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Abstract

Bang-Jensen, Bessy, Havet and Yeo showed that every digraph of independence number at most 2
and arc-connectivity at least 2 has an out-branching B™ and an in-branching B~ which are arc-disjoint
(such a pair of branchings is called a good pair), which settled a conjecture of Thomassen for digraphs of
independence number 2. They also proved that every digraph on at most 6 vertices and arc-connectivity at
least 2 has a good pair and gave an example of a 2-arc-strong digraph D on 10 vertices with independence
number 4 that has no good pair. They asked for the smallest number n of vertices in a 2-arc-strong
digraph which has no good pair. In this paper, we prove that every digraph on at most 9 vertices and
arc-connectivity at least 2 has a good pair, which solves this problem.
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1 Introduction

An out-branching (in-branching) of a digraph D = (V, A) is a spanning tree in the underlying graph of D
whose edges are oriented in D such that every vertex except one, called the root, has in-degree (out-degree)
one. For a non-empty subset X C V, the in-degree (resp. out-degree) of the set X, denoted by d(X)
(resp. df (X)), is the number of arcs with head (resp. tail) in X and tail (resp. head) in V' \ X. The
arc-connectivity of D, denoted by A(D), is the minimum out-degree of a proper subset of vertices. A digraph
is k-arc-strongly connected (or just k-arc-strong) if A(D) > k. In particular, a digraph is strongly connected
(or just strong) if A(D) > 1.

It is an interesting problem to characterize digraphs having an out-branching and an in-branching which
are arc-disjoint. Such a pair of branchings are called a good pair. Thomassen [8] proved that it is NP-
complete to decide whether a given digraph D has an out-branching and an in-branching both rooted at the
same vertex such that these are arc-disjoint. This implies that it is NP-complete to decide if a given digraph



has an out-branching and in-branching which are arc-disjoint [2]. Thomassen also conjectured that every
digraph of sufficiently high arc-connectivity has a good pair.

Conjecture 1 ([8]). There is a constant ¢, such that every digraph with arc-connectivity at least ¢ has an
out-branching and an in-branching which are arc-disjoint.

Conjecture [1| has been verified for semicomplete digraphs [I] and their genearlizations: locally semicom-
plete digraphs [7] and semicomplete compositions [6] (follows from its main result in [6]). In [2], Bang-Jensen,
Bessy, Havet and Yeo showed that every digraph of independence number at most 2 and arc-connectivity at
least 2 has a good pair, which settles the conjecture for digraphs of independence number 2.

Theorem 2 ([2]). If D is a digraph with a(D) <2 < X(D), then D has a good pair.

Moreover, they also proved that every digraph on at most 6 vertices and arc-connectivity at least 2 has a
good pair and gave an example of a 2-arc-strong digraph D on 10 vertices with independence number 4 that
has no good pair. They asked for the smallest number n of vertices in a 2-arc-strong digraph which has no
good pair. The following is the first problem in Section 8 of [2].

Problem 3 ([2]). What is the smallest number n of vertices in a 2-arc-strong digraph which has no good
pair?

In this paper, we prove that every digraph on at most 9 vertices and arc-connectivity at least 2 has a
good pair, which answers this problem. The main results of the paper are shown below.

Theorem 4. FEvery 2-arc-strong digraph on 7 vertices has a good pair.
Theorem 5. FEvery 2-arc-strong digraph on 8 vertices has a good pair.
Theorem 6. FEvery 2-arc-strong digraph on 9 vertices has a good pair.

This paper is organised as follows. In the rest of this section, we provide further terminology and notation
on digraphs. Undefined terms can be found in [4,[5]. In Section[2] we outline the proofs of Theorem [4}, [f| and
[6] and state some auxiliary lemmas which we use in their proofs. Section [3] contains a number of technical
lemmas which will be used in proofs of our main results. Then we respectively devote one section for proofs of
each theorem and its relevant auxiliary lemmas. A number of supplementary proofs are moved to Appendix.

Additional Terminology and Notation. For a positive integer n, [n] denotes the set {1,2,...,n}.
Throughout this paper, we will only consider digraphs without loops and multiple arcs. Let D = (V, A) be
a digraph. We denote by wv the arc whose tail is u and whose head is v. Two vertices u, v are adjacent if at
least one of wv and vu belongs to A. If v and v are adjacent, then we also say that u is a neighbour of v and
vice versa. If uv € A, then v is called an out-neighbour of v and u is called an in-neighbour of v. Moreover,
we say wv is an out-arc of u and an in-arc of v and that u dominates v. The order |D| of D is |V].

In this paper, we will extensively use digraph duality, which is as follows. Let D be a digraph and let
D™ be the reverse of D, i.e., the digraph obtained from D by reversing every arc zy to yx. Clearly, D
contains a subdigraph H if and only if D™ contains H"". In particular, D contains a good pair if and only
if D'V contains a good pair.

Let Np(X) = {y : yz € A,z € A} and N (X) = {y : 2y € A,z € A}. Note that X may be
just a vertex. For two non-empty disjoint subsets X,Y C V, we use Ny, (X) to denote N5(X)NY and
dy(X) = [Ny (X)|. Analogously, we can define Ny (X) and di;(X). For two non-empty subsets X1, X C V,
define (Xl,XQ)D = {(1}17’02) €A: v € Xy and vy € XQ} and [Xl,XQ]D = (X17X2)D U (XQ,Xl)D. We will
drop the subscript when the digraph is clear from the context.

We write D[X] to denote the subdigraph of D induced by X. A cligue in D is an induced subdigraph
D[X] such that any two vertices of X are adjacent. We say that D contains K, if it has a clique on p
vertices. A vertex set X of D is independent if no pair of vertices in X are adjacent. A dipath (dicycle) of
D with t vertices is denoted by P, (C). We drop the subscript when the order is not specified. A dipath
P from v; to vg, denoted by P is often called a (v, vs)-dipath. A dipath P is a Hamilton dipath if
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V(P) =V (D). We call Cs a digon. A digraph without digons is called an oriented graph. If two digons have
exactly one common vertex, then we call this structure a bidigon. A semicomplete digraph is a digraph D
that each pair of vertices has an arc between them. A tournament is a semicomplete oriented graph.

In- and out-branchings were defined above. An out-tree (in-tree) is an out-branching (in-branching) of
a subdigraph of D. We use B (B; ) to denote an out-branching rooted at s (an in-branching rooted at
t). The root s (t) is called out-generator (in-generator) of D. We denote by Out(D) (In(D)) the set of
out-generators (in-denerators) of D. If the root is not specified, then we drop the subscripts of B} and
B, . We also use Op (Ip) to denote an out-branching (in-branching) of a digraph D. If Op and Ip are
arc-disjoint, then we write (Op, Ip) to denote a good pair in D.

2 Proofs Outline

In this section, we outline constructions we use to prove our main results. We prove each of them by
contradiction. We give the statements of some auxiliary lemmas. For simplicity, when outlining the proof
of our main results, we assume that |D;| =7, |Dz| = 8 and |Ds| = 9.

2.1 Theorem 4

First we get that the largest clique in D; is a tournament by Lemma [I7} which is given in Section [3] Next
we prove that D; is an oriented graph in Claim [4l1 by Lemma which is shown in Section [3] The next
proposition, which shows that D; has a Hamilton dipath, is proved in Section

Proposition A 2-arc-strong oriented graph D on n vertices has a Py, where 7 <n < 9.

After that, we prove that D; has a good pair by Propositon 23] which is shown in Section [3]

2.2 Theorem [G

Our proof will follow three steps.

Firstly, we get that the largest clique R in Dy has 3 vertices by Lemma And we show that R is a
tournament through Claim []1, which is proved by Lemmas [I7] and

Our second step is to prove that Ds is an oriented graph in Claim [5]2 by Lemmas [T9] 20] and 21} which
are given in Section [3] For completeness, we give partial proofs of these three lemmas in Appendix.

In the last step, we proceed as follows. The next proposition, which implies that Dy has a Hamilton
dipath, is proved in Section

Proposition Let D be a 2-arc-strong digraph on n vertices without a good pair, where 8 <n < 9. If D
is an oriented graph without K, as a subdigraph, then D has a Ps.

To prove it, we first show the proposition below, which will also be given in Section

Proposition [27] Let D be a 2-arc-strong oriented graph on n vertices without K4 as a subdigraph, where
8 <n < 9. If D has two disjoint cycles C! and C? which cover 7 vertices, then D contains a Px.

After that, we prove that Dy has a good pair by Propositon 23]

2.3 Theorem

Our proof will follow four steps.

Firstly, we show that the largest clique R in D3 has 3 vertices by Claim [6}1, which is proved by Propo-
sition [7] given in Section [3} Lemmas [I7] and [I8]

Next we show that R has no digons by Claim[6}2, which is proved analogously to Claim[5]1 by Lemmas [I8]
[ 20 and 21

Our third step is to show that Dj is an oriented graph in Claim [6}3. To do this we need two lemmas
below, which are proved in Section [6]



Lemma Let D be a 2-arc-strong digraph on 9 vertices that contains a digon ). Assume that D has no
subdigraph with a good pair on 3 or 4 vertices. Set X = N (Q) and Y = N} (Q) with X NY = 0. If
|X| =3 and |Y] =2, then D has a good pair.

Lemma [82] Let D be a 2-arc-strong digraph on 9 vertices that contains a digon @. Assume that D has no
subdigraph with a good pair on 3 or 4 vertices. Set X = N (Q) and Y = N} (Q) with X NY = 0. If
|X| =2 and |Y| =2, then D has a good pair.

To prove Lemma [30] we give a generalization of Proposition [8|in Proposition 29 which is shown in Section [6}
To prove Lemma [32] we prove the lemma below first, which will also be given in Section [6]

Lemma [BT] Let D = (V, A) be a 2-arc-strong digraph on 9 vertices that contains a digon Q. Assume that
D has no subdigraph with a good pair on at least 3 vertices. Set X = N, (Q) and Y = N} (Q) with
XNY=0and W=V —V(Q)— X — Y. Assume that |X| = |Y| = 2 and there is an arc e = st € A
such that s € Y and ¢t € W (resp. s € W and ¢t € X). If there are at least three arcs in D[Y U {t}]
(resp. D[X U {s}]), then D has a good pair.

The next lemma, which shows that D3 has a Hamilton dipath, is proved in Section [6]

Lemma [34] Let D be a 2-arc-strong digraph on 9 vertices without good pair. If D is an oriented graph
without K4 as a subdigraph, then D has a Hamilton dipath.

To prove it, we show the proposition below first, which will also be given in Section [6]

Proposition Let D be a 2-arc-strong oriented graph on 9 vertices without Ky as a subdigraph. If D has
two cycles C! and C? with C' N C? = () which cover 8 vertices, then D contains a Hamilton dipath.

After that, we prove that D3 has a good pair by Proposition For completeness, we give some proofs of
Lemmas and [34] in Appendix.

3 Preliminaries and useful lemmas

Proposition 7. Let D be a digraph with A\(D) > 2 and with a good pair (BT, B7). If there exists a vertex
t in D such that D[{s,t}] is a digon, then D has a good pair (B;, B;").

Proof. Let B;” = ts + Bf —e; and B; = B + st — eq, where e; (e3) is the only in-arc (out-arc) of ¢ in
Bf (B;). Observe that B;” (B; ) is an out-branching (in-branching) rooted at ¢ in D. Since the root of
any out-branching has in-degree zero, if ts € BY U B, then ts must be in B; and moreover ts is the only
out-arc e of t in By . Similarly, if st € BJ U B, then st must be in B} and moreover st is the only in-arc
e; of t in BY. Thus, B} and B; are arc-disjoint and so (B;", B; ) is a good pair of D. O

Proposition 8. Let D be a digraph with a subdigraph @Q that has a good pair (Og,Ig). Let X = N5(Q)
and Y = NH(Q) with XNY =0 and X UY =V —V(Q). Let X; (Y;) be the initial (terminal) strong
components in D[X] (D[Y]), i € [a] (j € [b]). If one of the following holds, then D has a good pair.

1. dy(X1) > 1, dy(X;) > 2, i €{2,...,a} and d(Y;) > 2, j € [b].
2. dY (Y1) > 1, dL(Y;) > 2, j€{2,...,b} and dy(X;) > 2, i € [a].

Proof. Let BT be an out-tree containing O¢g and an in-arc of any vertex in Y from Q. Let B~ be an in-tree
containing I and an out-arc of any vertex in X to Q. Set X = {X,, i € [a]} and Y = {Y}, j € [b]}. By the
digraph duality, it suffices to prove that condition 1 implies that D has a good pair.

Now assume that dy (X1) > 1, dy(X;) > 2, i € {2,...,a}, and df(Y;) > 2, j € [b]. Then there are at
least two arcs from Y; (for each j € [b]) to X, at least two arcs from Y to X; (for each i € {2,...,a}) and at
least one arc from Y to X;. Set X{ = X;. If there is an arc y'z; from Y to X with y' in some Y}, j € [b],
then we choose such an arc and let Y{ = Y;, otherwise we choose an arbitrary arc y*z; from Y to X{ and



let Y/ be an arbitrary strong component in ). Let Px = {y'x;}. There now exists an arc, y;x!, out of Y{
(¢! € X) which is different from y'x; (as Y{ has at least two arcs out of it). If there is such an arc y;a!
with 2! in some X;, i € {2,...,a}, then we choose one of these arcs and let X} = X;, otherwise we choose
such an arbitrary arc y;a! out of Y{ (2! € X) and let X} be an arbitrary strong component in X — X]. Let
Py = {y12'}. Likewise, for t > 2, we get an arc y'z; into X; (y* € Y) which is different from y;_j2'~! in
Py If there is such an arc y'z; with y* in some Y; € Y — {Y{,..., Y/ }, then choose one of these arcs and
let Y/ =Y;, otherwise we choose such an arbitrary arc y'z; and let Y/ be an arbitrary strong component in
Y —{Y{,....Y/ ;}. Add y'z; to Px. For s > 2, we get an arc y,z* out of Y/ (z* € X) which is different
from y*z, in Px. If there is such an arc y,a® with 2° in some X; € X —{X{],..., X/_;}, then we choose one
of these arcs and let X! = X, otherwise we choose such an arbitrary arc ysa® and let X, be an arbitrary
strong component in X — {X7,..., X, _;}. Add ysz® to Py. Hence we get two arc sets Px and Py with
Px NPy = 0.

We will now show that D has a good pair. Let Dx be the digraph obtained from D[X] by adding one
new vertex y* and arcs from y* to z; for i € [a]. Analogously let Dy be the digraph obtained from DI[Y] by
adding one new vertex z* and arcs from y; to z* for j € [b]. Since Out(Dx)= {y*} and In(Dy )= {z*}, there
exists an out-branching B;Q in Dx and an in-branching B_. in Dy. Set T'x = B;Z —y*and Ty = B, —z*.

By construction, (Op, Ip) is a good pair of D with Op = Bt +Px +Tx and Ip = B~ + Py +Ty. O

Note that we can always get two arc-disjoint Px, Py and respectively an out- and an in-forest Tx and
Ty as above in a digraph D when one of the conditions in Proposition [§] holds for D.

Corollary 9. Let D be a digraph with A\(D) > 2 that contains a subdigraph Q with a good pair. Set
X=N5(Q) andY =N5(Q). If XNY =0 and X UY =V —V(Q), then D has a good pair.

Proof. Let X; be the initial strong components in D[X] and Y} be the terminal strong components in D[Y],
i € [a] and j € [b]. Since A(D) > 2, dy(X;) > 2 and d¥(Y;) > 2, for any i € [a] and j € [b], which implies
that D has a good pair by Proposition O

Lemma 10 ([2]). Let D be a digraph and X C V(D) be a set such that every vertex of X has both an
in-neighbour and an out-neighbour in V — X. If D — X has a good pair, then D has a good pair.

By Lemma in this paper we will often use the fact that if @) is a maximal subdigraph of D with a
good pair and X = N, (Q),Y = N} (Q), then X NY = 0.

Lemma 11. Let D be a 2-arc-strong digraph containing a subdigraph Q with a good pair, X = N5 (Q) and
Y =N5(Q). If XNY =0 and XUY =V —V(Q) — {w}, where w € V —V(Q), then D has a good pair.

Proof. Assume that @ has a good pair (Ogq,Ig). Let BT be an out-tree containing Og with an in-arc of
any vertex in Y from (), while B~ be an in-tree containing I with an out-arc of any vertex in X to Q.

First assume that either (Y,w)p # 0 or (w,X)p # 0. By the digraph duality, we may assume that
(Y,w)p # 0, i.e., there exists an arc e from Y to w in D. Let D’ = D —e. Set X' = N, (Q) = X and
Y’ = N} (Q)U{w} =Y U{w}. Let X! be the initial strong components in D'[X'] and Y] be the terminal
strong components in D'[Y’], i € [a] and j € [b]. If w has an in-neighbour v in ¥ with v in some Y, j € [b],
then let e = vw and Y* = Yj’ , otherwise we choose an arbitrary in-neighbour v of w in Y and let e = vw
and Y;* be an arbitrary terminal strong component of D'[Y']. Since A(D) > 2, d},(Yy) > 1, d;},(Yj’) >2
and dy,(X]) > 2, for any Y] # Y7*, j € [b] and i € [a], which implies that we get arc sets Px/ and Py
with Px: NPy = 0, and digraphs Tx» and Ty by Proposition By construction, D has a good pair
(B+ +Px:+Tx +e, B~ + Py +Ty).

Now assume that (Y,w)p = @ and (w,X)p = 0, which implies that dy(w) > 2 and dff(w) > 2.
Let X; be the initial strong components in D[X] and Y; be the terminal strong components in D[Y],
i € [a] and j € [b]. Since A(D) > 2 and (w,X)p = (Y,w)p = 0, dy(X;) > 2 and d§(Y;) > 2 for any
i € |a] and 5 € [b]. By Proposition [§] we get Px,Tx and Py,Ty with Px NPy = 0. It follows that
(BT +Px +Tx +w w, B~ +Py + Ty +wwh) is a good pair of D, where w™ € X and wt € Y. O

Proposition 12 ([2]). Every digraph on 3 vertices with at least 4 arcs has a good pair.



Following [4], we shall use §o(D) to denote the minimum semi-degree of D, which is the minimum over
all in- and out-degrees of vertices of D.

Proposition 13 ([2]). Let D be a digraph on j vertices with at least 6 arcs except Ey (see Figure [1]). If
8°(D) > 1 or D is a semicomplete digraph, then D has a good pair.

Figure 1: Ej.

Lemma 14 ([5], p.354). Let D = (V, A) be a digraph. Then D s k-arc-strong if and only if it contains k
arc-disjoint (s,t)-paths for every choice of distinct vertices s,t € V.

Lemma 15 (Edmonds’ branching theorem []). A directed multigraph D = (V, A) with a special vertex z
has k arc-disjoint out-branchings rooted at z if and only if d=(X) >k for all§ # X CV — 2.

Lemma 16 ([2]). If D is a 2-arc-strong digraph on n vertices that contains a subdigraph on n — 3 vertices
with a good pair, then D has a good pair.

Lemma 17. If D is a 2-arc-strong digraph on n vertices that contains a subdigraph @ on n—4 vertices with
a good pair, then D has a good pair.

Proof. Let (Og, Ig) be a good pair of Q and set X = N, (Q) and Y = N} (Q). Since |Q| = n—4, |D-Q| = 4.
If XNY # 0, then there is a vertex v in D — @ which has both an in-neighbour and an out-neighbour in
Q. By Lemmal[l0, D[V(Q) U {v}] has a good pair. Moreover, since |Q U {v}| = n — 3, D has a good pair by
Lemma Henceforth, we may assume that X NY = (.

IfXUY =V -V(Q), namely |[ X UY| =4, then D has a good pair by Corollary@ If X UY| =3, then
D has a good pair by Lemma Therefore, we may assume that (X UY| =2, ie., | X|=|Y| =1

Set Y ={y}, X ={a} and V -V(Q) — X =Y = {w,ws}, and let e, (resp. e,) be an arc from Q to
y (resp. from z to Q). Since A(D) > 2, D contains 2 arc- disjoint (y, x)-paths P(1 ) and P(y ) by Lemma
l Obv10us1y7 (P} (.2 Y P(2y 1)) NV(Q) =0 and (P} w.z) 9y, x)) N {wy,wa} # O (since there are no multiple
arcs). W.l.o.g., assume that P o N {wr, w2} # 0.
Case 1: P(2y o M{wr, wa} = @
That is P ) = yx. Since P(1y7x) U P?

ay ¢ P ) U P( 2 from {y,x} to {wl,gg} W.lo.g., assume that the head of ay is wy. Moreover, since
dp (wg) > 2, there is one arc ag ¢ P(lwc) U Pé’w) with head wy. Obviously, we can make {a1} U {as} # Co.
Set Op = Oqg + e, + P(Qy’x) + a1 + as.

Now, we want to find Ip. If P(1y7w) D {wy,ws}, then let Ip = P(lyﬂ,) +ep+ I If P(ly,x) N{wy, wy} = wy,
then there is one arc ag with tail wy. Note that az # a; (since the tail of ay is in {y,x}), ag # a2 (since the
head of as is wo) and obviously ag ¢ P(ly 2) UP(2 . Set Ip = P(1 o) taster +1g. If P 1ym) ﬁ{wl,wg} = wo,
then there is one arc a4 # ao with tail w; since d H(wy) > 2. Similarly, a4 # a1 and a4 ¢ Py 2) UP~P Set
Ip = P}

(y,x

) uses at most one arc from {y,z} to {wy,ws}, there is one arc

(y z)”
) + aq + ez + Ig. Therefore, (Op,Ip) is a good pair of D, a contradiction.

The proof of the case when “P(Qy o N {w1,ws} # 07, which is analogous to Case 1, see Appendix. O



Lemma 18. Let D be a 2-arc-strong digraph on n vertices that contains a subdigraph @ on n — 5 vertices
with a good pair, X = N, (Q), Y = N5(Q) and X NY =0. If |X| >2 or [Y| > 2, then D has a good pair.

Proof. Let (Og,Ig) be a good pair of Q. If XUY =V —V(Q), namely | X UY| = 5, then D has a good pair
by Corollary @ If I X UY]| = 4, then D has a good pair by Lemma Therefore, assume that | X UY| < 3.
Moreover, from the assumption that |X| > 2 or |Y] > 2, and the fact that |X| > 1 and |Y| > 1, we have
|X UY|=3. W.lLo.g., assume that |X| =1 and |Y]| = 2.

Set X = {z}, Y ={y1,p2} and V - V(Q) — X — Y = {wi, w2}, and let e, (resp. ey, e,,) be an arc
from z to @ (resp. from @ to y1, y2). Let BT = Og + ey, + €y, and B~ = I + e,. Since A\(D) > 2, by the
definition of arc-connectivity and Lemma[I5] D contains two arc-disjoint in-branchings rooted at z, denoted
by By and Bj . Since X = N5 (Q) and Y = N} (Q), clearly the restriction of By, By to V —V(Q) are still
two arc-disjoint in-branchings rooted at #. We denote them by By and B; .

Now, in By (i = 1 or 2), if there exists a (y1,z)-path or a (y2,z)-path containing w; (j =1 or 2), then
we let fj(w;) = 1; otherwise, let f;(w;) = 0. Note that, in any in-branching rooted at x, there is a unique
(s, z)-path for any vertex s. Hence, for Biﬂ if fi(w1) =1 and f;(wq) = 0, then it is impossible that wso is
the out-neighbor of 1, y2 or w;. So we must be a leaf in B;

Next, we consider the following cases:

Case 1: f;(w1) + fi(w2) = 2 for some i € [2].

W.lo.g., assume that i = 1, i.e., fi(wy) = fi(ws) = 1. Then, By contains a Py, z) containing w; and
a Py, ») containing wg, where i,j € {1,2}. Since P, ,) # P@M)’ i # j. Obviously, BT + Py, . +AP(yj,$)
contains an out-branching of D, denoted by Op. Now, set Ip = By + B™. Since P, ») U Py, ») € By and
B and B; are arc-disjoint, (Op, Ip) is a good pair.

Case 2: f;(w1) + fi(w2) =1 for any i € [2].

Subcase 2.1: f1 (wl) = fg(’wz) =1 and f1 (U}g_i) = f2(w3_i) = 0, where 7 € [2]

W.lo.g., assume that ¢ = 1. Since fi(w;) = 1 and fi(w2) = 0, we is a leaf of Bf. Similarly, ws is
also a leaf of By . Thus, B U B; does not use any in-arc to wy. Let a be an arc with head wy and then
a ¢ 31_ U BQ_. Since f1(w1) =1, Bl_ contains a P, ;) containing w; (j =1 or 2). Now, D has a good pair
(Op,Ip) with Op = BT + P, ;) +aand Ip = By + B™.

Discussions of the subcase when “fi(w;) = fa(ws—;) = 1 and f1(w3—;) = fo(w;) = 0, where i € [2]” and

cases when “f;(w1) + fi(we) = 1 and f3_;(w1) + fs—i(w2) = 0, where ¢ = 1 or 27 and “f;(w1) + fi(ws) =0
for any ¢ € [2]” are given in Appendix. O

Lemma 19. Let D be a 2-arc-strong digraph on n vertices that contains a subdigraph Q@ on n — 6 vertices
with a good pair. Let X = N5 (Q) and Y = NA(Q) with X NY = 0. If | X| =|Y| =2 and at most one of
X andY is an independent set, then D has a good pair.

Proof. Let D = (V,A) and W =V — X - Y — V(Q) = {wy,wa}. Set X = {1,292} and Y = {y1,92}. By
contradiction, suppose that D has no good pair. Assume that (BES, Bé) is a good pair of Q. Let BT be an
out-tree containing Ba and an in-arc of y; from @ for any j € [2]. Let B~ be an in-tree contraining B, and
an out-arc of x; into @ for any i € [2]. By construction, B* and B~ are arc-disjoint.

Claim [I9l1 None of the following holds:
1. |(Y, X)p| = 4;

2. X is not independent and there exists a vertex in'Y which dominates each vertex in X. Analogously
Y is not independent and there exists a vertex in X which is dominated by each vertex in'Y;

3. Both X andY are not independent, say x;x3—;,y;ys—; € A, and y;x;,ys—;xs—; € A, 1,5 € [2].
Proof. We will show that for each of the three cases D has a good pair.

1. Since |(Y, X)p| = 4, for each y € Y, y dominates each vertex in X. Thus, (BT + y121 + y272, B~ +
Y122 + y221) is a good pair of D \ W, which implies that D has a good pair by Lemma



2. By the digraph duality, it suffices to prove the first part. Assume that z1z5 € A and y; dominates
each vertex in X. Then (BT + y1z172, B~ + y122) is a good pair of D\ {W U {y2}}, which implies
that D has a good pair by Lemma [T6]

3. W.lo.g., assume that x12s, Y192, Y121, y2w2 € A. Then (BT + y12122, B~ + y15222) is a good pair of
D\ W, which implies that D has a good pair by Lemma O

Since at most one of X and Y is independent and | X| = |Y| = 2, it suffices to consider the case when X
is not independent by the digraph duality. W.l.o.g., assume 125 € A. We now prove the following claims.

Claim [I912 No vertex in W dominates both vertices of X. Analogously, if Y is not an independent set,
then no vertex in W is dominated by both vertices in Y .

Proof. By the digraph duality, it suffices to prove the first part. Suppose that w; dominates both vertices
in X. Let e; = wyxs.

First assume that there exists an arc from Y to we, say es. Set D' = D — {e1,ea}, X' = X U {w;} and
Y’ =Y U {wz}. There is only one initial strong component in D'[X’], say X{. Note that dy, (X{) > 2.
Let Y/ be the terminal strong components in D'[Y”], j € [a]. Note that a < 3. Then d%,(Y/) > 2 for all
j € [a] except at most one, say Y/, has d%,(Y{) = 1. Note that ez € (Y{,w2)p. By Proposition [8, we get
arc-disjoint Px+ and Py and T+, Ty-. Then D has a good pair (BT +ez+Px:+Tx+, B~ +e1+ Py +Ty1),
a contradiction.

Henceforth we may assume that (Y, ws)p = 0. Now d;w{wl}(w?) > 2. Let ey be an arbitrary out-arc
of wy. Set D' = D —{e1,ex} and X' = X UW. There is only one initial strong component in D'[X’], say
X{. Note that dy,(X}) > 2. For any terminal strong component Y; in D'[Y], d§,(Y;) > 2, where j € [a]
and a < 2. By Proposition |8, we get arc-disjoint Px- and Py, and Tx+, Ty. Then D has a good pair
(BT +Px/ +Tx, B~ +e1 +ex+ Py +Ty), a contradiction. O

Claim [19l3 IfY is not independent, then at least one of (wg, X)p and (Y, w3_)p is empty, for any k € [2].

Proof. W.lo.g., assume that y,y2 € A and k = 1. Suppose that neither (wy, X)p nor (Y, ws)p is empty.

Case 1: yows € A (wiz1 € A).

By the digraph duality, it suffices to prove the case of yows € A. We distinguish several subcases as
follows.

Subcase 1.1: (Y,z1)p # 0.

Assume y;x1 € (Y, z1)p and wix; € (w1, X)p as (w1, X)p # 0, where 4, j € [2].

First assume that (w2, X U {w1})p # 0. Set wowy € (wa, X U {w1})p. Then (BY + y;x172 + wjwy +
wy Wa, B’+w1xi+y1y2w2w;‘) is a good pair of D, where w; # wy and wy # y2 as A(D) > 2, a contradiction.

Next assume that (we, X U{w1})p = 0. Namely woy;, woys € A. Since A(D) > 2, there exists an arc
e # yjx1 which is from Y U {ws} to X U {w1}. Now we find an out-branching of D as O = BT + y;z122 +
wy w1 + wy wa, where wy wy # e and wy # ya2 as A(D) > 2. Note that B~ + wyx; + y1y2w2y1 + € contains
an in-branching I of D. Then (O, I) is a good pair of D, a contradiction.

Discussions of subcases when “(Y,z1)p = (0 but (Y,22)p # 0” and “(Y, X)p = (” and the case when
“Yswsg, w1 ¢ A7 are given in Appendix. O

Claim [19l4 IfY is an independent set and (wy, X)p is not empty, then (Y, ws_x)p = 0 for any k € [2].

Proof. W.lo.g., assume that k = 1. Set wyz; € A, where i € [2]. Suppose (Y, ws)p # 0. We distinguish the
following two cases.

Case 1: |(Y,w2)p| = 2.

That is yywa, yows € A. Let yjyj+ be an out-arc of y; which is different from y;w,, for any j € [2]. Note
that y;r € X U{w1} as Y is independent.

Subcase 1.1: wox, € A.

Let ’LUQIU;_ be an out-arc of wy which is different from wox;.



First assume that wy € X U {w;}. Since A\(D) > 2, w; has an in-neighbour w; # wo and there is at
least one vertex in Y which is not w;, w.l.o.g., say y1 # w; . Then (BT + ywex a0 + wy wi, BT +wix; +
yowowy 4+ y1y7) is a good pair of D, a contradiction.

Next assume that w;' €Y, wlo.g., say w;' =y, i.e., woyy € A. Then (BT + yrwez120 + wy wi, B~ +
w1 2; + Yaway1yy ) is a good pair of D, where w] # y1 as A(D) > 2, a contradiction.

Discussions of subcases when “wsx; ¢ A but (Y,z1)p # 0”7 and “(Y U {ws},z1)p = 07 and the case
when “|(Y,wz2)p| =17 are given in Appendix. O

Claim [I9l5 (W, X)p = 0. Moreover, if Y is not an independent set, then (Y,W)p = 0.

Proof. By the digraph duality, it suffices to prove that (W, X)p = 0. Suppose (W, X)p # 0. W.lo.g.,
assume that (w1, X)p # 0, i.e., wiz; € A, for some i € [2]. Note that (Y, wz)p = 0 by Claims [19}3 and [L9]4.

Case 1: (wq,Y)p # 0.

Set way; € A, where j € [2]. Since N"(X UW) =Y and A(D) > 2, any initial strong component of
D[X UW] has at least two in-arcs from Y. Set D’ = D —wix; — woy;. Now any initial strong component of
D’[X UW] has at least two in-arcs from Y, except at most one initial strong component, say X7, has exactly
one in-arc from Y. Note that z; € X{ but wy; ¢ X{ and any terminal strong component of D'[Y] has at
least two out-arcs to X UW. By Proposition [8] we get Pxuw, Txuw and Py, Ty in D. Since (Y, ws)p = 0,
(BT +Pxuw + Txuw, B~ + Py + Ty +wix; + way,) is a good pair of D, a contradiction.

Case 2: (wq,Y)p = 0.

That is |(w2, X)p| > 1. By Claim [19]2, |(w2, X)p| < 1, i.e., wowr € A and |(wa, X)p| = 1. Interchange
wy and wa, likewise (Y, w1)p = 0 by Claims[19]3 and[19}4. Now (Y, W)p = 0. By Cliam[19]1(2), |(y;, X)p| <
1 for any j € [2], namely y1ya, 9211 € A and |(y1, X)p| = |(y2, X)p| = 1. We also get that |(Y,2;)p| < 1,
for any i € [2]. This implies that D has a good pair by Cliam [19}1(3). O

Now we are ready to finish the proof of Lemma By Claim 1(2), |(y;, X)p| < 1 for any j € [2],
ie. |(Y,X)p| <2. Since (W,X)p =0, D[X] = C5 and y;x1,y3—jz2 € A for some j € [2]. Note that Y is
an independent set by Cliam 1(3) W.l.o.g., assume that j = 1, i.e., y121,y222 € A, which implies that
Y21, Y122 ¢ A. Since (W, X)p =0, |(we,Y)p| > 1 as A(D) > 2. W.lo.g., assume that ways € A.

First assume yywy, wrys € A, for some k € [2]. W.lo.g., assume k = 1. Then (BT + y1z129 + wy wo +
wy wi, BT 4 y1w1y279 + wowy ) is a good pair of D, where wy , w3 # w; and w] # y1, a contradiction.

Next assume y1we ¢ A. As A(D) > 2, yyw; € A, likewise wiys ¢ A. Tt follows that wyws, wiy; € A.
Then (BT + y12122 + wy we + wy wi, B~ + y1wiwaysx2) is a good pair of D, where w; # y; and wy # wy
as A(D) > 2, a contradiction.

This completes the proof of Lemma [T9] O

Lemma 20. Let D = (V, A) be a 2-arc-strong digraph on n vertices that contains a subdigraph QQ on n — 6
vertices with a good pair. Set X = Np(Q) = {x1,22} and Y = N5(Q) = {y1,y2} with X NY =0, and
W=V-X-Y-V(Q) ={wy,ws}. If X,Y are both independent sets, then D has a good pair except for
the case below:

(x) (Y. X)p = {yjzi,ys_jzs_;} for some i,j € [2], DIW] = Ca and Ny}, (y;) N Nib(ys—;) = Nyp(z;) N
Ny (23-5) = 0 while Nyi, (y;) 0 Ny (z:) # 0 and Nyt (ys—j) O Nyy (w3-;) # 0.

Proof. Suppose that D has no good pair. Follow the definitions of BES ,Bé,BJr and B~ in the proof of
Lemma Observe that Claim[19]1 still holds here. We distinguish four cases below depending on |(Y, X)p|.
By Clail, (Y. X)p| < 3.

Case 1: |V, X)p| = 2.

Subcase 1.1: (Y, X)p = {yjz1,y;22}, for some j € [2].

W.l.o.g., assume that j = 1. It implies that y> dominates both vertices in W. Note that there exists an
arc from W to z;, say e;,, where i € [2].

If e;, is adjacent to e,,, say w; is the common vertex, then (BT + y1x1 + yow 2 + wy wo, BT +y120 +
w121 + Yawoewy ) is a good pair of D, where wy , wy # y2 as A(D) > 2, a contradiction.
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Hence e,, is non-adjacent to e,,, w.l.o.g., say wize, wex; € A. If D[W] # Co, w.l.o.g., say wiwse ¢ A,
then (B+ + y171 + Yawi T2 + wy wa, BT + 9122 + yowaexy + wlwf) is a good pair of D, where w; # ys and
wi # x5 as A\(D) > 2, a contradiction. If D[W] = Cy, then (B* + yy22 + yowiwaz1, B~ + 4121 + yawaw; 72)
is a good pair of D, a contradiction.

By the digraph duality, we also get a contradiction when (Y, X)p = {y12;, yo2z; }, for some i € [2].

Discussions of the subcase when “(Y,X)p = {y;x;,ys—jz3_;}, for some 7,5 € [2]” and cases when
“UY, X)p| =37, “/(Y,X)p| =17 and “|(Y, X)p| = 0" are given in Appendix. O

We use D D E5 (D 2 Es) to denote that D contains an arbitrary orientation (no orientation) of E3 as a
subdigraph. (F3 is a mixed graph and only the two edges are to be oriented.) Ej3 is shown in Figure

Figure 2: Ej.

Lemma 21. Let D = (V, A) be a 2-arc-strong digraph on n vertices that contains a subdigraph QQ on n — 6
vertices with a good pair. Set X = Np(Q) = {x1,22} and Y = N5(Q) = {y1,y2} with X NY =0, and
W=V-X-Y-V(Q)={w,w}. Ifn=8or 9 and X,Y are both independent, then D has a good pair.

Proof. By contradiction, suppose that D has no good pair. Follow the definitions of Ba By, BT and B~ in
the proof of Lemma[I9] Observe that Claim [T9]1 still holds here.

From Lemma it suffices to consider the case (*). Recall that (Y, X)p = {y;z;, ys—jxs_;} for some
i,j € 2], DIW] = Cy and Ny (y;) N Ny (y3—;) = Ny (25) N Ny (23—3) = 0 while Ny (y;) 0 Ny (z;) # 0 and
Ny (ys—;) N Ny (w3-3) # 0. W.lo.g., assume that i = j = 1 and wy, € Ny}, (yx) N Ny (z1) for any k € [2].
Note that |@)| is 2 or 3.

Suppose |@Q| = 2, then Q = C5. Set V(Q) = {q1,¢2} and z1¢1,22¢2 € A. If q1y2,q291 € A, then D
has a good pair (B ,B;) as Bl = xiqiqeyiwiwazs + y5 y2 and By = xaqaqiyawewixy + Y121, where
Yy, # q1 as A(D) > 2, a contradiction. If qiy1,q2y2 € A, then D has a good pair (Bf ,B;,) as B =
waw1T1q1G2Y2%2 + Y1 Y1 and B = wiw2Z2G2q1y171 + yaw2, where y;- # q as A(D) > 2, a contradiction.

Now |Q| = 3. By Proposition [12] [E(Q)| > 4. Set V(Q) = {q1,92,¢3}. Note that Q D E3 or Q contains
a bidigon as a subdigraph, ie., Co C Q. W.lo.g., assume Cy = q1g2q1. Set BT = wiwezs + wiz; and
B~ = y1w; + yawows. Since X = N, (Q) and Y = N (Q), there exists an arc from z; to @ and an arc from
Q to y;, say x;q,, and gy, y;, respectively, where i, j € [2].

Claim 2111 If Q has a good pair (B;;van_yv)) then N*(z;) = {¢a,,y;} and N~ (y;) = {qy,, =i}, where
i J
ijel2).

Proof. Suppose that z; has an out-neighbour =7 ¢ {g.,,y;} or y; has an in-neighbour n ¢ {ay, i},
then (Bt + z;q,, + B;; + Y5 Y+ dys ;Y3 BT+ aqy,y5 + Bq_yj + iz} + 23-iqs,_,) is a good pair of D, a
contradiction. ' O

We distinguish several cases as follows.
Case 1: () contains a bidigon.

Set g2q3,q3q2 € A.

Subcase 1.1: z;q1 € A, for some i € [2].
W.lo.g., assume ¢ = 1.
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A. (q,Y)p #0.

Assume q1y; € A, j € [2]. Note that Q has a good pair B = qiqaqs and B, = g3gaq1. This implies
that N*(z1) = {q1,9;} and N~ (y;) = {q1, 21} by Claim 21}1.

We first show gsys_;, z2qs € A. If qzys—; ¢ A, i.e., g3q1 € A, then @ has a good pair (B;;, By,) for any
i € [3] (see Figure . It follows that (B* + 21y, + ©2qs, + B;;z + Qys_,;Y3—5, B~ + 211y + By, + roxd) is
a good pair of D, where 23 # q,, as A\(D) > 2, a contradiction. Hence q3ys—; € A. If xogs ¢ A, namely
9193 € A, then (BT +21q19; +q19392 + Y5 ;y3—j, B~ +21Yj +q192q3y3—j +T2qs,) is a good pair of D, where
Ys_; # g3 as A(D) > 2, a contradiction.

qi
q3 q1 q3 q1 q3

Figure 3: Good pairs (B, B;) of Q, for any i € [3].

Now ¢3ys—;,z2q3 € A. Note that Q has a good pair B, = g3¢2¢1 and B,, = q1g2q3. This implies that
N7t (x2) = {g3,y3—;} and N~ (y3—;) = {g3, 2} by Claim [21{1. If j = 1, then D has a good pair (B;, B;.)
with B;rl = Z1q142q3 + T1y1wi1w2T2y2 and By = waw1T1 + Y272q3G2q1Y171, a contradiction. If j = 2, then
D has a good pair (B, B;,) with B} = z1q192q3 + 21y202y1w1w2 and By, = £1q3y1%1 + 2q1y2waw1 21, a
contradiction.

Therefore, g1q3 € A. Discussions of “(¢q1,Y)p = 0 and (g3,Y)p # 07 and “N¥(q1) U NT(q3) C Q" and
the subcase when “N(g;) C Q, for any ¢ € {1,3}” are given in Appendix.

Case 1 implies that D has a good pair when @) contains a bidigon as a subdigraph.

Case 2: Q O Fjs.

First assume ¢1¢s,g2g3 € A. Since @ has no bidigon as subdigraph and A\(D) > 2, gsy1,q3y2 € A and
(X,q1)p # 0. Set z;q1 € A. Note that Q has a good pair B = q1¢2g3 and B, = ¢2q1g3. By Claim 1,
N*(z;) ={q1,y1} = {@1,v2}, a contradiction.

The case of g3q1, g3q2 € A is analogous. Hence ¢2qs, g3q1 € A. We distinguish several subcases as follows.

Subcase 2.1: z,¢1 € A, for some i € [2].

W.lo.g., assume ¢ = 1. Since @ has no bidigon, g1q3 ¢ A, which implies that (¢1,Y)p # 0. Set
qy; € A, j € [2]. Note that @ has a good pair Bqt = qiq2q3 and By = q3q1 + ¢2¢q1. This implies
that N*(z1) = {q1,y;} and N~ (y;) = {q1,z1} by Claim 1. By Case 1, x2q3,2292,¢3y3—; € A. Then
(BT + 21y + 22q3q192 + Y3_;Y3—j, B~ + T1q1yj + T2G2¢1 + g3ys—;) is a good pair of D, where y;_ ; # g3 as
A(D) > 2, a contradiction.

By the digraph duality, we also get a contradiction when ¢oy; € A, where j € [2]. This implies that
(X,q1)p = (¢2,Y)p = 0. The proof of “z;q2 € A, for some i € [2]” can be found in Appendix. O

Proposition 22 ([3]). A digraph D has an out-branching (resp. in-branching) if and only if it has precisely
one initial (resp. terminal) strong component. In that case every vertex of the initial (resp. terminal) strong
component can be the root of an out-branching (resp. in-branching) in D.

We use Tif (resp. T, ) to denote an out-tree (resp. in-tree) rooted at z.

Proposition 23. Let D be an oriented graph on n vertices. Let Pp = x1xo ... x, be the Hamilton dipath of
D and D' = D — A(P). Assume that there are exactly two non-adjacent strong components Iy and Iy in D'.
Set g € {2,3,n—1,n}. If for some q, xq—1 and x4 are respectively in Iy and I, then D has a good pair.
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Proof. W.l.o.g., assume that z,_; € I and x, € I5. Since I; is strong, §°(1;) > 1, for any i € [2].

First assume ¢ € {n — 1,n}. Let = be an in-neighbour of z, in Ir. We get an out-branching of D as
Bf = Pp — xq_174 + zx4. Then we will show that there is an in-branching B, in D — A(B). Since I
is strong, Iy — xx, is connected and has only one terminal srong component which contains . This implies
that there is an in-branching T in I, — xx4. Note that there exists an in-branching T, _, in I, as I is
strong. Then B =T, + z4_124 + TJE_(F17 which implies that (B;E"1 , B ) is a good pair of D.

Now we assume g € {2,3}. Let y be an out-neighbour of x,_1 in I;. We get an in-branching of D as
B, = Pp—x4 174+, 1y. Then we will show that there is an out-branching BJ in D—A(B; ). Since I
is strong, I; — x4—1y is connected and has only one initial srong component which contains y. This implies
that there is an out-branching T; in It — x4—1y. Note that there exists an out-branching T;; in I, as I is

strong. Then B = T,f 4+ x4 124 + Tg;:. So, (B;f, B, ) is a good pair of D. O

Proposition 24. Let D be a 2-arc-strong oriented graph on at least seven vertices. Then D has a dipath
Ps.

Proof. Suppose that there is no Pg in D. Assume that P, is the longest dipath in D, then t > 4, as there is
no digon in D and A(D) > 2. Observe that there is no C; in D, otherwise D has a longer dipath P;1.

First assume that ¢ = 4 and set Py = x1w2x324. Since dzg(u) > 2 and D has no digon, the out-
neighbourhood of x4 either contains x; or contains a vertex in V' — V(P,). This implies that there is a P;
in D, a contradiction.

Henceforth we may assume that ¢ = 5 and set Ps = xixox32425. Since A\(D) > 2, dB(afg,) > 2 and
dp(z1) > 2. Then we get Nj(z5) = {w2, 23} and Np(21) = {3,724}, as Ps is the longest dipath in D
and D has no digon. Observe that there exsits a different 4-length dipath, z4zsz32122, in D. Likewise,
N7 (22) = {x3, 25}, which implies that D[{z2,z5}] is a digon, a contradiction. O

4 Good pairs in digraphs of order 7

Proposition 25. A 2-arc-strong oriented graph D on n vertices has a Py, where 7 <n < 9.

Proof. The proof is similar as that in Proposition 24} which will be given in Appendix. O
Now we are ready to prove Theorem [d] For convenience, we restate it here.

Theorem @l Every 2-arc-strong digraph on 7 vertices has a good pair.

Proof. Suppose that D has no good pair. Let R be a largest clique in D. By Lemma [I6] and Proposition [T3]
|R| = 3. Moreover, R is a tournament by Lemma [17|and Proposition

Claim M1 D is an oriented graph.

Proof. Suppose that there is a digon @ in D with V(Q) = {s,t}. Observe that @ has a good pair. Since
R is a tournament with three vertices, both in- and out-neibourhoods of ) in D have at least two vertices.
This implies that D has a good pair by Lemma [I8] a contradiction. O

Assume that Pp = x1x2...27 is a Hamilton dipath of D by Proposition Set D' = D — A(Pp).
Let I; and Tj respectively be the initial and terminal strong component in D', where i € [a] and j € [b].
Note that a,b > 2 by Proposition Since D is an oriented graph and A(D) > 2, ||, |T;| > 3, for any
i € [a],j € [b]. Thus there are only two non-adjacent strong components in D', say I1 and I, with |I1| =3
and |I| = 4. Note that [Ny, (z1)] > 2 and [N}, (z7)] > 2 as A(D) > 2, which implies that z1,27 € Io.
Moreover, z2,26 € I; by Claim 1. Then D has a good pair by Proposition O
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5 Good pairs in digraphs of order 8

The digraph FE3 used in the next proposition is shown in Figure

Proposition 26 ([2]). Let D be a 2-arc-strong digraph without any subdigraph on order j that has a good
pair. If D contains an orientation Q of Es as a subdigraph, then N5 (Q) N N, (Q) =0, |IN5(Q)| > 2 and
INp(Q) = 2.

Proposition 27. Let D be a 2-arc-strong oriented graph on n vertices without K4 as a subdigraph, where
8 <n <9. If D has two disjoint cycles C' and C? which cover 7 vertices, then D contains a Px.

Proof. Suppose that P; is the longest dipath of D by Proposition In fact there exist arcs between C*
and C? from both directions, otherwise D has a Pg as A\(D) > 2. W.lLo.g., assume |C!| > |C?|. Then
|C'| = 4 and |C?| = 3. Let C' = zyzom3w471, C* = w5067725, Pr = 2122 ... 77 and y; be the vertex in
V —V(C*UC?), where j = 1 when n = 8 and j € [2] when n = 9. From the maximality of P; in D, we
have the following facts.

Fact 2711. For any j, at least one of (C?,y,)p and (y;,C3~%)p is empty for any i € [2].
Fact 27L2. For any j, at least one of arcs x;y; and y;2;41 is not in A for any i € [6].
Fact 2713. For n =9, let y,ys—; € A. If 2;y; € A, then ys_;xit1,ys—jTitr2 ¢ A, where j € [2] and ¢ € [5].

Since D is oriented, there are at least three arcs between y; and C*, for some i, by Fact 1. W.lLo.g., assume
i = 1. Note that df,(y;) > 1 and dg.(y;) > 1. Then N(y;) C {y3—;} UC* when n =9 and N(y;) C C*
when n = 8.

If y, is not adjacent to yz_; or n = 8, then N (y;) = {z1,22} and N~ (y3—;) = {x3, 24} by Fact [27]2,
which implies that D has a Pg as y;z1 € A, a contradiction.

Hence n = 9 and y; is adjacent to yo. W.l.o.g., assume that y;ys € A. If z3y; € A, then N (y2) =
{1, 24} by Fact[27}3 and A\(D) > 2, which implies that D has a Hamilton dipath as yoz; € A, a contradiciton.
Hence 1 is not adjacent to y;. By Fact 2, N7T(y1) = {22, 29} and N~ (y1) = {23, 74}. By Fact 3 and
the longestness of P7, Nt (y2) = {2, 23}. It implies that D[{z2,z3,y1,92}] is a K4, a contradiction. O

Proposition 28. Let D = (V, A) be a 2-arc-strong digraph on n vertices without good pair, where 8 < n < 9.
If D is an oriented graph without K4 as a subdigraph, then D has a Pg.

Proof. Suppose that P = z125...27 is the longest dipath in D by Proposition Let X = V(P) and
Y =V — X. We have the following fact.

Fact 281. N~ (z1), NT(27) C X and z721 ¢ A.

We will now show the following notes.

Note 28l1 Let B;Q be an out-branching of D[X], and let B~ contain two disjoint in-tree T, and T, in
D[X] — A(B¥). Let H; = D[T,7] for any i € [2]. For some y € Y, if there exists an arc 7;y and an

(3

out-arc of y to Hz_;, then D has a good pair.

Proof. Let ey = r1y1 and es be an out-arc of y; to Ho. It is trivial when n = 8 or yoy1 ¢ A as A(D) > 2.
It suffices to consider the case when n = 9 and yoy; € A. Set BT = B;‘C + Yoy1 + Y5 y2 and BT =
T, +T, +e1+ex+ Yoys where vy ,ys # y1 as A(D) > 2. Therefore, (B, B™) is a good pair of D.

Note 282 Let B} and Ty respectively be an out-branching and an in-tree of D[X], with V(T ) = X — v,
for arbitrary v € X. If v has an out-arc which is not into B;E UTY, then D has a good pair.

Proof. It can be seen as a special case of Note 1, in which let T, = v and T, =T.

We will distinguish several cases depending on the in-neighbours of x; in Appendix. O

Now we are ready to show Theorem [5| For convenience, we restate it here.
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Theorem [Bl Every 2-arc-strong digraph on 8 vertices has a good pair.

Proof. Suppose that D has no good pair. Let R be a largest clique in D. By Lemma [17]and Proposition
|R| = 3.

Claim [Bl1 No subdigraph of D of order at least 3 has a good pair.

Proof. By Lemma [T7} it suffices to show that there is no @ C D on 3 vertices with a good pair. Suppose
that @) has a good pair. If ) is an orientation of Fs, then we use Lemma to find a good pair of D by
Proposition [26] a contradiction. Now assume that @ is a bidigon. Set V(Q) = {z,y, z} with Q[{z,y}] = Cs
and Q[{y, z}] = Ca. If there exists a vertex w in N5 (Q) N Ny (Q), then D[Q U {w}] has a good pair by
Lemma Thus N} (Q) NN (Q) = 0. If N, (Q) = {w}, then D[Q U {w}] has a good pair as B, = wzyx
and B = wzryz. By symmetry, this implies that [N} (Q)| > 2 and [N (Q)| > 2. Thus by Lemma D
has a good pair, a contradiction. O

By the claim above, R is a tournament.
Claim [Bl2 D is an oriented graph.

Proof. Suppose that there is a digon @ in D with V(Q) = {s,t}. Observe that @ has a good pair. Since
R is a tournament with 3 vertices, both in- and out-neibourhoods of @ in D have at least two vertices with
N (Q)N N5 (Q) = 0. This implies that D has a good pair by Lemmas and and Corollary @

O

a contradiction.

By Proposition assume that Pp = zq1x2 ... zs is a Hamilton dipath of D. Set D' = D— A(Pp). Let I;
and T respectively be the initial and terminal strong component in D’, where i € [a] and j € [b]. Note that
a,b > 2 by Proposition 22| Since D is an oriented graph and A(D) > 2, |I;|, |T;| > 3 for any i € [a],j € [b].
Thus there are only two non-adjacent strong components in D', say I and I, as n = 8. Since A\(D) > 2,
x1 has at least two in-neighbours and one out-neighbour in D’, while xg has at least two out-neighbours
and one in-neighbour in D’. If |I1| = 3 and |[2| = 5, then z1,25 € Iy and |A(I2)| > 6. Note that at least
one of xo and z7 is in I; as |R| = 3. Then we use Proposition to get a good pair of D. Now assume
|I] = |Iz] = 4. If zg € I; then a7 € I by Claim 2. By Proposition D has a good pair. O

6 Good pairs in digraphs of order 9

We have several generalizations of Proposition [§| here, which are easy to check as they satisfy the conditions
in Proposition [§]

Proposition 29. Let D = (V, A) be a digraph and Q be a subdigraph of D with good pair (Ogq,Ig). Set
X =N5(Q) andY = NA(Q) with XNY =0 and XUY =V —V(Q) — W, where W = {wy,wz}. Let ey be
an arc from wy to X and eg be an arc from'Y to we. Set X' = X Uwy, Y =Y Uwse and D' = (V, A’) with
A= A—{e1,ea}. Let X be the set of initial strong components in D'[X’] and Y be the set of terminal strong
components in D'[Y']. Assume that there exists Xo and Yy in X and Y respectively such that dy (Xo) = 1
and d} (Yo) = 1. Let e, and ey be arcs from'Y to Xo and from Yy to X respectively. If one of the following
holds, then D has a good pair.

1. ey # ey, but at least one of X or Y has only one element.
e (or ey) is adjacent to some Yy (or X, ) in'Y (or X), such that d%(Y;) > 3 (or dy(X,) > 3).
ex (orey) is adjacent to Y — V(Y) (or X' =V (X)).

e

ex (orey) is adjacent to some Y, #Yy (or X, # Xo) in Y (or X), such that there exists an arc from
Yy (or Xy) to X' = V(X) (orY' —V(Y)).
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Lemma 30. Let D be a 2-arc-strong digraph on 9 vertices that contains a digon Q. Assume that D has no
subdigraph with a good pair on 3 or j vertices. Set X = N, (Q) andY = N (Q) with XNY = 0. If | X| =3
and |Y'| =2, then D has a good pair.

Proof. Let D = (V;A)and W =V — X - Y —V(Q) = {wy,ws}. Set V(Q) = {q1,92}, X = {1, 22,23}
and Y = {y1,y2}. By contradiction, suppose that D has no good pair. Since A\(D) > 2, w.l.o.g., assume
@191, q2y2 € A. Let BT = q1q2y2 + q1y1 and B~ be an in-tree rooted at ¢ such that A(B~) C {gaq1} U
(X,Q)p. By Proposition we get the following fact.

Fact [30l1. There is no digon in the induced subdigraph of X or Y.
We will now show some notes below.
Note B0l1. There is no Cs in the induced subdigraph of X.

Proof. W.l.o.g., assume that z1q1, 2q1, x3g2 € A and D[X] = C3 = z129x321. Then D[Q U X] has a good
pair as le = 11%223¢2¢q1 and By, = x321q1 +22¢192. By Lemma D has a good pair, a contradiction. ¢

Note B0l2. None of the following holds:
1. (Y, X1)p| =4 for any X7 C X and | X;| = 2.

2. Y is not independent and there exists a vertex in X which is dominated by both vertices in Y.

3. X is not independent, w.l.o.g., set that X; contains two arbitrarily adjacent vertices in X, and
there exists a vertex in Y which dominates both vertices in X7.

4. Both X and Y are not independent, say x;,%i,,y;ys—; € A, and y;zi,,ys—;z;,, € A, where
i1,12 € [3] and j € [2].

5. Both X and Y are not independent, say z;, z;,,¥y;y3—; € A, and y;z;,,y3—;T;; € A, where
11,19 € [3} andj S [2]

Proof. The proof is similar as that of Claim [I9]1. We give some details in Appendix. O
Note [30L3. There exists respectively an arc from Y to W and an arc from W to X.

Proof. Let X, be the initial strong components in D[X] and Y; be the terminal strong components in D[Y],
i € [a] and j € [b]. Note that 1 <a <3 and 1 <b<2.

Case 1: (W, X)p =0.

This implies that there are at least two arcs from W to Y as A(D) > 2. For any i, j, d% ;,(Y;) > 2 and
dy (X;) > 2 since A(D) > 2 and (W, X)p = 0. By Proposition we get Px and Tx.

If d}(Y]) > 2 for any j, then we get Py and Ty with Px NPy = @ by Proposition It follows that
(BT +Px+Tx, B~ +Py+Ty) is a good pair of D — W, which implies that D has a good pair by Lemma
a contradiction. Hence there exists a terminal strong component in D[Y], say Y7, such that d}(Yl) <1
This implies that |Y;| = 1, w.lLo.g., say Y1 = {y1}. Note that there exists a dipath P! from y; to ys with
Pl—Y CW and (y2, X)p # 0.

If yo is not a terminal strong component in D[Y] or ys is a terminal strong component in D[Y] with
d% (y2) > 2, then we get Py and Ty with Px NPy = () by Proposition It follows that D — W has a good
pair (BT + Px +Tx, B~ + Py + Ty ), a contradiction.

Hence 5 is a terminal strong component in D[Y] with d%; (y2) < 1. This implies that d% (y1) = d¥ (y2) =
1. Set (yi;, X)p = {e;} for any i € [2]. Note that (Y,X)p = {e1, ez}, then there is only one initial
strong component in D[X] as A(D) > 2, say X;. Now (Y, X1)p = {e1,e2}. By Proposition [8) we get
Px and Tx, such that Px = {e;}. Let Py = e; + Tx and P_ = ey + P! If P! = yyw;w3_;y2, then
(Bt + Py + w; w; +w;_,ws_;, B~ + P_) is a good pair of D, where w; # y; and w;_; # w; as A\(D) > 2,
a contradiction. If P! = y;w;y2, then (BT + P, + w; w; +ws_;w3—;, BT + P_ + wg,iw;_i) is a good pair
of D, where w; # y; and w;_i7w;_i # w; as A(D) > 2, a contradiction.

Case 2: (Y,W)p =0.
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Note that |(Y, X)p| > 3 by Fact [30]1.

First assume that Y is not an independent set, w.l.o.g., say y1y2 € A. Now d}(yl) > 1 and d} (y2) > 2.
By Note 2, y1 and y» can not dominate the same vertex in X, which implies that d%(y1) = 1 and
d}(yg) = 2. W.Lo.g., assume y121, Y272, Y273 € A. Then X is independent by Note|30]2. Since (Y,W)p =0
and A(D) > 2, there exists a dipath P! from some vertex z in {z1,z2} to z3 with V(P!) — {z, 23} C W.
Let Py = y121 + Yoo + P! and P_ = y1y023.

Next assume that Y is an independent set, i.e., d% (y;) > 2 for any i € [2]. By Note [30|2, at most one
vertex in X can be dominated by both vertices in Y, namely |(Y, X)p| = 4. W.lo.g., say x; is dominated
by both vertices in Y and y;z2,y2x3 € A. Now x is non-adjacent to zo or z3 by Note @2 and there exists
at most one arc between x5 and x3 by Fact 1, w.l.o.g., say zoxs ¢ A. Likewise, there exists a dipath
P! from some vertex z in {x1, 22} to x3 with V(PY) — {z,23} C W as (Y,W)p = 0 and A\(D) > 2. Let
Py = y1z9 + yow1 + Pt and P_ = y121 + yous.

If P! = ywiwews, then (BT + Py, B~ 4+ P_ +wiw] + wowy ) is a good pair of D, where w; # wy and
wy # x3, a contradiction. If P! = zwjx3, then (BT + P, 4+ wj wo, B~ + P_ +wjw] +wowy ) is a good pair
of D, where w" # 23 and wy , w3 # w;, a contradiction. O

W.l.o.g., assume that e; = wix; is an arc from w; to X. First assume that es = yjws is an arc from Y
to we. Set D' = (V, A") with A’ = A — {ej,ea} and X' = X U{w1}, Y =Y U{wz}. Let X be the set of
initial strong components in D'[X’] and ) be the set of terminal strong components in D'[Y”].

By Proposition [§] if there exists at most one strong component S in X U ) which satisfies that S € X
(or S € ) with dy,(S) =1 (or d(S) = 1), then we can find a good pair of D, a contradiction. We get the
fact below.

Fact [B0L2. There exist two strong components Xy = x; and Yy = y; respectively in X and ) such that
dy(Xo) =1 and d%(Yp) = 1.

That is y1y2, x2x1, x321 ¢ A. Let e, and e, be the arc from Y to X and from Yj to X, respectively. One
can easily check the note below.

Note [30l4 Assume that e, = ey = Y121 and there are at least two arcs from wsy to X" in D. Let e be an
arc from we to X and D" = (V, A”) with A” = A—{e,,e}. Then there exists at least one arc from'Y’
to each initial strong component of D"[X'] respectively.

Claim BOl1 D[{ws,y2}] is not a digon.

Proof. Suppose D[{ws,y2}] = Cs. Since D 2 E3, A(D[Y']) = {y1w1, waya, yow2}. Set D” = (V, A”) with
A" = A — {yows,w121}. Note that D”[Y’] has only one terminal strong component {y»}. By Fact [30]2,
d%(y2) = 1, say ey, = (y2, X)p. Then e,, = e, by Proposition

Observe that Ip = B~ + yjwoy1z1 + wlwfr is an in-branching of D, where wl+ # x1 as A(D) > 2. If
wy €Y', then any initial strong component in D[X’] has at least one in-arc from Y’ which is different from
y1z1. This implies that D has an out-branching Op = BT + yows + T + Px/ by Proposition Thus
(Op,Ip) is a good pair in D, a contradiction.

Otherwise w," € {x2,73}. Set D* = (V, A*) with A* = A — {yowy, w w] }. By Fact 2, yo and wi is
respectively a terminal and an initial strong component in D*[Y'] and D*[X’] with d} (y2) = dy (w]) = 1.
Since ey, = Y271 # yow], D has a good pair by Proposition a contradiction. O

Claim 2 waY2 % A.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that woys € A.

Case 1: y; is adjacent to ys in D.

That is yoy1 € A. Now D’[Y’] has only one terminal strong component Y, which implies that e, = e, =
y121. Then Ip = B~ 4+ wayay171 +wiw] is an in-branching of D, where wf‘ #xyas \(D) >2. If wf’ eY’,
then any initial strong component in D[X’] has at least one in-arc from Y’ which is different from y;x;.
This implies that D has an out-branching Op = BT + yjws + T+ + Px+ by Proposition |8 Thus (Op, Ip)
is a good pair in D, a contradiction.
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Otherwise wi € {w2,73}. Set D* = (V, A*) with A* = A — {y1wq, w1w; }. By Fact 27 y1 and wy,
respectively, is a terminal and an initial strong component in D*[Y”] and D*[X'] with d¥ (y1) = dy (wy) = 1.
Since e, = Y121 # y1w], D has a good pair by Proposition a contradiction.

Case 2: y; is not adjacent to yo in D.

That is |(y2, X')p| > 2.

Subcase 2.1: |X| = 1.

Namely X = {X(}. By Proposition ey = ey =y121. By Proposition we get Txs of D'[X’]. Then
(B* +y121 + Txr + wy wa, B~ + y1wayay; + wiry) is a good pair of D, where w, # y; and y5 # wa, a
contradiction.

Discussions of subcases when “|/X| =27, “|X| = 3” and “|X| = 4" are given in Appendix. O
Claim BOl3 yws ¢ A.

Proof. Suppose yows € A. Set D" = (V, A”) with A” = A — {wy1x1, y2wz}. Note that yo is a terminal strong
component in D"”[Y’] by Fact 2. Moreover yoy1 ¢ A, i.e., y; is not adjacent to yo in D. Let ey, be the
arc from yy to X'.

First assume e, = e; = y121. Now y; is not in some terminal strong component of D”[Y”], which implies
that D has a good pair by Proposition a contradiction.

Hence e, # e,. Analogously e,, # e,. Then e, (resp. e,,) is adjacent to some initial strong component in
D’[X'] (resp. D"[X']) other than X (resp. x1). This implies that e, = wozy and |[X] > 2. If |X| > 3, then
(Y, X")p| > 5, ie., d% (w2) > 3. By Proposition D has a good pair, a contradiction. If |X| = 2, then
we get T'x: of D'[X'] by Proposition It follows that (Bt 4+ yjwazt + ey, + T/, B~ + w121+ €y + Yawawy )
is a good pair of D, where wy # x1,y2 by A(D) > 2 and Claim 2, a contradiction. %

Therefore y5 is not adjacent to wg in D.
Claim B0l4 y; is not adjacent to y2 in D.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that y; is adjacent to ys, i.e., yoy; € A.

Case 1: way; € A.

Now D’[Y’] has only one terminal strong component Yy, that is e, = e, = y1z1 by Proposition
Then Ip = B~ + way1 + yoy121 + wlwi|r is an in-branching of D, where wf #+ 1 as A(D) > 2.

If wf €Y', then any initial strong component in D[X’] has at least one in-arc from Y’ which is different
from y;21. This implies that D has an out-branching Op = B + yywy + T'x' + Px+ by Proposition |8| Thus
(Op, Ip) is a good pair in D, a contradiction.

Otherwise w]” € {2, 23}. Set D* = (V,A*) with A* = A — {yjws, wyw; }. By Fact 2, y1 is the
only terminal strong component of D*[Y’] and wy is an initial strong component in D*[X'] with d¥ (y2) =
d;,(wf) = 1. Since ey = y121 # ylwf, D has a good pair by Proposition a contradiction.

Thus d¥, (w2) > 2.

Case 2: |X| = 1.

By Proposition e, = e, = y1x1. By Proposition |8 we get Tx,. It follows that (B* 4+ y1z1 +
Tx: + wy wa, B~ + yoyrwowy + wiz1) is a good pair of D, where w, # y; and wy € X’ as A(D) > 2 and
d%.(wa) > 2, a contradiction.

Case 3: |X|=2.

Set X = {Xo, X1}. Recall that Xy = 1. By Proposition we get Tx/.

Subcase 3.1: e; = ¢, = y171.

If (y2, X1)p # 0, say € € (y2,X1)p, then D has a good pair (B* + y121 + €' + Tx/ + wy way, B~ +
ygylwgw; + wix1), where w, # y; and w;' € X', a contradiction.

Otherwise d}; (ws) > 2, namley |X1| > 2. As (y2, X’ — V(XU X1))p # 0, | X1| = 2. This implies that
D[{ws} U X1] D E3, a contradiction to that D 2 E.

Discussions of the subcase when “e, # e,” and cases when “|/X| = 3" and “|X| = 4", see Appendix. ¢

Now |(y2, X")p| > 2. Similar to Note [30}4 we get the note below.
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Note [30L5 Assume that ey = ey =21, (Wi, X)p = {wi21} and there are at least two arcs from ys to X'
in D. Let e be an arc from yo to X and D" = (V, A”) with A” = A — {e,,e}. Then there exists at
least one arc from' Y’ to each initial strong component of D"[X'] respectively.

Then we distinguish several cases as follows.

Case 1 ¢, =¢,.

That is e; = ey = y171.

Subcase 1.1 wizs € A.

Now change e; from wiz; to wyxs, then Xg = xo, or D has a good pair. If 1 is not in some component
in X, then D has a good pair by Proposition a contradiction. Thus we assume that z; € X; € X.
Note that wy € X; as wizy; € A. If X3 = Cs, then V(X;) = {a1,z5,w1}. As \(D) > 2, |(Y', X1)p| > 3,
which implies that D has a good pair by Proposition 29|22 a contradiction.

Hence X7 = Cy = z1wiz1. Note that |(Y/, X)p| > 3 as |X| > 2. Since now Xy = z and y1z1 € A,
(Y, X1) = {yaz1,wy w1} and (Y, Xo) = {x5 x2}, where wi,z5 € Y'. If woyn € A, then z; # wy by
Proposition Since D has no subdigraph with a good pair on 4 vertices, wozs, yowi,y2xs € A. Let
Py = y1mqwr + ya2 + wy wo + 2323 and P- = yiwaxs + Yowix2, where wy, # y; and x5 # ws as
D 2 Es. Then (Bt + Py,B~ + P_) is a good pair of D, a contradiction. Henceforth |(wz, X')p| > 2. It
follows that woxs, yoxs € A and z3 € Xy € X' by Proposition Let Py = y1z1wiz2e + Y223 + w, we and
P = yle:E;ngwlacl+ygygL where wy # y; and y;' # x3 as y is not adjacent to wy. Then (BT+P,, B~+P_)
is a good pair of D, a contradiction.

The case of wizz € A can be proved analogously. For the discussion of the subcase when “(wy, X)p =
{wi21}”, see Appendix.

Case 2 e, # ¢,.

For the discussion of Case 2, see Appendix.

The discussion above implies that D has a good pair when there exists an arc from Y to w; and an arc
from ws_; to X, where i € [2].

Henceforth assume that e; = yyw; and there is no arc from Y to ws or from ws to X. This implies
that there exists an in-arc e~ of wy from X and an out-arc et of wy to Y. Set D' = (V'  A’) with
V' =V —wy, A = A—e; and X' = XU{w1}. Let X be the set of initial strong components in D'[X’] and Y
be the set of terminal strong components in D’[Y]. Observe that there is at most one strong component .S,
in X with dy (S;) = 1, and meanwhile for an arbitrary strong component S in YUY — S, we have dy(S) > 2
when S € X and d},(S) > 2 when S € ). Now by Proposition 8, we get two arc sets Px/ and Py with
Px:NPy =0, and Tx/, Ty. It follows that D has a good pair (BT +Px/+Tx:+e~, B~ +Py +Ty +e1+e™T),
a contradiction. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 31. Let D = (V, A) be a 2-arc-strong digraph on 9 vertices that contains a digon Q. Assume that D
has no subdigraph with a good pair on at least 3 vertices. Set X = N (Q) and Y = N (Q) with X NY =0
and W =V —V(Q) — X =Y. Assume that | X| = |Y| = 2 and there is an arc e = st € A such that s €Y
andt € W (resp. s € W and t € X ). If there are at least three arcs in D[Y U {t}] (resp. D[X U{s}]), then
D has a good pair.

Proof. Suppose D has no good pair. Set V(Q) = {q1,¢2}, X = {z1,22}, Y = {y1, 92} and W = {wy, wa, w3 }.
By the digraph duality, it suffices to prove the case when s € Y and t € W. W.lo.g., let s = y; and t = w;.

Set D[V(Q)UY U {w;y}] = H. Since both D[{q1,q2,y1}] and D[{¢1, g2, y2}] has at most three arcs by
Proposition [I2] there are six possible cases of H by symmetry, which are depicted in Figure[d] We partition
each H; into two parts as follows:

Hi BT (H,) F~(H;) ai

H,y Q2q1y1W1 + g2y2 Q192 + Y1Y2 + w1Y2 an out-arc of yo

Hy BT (H,) q192 + Y1y2w1 an out-arc of wy

Hs BT (H.) Q192 + W1Y1Y2 an out-arc of yo

H, BT(H4) = B+(H1) Fl_(H4) = q192 + W1Y2Y1 a}l: an out-arc of Y1
B3 (Hy) = gaquyrwryz | Fy (Hy) = qugeyeys + wi | a3: an out-arc of wy
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Hs

By (H,)

q192Y2 + W1Y1

an out-arc of y;

Hg

B (Hs) = BT (H,)

F{ (Hg) = q1q2 + yowith

I.
ag: an out-arc of y;

B;—(HG) = q192Y2W1Y1

F; (Hg) = @a2quyawr + y2

aZ: an out-arcs of yo

Notice that, for each case, BT(H;) is always an out-branching of H;, whose arcs are in blue, F~(H;)
is always an in-forest of H;, whose arcs are in red (see Figure [4]), and a; is some arc from {yi,y2, w1} to
{x1, 22, w1, wa}, where 1 < i < 6. And for i = 4 and 6, BY(H;) (resp. F'~(H;), a;) denotes B (H;) (resp.
Fy (H;), a}) or BS (H;) (resp. Fy (H;), a?).

g q2 qQ q2 T q2
(7 2 (7 Yo Y Y2

wq un wy

Hl HQ H3
q1 2 q1 a2 el 42 q1 Go Q1 a2
—

hn Y2 Y1 Yo Yl Y2 Y1 Y2 Y1 Y2

T.U1 wl w]_ ’I_U]_ wl

H, Hs Hg

Figure 4: The six possible cases of H. The arcs of B*(H;) are in blue and the arcs of F~(H;) are in red for
1<4i<6.

The digraph Hs — y1y2 4+ y2y1 is isomorphic to Hs. And, if H = Hy — w1ys + w1y, then for the digon
D[{y1,w1}] = Q, N~(Q) contains the vertices q1,» and an in-neighbour of w; from {z1, 2o, ws}. Thus,
IN=(Q)| > 3. Since [IN*(Q)| > 2, D has a good pair by Corollary @ and Lemmas and

Let e;; be an arc from z; to Q, for any j € [2].

Note BIl1 If there exists an arc a; whose head is z1 or o, then F~(H;) + ez, + €4, + a; is an in-branching
of D\ {wa, w3}, for each 1 < i < 6.

Set X' = X U{wq,ws} and Y =Y Uwy.

Note [31l2 Set D' = (V, A’) with A’ = A — {a;, €w,, €w, } and each initial strong component in D'[X’] has
an in-arc from Y'. If F'~ (H;) + e, + €z, + a; + €4, + €y, is an in-branching of D, then D has a good
pair.

Proof. Obviously BT (H;) can be extended to an out-branching of D. %

Next, we distinguish three cases:

Case 1: d,(w;) > 1 for both j = 2 and 3.

Now there exists an out-arc of w; with head in Y. Since A(D) > 2 and N} (Q) =Y, each initial strong
component in D[X'] has at least two in-arcs from Y’. Moreover, since w; (for both j = 2 and 3) has an
out-arc with head in Y”, denoted by e, for D' = (V, A") with A" = A — {a;, €w,, €w, }, each initial strong
component in D'[X’] has at least one in-arc from Y’. Thus, if there exists an arc a; whose head is 1 or xa,
then D has a good pair (Op,Ip) by Notes 1 and 2, where Ip = F~ (H;) + €gy + €z, + @i + €4y + €y
and Op is obtained by extending BT (H;), for 1 <4 < 6. Henceforth, we may assume that the head of a;
can only be ws or ws.
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Claim BIl1 If there exist an arc a; with head w; and an out-arc of w; with head xy, where 1 < i < 6,
j €{2,3} and k € [2], then D has a good pair.

Proof. W.lo.g., suppose that there exists an arc a; with head wy and wez; € A. Let ey, = wazy and ey,
be an out-arc of ws with head in Y’. For D' = (V, A’) with A’ = A — e,,, if there exists an initial strong
component Xy in D'[X’] such that dy,(Xo) = 1, then 1 € Xy and ws ¢ X,. Hence, for D" = (V, A”) with
A" = A" —{a;, ey, }, each initial strong component in D”[X’] has at least one in-arc from Y”, since the head
of a; is not in X, and the head of e, is not in X’. Then D has a good pair (Op,Ip) by Note 31]2, where
Ip = F~(H;) + ey, + €, + a; + wax1 + €4, and Op is obtained by extending B*(H;), for 1 <7 < 6. The
proof is complete. O

For 1 <14 < 3, a; has two choices e; and ey, both of which are from y, (for ¢ = 1 and 3) or wy (for i = 2).
Since the head of a; can only be ws or ws and there is no multiple arc in D, w.l.o.g., let e; = yaws (resp.
wiwsy) and e = yows (resp. wyws) for i = 1 and 3 (resp. i = 2).

We first consider H; and H. Now, D[Y’] is a tournament of order 3. If di, (w;) > 2 (j = 2 or 3), then
D[Y’U{w;}] is a tournament of order 4 or contains a subdigraph on 3 vertices with 4 arcs, a contradiction.
Hence, dy- (w;) = 1 for both j = 2 and 3. Moreover, if D[{w2,ws}] is a digon, then D[{y2,ws,w3}] or
D[{w,ws,ws}] is a subdigraph on 3 vertices with 4 arcs, a contradiction. Thus, at least one of the vertices
wo and ws, say we, has an out-neighbour in X. Let a; = e;. Now, by Claim [1}1, D has a good pair.

Discussions of H;, where i € {3,4,5,6}, see Appendix.

Case 2: dy,(w;) = 0 for both j = 2 and 3.

Now each out-arc of w; has head in X’. We will distinguish three subcases in Appendix.

Case 3: dy,(w;) =0 and dy, (w5_;) > 1 for j =2 or 3.

W.lo.g., assume that di, (wz) = 0 (i.e., d%, (w2) > 2) and d, (w3) > 1. Let e, be an out-arc of w3 with
head in Y'. There are two situations: (a) wexi, waxs € A and (b) w.l.o.g., woxy, wews € A and waxs ¢ A.

Claim B1l2 There exists a; with head in {x1,x2,wa}, for each 1 <i < 6.

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix. O

Next, by Claim [31]2, we distinguish three subcases. Note that, we always let D’ = (V, A’) with A’ =
A —{ew,,ew; } and D" = (V, A”) with A” = A’ — {a;}.

Subcase 3.1: a; with head ;.

For wy and Situation (a), let e,, = waxs, and for Situation (b), let e,, = wowsz. Clearly, for any
1<i<6, F (H;) + ey + €, + a; + €y, + €+ is always an in-branching of D. If there exists an initial
strong component X, in D'[X’] such that dy/(Xo) = 1, then for Situation (a) (resp. Situation (b)), x2 € Xo
(resp. w3 € Xp) and wy ¢ Xo. Moreover, 1 ¢ Xo, since waz; € A(D') for both situations. Since the
head of a; is @1, in D", each initial strong component of D”[X’] has always at least one in-arc from Y’. By
Note [31}2, D has a good pair.

For discussions of subcases when “a; with head x2” and “a; with head ws”, see Appendix.

The proof is complete. O

)

Lemma 32. Let D be a 2-arc-strong digraph on 9 vertices that contains a digon Q. Assume that D has no
subdigraph with a good pair on 3 or J vertices. Set X = N, (Q) and Y = N (Q) with X NY = 0. If | X| =2
and |Y'| = 2, then D has a good pair.

Proof. Let D = (V,A), Q = q1goq1n and W =V — X - Y —V(Q) = {w1,ws,ws}. Set X = {x1,22} and
Y = {y1,y2}. By contradiction, suppose that D has no good pair when |X| = |[Y| = 2. Let B™ be an
out-tree rooted at g; such that A(B*) C {qiq2} U (Q,Y)p and B~ be an in-tree rooted at g; such that

A(B™) C{gq} U (X,Q)p.
By Propositions 12| and and Lemma we get the following facts.

Fact [32L1. There is no digon in the induced subdigraph of X or Y.
Fact [3212. There are exactly two vertices respectively in the disjoint in- and out-neibourhood of any C5 in

D.
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Fact B213. |[E(W)| < 3.

Fact B2l4. |(W,D — W)p| > 3 and |(D — W,W)p| > 3. That is at least 2 vertices in W have out-arcs to
X UY, analogously at least 2 vertices in W have in-arcs from X UY.

Let v (resp. u) be the vertex in W which does not have any out-neighbour (resp. in-neighbour) in X UY if
it exists, and arbitrarily otherwise. From Claim [I9}1 and Note [30}2, we have the fact below by Lemmas
and

Fact [3215 None of the following holds:
L |(Y,X)p| =4

2. X is not independent and there exists a vertex in Y which dominates each vertex in X;

3. Analogously Y is not independent and there exists a vertex in X which is dominated by each
vertex in Y

4. Both X and Y are not independent, say x;x3—;,y;ys—; € A, and y;z;,ys—;x3—; € A, where
i,j € [2].

5. Both X and Y are not independent, say x;x3—;,y;y3—; € A, and y;x3_;,y3—;z; € A, where
i,7 € [2].

Now assume that there is no good pair in D — W, i.e., (Y, X)p| < 3. We will now show the note below.
Note [32L1. There exists an arc from Y to W and an arc from W to X.

Proof. Assume that (Y,W)p = 0, ie., |(Y,X)p| > 3 by Fact 32}1. By Fact 325, |(Y,X)p| # 4, then
|(Y, X)p| = 3, which implies that Y is not an independent set. W.l.o.g., assume y1y2 € A. Now d§ (y1) > 1
and d} (y2) > 2, namely yo dominates both vertices in X and y; dominates at least one vertex in X. This
is impossible by Fact [32]5, a contradiction. Thus (Y, W)p # (. Likewise (W, X)p # 0. O

Claim 3211 If |(Y,X)p| =3 or |(Y, X)p| = 2 with a P; in D[X UY], then D has a good pair.

Proof. Suppose that D has no good pair. If |(Y, X)p| = 3, then w.l.o.g., assume (Y, X)p = {y121, Y122, Y22 }.
By Fact [325, both X and Y are independent sets. Let P! = y;21 + yozp and P2 = yy29. Note that
V(BT +PHY=XUY and V(B™ + P) = X UY — ys.

We do the similar process to the case when |(Y, X)p| = 2 with a P5 in D[XUY]. Since there exists a P in
D[XUY] when |(Y, X)p| = 2, exactly one of X and Y is not an independent set by Fact[325. W.lL.o.g., assume
rox1 € A If (Y, X)p = {1121, y2w2}, then let P! = yozoxy and P? = yyz1. If (Y, X)p = {y172, yow2}, then
let P! = yowoz1 and P? = yyx. Since A\(D) > 2, y» has an out-arc to W, say yow;. We want to add y» to
B~ by yaws.

If there exists an arc from w; to X UY — 15, say ey, then let P_ = yow; + e1. If there exists an arc from
X UY — ys to wy, say eg, then let P, = ey. Note that (BT + P! + P, B~ + P? + P_) is a good pair of
D\ {wy, w3}, which implies that D has a good pair by Lemma [10|as A(D) > 2, a contradiction.

Hence assume that at least one of e; and es does not exist. We distinguish several cases below.

Case 1: Nt (wy) CW.

That is wiws, wiws € A. Since |E(W)| < 3, there is at least one more arc in E(W) other than w; and
ws. This implies that at least one of ws and ws has both in- and out-neighbours in X UY', say wy. Let €1
be an arc from X UY to ws.

First assume that (we, X UY — y2)p # 0 and (D — w3, wi)p # 0, say es € (wy, X UY — y2)p and
e3 € (D —ws,wy)p. Let Py = e; +e3 and P_ = yowwa + 5. Note that (BY + P+ P, B~ + P>+ P_) is
a good pair of D — ws, which implies that D has a good pair as A(D) > 2, a contradiction.

Next assume that woys € A and Nz,ly2 (we) C W. If wowy € A, then ws has at least one in-neighbour
and two out-neighbours in X UY as |E(W)| < 3, which implies that D has a good pair by the discussion
above, a contradiction. That is wows € A. Now w3 has at least one out-neighbour w3 # y» in X UY and
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wy has at least one in-neighbour w; in X UY. Let Py = wy wiws +e; and P_ = yowiwows. It follows that
(Bt + P+ P,,B~ + P?2+ P_) is a good pair of D, a contradiction.

Henceforth, assume wsw; € A. Since |E(W)| < 3, wy has at least one out-neighbour wj # y in X UY
and ws respectively has an in-neighbour w; and an out-neighbour w; in XUY. Let Py = e; +w; waw; and
P = ygwlwgw;’ +w3w§f. It follows that (BT + P!+ P, B~ + P%?+ P_) is a good pair of D, a contradiction.

Discussions of cases when “wiy, € A and N;_yz (w1) € W” and “ey exists but Np_y, (w1) € W7, which
are analogous to Case 1, are given in Appendix. O

Claim [B212 At least one of X and Y is an independent set.

Proof. W.l.o.g., assume q1y1, q2y2 € A. Suppose that both X and Y are not independent sets, i.e., |E(X)| =
|E(Y)| =1 by Fact[32]1. W.Lo.g., assume y1y2, z122 € A. By Lemma [31] |[Y,w;]p| < 1 and |[X,w;]p| < 1,
for arbitrary w; € W.

Case 1: |(Y,X)p| = 0.

Since A(D) > 2, |(Y,W)p| = 3 with [Ny, (y1)] = 1 and [Ny}, (y2)| = 2 by the fact that [[Y,w;]p| < 1.
W.lo.g., assume yjwq, yows, yows € A. Note that (W,Y)p = 0. Likewise, |(W,X)p| =3 and (X, W)p =0
with | Ny, (21)| = 2 and | Ny, (z2)| = 1. This implies that D[W] = C3 by Fact|3213. Set C5 = wiwj41wa—jwr,
where j € {1,2}.

Ifwizy ¢ A, then wazy, w3z, wizs € A. It follows that (BT 4y wiw 41+ysws—;jx122, B~ 4+y1y2w 11 wa— jw122)
is a good pair of D, a contradiction. If wyzq € A, then set w;zqy € A, where ¢ € {2,3}. It follows that
(BT + YIW1Wj41 + YoWa—j + w122, B~ + y1y2wj1wa—jwiz1) is a good pair of D, a contradiction.

Case 2: |(Y,X)p| =1

Discussion of Case 2 is given in Appendix. O

Claim B213 If |E(X)| + |[E(Y)| =1, then |(Y, X)p| < 1.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that |(Y,X)p| = 2 by Claim [32}1. W.lLo.g., assume E(X) = {z2z:}. By
Claim 1, assume (Y, X)p = {y171,9221}. Let P! = 292y and P? = y121 + yox1. Then B~ + P? is an
in-tree containing Y but B* + P! is not an out-tree. Since |[W, X UY]p| > 4 and |[W| = 3, at least one
vertex in W is adjacent to two vertices in X UY, say ws.

Case 1: yiwp,yowy € A.

Subcase 1.1: wizs € A.

If w; has an out-neighbour wj” in X UY such that w]” # xa, then (BY + P! + yow; w2, B~ + P2 +wiw])
is a good pair of D — {wq,w3}. This implies that D has a good pair by Lemma a contradiction.
Otherwise, Ngﬂ,z(wl) C W. W.lo.g., assume wiwy € A. If (we, X UY)p # 0 and (X UY,wq)p # 0,
then set e; € (wy, X UY)p and es € (X UY,ws)p. Let Py = yowixs + s and P = wyws + e;. Then
(Bt + P+ P,,B™ + P?+ P_) is a good pair of D — w3, a contradiction. Now we discuss situations when
e1 or es does not exist.

First assume that e; does not exist, namely N*(ws) C W. Then E(W) = {wjws, waws, waws }. Let
Py = yowize + wy we + wi w3 and P_ = wiwewzwy , where wy , w3, wi € X UY by Fact [32}3. It follows
that (Bt + P+ P,, B~ + P2 + P_) is a good pair of D, a contradiction.

Next assume that e; exists, but es does not, that is wsws € A. Let Py = ywizs + wi waws and
P_=wiwy +e; + wgw;, where w;,wgr # wo as A(D) > 2. It follows that (BT + P!+ P,, B~ + P2+ P.)
is a good pair of D, a contradiction.

Discussions of the subcase when “wsxo, w3rs € A” and the case when “yowi,wixe € A” are given in
Appendix. O

Claim B2l4 Both X and Y are independent sets.
Proof. W.lo.g., assume q1y1, g2y2 € A. Suppose that one of X and Y is not an independent set by Claim[32]2.

W.lo.g., assume that |E(Y)| = 1 by Fact 321, say y1y2 € A. Now |(Y, X)p| < 1 by Claim [32]3.
Case 1: |(Y, X)p| =1.
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Subcase 1.1: (Y, X)p = {12}, 7 € {1,2}.

W.lo.g., assume i = 2. Then N~ (z1) C W, dy,(22) > 1 and dIJ,rV(yg) > 2. Assume wix1, wax € A, then
|(y2, {w1,w2})p| > 1, w.lo.g., say yowy € A.

First assume wiz2 € A. Let B;; = g2q1y1y2w1r2 and B, be an in-tree rooted at ya such that A(By;) -
{q192y2, Y122, w11 } U (X, Q)p. If NB—{xl,wg}(w3) # 0, say wy € N[_)i{zl’w}(wg), then D has a good pair
(B;2 + wy w3 + wy wazy, By, + wgw; + wgw;'), where w; # ws, wgr # wy and wy # x1 as A\(D) > 2, a
contradiction. Hence ziws, wows € A. It follows that (B;; + wy warws, By, + wgwgw;) is a good pair of
D, where wy # x1, w3 and w3 # x1,wy as D 2 E3, a contradiction.

Next assume that wixzs ¢ A but woze € A. Now there exists at least one arc from ys to {ws, w3}. By
the discussion above, yows € A. Let B;; = @2q1Y1Y2w1T1 + Yows and B,, be an in-tree rooted at ys such
that A(By_2) C {q192Y2, Y122, w2x1} U (X, Q)p. It follows that (B;; + wy waxe, By, + wiw; + U)3U]§_) is a
good pair of D, where wy # wy, 2o, wy # 1 and wi # wa by A(D) > 2 and Lemma a contradiction.

Henceforth assume that wixo, woze ¢ A but wsxs € A.

A. N~ (’wg) n {yl,yg,xg} #* 0.

Set wy € {y1,y2,22}. If wow; € A, then D has a good pair (BT 4 yi123 + w; w3 + wy wowiz1, B~ +
W3z + Wox1 + Y1y2wiwy ), where wy # wi, a1 and wi ¢ Y as D 2 Es and Lemma a contradiction.
Thus waw; ¢ A. Let w; and w, respectively be an in-neighbour of wy and an in-neighbour of ws such that
wy # y2 and wy # x1 as A(D) > 2. Since D 2 Es, at least one of w; and w, is not in {z1, w1, w2}. It
follows that (BT + yi1xa + Wy W3 + Wy Wi + Wy WaZ1, BT + wsxa + y1y2wi121 + wgw;) is a good pair of D,
where w; = 11, a contradiction.

B. yows € A and d, (ws) > 2.

{I17w17w2}
Since d{zl wlsz}(w?’) > 2, assume that w;wz € A, where i € [2]. We first show that wsw; ¢ A. If xyws €
A, then wsw; ¢ A as D 2 E;. If wyws, wows € A, then wyw; ¢ A by Fact 3. Let B;; = Qaq1Yy1yow; T +
yaw3—; and B, be an in-tree rooted at y such that A(By;) CH{q192y2, y122, ws—_;x1 } U (X, Q) p. It follows
that (B;; + wy waze, By, + wiwgw;r) is a good pair of D, where w; # w; and wj # x9 as A(D) > 2, a
contradiction.

The proofs of the subcase when “(Y, X)p = {y22;}, ¢ € {1,2}” and the case when “|(Y, X)p| = 07, see
Appendix. O

Now both X and Y are independent sets.
Claim 3215 If both X and Y are independent sets and (Y, X)p = {y121,y222}, then D has a good pair.

Proof. Suppose that D has no good pair. Now |[[X UY,W]p| > 4. Since |W| = 3, at least one vertex in W
is adjacent to at least two vertices in X UY, w.l.o.g., say ws.

Case 1: YW1, Yawy € A (wlxl,wlxz S A)

By the digraph duality, it suffices to prove the case of yywi,yow; € A. By Lemma there is no arc
from wy to Y.

Subcase 1.1: wyz1, wize € A.

Let Py = y121 + yowiws and P_ = yywixy + yox2. Then (BT + Py, B~ + P_) is a good pair of
D — {ws, w3}, which implies that D has a good pair by Lemma a contradiction.

Subcase 1.2: wizs € A but wizy ¢ A (wiz1 € A but wizs ¢ A).

By the digraph duality, it suffices to prove the case when wizo € A but wyzy ¢ A. Then Ngﬂ@ (w) C W.
Since (W, z1)p # 0, w.l.o.g., assume wox; € A. Let P! = y121 + yowix2 and P? = yox9 + y1wy + wory.

First assume wywy € A. If (wa, XUY ) p # 0, say wy wa € (we, XUY)p, then (B + Pl 4w, we, B~ +P%+
wywe) is a good pair of D—ws, a contradiction. Hence wswy € A. Let Py = w3 wawy and P_ = wlwg—l—wgwgr,
where w; € X UY and w3+ # wy. It follows that (BT + Py + P*, B~ + P_ + P?) is a good pair of D, a
contradiction. Thus wyws € A but wywe ¢ A. Then (BT + P2 + wy wq + wiws, B~ + P + wa; + wgw;')
is a good pair of D, where w; ,wy # r1 and wi # wy as A(D) > 2, a contradiction.

Discussions of subcases when “(wy, X)p = 0 and wex1, wazs € A” and “wsxy, wswe € A” and cases when
“yowy,wire € A7 and “yowq,wixy; € A” are given in Appendix. O
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Claim [3216 If both X and Y are independent sets and (Y, X)p = {y121,y221}, then D has a good pair.

Proof. Suppose that D has no good pair. Now dyy, (z2) > 2 and dify, (y;) > 1 for any j € [2]. W.Lo.g., assume
WL, Wals € A.

Case 1: dy (w;) > 1 for any i € [2].

W.lo.g., assume yiwy,yows € A. Since D 2 Es, D[{wi,ws}] # Ca, wlo.g., say wjwy ¢ A. 1If
wiws, wzwe € A, then (BT + yyuwiwswazs + yow1, B~ + 1171 + y2u)2w2+ + wix1 + ’U}g’w;r) is a good pair
of D, where wy # x9 and wi # wq as A\(D) > 2, a contradiction. If wiws, wzws ¢ A, then (B* + yjwixs +
Yo, +wy W, BT +y1 21 +yowars +wiw) is a good pair of D, where wy # y» and w]” # x4, a contradiction.
Otherwise D has a good pair (BT + yjwixa + yox1 + w3 w3 + wy wa, B~ 4+ y121 + Yowoxs + wlwf + 7.U3’LU§_),
where wy, # yQ,wf' # X9, w5 # wo and w;r # wy as \(D) > 2, a contradiction.

Then at least one of w; and wy has no in-neighbours in Y, w.l.o.g., say dy-(w1) = 1, that is N~ (w1 )NW #
0 by Lemma

Discussions of cases when “dy (wz) = 27, “dy (w2) =17 and “(N~(w1) UN " (w2)) NY = )7 are given in
Appendix. O

By the digraph duality, we also prove the case of (Y, X)p = {y121,y122}. Now |(V,X)p| < 1.
Claim B2l7 If both X and Y are independent sets, then (Y, X)p = 0.

Proof. Suppose |(Y,X)p| = 1. W.lo.g., assume y121 € (Y, X)p. Now |N;{,(Y)| > 2 and [Ny, (X)| > 2 as
D) > 2.

Case 1: [N, (V)| =2 (|Ny (X)| = 2).

By the digraph duality, it suffices to prove the case of |Na', (V)| = 2. W.Lo.g., assume yywi, Yo2w1, YaWa €

A.
Subcase 1.1: wizs € A.
A. woxo, w3x1 € A.
We find a good pair (Bt + Py, B~ + P_) of D as follows, a contradiction.
Case P, P_ Notation
wows ¢ A Y1W1Yo2WolTs + W3 W3T1, Y101 + YowiT2 + w2w§r + wgw{,f w?,_vw;_ # T1; w;’ # T2
wowz € A, wiys ¢ A Y1w1x2 + YowWoWsT1, Y121 + ygwlwf + weT2 + 'lU3’LU§L wl+ # $2,w§r # 1
wowsz, w1Ys € A Y1T1 + Yow1To + Wy Wa + Wy W3, Y1 W1 Y2WaW3T1 Wy # Y2, Wy F Wa

Discussions of “wsoxq,woxe € A7, “wsrs,wix1 € A7, “wiri,wixze € A7, “wori,wszxs € A’ and
“wiry,wsre € A” are shown in Appendix.
The proof of the subcase when “wqxg, wzzrs € A” and the case when “|NVJ{, (Y)| = 37, see Appendix. ¢

Now we are ready to finish the proof of Lemma[32] Since |(Y, X)p| = 0 and both X and Y are independent
sets, (Y, W)p| > 4 and |(W,X)p| > 4. By Lemma for any w € W, dy(w) < 2 and df (w) < 2. This
implies that there exist vertices w; and w; in W such that yiw;, yow;, wjz1, wjze € A. Note that it is
possible that w; = w;.

Case 1: At least two vertices in W have two in-neighbours in Y.

W.lo.g., assume yjwi, yawsy, Yy1wa, y2we € A. Note that [(Y,W)p| > 5.

Subcase 1.1: j € {1,2}.

W.lo.g., assume j = 2.

First assume d;(wl > 1, w.lo.g., say wizy € A. Then w; has an out-neighbour wf # x1,ys as
A(D) > 2 and Lemma Set Py = w11 + yowoxs and P = yiwoxy + ygwlwf. If wf # ws, then
(B* + P,,B~ + P_) is a good pair of D — w3, a contradiction. Hence w] = ws. This implies that
d% (w3) > 1. Tt follows that (B* + Py + wj ws, B~ + P_ + wswy ) is a good pair of D, where w3 # w; as
MD) > 2 and wi € X, a contradiction.

Next assume d¥(w;) = 0. This implies that N*(w;) C W and d¥(ws) = 2 by Lemma ie.,
wiwg, wiws, w3r1, wsre € A. Tt follows that (B* + yjwiwszy + yowaTa, B~ + y1wax1 + yowiws + wsra) is
a good pair of D, a contradiction.
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Subcase 1.2: d%(w;) = d¥ (ws) = 1.

By Lemma d}(wg) = 2, i.e., w3xry,wsrs € A. W.lo.g., assume wixi,wers € A. It follows that
(Bt 4+ y1w1 + yowars + w3 wazy, B~ + w3z + yowi a1 —|—y1w2w;) is a good pair of D, where wy ¢ {wa}UX
and w;' % x9,y1 as A(D) > 2 and Lemma a contradiction.

Case 2: Only w; in W has dy (w;) = 2.

W.lo.g., assume w; = wy, i.e., yiwi,yow1 € A. Note that [(Y,W)p| = 4 and dy (w2) = dy(w3) = 1,
w.l.o.g., say y1ws, yowsz € A.

Subcase 2.1: d} (ws) = df (w3) = 2.

That is womy, waTs, waxy, wsre € A. It follows that (BT + yowszy + y1wy + Wy Wale, B~ + y1wazy +
w3T9 + yowiwy) is a good pair of D, where wy # y1, T2 and wi # wa,ys as A(D) > 2 and Lemma a
contradiction.

Discussions of subcases when “Exactly one of ws and w3 has two out-neighbours in X” and “d} (wg) =
d% (w3) =17 are shown in Appendix.

This compeltes the proof of Lemma [32} O

Proposition 33. Let D = (V, A) be a 2-arc-strong oriented graph on 9 vertices without K4 as a subdigraph.
If D have two cycles C* and C? with C*NC? = () which cover 8 vertices, then D contains a Hamilton dipath.

Proof. The proof is similar as that of Proposition 27] We will give some details of it in Appendix. O

Lemma 34. Let D = (V, A) be a 2-arc-strong digraph on 9 vertices without good pair. If D is an oriented
graph without K4 as a subdigraph, then D has a Hamilton dipath.

Proof. The proof is similar as that of Proposition 28] We will give some details of it in Appendix. O
Now we are ready to show Theorem [6] For convenience, we restate it here.
Theorem [6l Every 2-arc-strong digraph on 9 vertices has a good pair.

Proof. By contradiction, suppose that D has no good pair.
Claim [6l1 No subdigraph of D of order at least 4 has a good pair.

Proof. Suppose that a subdigraph Q of D of order at least 4 has a good pair. If |Q| > 5 =n —4, then D has
a good pair by Lemmas and Thus, assume |Q| =4 =n—5. Set X = N;(Q) and Y = N} (Q).

If X NY # (), then there is a vertex v in D — @ which has both an in-neighbour and an out-neighbour
in Q. By Lemma [0} D[V (Q) U {v}] has a good pair. Since |Q U {v}| =5 =n —4, D has a good pair by
Lemma Henceforth, assume X NY = 0.

If | X| > 2 or [Y]| > 2, then D has a good pair by Lemma [18 Therefore, |X| = [Y| = 1. Set Q =
{1,92,03,q4}, X = {2}, Y ={y} and V - V(Q) — X =Y =W = {wy, wz, w3 }. Moreover, let (B}, B;) be
a good pair of @, where s,t € V(Q). Since A(D) > 2, N;(Q) = {z} and N}, (Q) = {y}, there are at least
two out-neighbours of x and at least two in-neighbours of y in Q.

Note[6l1 zs,ty ¢ A.

Proof. By the digraph duality, it suffices to prove the case of xs ¢ A. Suppose xs € A. Let e,(# xs) be
another arc from z to Q. Then (zs + B, e, + B; ) is a good pair of D[V (Q) U {z}|, which implies that D
has a good pair since |Q U {x}| = 5, a contradiciton. %

Next, we distinguish two cases:

Case 1: s =1t.

W.l.o.g., suppose s =t = q;. By Note@l, neither z nor y is adjacent to ¢;. Thus, Np(q1) C {¢2, 93,94}
Since A(D) > 2, d™(q1) > 2 and d~(q1) > 2, which implies that there is a vertex ¢; € {q2,43,q4} such that
D[{q1,¢:}] is a digon. W.l.o.g., let i = 2. By Proposition |7}, @ has a good pair (B;g, B,,). Again by Note@l,
neither z nor y is adjacent to ga. Thus, Np({q1,¢2}) = {¢3,qa} and NT(2)NQ = N~ (y) N Q = {q3,q}-
Note that, it is impossible that D[{g;,¢;}] is a digon, where i = 1 or 2 and j = 3 or 4. Otherwise, by
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Proposition [7, @Q has a good pair (B B ), a contradiction. But z¢q; € A and ¢y € A (j = 3 and 4),
contradicting Note @1 Hence, one of the Vertices gs and ¢4 is an out-neighbour of ¢; (resp. ¢2) and the
other an in-neighbour of ¢; (resp g2). By symmetry, assume q1q3, q1q1 € A.

Now, if g2q3, quq2 € A, then D[V(Q) U {z}] has a good pair (B}, B,.) with B} = 2qiq2q1g3 and
B, = ¢4q192q3 +vg3. Since |QU{z}| =5=n—4, by Lemma D has a good pair, a contradiction. Hence,
4392, q2q4 € A. Figure |y 5| shows the subgraph H of D, which contains an out- branchmg B+ = Tq4q1q92 + Tq3Yy
of H and an in-branching B = q193q2qay of H \ {a;} If yz € A, then (B} B + yx) is a good pair of H,
which implies that D has a good pair by Lemma a contradiction. Thus assume yx ¢ A.

q 92
a3 14
l Y

Figure 5: The subgraph H of D. The arcs of an out-branching of H are in blue and the arcs of an in-branching
of H\ {x} are in red.

Since N, (Q) = {z} and N} (Q) = {y}, Q contains no out-neighbours of y or in-neighbours of x.
Moreover, since yz ¢ A, Nj)(y) € W = {wy, w2, w3} and Np,(x) € W. Because A\(D) > 2, d*(y) > 2 and
d~(x) > 2. Thus, there is a vertex w; € W such that yw;, w;z € A. W.lo.g., let i =1, i.e., ywi,wiz € A.

If zw; € A, then (B} + zw, By_ + ywiz) is a good pair of D[V (H) U {w;}], which implies that D has a
good pair by Lemma a contradiction. By the digraph duality, we also get a contradiction when wiy € A.
Therefore, assume zwy, w1y ¢ A.

Now, suppose that there is another vertex w;(# wi) € W such that yw;, w;z € A. W.lo.g., let i = 2. If
wjws_; € A (j =1 or 2), then (wjz + B + yws_ ]7B + ywjwsz—;x) is a good pair of D[V (H) U {w:,ws}],
which implies that D has a good pair by Lemma a contradiction. Hence, w; and ws are not adjacent.
Note that, zwy, w1y ¢ A and for a similar reason, zws, wey ¢ A. For both i = 1 and 2, since d* (w;) > 2
and d~(w;) > 2, D[{w;,ws3}] is a digon. Then, (wjwswaz + B;j‘, By_ + ywix + wowsw ) is a good pair of D,
a contradiction. Thus, w; is the unique vertex which is both an out-neighbour of y and an in-neighbour of
x. Now, w.l.o.g., suppose that yws € A and wzz € A, and moreover, wox ¢ A, yws ¢ A.

Next, consider the following two situations.

(A): way € A.

Since d*(wq) > 2 and woz §§ A, at least one of the vertices w; and ws is an out-neighbour of ws. If
wowy € A, then (B+ + ngwl,B + ywix + wey) is a good pair of D — {ws}, which implies that D has
a good pair by Lemma a Contradlctlon If wow; ¢ A but waws € A, waw; € A since d~ (wy1) > 2 and
zwy ¢ A. Then, (B+ + ywowswy, B + ywix + wey + wsx) is a good pair of D, a contradiction.

(B): way ¢ A.

Since d (wy) > 2 and way, wex ¢ A, wowy, wows € A. Moreover, since d+(w1) > 2 and wyy ¢ A, at least
one of the vertices wo and w3 is an out-neighbour of wy. If wyws € A, then (B+ + ywy wows, B 4+ ywowyx +
wzz) is a good pair of D, a contradiction. If wiws € A, then (B;‘ + yw2w1w37By + ywrx + wowsx) is a
good pair of D, a contradiction.

Therefore, in this case, we can always obtain a contradiction.

Case 2: s £ t.

W.lLo.g., suppose that s = g1 and t = ¢q, i.e., @ has a good pair (B;rl,Bq’Q). By Note @1, xq1 ¢ A. But
N7(Q) = {z} and so N (q1) € {q2,93, 44}, namely d(q1) > 2. Moreover, both Bf and B, contain an
out-arc of ¢q;. So, dz?(ql) > 2. Similarly, dz?(qg) > 2 and dg(g2) > 2.

27



Since the root of any out-branching has in-degree zero and the root of any in-branching has out-degree
zero, if g2g1 € A, then gaqq ¢ B;‘l UB,,. Set B, = B, +q2q1 — e, where e is the unique out-arc of ¢ in B, .

Obviously, B, is an in-branching of @ with root g1. So, @ has a good pair (Bl;7Bq_1)’ whose out-branching
and in-branching have the same root ¢;, which is Case 1. Thus, assume ¢2q; ¢ A.

Since dg(q1) > 2 and q2q1 ¢ A, N (q1) = {g3,¢4}. Moreover, since dg(ql) > 2, D contains at least one
of the arcs q1g3 and g1q4. W.lo.g., let q1q3 € A, that is D[{q1,q3}] is a digon. Similarly, since dg(qg) >2
and qaq1 ¢ A, N} (q2) = {q3,qa}. Moreover, since dé(qg) > 2, there is an arc e from {q1,q3} to ¢ga2. Set

B;l = q1g3 + € + q2q4 and Bq’l = q2g3q1 + q4q1. Then, (B(‘;,Bq’l) is a good pair of @), whose out-branching

and in-branching have the same root ¢;, which is Case 1. The proof is complete. O

Let R be a largest clique in D. Then R has three vertices by Claim []1 and Proposition
Claim [6l2 No subdigraph of D of order at least 3 has a good pair.

Proof. By Lemma it suffices to show that there is no @ C D on 3 vertices with good pair. Suppose
to the contrary that () has a good pair. Analogous to Claim 1, INA(Q)] > 2 and [N, (Q)| > 2 with
NH(Q)N Np(Q) = 0. Thus by Lemma D has a good pair, a contradiction. %

By the claim above, R is a tournament.
Claim [6l3 D is an oriented graph.

Proof. Suppose that D has a digon Q. Set X = N,(Q) and Y = N;;(Q). By Claim @27 XNy = .
Since A(D) > 2, both X and Y have at least two vertices. If |X|+ |Y| = 4, then D has a good pair by
Lemma a contradiction. If | X |+ |Y| = 5, then D has a good pair by Lemma [30]and the digraph duality,
a contradiction. If |X|+ |Y| = 6, then D has a good pair by Lemma [11] a contradiction. If | X| +[Y| =7,
then D has a good pair by Corollary [9] a contradiction. O

Now we are ready to finish the proof of Theorem By Lemma assume that Pp = x12o...29 1S a
Hamilton dipath of D. Set D’ = D — A(Pp). Let I;, i € [a], be the initial strong components in D" and
let T;, j € [b], be the terminal strong components in D’. Note that a,b > 2 by Proposition Since D is
an oriented graph and A(D) > 2, ||, |T;| > 3, for any ¢ € [a],j € [b]. Since A\(D) > 2, 21 has at least two
in-neighbours and one out-neighbour in D’ and zg¢ has at least two out-neighbours and one in-neighbour in
D’. Thus there are only two non-adjacent strong components in D’, say I; and I, as n = 9 and D is an
oriented graph. We distinguish two cases below.

Case 1: |[;| =4 and |I] = 5.

If zg € I, then zg € I as |R| = 3. Analogously, if x; € I, then x5 € I. By Proposition D has a
good pair for each cases. Henceforth, both z; and xg are in I. Note that at least one of x5 and zg is in I
as |R| = 3. By Proposition D has a good pair, a contradiction.

Case 2: |[;| =3 and |I3| = 6.

In this case, 1,29 € Iy and |A(l2)] > 7. If one of z9 and zg is in Iy, then D has a good pair by
Proposition Thus both x5 and xg are in Iy. Then V(I;) = {x3, x5, 27}, which implies that D has a good
pair by Proposition a contradiction.

This completes the proof of Theorem [6] O
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A Appendix
In this appendix, we give partial proofs of some lemmas and propositions which are omitted above. We

use tables to shorten our partial proofs. It will not be hard for the reader to construct full proofs from our
partial proofs.

A.1 Lemma
Case 2: P, N{wy, wa} # 0.

Case Op Ip

Py 2 {01, w2}, P ) 2 (w1, w2} Oq tey+ By, Py teat 1o
P(lwc) 2 {wi,wy}, wlo.g., P(QWC) N {wy,we} =wy Og + ey + P(1y7$) P(Qyw) +a+e,+ 1o
P(ly’w) = ywix,P(2y7w) =yw;z, i #j € [2]

wwj, wjw; € A Oq + ey + ywyw;x YywjwT + e, + Ig
wiw; ¢ A Oq +ey+ Pl +aw; | P +a+e +Ig+uwy

A.2 Lemma 1§

Subcase 2.2: fi(w;) = fa(ws—;) =1 and fi(ws—;) = fa(w;) = 0, where i € [2]. R

W.lo.g., assume ¢ = 1. Similarly, since fi(w;) = 1 and fi(ws) = 0, wy is a leaf of By and P, .
containing wi in él_, where y,w; € Ef (k=1 or 2). Since fa(wy) = 0 and fa(wy) = 1, wy is a leaf of
BQ_ and Py, ;) containing wz in E{ , where y,ws € 32_ (t =1 or 2). Next, we consider the following two
situations.

Subcase 2.2.1: dgf;—wg,j (wj;) =1 for some j € [2].

W.lo.g., suppose that j = 1 and yyw; € A. Note that, in any in-branching, any vertex except the root
has a unique out-neighbour. In B;, let v* be the unique out-neighbour of ws,.
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Case Good Pair of D Notation
v* £ wy Bt + P(yt,m) +a,B] +B~ P(yt@) C B, and a §é By U B, with head w;

Henceforth, assume v* = wq, that is wow; € Bl_.
(A): Nj_(w1) # {wa}.

If dé, " (w2) = 1, then D has a good pair by symmetry and the above discussion. Hence, assume that
5 —W1

in BQ_ — w1, we has two in-neighbours, which must be y; and ys. So yywez 4 yows C BQ_.

Case Good Pair of D Notation

r € NT(wy) B + yowowyix, By — wawy + wex + B~ wowy € By ,wax € By

{yl,y2}mN+(wl)7éA® . . .
(w.lo.g., let wiys € By) | BY + ys_gwox + ypw1, By — yrw1 + ypwa + B~ | ys_pwaz, ypwe € By ;ypwy € By

(B): Ng; (wy1) = {wa}.
Since NET;_ (w1) = {yr}, ys—rw1 ¢ B1—~ Moreover, since ws is a leaf of Bl_, the out-neighbour of y3_x
1 w2
is y or z in By .

If ys_pyi € B1 , then y3_pyrwi + wiwz + Py, o) — ysw2 + B~ contains an in-branching Ip of D, where
Y3_kYpWy € B and Py, ) € B . Tt follows that (Op, Ip) is a good pair of D with Op = BY +y,ws+wow1,
where y,ws € B and wowix € B

If y3_px € B1 , then D has a good pair (OD,ID) with Op = BT + ypwiws + ys_px and Ip = B2 -
wywy + wiv* + BT, where yrwywi, yz_px € B1 , WiwWey € B and N+ (wy) = {w1 }.

Subcase 2.2.2: d (w;) =2 for any j € [2].

j Wi

Hence, both y; and y are in-neighbours of w; in BJ_, for any 5 = 1 and 2. Then D has a good pair

(Op,Ip) with Op = BT + yyw; + yowez and Ip = Bf — w1 + y1we + B, where yywy € Bf and
YoWa T, Y1wo € By .

Case Op Ip

fi(wl)—&-fi(wg) = 1,f3,7;(w1)+f3,7;(w2) =0,7 € [2] B++P(yj’m) +a A A B;-FB_
w.lo.g., i =1, where a ¢ By U B5 with head ws

filwy) + fi(wa) = 0,i € [2] BY +yjz+ai+as | B + B~

w.lo.g., i =1, where a; ¢ Bl_ such that the head of a; is wy and the tail of a; is not wsy, ag ¢ Bl_ with head wq

A.3 Lemma
A.3.1 Claim[1913
Subcase 1.2: (Y,z1)p = 0 but (Y, z2)p # 0.

Case Op Ip Notation
W;W3—4 % A| BT+ YoW; L1 Lo + Wy, W34 B™ 4+ y1yows_;x1 + wiwj' _ i
DW] = C, BT + yowowi 179 B~ + y1yswiwoxy Wa_; # Yo, w; F X1
Subcase 1.3: (Y, X)p =0.
A. wix € A
Case Op Ip Notation
wiws—; & A | BT + yiwi1z132 + wy wa | BT + y1yawezs + wiwy | _ N
DW] = C, BT + yowow; z122 B~ + ypoyiwiwaxs i=1,wy #y2,w] #F 11

B. w11 ¢ A but w1y € A.
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Analogous to A after interchanging x1 and x».
Case 2: yowy, wiry ¢ A.
If xowq € A (zox1 ¢ A), then we get Case 1 after interchanging 7 and xs (w; and ws).

A.3.2 Claim[194

Subcase 1.2: woxy ¢ A but (Y,21)p # 0.
We find a good pair of D as (BT + P, B~ + P_) as follows, a contradiction.

Case P, P_ Notation

wy ¢ {y1, w1} | Y1172 + yows + Wl wi, w1 + Yoys + yrwowy | Wi £ Yoiya F Wo
NT(ws) = {y1, w1} (Pjr = yrwawy, PL = yoway171)
wiz] € A P! 4+ wyx129, P + wlwf' wf‘ #+ 1

wixs € A P!+ wyxo 4+ a7 21, PL 4+ wlwfr x] # yl;wfr # Iq

Subcase 1.3: (Y U {ws},z1)p = 0.

Interchange z; and z2, we get Subcases 1.1 and 1.2.

Case 2: |(Y,w2)p| = 1.

Subcase 2.1: (Y U{ws},x1)p # 0.

We find a good pair of D as (B* + Py, B~ + P_) as follows, a contradiction.

Case P, P_ Notation

wyxy € A Y1WaT1Tg + Yowr, Wik + Yoys + y1y; +wowy | wi £ w1iyd # waiys F wi
1z €A V17132 + Yowi + Wy Wa, W1T; + Yays + Y1Wows wy Wy # Y1;Ys F wi
Y221 € A; E’yf— # wy YoT1T2 + Y1we + wy Wi, Yowi; + y1yf + wgw; wy # Yo; w;' # wl%?ﬂ_ # W
Yor1 E AN () =W YaT1Ta + Y1W1 + Wy Wa, YoW1 T + Yrwawy wy , w3 # Y

Subcase 2.2: (Y U{wz},z1)p = 0.
Interchange x; and x5, we get Subcase 2.1.

A.4 Lemma

Subcase 1.2: (Y, X)p = {yjzi, ys—;x3_;}, for some i, j € [2].
W.lo.g., assume j =i = 1. There exists an arc from y; to W and an arc from W to z;, say e,, and ey,
respectively, where 4,5 € [2].

Case \ Op \ Ip \ Notation
Ny (y1) NN (y2) # 0 (wlo.g., say yiwy, yowr € A, Py = y171 + yowy and P_ = yoxo + ywi)
€, = W1T2 Bt + P_ 4+ x] 11 + wy wo BT+ Py +ey, —I—wgwgr xy #ylgwg,w; # 11
wy ¢ {y1, w2} | BT + Py +wy wa + e, B~ + P_ +wiw; +wawy wy Wy # Ty
w; ¢ X BT +yiwiwezs + x] X1 B™ 4+ yowry121 + wgw; xy F Y
N+(’LU2):X B++P,+w1w2x1 B*+P+—|—w1y1+w2x2
Nyt (y1) NN (y2) = 0, Ny (z1) N Ny (22) = 0 (w.lo.g., say y1wy, yows € A)
DW] # Cy BY + yywim; + yowozs_; | B~ +y1a1 + yoxo + wiw] +wowy | wi # xy, wy # w34, Vi
DW]=Cy BT + yywiwery + yoxo B~ +y171 + ypwowi T2
Cases 2 to 4:
Case \ Good Pair of D Notation

(Y, X)p| =3: (Y,X)p = {y121, 4122, Y222 }

ey = Yow1,e; € (W, z1)p, Py = yoxo + y121 and P_ = y122 + €,y + €,

ez =wiT1 | BT + Py —|—w§wg—|—u)fu11,B’—|—P,—|—wgwgL w;,w;#wl;wf # Yo
€y = Walq B++P+ —|—w2_w2—|—w1_w1,B’—|—P_—|—w1wf' wl_,wf' # Yo, Wy F W1
(Y, X)p|=1: (Y, X)p ={yn171}; ey = awr,ex € (W,z1)p
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€r 7 Waly B + yiwi + yowoms + €5, B~ + Y171 + Yowi 22 + wowy | wi # xo
wir & {y2, w2} B + yiwizs + yowax1, B~ 4+ y121 + y2w1w1+ + w2

wy ¢ {x2, Y2} BT + y111 + yowy + wy wara, BT + y1w1Ts + yawa Ty

N*(wy) = N~ (wa) = {22, 42} BT + yowizowsxy, B~ 4 y1 w1 yawas

(Y, X)p[=0 B 4 yyw1x1 4 Yowaxa, B~ 4 y1waxy + Yowi X2

A.5 Lemma [21]
A.5.1 Casel

Case Op Ip Notation
(q1,Y)p =0;(g3,Y)p # ;2091 € A | BT + 21y + T2q19392 + @y, Y3 B~ + 21q192q3Y; + T275 3 #q
(q1,Y)p =0;(g3,Y)p # 0;20q2 € A | BT + 21y + T2q2q143 + 4y, Y3— B~ + 21q1q2q3Y; + T223 z3 # @
N (@) UN*(g3) € Q BT + 2101930291 + Y5 Y2 B™ +miy + 3q12Y2 + T2z, | Yo F @
By symmetry, we get the case when x;q35 € A analogously. By the digraph duality, we also get a
contradiction when giy; or g3y, is in A, where j € [2].
Subcase 1.2 Op Ip Notation
N(g:) CQ,Vie {1,3} | BT +x1y1 + @2qoq1 + @243 + @2y2 | B~ + 21qoy1 + (1q2 + q3q2 + 3223 | 23 # 2
A.5.2 Case 2
Subcase 2.2: z;¢2 € A, for some i € [2].
W.lo.g., assume ¢ = 1. By Case 1, (¢1,Y)p, (¢3,Y)p and (X, ¢3)p are not empty. Set ¢1y; € A, j € [2].
Case Good Pair of D Notation
T1q3,q3y3—j € A | BY +21q2q3q1 +y; Y5 +Ys_;y3—js B~ + T1q3Yy3—; + 2q1y; + Ta2q Y; #q1,Y3 ; F 43
7 I 3—3 J0 J J T2 ¥ ) I3—7]
q3Yj,T2q3 € A Bt + 192015 + %203 + 4y, Y3—j, B~ + T1q3y; + 14203 + w223 x5 #qs
q3Yj, T2q2 € A BT + 213 + 220201y + Qyy_,Y3—j» B~ + 210243y + qraz + w223 13 # g

Therefore, zog3 € A. Note that gzys_; € A.

Jo7 ¢ {2} UY [ BY +21q2g3q1 +y; y5 T Y5935, B~ + 112l + 2agsys—j + quy; | _ _
Jo3 ¢ {gs}UY [ BT + 2oq3qiqe +y; yj T Y3 ;93-5, B+ 21q2q1y; + 2203 +qsys—; | ¥i 70 Ys; 7 3

Hence NT(z1) C {g2} UY and NT(z2) C {g3} UY. By the digraph duality, N~ (y;) C {¢1} U X and
N~ (ys—j) C{as} U X.

If some vertex in X, say x;, dominates both vertices in Y, then set Py = x1¢2q1 + 2293 + z;y; and
P = xg_ix;i + x;y3—;, where x3_; # ¢2 when ¢ = 2 and x3_; # g3 when ¢ = 1. It follows that
(Bt 4Py +q3ys3—j, B~ 4+ P_+q2g3q1y;) is a good pair of D, a contradiction. Hence [Nt (z1)] = [N (22)| = 2.
Analogously, [N~ (y1)| = [N~ (y2)| = 2.

If x1y1, x2y2 € A, then let B;‘l = T1y1w1weT2y2+71G2q3q1 and By = yawow1x1+y171. If x1y0, x2y1 € A,
then let B;‘l = T1Yerayrwiwe + T1G2q3q1 and B = yowowir1 + y171. W.lo.g., assume qry; € A, then
qsys—; € A, where j € [2]. We find a good pair of D as (B}, By, + z2q3ys—; + ¢2¢1y;), a contradiction.

A.6 Proposition

Suppose to the contraty that P is the longest dipath in D, where |P| = 6. Obviously D has no Cs by
Proposition Set P = x1xox3747576. Since A(D) > 2, df(zg) > 2 and dp(z1) > 2. Note that
Ng(l'g) C{z9, 23,24} and Ny (z1) C {x3, x4, x5}

Case \ Contradiction

N (z6) "Ny (21) =0

N (6) = {x2, 23}, N (1) = {w4, 75} OB[PJ = 242122 + 2425 + 242623 and [} p) = 05062020374 + 1123

N} (z6) = {w2, w4}, Np (21) = {23, 25} Cs = TT2T324T571 X6
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Ng(l‘(;) n NB($1) 75 @,$2 € Ng(a}g

) | Cs = xgraxsrsxsrize (NOtE that x5 € Ng(ajg) NN, (x1))

Ng(l’(}) ={xs3, 24}, 24 € N (1)

OE[P] = ToXgTq + TeT3T1X5 and IB[P] =Pp

Ng(xﬁ) = {z3,24}, 25 € Ny (1)

OJIS[P] = XoT5X1Lex3 + Texs and IB[P] =Pp

A.7 Proposition

Case

Contradiction Analogous Case

{z3,24} C N~ (21) | Ofy = 2aetrasrs + w324xs, Iy = T5Tetar12223 + w72y | {24, 25} C N (27)

{z3,25} C N~ (21) Og[x] =P, T, = xox571 + 2720371 + z4x, and Note[28/2 {3,725} C N*(z7)

where 2] € D[X] — x5

{z3,26} C N~ (21) OJIS[X] = T3L1T5LeT7L2 + Ty Ty, Ly = TeT1L2T3L4T5 + Trrd ‘ {z2, 25} C N*(x7)

where z; € X — z3; z3 € {x3,75}

{x47x5} (- Ni((El) OE[X] = X3X4T5L1L2 + {I?g.’b6$7, IB[X] = T4X1T7L2X3 + :c5x6xz{ ‘ {$37x4} C N+(.’K7)

where x5 € {w3,24}; 28 € {72, 73}

{$47l’6} C Ni(fﬂl)

N (z1) = 23 | {z2, 24} C NT(ar)

Therefore, N~ (z1) = {x5,26} and NT(xz7) = {x2,23}. We get another two Pr: z7w2w374757671 and
TeT7T2T374T571, which implies that Nt (z1) = x2 by Fact 2 and 3, a contradiction to A(D) > 2.

A.8 Lemma [30
A.8.1 Note[30.2

Item Assumption Good Pair

1 X1 = {z1,22} OIJS Wu{es) Bt +y1x1 + yoxo, I, WU{zs} — B™ + y122 + y211
2 y1y2 € A, dy (1) =2 Og WU{zo,25} — BY +ya, I WUlgas) = B T V1221

3 r175 € D[X,], di(y1) =2 (98 WU{ys,zs} = BY +yixyxa, I WUlys,ost = B T Y172

4 i1=1iy=2and j=1 O \wopes) = BT T 910122, In ey = B — +y19202

5: assume that i1 = 1,io =2 and j =1

21, T2q; € A

‘ o}, WUlag) = L14i93-iY2 + it1%2, Ip\ e,y = B-i%i T 15221724

next assume riqi, Taqs € A

Q1Y2,q2y1 € A

Q1Y1,q2Y2 € A

[0}3 Wuleg) = L1%2 T T101020192, Lp\wigayy = V1720215271
E Wu{zs} = T19192Y2 + qy172, IB Wwu{zs} = Y1¥201724241

A.8.2 Claim[30l2

Assume that X = {Xo, X3,..., X} when |X| = k.

Case

Good pair of D \ Notation

Subcase 2.2: |X| =2 (by Proposition [8| we find Tx: of D'[X"])

€y = €z = Y121 BT +yiw1 + ey, + Txr + wy wa, B~ + y1wayoys + wizy |

where y5 ¢ e,, € (Y2, X1)p;wy # Y1

ey # €z Bt + e, + yox1 + Tx/ + wy wo, B~ + y1wayoys + w11 | wy #y13y3 ¢ ey
Subcase 2.3: |X| = 3 (assume that X' = {x1,a,b,c} with X; = a, Xo =b)

€r = Yoy BT 4+ yrwaa + yox1 +wab+c e, BT + y1a + wayeb + wiy Ve~ € Np(e)
€y = €y = Y121,C = W1 Bt + yrwea + web + wy wiz, BT +y11 +w2y2a+w1wf' wl_,wf' #+ 1
ey =€y = Y121,C # Wy BT +yiwow iz +web+c e, BT +y11y —&—wgygb—&—wlwf c” ;«féwl;wiIr %+ 1
Subcase 2.4: |X| =4 | BT + yywow 1 + wowg + waxs, B~ + Y171 + way2z2 + wlwl+ wfr %+ 1

A.8.3 Claim [30l4
Subcase 3.2: ¢, # e,.
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By Proposition e; = woxy and (y1,X1)p = {ey}. By Proposition (y2, X1)p = 0 since ys is
not in any terminal strong component in D’[Y’]. That is (ws, X1)p # @ as A(D) > 2. By Proposition
d;,(wQ) = 2. Note that | X;| <2 as (y2, X' — V(XoU X3))p # 0. If | X1| = 2, then X; = wyz;w; where
i € {2,3} by Fact 1. Let D" = D' + wyz; — wyx;. Since D”[X’] has only one initial strong component,
D has a good pair by Case 2, a contradiction.

Hence | X;| = 1. Set X; = {a}. We first show that (w1, X — z1)p = 0. Suppose that (w1, X —z1)p # 0,
w.l.o.g., say wiry € A. Then a # xa. Set D” = D' + wix1 — wize. By Fact [30]2, 2o is an initial strong
component of D”[X'] with dy,(z2) = 1. Let ez, be the arc from Y’ to z2. Note that ey, = yox2 as a # 2
and d¥},(ws2) = 2. Then D has a good pair by Proposition

Thus Ng_zl(wl) CcY' If a = wp, then wiys € A, as D 2 E5. Then change Y’ from Y U {ws} to
Y U{w;} and change X' from X U {w:} to X U{ws}. By Claim [30]2, D has a good pair, a contradiction.
If a € {xa,23}, then D[X’] only has one initial strong component. We get Tx of D[X’] by Proposition
It follows that (Bt + yywaa + T/, B~ + yay1a + woxy + wiw] ) is a good pair of D, where wi € Y’, a
contradiction.

Case \ Good pair of D \ Notation

Case 4: |X| = 3 (assume that X' = {1, a,b, ¢} with X; = a, X5 = b)

€ = €y = Y11 Bt +y1m1 + yoa + yo2b + ¢~ ¢ + wy we, BT + yay1wea + wizy wy # y1;Ve™ € Ny (c)
ey = WoT1 Bt 4+ yiwoxy + yoa + y2b + ¢, BT + yay1a + wab + wixy Ve~ € Ny(e)
Case 5: |X| =4 | BT + yyws + yow1 1 + Y22 + Y23, B~ + yoy101 + woxs + wlwf’ wf” #+ 1

A.84 Casel

Subcase 1.2 (w1, X)p = {wiz1}.

That is |(w1,Y")p| > 1. Let D” = D — yyws. By Proposition |8, we get arc-disjoint Px/, Py and
Tx/, Ty of D". Let Py = Px: and P_ = Py,. Then Op = Bt + P, + T'x: + y1ws is an out-branching of
D. Let Ip =B +P_+Ty: + wlwf, then Ip is arc-disjoint with Op and V(Ip) = V. We will show
that Ip is an in-branching of D, i.e., there is no digon in P_ + wjw; .

If woy; € A, then let P_ = woyiz1 + y1y;" where y;” # wy, which is possible by Note [30/5. Henceforth
assume N1 (w2)NY =0, i.e., [(we, X")p| > 2. Now |(Y', X")p| > 5.

If wiy; € A, then wiw]” = wyy;. Since A(D) > 2, there are at least two arcs from Y’ to any initial strong
component in D”[X']. Then let P_ = y121 + wowy + yoys where w3, ys € X', such that P_ N P, = () as
(y1, X')p = {p1z1 }.

Thus assume w]” € {wy, Y2}, w.lo.g., say w = wy. If D”[X'] is strong, then let P, = e, where e is an
arbitrary out-arc of y, and P_ = wowy +y2y5 where wy € X and yoy; is an out-arc of y, which is different
from e as A(D) > 2.

If D"[{z1,w1,22}] is strong, then there are at most two initial strong components in D”[X’]. Set
Vo = {21, w1, 22}. Tt follows that yo and ws to any initial strong component has at least one arc respectively
by the fact [(Y',X")p| > 5 and A(D) > 2. If D”[X’] has only one initial strong component, then assume
that e # y12; is an in-arc of the initial strong component from yp. Let Py = e and P_ = wowy + y2y5 ,
where wy # w; and yoys # e. Otherwise D”[X’] has exactly two initial strong components, i.e., Vy and x3.
Then let Py = yow3 + wowy and P_ = waxz + yoys where wy ,ys € Vy. The case when D"[{z1,wy,z3}] is
strong can be proved analogously.

If D"[{x1,w1}] is strong, i.e., D"[{x1,w1}] = zrwiz1, then wowy ¢ A as D has no subdigraph on 3
vertices with a good pair. This implies that P_ + wywy has no digon, as required.

Henceforth z; is a strong component in D”[X']. If wow; ¢ A, then P_ + wjws has no digon as required.
Thus it is suffices to consider the case of wow; € A. Note that x; is not an initial strong component in
D"[X'] as wiz1 € A. Since |(wa, X')p| > 2, there exists at least one out-arc of wa to {x2,z3}, w.lo.g., say
woxy. Let P_ = woxg + ygy;r and Py = x5 2 + x5 o3 + wow; where 5, # wa, yQ+ # xo and x; # Y2 as
AD) > 2.
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A.8.5 Case 2

Assume that X = {Xo, X1,..., X} when |X| =k + 1.

Subcase 2.1 ¢, = wyx;.

By Proposition woyr ¢ A, ie., |(w2, X")p| > 2. Note that there are at least two initial strong
components in D'[X’] by Proposition 292 i.e., |X| > 2.

|X] =2

Case Good pair of D Notation
|X:|=3 by Proposition [29]2|

|X1]| =2 | BT +yiwa + x5 mowrzy + 25 x3, B~ + waxy —i—ylwlacg—i—ygy2+ x5 €Y'i25 € X’;ygr #+ X9

|X1] =1, set X1 = v, where v € X' —

v=w; | BT + wyws + yiwizy, B_ + wiw + you3 + yi1womy | wy € X\wl #xy5y5 #wn
v € {2, 23}, w.lo.g., say v = x9

ziw1 ¢ A | By + y1waxs + wi wiz1, B_ + Y172 + wax1 + wiwy + yoys w,wi # T3y #F w
Tiw; € A By + y122 + wy woz wi, B_ 4 yiwars + w1z + Yoys wy, ¢ {y1,z1, w1} Y5 # wo

Henceforth, |X| > 3. If |(w1,X)p| > 2, w.l.o.g., assume wyze € A, then y125 ¢ A, or else we find a
good pair of D by changing e; from w2z to wize. Change ey from w21 to wixg and keep D' = D—{eq, 2},
now Xg = {z2} in D'[X’], or else D has a good pair. This implies that there is no arc from X to z; and z5.
Since waxs ¢ A by Proposition Yoo € Aas A(D) > 2. Note that N~ (z1) = W and N~ (z2) = {w1,y2},
which implies that Nj_, (y1) U Nj_, (w2) U Nj_, (y2) € {wi,23}. By Propositions and
N,lewz (y1), Ngfml(wg), Ng*sz (y2) are respectively in some initial strong components in X. Note that w;
and x3 are both initial strong components in X by the fact that |X'| > 3, which implies that dy,, (w1) > 2 and
dy.(x3) > 2. Since |(y1,{w1,23})p| = 1, at least one of y, and wy has three out-neighbours in X', which
implies that D has a good pair by Proposition a contradiction.

Thus (w1, X)p = {wiz1}. Namely (wy,Y")p # 0. If |X]| = 4, then |(Y', X' —z1)p| > 6 as A(D) > 2.
Since d¥,(y1) = 1, d%,(w2) > 3, which implies that D has a good pair by Proposition a contradiction.
Hence |X| = 3. Set X = {Xo, X1, X2}. Recall that Xy = z;. Since there is no Cy in X and (wy,X)p =
{wiz1}, | X1| = |X2| = 1. If yyw; € A, then w is non-adjacent to yo by Claims 2 and 3. By
Proposition wy is an initial strong component in X, which implies that |[y; U we,w1]|p| > 2, i.e.,
D[{y1 }UW] D Ej, a contradiction. If yow; € A, then likewise w; is non-adjacent to y;. Now (wq, X —21)p =
(), or else we get D has a good pair by changing X’ from X U {w;} to X U {ws} and Y’ from Y U {ws} to
Y U {w}, a contradiction. Thus wewy € A. By Proposition wi is an initial strong component in X.
Since wizy € A, wiys ¢ A by Proposition which implies that wiws € A. Then D[W U {z1}] D Es, a
contradiction. Therefore, (Y, w;)p = 0, which implies that wow; € A. Tt follows that w, is an initial strong
component in X by Proposition namely N~ (w1) = {wa}, a contradiction to A(D) > 2.

Subcase 2.2 e, = yox7.

Since A(D) > 2 and y9 is not adjacent to we and yy, |(Y’, X")p| > 3. Then |X| > 2 by Proposition

Case \ Good pair of D \ Notation

X[ =2

|X1] =3 by Proposition [29]2|

| X1 =2 By 4 yox1 + y1v1 + wy wa, B_ 4 y1waxs + Y2v2 X1 = wizawi;wy #
X1 =1 By + y1v + yox1 + Wy wa + up U1 + us Uz, B_ +wiaq + Y20 + yrwow;, wi #Fywy £y

Note that X7 = {v}, X' — {z1,v} = {u1,us} and uj u1, us uz € D[X']

|X| =3 (say X1 = IQ)

A. | Xo| =2 (set yjzo € A, P! = y;z0 and P? = yywazs + yoz1 + wix3)

y3_ir3 € A By + P!+ ys_jzswiz1 + wy wo, B~ + P2 Wy # Y1
Y3—iwWy1 € A B+ + Pl + Y3_;jwix1 + ’U)2_w2$3, B~ + P> wz_ 75 Y2, T3
B. [, =1

(] Xg = w1
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Y1wW1, Yaxo € A B + y1wowi 21 + Yoo + x5 23, B_ + yox1 + waz2 + wlwf ‘ wfr ¢ {z1, )25 #wr

Y122, yowy € A

wiws ¢ A By 4+ 122 + yox1 + 25 23 + wy wa, B_ 4 y1waxs + yowi a1 | zg € X'

Y122, Yow, wiws € A

T1q2 € A q1q2Y2w121 + Wi1Waks + Y1 Y1 + T3 T3, Y2T1q2q1Y1wawy + 332563 + $3303Jr \

where 27,23 € Q,y; # @125 0

T1q1,%2¢2 € A | qigeyow1m1 + Wiwams + Yy Y1 + T3 T3, YoT1LY1WaW1 + Tagaqr + T3x3 | x5 € Qiy; F# qi x5 F
e Xy =u3

Y123, Y22 € A B + y1woxs + Yoz + Wi w1, B + 123 + yox1 + wors + wiw] wi, wy # a1
Y1T2,Y273 € A B + y1waTs + Ya23 + wy w1, B_ + Y132 + yox1 + woxs + wiwy wi, wy # 21

Henceforth assume | X| = 4, i.e., wy, x2, x3 are all initial strong components in X'. Then |(Y', X' —x1)p| >
6. Since d¥, (y1) = 1, |({y2, w2}, X' — z1)p| > 5, which implies that d¥,(y2) > 3. Then by Proposition
D has a good pair, a contradiction.

A.9 Lemma [31]
A.9.1 Casel

Case \ Contradiction \ Reference
Hj

dy (wj) =1,Vj € {2,3} at least one of the vertices wy and ws has an out-neighbour in X | Claim |31}1
dy (wg) > 2 ws has an out-neighbour in X Claim [31}1
Hy at least one of the vertices wo and w3 has an out-neighbour in X | Claim [31}1
Hy B = F~ (Hs) + y1wa(= as) + waya(= €y,) + €y, + €z, + €4, Note |31}2

where e, is an out-arc of ws with head in Y’

Hg (woyy or wow; isin A ) Bp, = F~(He) + yawa(= ag) + was(= €w,) + €ws + €x, + €5, | Note[31]2

where e, is an out-arc of w3 with head in Y’

ways € A and d)t, (we) =1

Juwy € X D has a good pair Claiml
wowg € A By, = F~ (Hg) + yowa (= a6) + wows(= €, ) + €y + €, + €q, Note [31[2

A.9.2 Case 2

Subcase 2.1: d%(ws) = 2 and d¥ (w3) = 2.

That is, A= {wax1, waza, wswy1, wsze} C A. Let ey, = wazs and ey, = wzzy. Moreover, let D’ = (V, A’)
with A’ = A — {€w,, €w, } and F be a subdigraph of D such that V(F) = X’ and A(F) = A.

Note that each initial strong component in D’[X’'] has at least two in-arcs from Y’. It follows that for
each 1 < i <6, a; and D" = (V, A”) with A” = A’ — a;, each initial strong component in D”[X’] has an
in-arc from Y’. Moreover, '~ (H;) + e, + €4, + €y, + €ws + a; is an in-branching of D. Thus D has a good
pair by Note [31]2.

Subcase 2.2: df (ws) =1 and d¥ (w3) = 1.

Since d},(wg) > 2 and d}/(wg) > 2, wows, wzwe € A. Thus, the arc from ws to X and the arc from
w3 to X has different heads. W.l.o.g., assume wox1,wsrs € A. Let A= {waws, waws, wax1, wsre} and F
be a subdigraph of D such that V(F) = X’ and A(F) = A. Since D[X’] has no good pair, by symmetry,
D[X'|=F or F+z125. Let D' = (V, A’) with A’ = A — {ai, €w,, €y }-

Note that each initial strong component of D’[X’] has an in-arc from Y’ in D’. Moreover, F~(H;) +
€x, + €xy + €w, + ew, + a; is always an in-branching of D. Thus D has a good pair by Note 2.

Subcase 2.3: d¥(w;) =2 and d% (ws_;) =1 for j =2 or 3.

W.lLo.g., assume d}*}(wg) =2, i.e., woxy, wsxs € A, and d}(w3) = 1. By symmetry, let wzzs € A. Since
d% (ws) > 2, waws € A. Moreover, since D[{ws, w3, 2}] can contain at most three arcs, wows, Taws ¢ A.
Note that d;(w3) > 2. Thus, for any a;, there is an arc e # a; from Y’ Uz to ws.
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Case Op Ip

rox1 € A BT (H;) + e + wswaz271 F~(H;) + ey, + €4y + woxy + wszs + a;
Condition (x): in D — a;, 21 has an in-arc é from Y’

for each H; where 1 <i <6 and ¢ # 5 or for Hs and a5 satisfies ()

(*) holds | BT (H;) + é + e + wawaxo \ F~(H;) + ez, + €x, + worq + w3zs + a;

For H; and a5 doesn’t satisfy the condition (%)

yows € A | BY(H;) + yows + wawy + € + w3z F~(H;) + ez, + €z, + 1y171(= as) + wzwozs
YoXo € A BT (H;) + e + wswaz1 + Y272 F~(H;) + ez, + ez, + y171(= as) + wazs + w3z

A.9.3 Claim[31l2

For H; (1 <1< 3), a; has two choices, both of which are from a same vertex, which implies that they have
different heads. Hence, there exists an a; with head in {z1, 22, ws}. For Hy to Hg, we show contradictions
below.

Case Contradiction

H, D]Y' U {ws}] is either a tournament of order 4 or contains a subdigraph on 3 vertices with 4 arcs
Hs D has a good pair by Note [31}2

Hg D contains no subdigraph with a good pair on at least 3 vertices

A.9.4 Case 3

Subcase 3.2: a; with head x».

For both situations, let e, = wox; and then F~(H;) + ez, + €4, + @i + €, + €, is an in-branching of
D for any 1 <1 < 6. If there exists an initial strong component X in D’[X’] such that dy,(Xo) = 1, then
z1 € Xo and we ¢ Xy. For we and Situation (a), x2 ¢ X, since woze € A(D'). For Situation (b), if D[X]
is a digon, then D[Q U X] is F4, which has a good pair, a contradiction. So, D[X] is not a digon. Thus, if
x9 € Xo, then w3 € Xp. But, waws € A(D'), contradicting the assumption that Xy is initial. Hence, we
also have x5 ¢ Xj. Since the head of a; is 23, in D", each initial strong component of D”[X’] has always at
least one in-arc from Y. By Note[31]2, D has a good pair.

Subcase 3.2: a; with head ws.

For both situations, let e,, = wox1 and then F~(H;) + ez, + €z, + a; + €y, + €4y is an in-branching of
D for any 1 <14 < 6. If there exists an initial strong component X, in D’[X’] such that dy,(Xo) = 1, then
x1 € Xo and wy ¢ Xj. Since the head of a; is wq, in D", each initial strong component of D”[X’] has always
at least one in-arc from Y. By Note [31]2, D has a good pair.

A.10 Lemma [32
A.10.1 Claim[321

We find a good pair (B* + Py, B~ + P_) of a subdigraph H of D as follows, which implies that D has a
good pair by Lemma

Case 2: w1y, € A and Ng_yz (w) CW.

W.lLo.g., assume wyws € A. Note that there exists an arc from wy to X UY — yo, say e1, as D 2 Es. If
(X UY,ws)p # 0 and (D — w3, w1)p # 0, then set es € (X UY,ws)p and e3 € (D — w3, w1 )p.

Case P, P H Notation

des, e3 Pl 4 ey + e3, P2 + yowiws + €1 D — w;s

Jes, Pes Pl +ey+ w3 W3wW1, P2 4 yowyws + €1 + wgwg' D wy , wg' %+ wy

fes and wyw, ¢A| P+ wa Waws + wy Wi, P? 4 yowiws +e1 + wgw?f D wg,w?f # wo;wy F Y2

Thus e, and wsw, € A.

Subcase 2.1: |(Y, X)p| = 3.
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wsxy € A | P? 4+ Ws W3T1 + YoWi, P + wawi 1o D — wq ws €EXUY —ay
wozt1 € A | P? + yowiwozt, PL + wiys + waQ+ D — ws w2+ e XUY
wiry € A P2—|—y2w1x1,P1—|—w1y2 D—{’wg,wg}

Subcase 2.2: [(Y, X)p| = 2. (Let P! = 291 and P? = (Y, X)p.)

wsry € A | P+ w3 W3T2 + Yowi, P2 1+ wawi 1o D — wy wy €Y
wary € A | P+ yowiwazs, P2+ wiys + wowy D — ws wy ¢ W
wiTy € A P! + yowiza, P2 + wiy2 D —wy —ws

Case 3: e; exists but Nj,_, . (wy) C W.
W.lo.g., assume wow; € A. Let P = yowy +e1. If (X UY,we)p # 0 and (we, X UY)p # 0, then set
es € (X UY,wq)p and e4 € (we, X UY)p.

Case P, P_ H Notation

Jes, eq PT 4 e +wowy, P2+ P +ey D — w3

Fes P1+w3_w3w2w1,P2+P'_ -1-644—10311);L D w;,w; eXUY
Jes, Pes | Pl + ez + wowy + wy w3, P? + P +64+w2w3w§r D wy #wg;wgr ¢ W

A.10.2 Claim [32l2

Subcase 2.1: (Y, X)p =y1z1 (Y, X)p = yax2).

By the digraph duality, it suffices to prove the case of (Y, X)p = y121.

Now d;rv(yg) > 2 and dy (21),dy (z2) > 1. W.lo.g., assume yowy, yowe € A. Note that there exists at
least one arc from w; or we to X by the fact that |[X,w;]p| < 1. W.lLo.g., assume wiz; € A, i € [2]. Let
Py = 12129 + yowg and P— = yi1yswix;. Let wlwf' and w; wy be respectively an out- and in-arc of w;
such that w; # z; and w] # yo. This implies that w]", w] € {wa, w3}

Case Good Pair of D Notation
’lUl_ = W2 B++P++w2w1w3,B’+P_+w3w§'+w2w; wg' #’LUQ,’LU;_ %wl
wy =ws | BY 4+ Py + w3y wawy, B~ + P_ + wowy +wawy | wy,ws # wy;wy # w3
Subcase 2.2: (Y, X)p = y1z2.
Likewise d;,rv(yg) > 2, say yowi,y2ws € A. Note that dy,(z1) > 2 and N~ (z1) N {wi, w2} # 0, say
wix1 € A. Let Bq*; = @2q1Y1Y2w1 X1 T2 + Yows and By_2 be an in-tree rooted at ys such that A(B?;) -

{q1g2y2, y172} U (X, Q) p. Let wiw] and wj w; be respectively an out- and in-arc of w; such that wi” # x;
and w] # yo. This implies that w]", w] € {wz, w3} by the fact that |[Y,w;]p| < 1 and |[X,w;]p| < 1.

Case Good Pair of D Notation
wow, wowsz € A Bqt + waws, B, + wgwlwgw;' wg' ¢w
Jwy ¢ W B} + wowy + waws + wlwi",By_2 +wyws | wi,wy #wi;Vwi € N (wy)

Subcase 2.3: (Y, X)p = yax1.
Now d'vﬁ,(yz) > 1 for any i € [2], w.l.o.g., say y1w1,yowy € A. Let B;FQ = Qq1Y1y27172 + Yow and B,
be an in-tree rooted at ya such that A(B,,) C q1q2y2 U (X, Q)p-

Case Good Pair of D Notation
(w2, X)p # 0 | Bf, + w5 ws + wy wi, By, + war; + yrwnw; +wswy | wy,wy #wiw; # yi;wi # ws,yi5i € [2]
(we, X)p =10 B;; + wowy + wy wy, B, + y1wiz; + wawzwy w3, wy # wa;i € [2]

A.10.3 Claim 3213

We find a good pair (BT + P, B~ + P_) of a subdigraph H of D as follows, which implies that D has a
good pair by Lemma

Subcase 1.2: woxo, w3zs € A.

First assume wiwy € A. Let P, = yowiwoxs. If (w1, X UY)p # 0 and (w2, D — w3)p # 0, then set
e1 € (w, X UY)p and es € (w2, D — w3)p.
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Case P, P H Notation

deq, eq P1+P4,P2+€1+62 D — w;s

Feq P! + P} +wj w3, P* + wowy + wiwsTs D wy # 2wy # Wy
Jeq, Peg, wows € A Pt + PJ’F,P2 + wawy + €1 D — ws

361,3962,1[)2103 cA P1+P_’i_+w3_w3,P2+el+w2w3x2 D ’LU3_ #wg

The case of wiws € A can be proved analogously.

Next assume N (w;) € W. Since D 2 Ej, at least one of ws and w; has two in-neighbours, w.l.o.g.,
say wsy. This implies that there exists an arc e; from Y to ws. Let Pj_ = €1 + Waks.

If (wa, 21 UY)p # 0, then set eg € (wq, 21 UY)p.

Case P, P H Notation
362 P1+P47P2+62 D—{wl,wg}

ﬂeg,w2w1€A P1+Pjr+y2w1,P2+w2w1wf' D — w3 ’LUT_GXUY
Fes, wows € A Pl—i—Pjr—i—wgwg,Pz—i—wgngg D —w; wy; EXUY

Case 2: yowy, w129 € A (y1wy, wiz9 € A).
By the digraph duality, it suffices to prove the case of yowq,wizs € A.
By Case 1, yyw; ¢ A, then w.lo.g., assume yyws € A. If (w1, 21 UY)p # 0, then set e € (w1, 21 UY)p.

Case P P H Notation
361 Pl +y2w1x2,P2+61 D—{wg,wg}

Subcase 2.1: feq, wozs € A.

wiwg € A (wawy € A is analogous) P!+ yowiz9 + y1we, P? + wiwazs D — ws

wiws, wowsg € A P! + yowi 29 + y1wows, P? + wlwgw; + woxs D w;' ¢ W
Subcase 2.2: ey, wszs € A.

wiws € A, Elwzwsr € (we, XUY)p Pl + yowizo + yrwe, P2 + ’lUl’U)Q’w; D — ws

wiwg € A, NT(ws) C W Pl + yowi oo + y1ws + w3 w3, P? + wiwawzws D wy ¢ W
wiws € A, Jwz ws € (X UY,ws)p Pl + yowi s + w3 w3, P? + wiwszs D —wy

wiws, wows € A; Elw:;Ir ¢ wy UX P! + yowiwsza, P2 + wize + ’LU3U/§_ D — wq

WL W3, Waws, Waws € A P! + yowiwsms + y1wa, P? + ’u)3IU2w;_ D w;’ % w3

A.10.4 Claim B2l4

Subcase 1.2: (Y, X)p = yox;, i € {1,

2}.

W.l.o.g., assume 7 = 1. Note that (y1, W)p # 0, say y1w; € A.

First assume wiz1, wizs € A. Now ({wa, w3}, x2)p # 0, w.lo.g., say wezs € A. Set Py = ywiz

P_ = y1y271 + w1 xs.

and

Case

Good Pair of D

Notation

ToW3, W3 € A

BT + Py + wy waxows, B~ + P_ + wawzw;

wy ,wi & {w2, wa, w3}

Jw; # wa, x2

BT + Py + wy w3 + wy wars, B~ + P+ w3wy + waw

F
2

w;,w; #xg;w;' # wo

Next assume that wiz; € A but wizs ¢ A. Since dy,(z2) > 2, woxs, wszs € A. Note that

|(w1, {w2,ws})p| > 1 as wizs ¢ A by Lemma 31} W.lo.g., assume wjwy € A.

Case

Good Pair of D

w3z w2 ¢ A

Bt + yiwix + wy w3xe + wy wa, BT + y1y2x1 + wiweTs + wiw;

+

where w, # wl;wgr # To; Wy F To, Wo

w3wWy € A;w2w1 ¢ A

Bt + yiw g + Wy W3W2Z2, B~ + y1y221 + wsxs + wlwgw;r

where w; # To; Wy 7# To, W

wW3Wa, WaW1 € A

BY + y1wiwars + yaw1 + wy w3, B~ + wawow Ty + Y12y,

where w3 # yo,y3 € W
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Henceforth assume that wiz; ¢ A but wize € A. Note that w; and ys respectively have an out-
neighbour w;" and an out-neighbour y; such that w}",y; € {w2, w3} by A(D) > 2 and Lemma W.lo.g.,

assume wiwsy € A.

Case

\ Good Pair of D \ Notation

A. y7 = wy (Let wj be an arbitrary out-neighbour of w,.)

wy € {y1, Y2, 72}

+

BY + y1wiz + yows + w3 w3 + 7 T1, BT + y1y2T1 + wiwowy + waw; | wy,w; # 11577 # Yo

w;:xl

F

= = = e~ —
BT 4+ yywiws + yo1 + Wy w3 + Ty Ta, BT 4 y1yawats + wiks + wswy | Wy, W3 F# Ta; Ty F Wy

WaW1, WaW3 € A

BT + yrwiwaws + yox1 + 25 T2, B~ + y1yawown s + U)3’UJ;_ Ty F wi; w; #+ X9

B.y; =w3 Gw; € XUW)

Let B;; = ¢2q1y1y2 and B be an in-tree rooted at ys such that A(B,)) C qiq2y2 U (X, Q)p-

w] = B;; + Yyaziwiwe + Yyaws + T, Ta, By_2 + ywiTs + wzwj' + w5_iw;i \ wf % W5_4; w;;i % To
note that x5 # w,w;, where i € {2,3}
= = T T F T
Wy = T2 BJ + yam2 + yowszowiwa, By, + y1wixs + wowy + wawy wy F W3, Wy F Ty
w; = w2 B;; + y2&1 + Yows + wy wawrz2, B, + wzzs + Y1 wowy

where wy ¢ {:102,101};“12+ ¢ {yi, w1}

Hence w; = ws. Now z7 and x5 respectively has an in-neighbour z; and an in-neighbour x5 which is in {ws, w3}.

ws € {x7, 25} B +yiwiwy + yows + 7 21 + T4 T2, BT 4 Y1902y + wawixs + wowy

wywy ¢ {wy x1, 75 w0}

F

wax, Wk € A B + yawswiwaxs + yox1, By, + y1wix2 + wort + wiwy

wy # w

Therefore, wizi,wize ¢ A. By Lemma NT(w) C W, ie., wiws, wiws € A. This implies that
waZa, w3xrs € A, N~ (21) N {wa, w3} # 0 and N (y2) N {wa, w3} # 0. W.lo.g., assume waz| € A.

Case Good Pair of D Notation
Yyaws € A BT + yowory + y1wiwsze, B~ + y1yox1 + wiwaxs + wgw;' w:j # T3
Yows € A | 2q1Y1Y221 + Yows + w, wos + Wy Wi, ¢1¢2Y2 + ylwlnglajf + U)3372.13;r + xga:g'

where z;27 € (X,Q)p, i € [3;wy # w1, 95w, # 41

Case 2: |(Y,X)p|=0.

Now |(Y,W)p| > 3 and |(W, X)p| > 4. This implies that there exists a w; € W such that d} (w;) > 2.
By Lemma assume yiwi, Yyaws, yowz € A. We find a good pair (BY + Py, B~ + P_) of D as follows, a
contradiction.

Case P, P \ Notation
Subcase 2.1: wizi, wize € A. (W.lo.g., assume wox; € A)

wawy € A Y1w1T2 + YowswWaeT1, wW1T1 + y1yzw2w§r + w3w§— w; # wg;w; € {wy,z2}
wawy ¢ A Y1W1T1 + Yows + Wy Wa + Ty T2, Y1Y2Wall + WiT2 + Wawy | Wy £ X335 £ Wi w, # Yo

Subcase 2.2: w;z1,w;xs € A, i € {2,3}. (W.l.o.g., assume woz1, woxs € A)

T T
wixy, wiwe € A YW1 W2T1 + YoW3T2, Y1YaWaT2 + W1T1 + W3W3 ws # T

T T
w1z, wawy € A Y1w121 + Yaw3Wals, Y1Y2WeT1 + W3Ta + WiW, wy # T

wiTy, wixe ¢ A Y1W1W3T2 + YoWaT1, Y1Y2W3T1 + W1WaT2

A.10.5 Claim B2l5

We find a good pair (BT + P, B~ + P_) of a subdigraph H of D as follows, which implies that D has a
good pair by Lemma

Case \ P, P_ H Notation

Subcase 1.3: (w1, X)p = 0 and woxy, wows € A. (P = yywi + yoxo + wox1, P2 = y121 + yowy + woTs)
wiwe ¢ A P+ wy wo, P? + wyw] D — w3 wi € X;w, €Y
wiwy € A, Jw, € X UY P1+w;w2,P2+w1w2 D — ws

wiwe, w3ws € A Pl + 11)3_1/J3,11)2,P2 + wiwe + U)3’LU§_ D wy € XU Y;w; # wo

Subcase 1.4: woxq, w3xs € A.
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Jw,; € XUY; ﬂwgr ¢ {z2, w2} | Y121 + Yowiwsza + Wy We, Y1 W Wax1 + wgw;f D — ws
Jws € XUY; Elwér ¢ {z1,ws} | yywiwary + ws w3, Y121 + Y2 waTa + wgw;r D — ws

Case 2: yowr,w1z2 € A (y1w1, w1 € A).

By the digraph duality, it suffices to prove the case of yowy, wizs € A.

Subcase 2.1: y w3, wzxr; € A.

Set e1 € (w1,Y)p, ez € (w3, Y)p, es € (X, w1)p and e € (X, ws)p (if such sets are not empty).

Case P, P H Notation
dep, e Y1WsT1 + Yawi1T2, Y11 + Y2T2 + €1 + €2 D — w;

Jes. eq Y121 + Y22 + €3 + €4, Y1W3T1 + Yaw1T2 D — ws

dep,eq Yow1Ta + Y121 + €4, Y1wsT1 + Yoo + €1 D — ws

Jeze3 Y1wsT1 + Yoo + €3, YoWi1T2 + Y121 + €2 D — ws

First assume e; exists, then e; and e4 do not exist.

Dl{wa,ws}] = Cy | yhwszy + yowi e + wy wa, Y121 + Y22 + 1,U3UJ2’LU;_ + e D w;,w; # ws
wiws € A Y171 + YW1 T2 + W1W3, Y1W3T1 + Yoo + €1 D —w;

wawy € A Y1WsT1 + Yow1To, Y121 + Yoo + wawy + €1 D — wy

The case when ey exists can be proved analogouslsy.

Henceforth assume that e; and ey do not exist. This implies that both N (w) N W and NT(ws) N W
are not empty. We first show that D[{w;,w3}] # Cy. W.lo.g., assume x1q1,z2q2 € A. If q1y1,q2y2 € A,
then let B, = yaraqaqiyiwszy + wawy and B, = yi21q1g2ypwiws. If Ng,{wm}(@) # 0, say z3 €

Ng_{u,mQ}(mz), then (B, B,,, + xox]) is a good pair of D — w3, a contradiction. Hence xowy € A. Then

(B, + w3 wa, By, + xawowy) is a good pair of D, where wj ,w; # x2 as A(D) > 2, a contradiction. If
@Y1, @1y2 € A, then let BY, = zaqaquypwiwszy and By, = yoxs + s1q1qeyriwswize. Ny (2 (y1) # 0,
say y; € NB_{wz qQ}(yl), then (B +y; v1, B,) is a good pair of D —wy, a contradiction. Hence wyy; € A.

2
Then (B;{2 + wqy way1, By, + wgw;) is a good pair of D, where w;, w; # 11, a contradiction. This implies
that D[{w,ws}] # Cs.

If wyws,wswys € A, then at least one of e3 and e4 exists by Fact 3, w.lo.g., say es. Let Py =
y1w3x, + Y2z + ez + wiwe and P— = yix1 + yowizs + wgwgw;, where w;’ # wz as \(D) > 2. Tt
follows that (BT + P.,B~ + P_) is a good pair of D, a contradiction. If wjws,wzws € A, then let
P, = yywsxy + Yowr T2 +wy we and P_ = y121 + yo222 +w1w3w2w;’, where w; # ws, w;’ ¢ W by A(D) > 2
and Fact 3. It follows that (BT + Py, B~ + P_) is a good pair of D, a contradiction.

The case of wswy, wiws € A can be proved analogously.

Subcase 2.2: yywq, w3x; € A.

Sete; € (w1,Y)D, eg € (X, wl)D, e3 € (wg,Y)D, e4 € (ZEQUK ’LU3)D, es € (X, ’LUQ)D and eg € (’LUQ,yQUX)D
(if such sets are not empty). If one of the following holds, then D — wy or D — ws has a good pair
(BT + P.,B™ + P_), a contradiction.

Case Py P_
dej,es,eq Yow1X2 + €4 + w3k Yoo + Y121 + €3+ €3
Jeg,e3,64 | Yoo + €2 + €4 + w3y Yowi1T2 + Y121 + €3
Jeres.66 | yowirat+es +yi1r1 | yaxe ter tyiwe +eg
Jeg,e5,e6 | Yoo +e2+ 4121 +e5 | yowiTa + Yr1ws + €g

First assume N~ (w3) C W. If ey exists, then let Py = y121 + yox2 + €3 + wiws + wy we and P_ =
Y1Waw3T1 +Yy2w1Te, where wy is an arbitrary in-neighbour of wy. It follows that (BT +P;, B~ +P_) is a good
pair of D, a contradiction. Hence assume that e; does not exist. If wow; € A, then ez exists by Fact [32]3.
Let Py = yiwowiwzz1 + yowa and P_ = y1 21 + yow1 T2 + waws + e3. It follows that (BT + Py, B~ + P_) is
a good pair of D, a contradiction.

Thus wsw; € A. W.Lo.g., assume q1y1,q2y2 € A. If x1q1,x2g2 € A, then D has a good pair (B} ,By)
with By = wiws1 + wiz2q2q1y1wz + Y3 Y2 and By, = y121q1¢2y2w1 + wswy + Tax3 , where y; , 23 # g2 as
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A(D) > 2, a contradiction. If z1¢2,22¢1 € A, then D has a good pair (B;’l,

wiT2 + Yy Y1 + wy wo and B = yowaqiy1wawzwi + T1q2q1, where y; # ¢1 and w, # y1 as AD) > 2, a
contradiction.

By the digraph duality, we also get a contradiction when NT(wy) C W. Hence (wz, X UY)p, (X U
Y, w3)p # 0.

Next assume that D[{x1,ws}] = C2 and N_, (w3) C W. We find D has a good pair (B*+Py, B~ +P_)
as follows, a contradiciton.

B,,) with B = q1qayowiwszy +

Case Py, P Notation
Dl{y1, wa}] = Co; Nj5_, (wp) CW Y1ww waTy + Yala, Way1T1 + YowiTg + Wawy wy # a1
wows € A;wwe ¢ A Y1T1W3 + Y2w1 T + Wy W, Y1Ww3T1 + YoTo + wiw] | wy # yi;wy £ o
wows, wiwy € A Y1wawsT1 + YawiT2, Y121 + YT + wrw2 + €6 + 1113105,Ir w;,* # T3
wws € A Y1T1W3 + Yow1 T2 + Wy Wa, Y1W2 + €6 + Yoo + Wiw3Ty Wy F

By the digraph duality, we also get a contradiction when D[{y;,w2}] = C2 and Ng_yl (we) C W. Thus
e4 and eg exist.

Henceforth assume that e; and ez do not exist, namely Np_ (wy) U Ng_m (w1) C W. Then D has a
good pair (BT + P,, B~ + P_) as follows, a contradiciton.

Case P, P Notation | Analogous case
wiwz € A | yrwa + yaw1Z2 + €4 + W3x1, Y121 + Yoo + wiwa + e + w3w§f w; # 11 wsw; € A
wowy € A Y1wowq + Yoo + €4 + W3T1, Y171 + Yow1 T + € + W3w; wy # 11 wiwsg € A

Therefore e; or ey exists, w.l.o.g., say e;. Let Py = y1wa + yowi2e + e4 +w3xy and P— = y121 + yoxa +
e1 + e +wswy, where wi # x1. It follows that (B* + P, B~ + P_) is a good pair of D, a contradiction.

Case 3: yowy,wi1x1 € A (yrwy,wiz9 € A).

By the digraph duality, it suffices to prove the case of yowq, w1z € A.

Subcase 3.1: yjws, w3z € A.

Set e1 € (X,w1)p, e2 € (X,w3)p, e3 € (w1,Y)p and e4 € (w3,Y)p (if such sets are not empty).

Case P, P_ H Notation
dej,en Y171 + Yoo + €1 + €2, yrwsTs + Yow1 Ty D —ws

Jes, 2 Y1W3Te + YowW1T1, Y171 + Yoo + €3 + €4 D —wy

First assume that Nj,_ (w1), Nj,_, (wi) C W.

wyws, wywy € A Y1wswiT1 + YaT, Y121 + YoW1 WL | D—ws |

wws € A

wzwy, wawy & A Y1wsTy + YowiT1, Y121 + Yol + wiwswy ‘ D —wy ‘ wy # wy, wy
WLW3, W3Wsg € A

waw; ¢ A Y1wsTs + Yowi 1 + wy wo, Y121 + Yax2 + wiwswowy | D | wi ¢ Wiwy # ws
The case of wzw; can be proved analogously. Thus w; is not adjacent to wz and D[{wy,ws}] = Cs.

wzwy € A | 11 + 1@y + wy wswow, yrwsdy + ypunzy +wowy [ D [ wy € XUypswy #wy
The case of waws € A can be proved analogously.

N(we) N (X UY) #0 | yrwsze + yowi 1 + wy wa, Y121 + Yoxa + wlwgwgr + wdwj \ D \ wj % X9

Note that wy € NT(ws) N (X UY) and wy, € N~ (we) N (X UY).

The case when Np_y, (ws), N;_ZZ (ws) C W can be proved analogously.

Next assume that ¢; and e; exist but e; and e3 do not.

wiwz € A ‘ Y121 + Y22 + €1 + wiws, Y1 wsTe + Y2w1T1 \ D — ws \
The case of wzw; € A can be proved analogously.
wywy, wawz € A ‘ Y1T1 + Yoz + €1 + Wi1Waws, Y1wsTa + Yow1 Ty + wawy \ D \ wy # ws

The case when es and eg exist but e; and e4 do not can be proved analogously.

Subcase 3.2: yjws, w3z € A.
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Set e1 € (w1,Y)p, e2 € (X,w1)p, e3 € (w3,Y)p, e4 € (x1 UY,w3)p, e5 € (X, wy) and eg € (we, X Uys)
(if such sets are not empty). If one of the following holds, then D — wy or D — w3 has a good pair
(BT + Py, B~ + P_), a contradiction.

Case P P
deq, ez, 64 Yow1T1 + €4 + W3T2 Y11 + Y222 + €1 + e3
Jeg,e5,66 | Y171 + Yoo + €2+ €5 | y1wa + €6 + YowiTy

First assume N~ (w3) C W. Then D has a good pair (B* + Py, B~ + P_) as follows, a contradiction.

Case P, P_ Notation
wow; € A Y1wowsTo + Yow1T1, Y121 + Y2T2 + W1 W3wW5. wy ¢ W

= = F = ——
otherwise | yiwows + wy w11 + Yoo, Y121 + Yow1wWsks + Wowsy | Wi # Y2, T1; Wy F Ws

The case of NT(wg) C W can be proved analogously. This implies that N~ (w3) N (X UY) # 0 and
Nt (w2) V(X UY) #0.

Next assume that D[{z3,ws}] = Cy and Np_,, (ws3) € W. If wows € A, then D has a good pair
(BT + Py, B~ + P_) below.

Case Py P_ Notation
D{w1,w2}] # Co | 1121 + YoZows + wy wo + Wy W1 | Y1WaWsTa + YowrT1 | Wy # Y2, W5 F Y1
D{w,wa}] = Cy Y1WawW1T1 + Y2ToWs3 Y171 + YW WaW3 T2

Thus wyws € A and wows ¢ A. We find a good pair (BT + P,, B~ + P_) of a subdigraph H of D as
follows, which implies that D has a good pair by Lemma

Case Py, P_ H Notation
riwy ¢ A Wy W1T1 + Y2TaWs, Y1T1 + YowW1W3T2 D — ws wy # Yo
Dl{z1,w}] = Cy | yiz1wy + yaxows + w2_w23y1w2w;— + Y2wi1w3T2 D wQ_aw;_ # Y1

The case when D[{y1,w2}] = Cy and Ng_yl (w2) C W can be proved analogously. Henceforth e4 and eg
exist. We find that D has a good pair (BT + P, B~ + P_) below.

Case Py, P_ Notation
D[{wy,wa}] # Co | y121 + y2x2 + €4 + wy wo + Wi wi, Y1wa + €6 + Yowi1T1 + waka | Wy # Yo;wy # 1
Dl{wy,ws}] = Cy Y1T1 + Yowi1We + €4 + W3ko, Y1 WoW1T1 + Y22 + w3w§_ w; # T

A.10.6 Claim [32/6
Case 2: dy (w2) = 2.

That is y1we, yows € A. Let P} = y1wexs + y2x1 and P = y121 + yaws. By Lemma @ and A(D) > 2,

wo has an out-neighbour wy ¢ Y Uxy. We find a good pair (B* + Py, B~ + P_) of a subdigraph H of D,
which implies that D has a good pair by Lemma

Case P, P_ H Notation

w;' =1 P\, P 4wy D — {wy, w3}

wy = wy; Iwy ¢ {wa, w3} P! 4wy wy, P!+ wawi o D — w3

wy = wi;waw; € A P+ w3 wswy, P’ 4+ wowy 2 + waw;y D wy Wy # Wi

w;' = wg;w;' = w; P!+ wi wy + wy ws, PL 4 wowzw zo D w] # Wwa;ws F W

w;)r € X U{y1};Fws # wy,wo P!+ w5 ws, P’ —i—wgwgwgr D —w;

wy € X U{y J;wiws € A P +w; wiws, P’ + Wowzwy + w1 To D wy # ws

Case 3: dy (w2) = 1.
W.l.o.g., assume ywy € A, then yows € A. Since D 2 Es, w; has an in-neighbour w; ¢ {za,wa}. Set
P! =y1z1 and P. = yiwexs + Yo7
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Subcase 3.1: zyw; € A.

Since A(D) > 2 and D 2 E3, w; and wy respectively have an in-neighbour w; and w, such that
wy ¢ {wo,wo} and wy ¢ {y1, T2, w1}. We find a good pair (B* + Py, B~ + P_) of a subdigraph H of D as
follows, which implies that D has a good pair by Lemma

Case P, P_ H Notation
wy,wy # wz; Iwy & {Te, ws} P+ wi wixs + wy wa, P+ wiw] D — w3
wy, Wy #F ws;wiwsg € A PQ_ + wi w1z + wy wa + Yows, P+ wlwgwg' D w; # wy
w] = w3 wy F W P+ yowzwi g + wy wo, P+ wlwl+ + w3wy D wf ¢ {x9, w3 }; wgr % wy
wy # ws;w, = W3 P!+ yowzwy + wj wiwa, PL 4 wgwg' + wlwf' D wf‘ % x; w; % wo
w; =w, =ws; 3w, & {2, Y1} | Y171 + YowswaTowy, Yy1waw, + Yoy + WaW1 T2 D w3 # 1
w; =w, =w3z;way; € A Y1WaZoWi + YoX1 + Wy W3, YoW3WaY121 + W12 D w3 # Yo
Subcase 3.2: z;w; € A.
wiwe, Wowsz € A Y121 + wiweTs + ygwg,ylwgwgwéIr + yox1 + wixs D wg' ¢ {y1, w2}
wiws € A;wows & A Y1T1 + Wi Wala, Y1Waly + Yokt + W1To D —w; wy # T2
wiw3, w3ws, w3y € A Y1T1W1T2 + YoW3Wa, Y1W2T2 + W1W3Y2T1 D
wiws, wawy € A;wsys ¢ A Yo W1 W3WaTa, Y171 + YoW3Ws + Wowy + wiTs D wy # woswy # To
wiws, waws & A Y1T1W1 T2 + Wy Wa, Y1WaTa + YoT1 + Wiw; D —ws | wy #yi;wi # w9
wiws € A Y1T1W1 T2 + Yows + Wy wa, Y1WaTo + Yoy + wlwgwéIr D w, # yl;w;' %+ w
wswy € A Y1T1WI T + YoWsWa, Y1 WaTg + Yo'y + Wiw, + wzws D wl # zo; w3 # wo
Subcase 3.3: N~ (w1) C W.
P, P_ Notation

= T
Y121 + YoW3wWi1T2 + Wy W2, Y1W2T2 + Y21 + Wswsg + wiwy

H
2

Wy, # Y13 ws # Wi w; # T2

Case 4: (N"(w1) UN " (w2))NY =0.
That is y;ws, yows € A. By Lemma N~ (w;) "W #  for any i € 2] and dy (w3) = 0.
Subcase 4.1: wsz; € A, i € [2].
Since D 2 Es3, ws has an in-neighbour wy; ¢ {wi,x2}. Set Py = y121 + yows + wy weze and P_ =
Y1Ww3T; + Yoy + wowy , where wy # x5 as A(D) > 2. If wyl = wy, then (B* + Py +wj wy, B~ + P_ 4+ w;x5)
is a good pair of D, a contradiction. If wy # wy, then (BT + P,, N~ + P_) is a good pair of D — w;, a

contradiction.

Subcase 4.2: N*(w3) C W.
That is waws, waw; € A. Since D 2 Es, D[{wy,ws}] # Cy. Now assume that w,ws_; ¢ A for some
i € [2]. Tt follows that (BT + yjwsw;zs + yox1 + ws_,w3—;, B~ + Y121 + yowsws_;x2 + w;w;") is a good pair
of D, where w; ; # w3 and w;” # 29 as A(D) > 2, a contradiction.

A.10.7 Claim[32l7

We find a good pair (B* + P,, B~ + P_) of D or D — w3 as follows, a contradiction.

Case

|

P, P_

|

Notation

B. WoZ1,Wako € A.

Nt (wy) N{wse, z1,y1} =0

Y1wi1x2 + Yowo X1, Y101 + yzwlwf + waoko

wiws € A

= F
Y1wW122 + Yowax1 + W3 W3, Y121 + YW1 W3W3 + Waks

wy # wi;wy # wi, Yo

wiys € A, wzwy ¢ A

wy F Y2

wW1Y2, W3Wa € A

Y121 + Yowixo + Wy Wa, Y1 W1Y2W2L2
= ¥
Y171 + Yowi1T2 + W3 W3W2, Y1 W1Y2W2Ts + W3Ws

w3, w5 F W

C. WoTo, W11 € A.

WorWs ¢ A

Y1W1T1 + Yowa X2, Y11 + Yowi1 T2 + wgw;

wy #

W3 Wy ¢ A

Y1T1 + Yow1T2 + Wy Wa, Y1W1T1 + YoW2T2

Wy F# Yo
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D[{ws, w3}] = C, |

= F
Y1w121 + YowaZaz + W3y W3, Y121 + Y2w1T2 + WaW3Wsg

w3, w3 # W

D. w1x1, W12 € A.

D{z2,w3}] = Co
Dl{y2, w2}] = Co

wows € A YoW1 T2W3T1 + Wy Wa, Y11 + YoWoW3Ta + wiwy wy & {y2, w1} wl ¢ {ws, s}
otherwise Y11 + Yowq + wy wo + wi w3, Yy1w1 T2 + ygwgw; + w3y Wy # T W,y , w; % Yo

E. Wo1,W3T2 € A.

wows ¢ A Y1w1 + YaweT1 + W3 T, Y121 + Yowr T2 + wzw;Ir + ’lUng— wg,wg' % Xo; w; + 1
wows, Towz € A Y121 + Yowr + Wy WaW3Ta, Y1W1T2 + Y2Waly + W3w3. wy, ¢ {wa,xo, Yo} w5 # o
wowsg € A

Tows, wzwa ¢ A

- +
Y1w1 + Yowa Ty + w3 WaTa, Y171 + YowiTo + wowswy |

w3 # waswy # T

D{ws, ws}] = Cy
ToWs, W1W3 ¢ A

— . +
Y2W1T2 + Wy W3Wax1, Y121 + YoWawsTo + WiWy

| wy ¢ {wa, a1 }swf # o

This implies that D[{ws,w3}] = Ca, zows ¢ A and wiws € A. Now let Q' = {we, w3}, X' = N7(Q')
and Y/ = N¥(Q'). Then X’ = {ys,w1} and Y’ = {z1,22}. Since yow; € A, by Claim [32]4, D has a good

pair, a contradiction.

F. wix,w3xs € A.

wa W3 ¢ A

= T T ——F T T
Y1w1T1 + Yows + W3 W3k, Y121 + Yow1T2 + Wowy + wsws | Wy, ws 7# T2;Vw, € Nj(ws)

otherwise

T 5
Y1W121 + YoWaWsTa, Y121 + Yowix2 + wgw; + wawg w;' # Ws; w;f # T2

Subcase 1.2: woxo, w3zs € A.
We find a good pair (B* + P,, B~ + P_) of D as follows, a contradiction.

Case

P, P_
+

Notation

wixy € Ajwswy ¢ A

Y121 + Yow1 + Wy Wo + W3 W3k, Y1W1X1 + YoWaks + WaWy

wy #yg;wg,wg' #+ X9

w1x1, waws € A, ways ¢ A

= ¥
Y121 + YoW1 + W3 W3W2T2, Y1W1X1 + YoWalWy + W3T2

x5 ¢ {w2, 2} w5 # T2

W11, WaWa, Ways € A

= F
Y1W1T1 + YoWa ko + W3 W3, Y1T1 + WaYowi1W, + W3Ts

where w & {w2,y2}; Vg € N (w3)

wox1 € A

D{ws,z2}] = Cy,
D[{w1,y2}] = Cy

Y1T1 + YW1 + Wy WoaLoW3s, Y1W1Y2W2T1 + W3T2

wy ¢ {ws, w2}

otherwise

= T T
Y1W1 + YowaT1 + W3 W3T2, Y171 + YowWi1w; + WaTs + W3Wg

wy , wi # wswi # s

w3zxry € A

D{ws, x1}] = Co,wywa ¢ A

= F
Y121W3T2 + YaW1 + Wy W2, Y1W1W, + Y2Wako + W3T1

wy # yo;wy £ Y1

D{ws,z1}] = Co,wows ¢ A

= ¥
Y1W1W2To + Wy W3X1, YoW1Y12X1 + WoWy + W3T2

wy # T w5 # T

Hence wyws, wows € A. Now w.l.o.g., assume x1q1, x2q2 € A. If q1y1,q2y2 € A, then D has a good pair

(B, B

q2’ T w3

) with B, = qaqiyrwiwowsza+wszi+y, y2 and By, = waTaqayawiy121w3+q1q2, where yy # go, a

contradiction. If gay1, 192 € A, then D has a good pair (B}, B,.) with B}, = y1wiwewsz2+wsr1q1g2+ys Y2
and B, = war2q2q1y2w1y171w3, where y, # qi, a contradiction. Hence D[{ws,z1}] # C2. Analogously,

D[{wy,y1}] # Co.

Case

P, P_

Notation

D[{w1,y2}] = Cy

Y171 + Yowi + Wy Wo + W3 W3T2, Y1W1Y2Waxy + W3T

W3 F To; Wy F Yo

The case of D[{ws,z2}] = C can be proved analogously.

N_(wg) UN+(U)1) cw

Y1W1W3T1 + YoWaT2, Y1T1 + YW WaW3T2

Otherwise

= F T
Y1W1 + Yowa T2 + W3 W3T1, Y171 + Yowiw, + wWawy + W32

w‘;vwf ¢W7w; # T3

Case 2: [Ny (V)] =3 (| Ny (X)] = 3).
By the digraph duality, it suffices to prove the case of |N;},(Y)| = 3.
W.lo.g., assume yjws, yow, yows € A. We find a good pair (B + Py, B~ + P_) of D as follows, a
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contradiction.
Subcase 2.1: wyxo, waks, w3r € A.
Since D 2 E3, D[{wl,wg}] 7’5 CQ.

Case P, P_ Notation

wiws, w3wy € A YLWw3T1 + Yowiwaks, Y121 + ygwgw;' + w3wixo w; ¢ {x2,y2}
wiwy € A;wswy ¢ A | y1wsxi + Yaws + Wy W1T2, Y171 + Yowi1waks + wS“’; wy ¢ {x2,y2}; w;,r # T
The case of wow; € A can be proved analogously.

wows € A;wawe ¢ A \ Y171 + YowrTe + Wy Wows, YLW3T1 + YowaTa + wgw; \ wy F# Y2 wg' #+ X9

Hence wzwy € A. If D[{wy,y2}] = Co, then let V(Q') = {w1,92}, X' = N7(Q') and Y/ = NT(Q').
Note that Y’ = {ws,z2}. Since wozs € A, by Claim [32/4, D has a good pair, a contradiction. The case
of D[{w,x2}] = Cy is analogous. Just let V(Q') = {wy,x2}. Then X’ = {waq,y2} with yows € A, which
implies that D has a good pair by Claim [32]4, a contradiction.

Case P, P_ \ Notation
D[{w1,y2}] # Co
D[{w1,z2}] # Co YoWoW3T1 + Wy W1x2, Y1W3WaTo + y2w1w1+ wf,wf ¢ {x2,y2}

The following cases can be proved analogously: wijws € A; waw; € A; waws € A.
| w

wi, we ¢ Np(ws) ‘ Y1wsT1 + YowoTa + Wi W1, Y121 + Yow T + wowy + wswg L7 llz;wg+ # wz;w; # 11

Subcase 2.2: wyx1, wsTs, W3xs € A.

Case P P Notation
wiws € A;wows ¢ A Y171 + Yowwoka + W3 W3, Y1W3Ta + Yowowy + w1y | wy # y1;ws & {To,ya}
wiwg € A; D{wr, z1}] # Co Y1W3 + YoWaTs + Wy W1x1, Y171 + YW1 WaW3To wy # Y2
wiwy € A; D{ws, y1}] # Co Y1271 + y21111w2w33627y1w3w§r + YowaTs + w17y w; # T

Hence both D[{w1,z1}] and D[{ws,y1}] are Co. W.lo.g., assume x1ga,x2q2 € A. If q1y1,qy2 € A,
then D has a good pair (B} , B, ) with B{Zl = w1T1q1G2y2wawsyr and B = yowiwaT2q2q1y1ws + T1y1, a

w1 w3

contradiction. If gay1, q1y2 € A, then D has a good pair (B , B, ) with B = w1z1q1y2wowsr2q2 + y1 y1

w1 w1y
and B, = w3y1T1w1w2Z2 + Yow1 + q1G2y1, Where y;- # g2, a contradiction.
By the digraph duality, we also prove the case of wows € A. Thus wjwe, wows ¢ A.

Case P, P_ Notation

D[{wy,ws}] = Cy Y1W3wW1T1 + YoWa T2 Y121 + YawiwsTe + wgw;' w;’ # Ty

Dl{wy,ws}] # Cy | y1wze + yowi ) + wy wy | Y121 + yowats + wiw] + wawy | wy # yo;w] # x1;w5 # T2

The case when wixo, wsxs, wex; € A can be proved analogously.

A.10.8 Case 2

We find a good pair (B* + P, B~ + P_) of D, a contradiction.

Subcase 2.2: Exactly one of ws and w3 has two out-neighbours in X.

W.lo.g., assume w3z, wzrs € A. Then d}}(wl) < 1 and d}(wl) > 1as |[(W,X)p| =4, wlo.g., say
wizy € A. Note that w3 has an in-neighbour w; € {w1, w2} by Lemma and dy (ws) = 1.

Case P, P_ Notation
Wy = w1 | Y1wiT1 + Yaw3T2 + Wy Wa, YoWiW3T1 + Y1Waly wy w3 F# Y
W3 = Wz | Y1W2W3T2 + YoW1T1, YowsT1 + yrwiwy +wowy | wy & {z1,y1};w; # ws

Subcase 2.3: d} (ws) = d¥ (w3) = 1.

That is wizy, wize € A. W.l.0.g., assume wox1, w3rs € A.

First assume wswy € A. Let w;’ be an out-neighbour of wy such that wy # x1 as A\(D) > 2. If w;' =,
then D[{ws,y1}] = Cs. Set Q" = D[{ws,y1}] and Y' = NT(Q'). Now Y’ = {wy, 21} with wiz; € A, which
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implies that D has a good pair by the cases with Y is not an independent set.

Case P, P_ Notation
wi # Y1W1 T2 + YoWsWaT1, Y2W1T1 + W3T2 + Y1wawy
w3ws & A | y1w121 + YowsTo + Wy Wa, Y1WaT1 + YowiTe + Waws | wy £ yi1;ws £ To

A.11 Proposition

By contradiction, suppose that Py is the longest dipath of D by Proposition In fact there exist arcs
between C'! and C? from both directions, otherwise D has a Py as A(D) > 2. W.lo.g., assume |C!| > |C?|.
Let y be the vertex in V — V(C' U C?) and ;, € [8] be the vertex in V(C* U C?). From the longestness of
Ps in D, we have the following facts.

Fact B3l1 At least one of (C*,y)p and (y,C3~%)p is empty for any i € [2].
Fact [3312 At least one of arcs x;y and yz;41 is not in A for any i € [7].

We distinguish two cases as follows.

Case 1: |C!| = |C?| = 4.

Let C' = xy29x32471 and C? = xswex7r875 With 2475 € A. Since A(D) > 2, y have at least two in-arcs
from and two out-arcs into C' U C?. W.l.o.g., assume that there exists an arc from y to C'. By Fact 1,
N(y) C Ct. Tt follows that N*(y) = {z1, 22} and N~ (y) = {3, 24} by Fact 2. Then we find a Hamilton
dipath as yz; € A, a contradiction.

Case 2: |C!| =5 and |C?| = 3.

Let C! = z1@9m3z4257; and C? = wgrrasre with z526 € A. Analogously to Case 1, N(y) C C! as
|C?| = 3 and D is oriented. Consider several cases below.

Case Contradiction
1y, yr3 € A D has a Hamilton dipath xsz3xiyrsTsT62728
T1y,x301 € A D has a Hamilton dipath zoz3ziyrsrs5T6T7T8
1Y, T173,x3T5 € A N7T(xy4) = x5
y ¢ Np(x1) D has a Hamilton dipath yxox3xizsrsrer728

This compeltes the proof of Proposition

A.12 Lemma [34
Suppose that P = z1x5 ... xg is the longest dipath of D by Proposition Let X =V(P) and y =V — X.
Claim B4l1 If z421, 7376 € A, then x5 is not adjacent to y.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that x5 is adjacent to y when z4x1,z376 € A. Let C' = zix0w37471 and
O/ = XLeL7X8Tg-

First assume x5z9 € A. Note that N*(y) C C' — 1 as Ps is the longest dipath in D. Then Nt (y) =
{z3,x4} by Proposition Since (D) > 2, N__ (x5) C {z1,22} by Proposition and D contains
no Ky. If zows € A, then we find a Hamilton dipath of D, yxszsxixox5262T72s, a contradiction. Thus
z1x5 € A. Now we find a new dicycle Z’ = x1x5yr3z4x1, which implies that D has a Hamilton dipath by

Proposition [33]
Henceforth, zgzs € A. Note that N~ (y) = {x¢,z7} by the longestness of P in D. It follows that we find
a new dicycle Z"” = rsxgr7yrs. Then by Proposition D has a Hamilton dipath, a contradiction. O

Note [34l1 Let BT and T~ respectively be an out-branching and an in-tree of D[X]. If V(T~) = X — v for
some v € X and v has an out-arc which is not in A(B™), then D has a good pair.
Analogously, let B~ and T'" respectively be an in-branching and an out-tree of D[X]. f V(T*) = X —v
for some v € X and v has an in-arc which is not in A(B~), then D has a good pair.
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Note 3412 Let B* and T~ respectively be an out-branching and an in-tree of D[X] with V(T~) = X —
{v1,v2} for some v1,ve € X. If for any i € [2], v; has an out-arc which is not in A(B™") and at least
one of the two arcs is in D[X], then D has a good pair.

Analogously, let B~ and T respectively be an in-branching and an out-tree of D[X] with V(T) =
X —{vy,v2} for some vy,vy € X. If for any ¢ € [2], v; has an in-arc which is not in A(B~) and at least
one of the two arcs is in D[X], then D has a good pair.

Proof. Note 1 is trivial as A(D) > 2. It suffices to prove Note 2. Let e; be the out-arc of v; which is
described in Note 2. If some e; is adjacent to some vertex in T, then it is just the case in Note [34}1.
Henceforth assume that e; is adjacent to y or vs_;, for any ¢ € [2]. W.l.o.g., assume that e; = vjvy and
ey = vay. Now let B~ =T~ +e1 + e2. Since A(D) > 2, y can be added to Bt and B~ respectively by an
in-arc of y which is different from ey and an arbitrary out-arc of y. O

We have the fact below as P is the longest dipath of D.
Fact 34l1. N~ (z1), NT(xs) C X and zsz1 ¢ A, i.e., D has no Cs.

We distinguish several cases as follows.
Case 1: g € N (xg) N N~ (7).

Case \ Contradiction \ Reference
Subcase 1.1: z421 € A
T84, x328 € A BB[X] = T1ToT3TIT4T5T6LT, TB[X] = T3T4%1 + T7TITET Note [3412
X8y, T3xg € A;xoxs ¢ A BB[X] = ZT4T1T2X3L6T7 + Ty Ts, TI_)[X] = I3X4T5T6T1 + T7X8T6 Note 13411
where x5 € D[X] — {x2, x4}
T8T4, T3Lg, LoXs € A Bg[x] = T1T2X3TEL7TYTATS, TB[X] = T374X1 + T2T5T6T1 + TTg Note [3411
T8T3, Toxy € A BHX] = T1X2T4X5TeX7TITS, TB[X] = XoT3X4T1 + TYTEX1 Note [34]2
x8T3, Tae € A;xras ¢ A Bg[x] = ToTeX7LITITAT1 + Ty Ts, TB[X] = X4T5X6T1T2L3 + TLg Note 3411
where z; € D[X] — {x4, 27}
T8T3, LoXg, Lrxs € A B&X] = X1T2XL7TILITLLS, TB[X] = X471 + x8TeT1 + T7XT5T6 Note [34.2
T3, ToXg, Lrls € A T1x22x8T3T4x1 and rsrgxr7rs are two cycles covering 8 vertices Proposition
x8T3, Toxs € A;xras ¢ A Bg[X] = ToXgT3T4T1 + Ty T5TeT7, BB[X] = Trx8TET1T2T3 + 9:4x5:173'
where x5 € D[X] — {x4, 26,27}, 23 € D[X]| — {24, 26}
T8To,T1x3 € A BB[X] = T1X3T4X5TEX7LYT2, TB[X] = T4X1X2T3 + TTT1 Note 3412
TgTo, X128 € A BB[X] = T1TT2XT3T4T5T6LT, TB[X] = T4T1T9 + T7TITET Note [3412
Subcase 1.2: z32; € A
T8To, T1X5 € A BB[X] = TTEX1T2T3T4T5 + Ty Ty, TB[X] = T3T1T5LgL7TT ‘ Note 1
where z; € D[X] — {x4,z6}
TgTo,T128 € A BJ{)[X] = X1TYX2L3T4L5TELT, TB[X] = T3X1%2 + T7TRTET1 Note 3412
T8T3,T1T4 € A BE[X] = X4T5X6T7TYLIT1 T, TB[X] = TYTeXL1T4 + ToT3T4 Note (3412
TRT3, TLg, T3 € A BB[X] = T5TeX1T2T3T4 + T7T8X3, Tg[x] = TYTET4T5T3T1 + TT7 Note [3411
TRT3, TLg, Ly € A BB[X] = XT5TeX1T2T3L4 + T7LTe, Tg[x] = XT4T5LTIT] + TeLr Note 13411
T8Ts5, T7xs € A Bg[x] = T7X8XT5LEL1T2L3L 4, TE[X] = TYTELTLLT5TIT Note 3411
x8x5 € A;xrwy ¢ A Bg[x] = TeT7TITELITIT2 + Ty T4, TB[X] = ToX3XT4T5TeL1 + TTe Note 3411

where x; in D[X] — {z3,27}

Subcase 1.3: z7z1 € A Cy = T5T8TEL7T1L2T3TLTS Fact 1

The case when 23 € N (xg) N N~ (z1) is analogous.
Case 2 15 € N+(ZE8) N Ni(Il).
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Case \ Contradiction Reference

Subcase 2.1: z37; € A

Tery € A

yxs3,yr7 € A D has a Hamilton dipath zgrixsyrrrsrexse:

otherwise BB[X] = X1ToX3T4T5 + TgT7LYT, Tg[x] = T5T1X8%2 + T5TgT4 Notes 1 and 2

T7xy € A Cf = ToX3T4T5T1 TeLTLIT Fact 1

Subcase 2.2: zgr1 € A

rix7 € A

Toy,x3y € A D has a Hamilton dipath x7xsrsxirsrerixay

otherwise BB[X} = XT5Tex7 + T5X1T2T3T4TS, TB[X] = X425 + TeL1T7LIT5 Notes 1 and 2

Tox7 € A Pg: 314051671 X2T7T8 Case 1

r3xy € A BE[X] = X5T1T2T3T4X8 + T5TeT7, TB[X] = T4T5 + T3T7XIT5 + $6Z‘11‘T Note 1
where o1 € {x3, 24,25, 27,78}

Case \ Contradiction

Subcase 2.3: z7z1 € A

:c;" an out-neighbour of ; which is not the successor of x; in P, Vi € [8]

x; : an in-neighbour of x; which is not the predesessor of z; in P, Vi € [§]

126 € A

173' = x; =y Bg = T5T1T2X3YT7 + T5Te + Tg Ty + T4 Ty, By = T324%5 + ToyTs + T1T6T7T8T5

ac;r =, m;i = Tg BJ{, = I5T1T2X3T4T7 + T5Te + Tg T8 + Y~ Y, BB = T4T5 + T;YTs + T1XeT7LT5 + T5—iTe
where y~ € D\ x;

otherwise BB[X] = P and an in-tree TB[X] = 18T5T] + T4x7X1 DY Notesl and 2

Toxg € A

:Cér %+ T3 BHX] =P, TB[X] = 28T5x1 + Tax7x1 + xgmﬁxg by Note [34{1

Ty =x3;05 £y D\ y has a good pair

x:{ = x3; m}L =y D has a Hamilton dipath x4x7x80501 22623y

x3x6 € A B} = w571 + 253630237477 + Y~ Y + T5 Ts, By = 45 + 1376070875 + 12275 (Y~ € D\ 2)

The case when x4 € N (2g) N N~ (x1) is analogous.
Case 3 23 € N~ (7).

Case \ Contradiction \ Reference

Subcase 3.1: z471 € A

35 € Ajzey ¢ A B$[X] = X3T4T5LeX7TTo + T3T1, TE)[X] = X4T1X2T3T5 + ;vg:rﬁxg ‘ Note |34}1
where 2§ € V(T7)

r3T5, 26y € A B$ = T3T4T5TeT7T8T2 + T3%1 + Yy, Bp = wamix0375 + w376yy " + Trag \
where y~ # x6, y* € V(T~) and z7 # x5

T7Ts, T5x8 € A T4T122203T4 and xgTeT7x5xs are two cycles covering 8 vertices Proposition

75 € Ajxsws ¢ A BB[X] = T3T4T5TELTLITY + T3X1, TB[X] = T4x1T2T3 + m7:1753:;' Note [34/2
where x3 € {x1, 79,23}

Subcase 3.2: zgr1 € A

‘ BB[X] = X4T5TL7TIT2 + T3L1T5, TE[X] = TgT1T2X3L4 + T3T7 ‘ Note [3412
Subcase 3.3: x7z1 € A
{z2, 75} C Nt (x3g) BE[X] = T3T4T5TT7TRT + T3T1, TB[X] = T7T1T2T3TRTs Note 2
N7T(xg) = {72, 76} Tsrgr7r1rs and xox3rar8To are two cycles covering 8 vertices Proposition@
Nt (zg) = {5, 26} analogous to the case when N~ (x1) D {x3, 24}

The case of zg € N T (xg) is analogous.
Cases 4 to 6
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Case \ Contradiction \ Reference
Case 4: 4 € N~ (1)
r5r) € A T5Tex7rsTs and x1xor3x4x1 are two cycles covering 8 vertices | Proposition
zer1 € A Nt (z2) = {z3} AD)>2
r7r1 € A Nt (z1) = {z2} A(D) > 2
The case of x5 € N1 (xg) is analogous.
Case 5: x5 € N~ (1)
Ter1,x8x4 € A N+((£7) =g )\(D) > 2
zer1 € A; N1 (28) = {32, 23} Nt (z3) = {3,238} D is oriented
T7x1,TeTa € A NT(z1) = 2o A(D) >2
x7wy € A; N1 (28) = {3, 24} Nt (z3) = x3 A(D) > 2
The case of 24 € N1 (xg) is analogous.
Case 6: N~ (r1) = {x¢,x7} and N1 (zg) = {z2,z3}

N+(.’E2) = I3 ‘ )\(D) > 2

This completes the proof of Lemma
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