
avy € Di,v1a,avy € Dy, and v1v2 € Dy as N~ (ve) = 2.

Now, there is no arc from {v,vs,b} to {va,v4,a} in Dy, which leads to
a contradiction. So, D has no strong arc decomposition.

V1 @e—>e VU2

x(l
U3 .—»o"v:;

(ii)* x (iv)

It has no strong arc decomposition regardless of the existence of dashed
arcs.

Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that D has a strong arc decom-
position into Dy and D,. Given that N (v3) = 2, we may assume
vzb € Dy,v3vy € Dy. Besides, bvy € Dq,v4b,bvs € Doy, v4v1 € Dy as
N~ (v1) = 2, vyv2 € D; as vsvy € Dy and they are from {vy,vs,b} to
{va,v4,a}, vaa € D1 as NT(vy) = 3.

Now there is no in-arc of {vs,a} in D2, a contradiction. So, D has no
strong arc decomposition.

(#3)* x (v) has a strong arc decomposition regardless of the existence of the dashed arc as
D[Vs] + {v3vs,v4v1 } has a strong arc decomposition by Lemma Bl

V1_@——>0 U2

a
[ ]

Xl

U3 @ >0

(idd)* x (iii)

It has no strong arc decomposition.

Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that D has a strong arc decom-
position into Dy and D,. Given that N (v3) = 2, we may assume
vsb € D1,v3vy € Dy. By the in-degree of vy, out-degree of vy, we have
to divide b into v3bvy, v1bvy, a into viavs, v1avy.

Besides, bv; € Dq,v1b,bvy € Da, vqv1 € Do as N~ (v1) = 2, vaa,avy €
Dy,v1a,avy € Dy as NT(vg) = 2, v1vg € Dy as N~ (v2) = 2. Then there
is no arc from {v1,vs, b} to {ve,v4,a} in Dy, a contradiction. So, D has
no strong arc decomposition.

33



It has no strong arc decomposition regardless of whether it has dashed

arcs.
Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that D has a strong arc decom-
position into Dy and Dy. Given that N~ (v1) = 2, we may assume

Ugb,bvl S Dl,vlb,bv4,v4vl € Ds. Besides, v3vy € Do as N+(Ug) = 2,
vivg € Dj as there are only two arcs from {vi,vs,b} to {ve,v4,a},
vga € Dy as NT(vg) = 2.

Now, there is no in-arc of {a,v2} in Dy, which means D has no strong
arc decomposition.

V_e— >0 U2 It has no strong arc decomposition no matter if it has dashed arcs.
&a Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that D has a strong arc decom-
“e  position into D; and Dy. Given that N~ (v;) = 2, we may assume

Z Ugb,bvl S Dl,vlb, b’U4,1}41}1 € Ds. Besides, vovg € Dy as there are

4 only two arcs from {v2,v4,a} to {v1,v3,b}, vivs € Dy as N~ (vs3) = 2,
vive € Dy as NT(vy) = 3, avy € Dg as N~ (v2) = 2, avgy € D; as

(i1d)" x (v) N*(a) = 2.

Now, there is no out-arc of {a,v4} in D7, which means D has no strong

arc decomposition.

VS
V3 @—m>0

It has no strong arc decomposition no matter the existence of dashed

arcs.
Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that D has a strong arc decom-
position into D; and Ds. Given that Ng(v3) = 2, we may assume

v3b € D1,v3v4 € Ds. Besides, bvi € Dl,bvg € Dy as N;;(b) = 2 and v3
has no out-neighbor besides b in D, viv3 € D; as there are only two
arcs from {v1,vs3,b} to {va,v4,a}, vavy € Dy as N (v1) = 2, vaa € Dy
as N (vs) = 2.

Now, there is no in-arc of {a,v2} in Dy, which means D has no strong
arc decomposition.

(7v)* x (v) has a strong arc decomposition regardless of the existence of the dashed arc as
D[V3] + {v3v1, v2v3, v4v2, 304} has a strong arc decomposition by Lemma [B11

(v)* x (v) has a strong arc decomposition regardless of the existence of the dashed arc as
D[Va] + {v3v1, v1v2, v4v2, v304 } has a strong arc decomposition by Lemma [B.1l
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