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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce the notion of two-way (t, λ)-liking digraphs as a
way to extend the results for generalized friendship graphs. A two-way (t, λ)-liking
digraph is a digraph in which every t vertices have exactly λ common out-neighbors
and λ common in-neighbors. We first show that if λ ≥ 2, then a two-way (2, λ)-
liking digraph of order n is k-diregular for a positive integer k satisfying the equation
(n−1)λ = k(k−1). This result is comparable to the result by Bose and Shrikhande in
1969 and actually extends it. Another main result is that if t ≥ 3, then the complete
digraph on t + λ vertices is the only two-way (t, λ)-liking digraph. This result can
stand up to the result by Carstens and Kruse in 1977 and essentially extends it. In
addition, we find that two-way (t, λ)-liking digraphs are closely linked to symmetric
block designs and extend some existing results of (t, λ)-liking digraphs.

Keywords. Two-way Liking digraph; Liking digraph; Generalized Friendship graph; Di-
regular digraph; Symmetric Block Design.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, for graph-theoretical terminology and notations not defined, we follow
[1] and [2]. Neither graphs nor digraphs in this paper have loops, multiple edges, or
multiple arcs. In 1966, Erdös et al. [9] introduced and proved the Friendship Theorem.
The Friendship Theorem can be stated, in graph-theoretical terms, as follows: if any
pair of vertices in a graph has exactly one common neighbor, then there exists a vertex
adjacent to the others. The graph described in the Friendship Theorem is referred to as
a “friendship graph”. A friendship graph is a graph in which every pair of vertices has
exactly one common neighbor. Many variants of friendship graphs have been studied. As
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one of those variants, a generalized friendship graph is a graph in which every t vertices
have exactly λ common neighbors for some positive integers t and λ. In [3], it was shown
that a generalized friendship graph is regular if t = 2 and λ ≥ 2. In [5], it was shown
that a generalized friendship graph is isomorphic to the complete graph on t+ λ vertices
if t ≥ 3. In [8], an infinite generalized friendship graph is studied.

There is also a variation of the Friendship Theorem in terms of digraph. A digraph
is called a (t, λ)-liking digraph if every t vertices have exactly λ common out-neighbors
where t and λ are positive integers. In 1974, Müller and Pelant [10] studied the case where
tournaments are (t, λ)-liking digraphs and showed the non-existence of such tournaments
for t ≥ 3. In 1975, Plesńık [11] characterized the (t, 1)-liking digraphs for each integer
t ≥ 3 by proving that every (t, 1)-liking digraph with t ≥ 3 is the complete digraph on
t + 1 vertices. Recently, Choi et al. [6] completely characterized (2, 1)-liking digraphs. In
the follow-up paper [7], the authors extended their results and studied the case where
(t, λ)-liking digraphs are complete.

While seeking a way to extend the results for generalized friendship graphs in [3], [5],
and [12] (mentioned above) into a digraph version, we were led to introduce the notion
of “two-way (t, λ)-liking digraphs”. A digraph is called a two-way (t, λ)-liking digraph if
every t vertices have exactly λ common out-neighbors and exactly λ common in-neighbors
where t and λ are positive integers. Note that the digraph obtained from a generalized
friendship graph by replacing each edge with a directed cycle of length two is a two-way
(t, λ)-liking digraph. Accordingly, the existing results for generalized friendship graphs
can be derived from our main results described below.

In this paper, we characterize the two-way (t, λ)-liking digraphs. By the definition of a
two-way (t, λ)-liking digraph, it is obvious that a two-way (2, 1)-liking digraph is a (2, 1)-
liking digraph. Choi et al. [6] showed that a (2, 1)-liking digraph is a two-way (2, 1)-liking
digraph. Theorem 2.1 which is the primary result in [6] is a complete characterization of
(2, 1)-liking digraphs and therefore the result is true for two-way (2, 1)-liking digraphs.
Thus it remains to characterize the two-way (t, λ)-liking digraphs with (t, λ) 6= (2, 1),
which is achieved by the following two theorems.

Theorem 1.1. If λ ≥ 2, then a two-way (2, λ)-liking digraph of order n is k-diregular
where the positive integer k satisfies

(n− 1)λ = k(k − 1).

Theorem 1.2. If t ≥ 3, then the complete digraph on t + λ vertices is the only two-way
(t, λ)-liking digraph.

Going a little further from Theorem 1.1, we present Proposition 3.3. Choi et al. showed
that an (n, k, λ)-SBIBD can be constructed from a k-diregular (2, λ)-liking digraph of
order n. That is, the existence of a k-diregular (2, λ)-liking digraph of order n guarantees
the existence of an (n, k, λ)-SBIBD. Since a two-way (2, λ)-liking digraph is a (2, λ)-liking
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digraph, we can say that an (n, k, λ)-SBIBD exists if a two-way (2, λ)-liking digraph of
order n exists. We show that the converse is true for n ≥ 2λ.

Theorem 1.2 extends one of the main theorems in Choi et al. [7]. By the definition
of a two-way (t, λ)-liking digraph, it is obvious that a two-way (t, λ)-liking digraph is a
(t, λ)-liking digraph. Under this circumstance, it is natural to ask for which t and λ a
(t, λ)-liking digraph being a two-way (t, λ)-liking digraph. For example, it is true when
t = 2 and λ = 1 by [6]. In the follow-up paper [7], the authors showed that for t ≥ λ+ 2,
the complete digraph on t+ λ vertices is the only (t, λ)-liking digraph. It is obvious that
the complete digraph on t + λ vertices is a two-way (t, λ)-liking digraph. Thus a (t, λ)-
liking digraph is a two-way (t, λ)-liking digraph if t ≥ λ+2. In this paper, we extend the
result by showing that it is true for the cases of t ≥ λ + 1 (Corollary 4.2). Finally, this
result, together with Theorem 1.2, extends Theorem 2.6 (Theorem 4.3).

2 Preliminaries

A fancy wheel digraph is obtained from the disjoint union of directed cycles by adding one
vertex with arcs to and from each vertex on the cycles. A k-diregular digraph is a digraph
in which each vertex has outdegree k and indegree k for a positive integer k. A digraph
is said to be diregular if it is a k-diregular digraph for some positive integer k.

Theorem 2.1 ([6]). A (2, 1)-liking digraph is a fancy wheel digraph or is k-diregular of
order k2 − k + 1 for some integer k ≥ 2.

A balanced block design consists of a set X of v ≥ 2 elements, called varieties, and
a collection of b > 0 subsets of X , called blocks, such that the following conditions are
satisfied:

• Each block consists of exactly the same number k of varieties where k > 0;

• Each variety appears in exactly the same number r of blocks where r > 0;

• Each pair of varieties appears simultaneously in exactly the same number λ of blocks
where λ > 0.

A balanced block design with k < v is called a balanced incomplete block design since each
block has fewer varieties than the total number of varieties. Such a design is also called
a (b, v, r, k, λ)-BIBD. A (b, v, r, k, λ)-BIBD is said to be symmetric if b = v and r = k. A
symmetric (b, v, r, k, λ)-BIBD is termed as a (v, k, λ)-SBIBD. It is a well-known fact that
in a (v, k, λ)-SBIBD, any two blocks have exactly λ varieties in common.

Let A1, A2, . . . , An be sets. A (complete) system of distinct representatives is a sequence
(a1, a2, . . . , an) such that ai ∈ Ai for all i, and no two of the ai are the same. Hall’s Marriage
Theorem plays a significant role in this paper, and it is as follows.
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Theorem 2.2 ([4]). The family A = (A1, A2, . . . , An) of sets has a system of distinct
representatives if and only if

(Hall’s marriage condition) for each 1 ≤ k ≤ n and each choice of k distinct
indices i1, i2, . . . , ik from [n],

|Ai1 ∪ Ai2 ∪ · · · ∪Aik | ≥ k.

A digraph D is complete if, for every pair x, y of distinct vertices of D, both (x, y) ∈

A(D) and (y, x) ∈ A(D). The complete digraph on n vertices is denoted by
←→
K n.

The results from the previous studies to be used in this paper are as follows.

Proposition 2.3 ([11]). Let D be a (t, λ)-liking digraph. Then |V (D)| ≥ t + λ and
δ+(D) ≥ t+ λ− 1.

The following results are from [7].

Proposition 2.4. Let D be a (t, λ)-liking digraph. If t ≥ λ + 1 or d+(v) = t + λ− 1 for
each vertex v, then d+(v) = d−(v) for every vertex v in D.

Proposition 2.5. Let D be a (t, λ)-liking digraph. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ t − 1, every t − i

vertices have at least λ+ i common out-neighbors in D.

Theorem 2.6. If t ≥ λ + 2, then the complete digraph on t + λ vertices is the only
(t, λ)-liking digraph.

Theorem 2.7. Let D be a (t, λ)-liking digraph for some positive integers t, λ with t ≥ 2.
Then the following are equivalent.

(a) D is complete on t + λ vertices, that is, D ∼=
←→
K t+λ.

(b) D is a (t− 1, λ+ 1)-liking digraph.

(c) d+(v) = t+ λ− 1 for each vertex v.

Furthermore, (a) is equivalent to the condition (d) if (t, λ) 6= (2, 1); (e) if t ≥ 3, where

(d) there is a vertex v satisfying N+(v) = V (D) \ {v};

(e) D is diregular.
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3 Proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

Given a digraph D, the converse of D, denoted by D←, is the digraph obtained from D by
reversing the direction of each arc in D. Then, by the definition of a two-way (t, λ)-liking
digraph, the following proposition is immediately true.

Proposition 3.1. The converse of a two-way (t, λ)-liking digraph is a two-way (t, λ)-liking
digraph.

Lemma 3.2. Let D be a two-way (t, λ)-liking digraph of order n with λ ≥ t ≥ 2. Then
D is k-diregular where

(

n− 1

t− 1

)(

λ

t

)

=

(

k

t

)(

λ− 1

t− 1

)

.

Proof. Take a vertex v. We consider the set S+
v of ordered pairs (X, Y ) such that X is a

t-subset of N+(v) and Y is a (t− 1)-subset of
(
⋂

x∈X N−(x)
)

\ {v}, that is,

S+
v :=

{

(X, Y ) : |X| = t, |Y | = t− 1, X ⊆ N+(v), Y ⊆

(

⋂

x∈X

N−(x)

)

\ {v}

}

.

We may compute |S+
v | in two ways. First, fix X ⊆ N+(v) with |X| = t. There are

(

d+(v)
t

)

ways of doing so. Since D is a two-way (t, λ)-liking digraph, the vertices in X have exactly
λ common in-neighbors including v. Thus, given X , there are

(

λ−1
t−1

)

ways to choose Y so
that (X, Y ) ∈ S+

v . Therefore

|S+
v | =

(

d+(v)

t

)(

λ− 1

t− 1

)

.

To apply the second method, fix Y ⊆ V (D) \ {v} with |Y | = t− 1. There are
(

n−1
t−1

)

ways
of choosing such a Y . Since any t vertices in D have exactly λ common out-neighbors,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

N+(v) ∩
⋂

y∈Y

N+(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= λ.

Thus there are
(

λ

t

)

ways to choose X so that (X, Y ) ∈ S+
v . Therefore

|S+
v | =

(

n− 1

t− 1

)(

λ

t

)

.

Hence,
(

d+(v)

t

)(

λ− 1

t− 1

)

=

(

n− 1

t− 1

)(

λ

t

)

.
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By Proposition 3.1, we may apply the above argument to the converse of D to obtain the
equation

(

d−(v)

t

)(

λ− 1

t− 1

)

=

(

n− 1

t− 1

)(

λ

t

)

.

Thus
(

d+(v)

t

)

=

(

d−(v)

t

)

=

(

n−1
t−1

)(

λ

t

)

(

λ−1
t−1

) ,

which implies that d+(v) and d−(v) are equal and expressed only in terms of n, λ, t.
Therefore d+(v) = d−(v) = k for some positive integer k satisfying

(

n− 1

t− 1

)(

λ

t

)

=

(

k

t

)(

λ− 1

t− 1

)

.

Since v was arbitrarily chosen, D is k-diregular.

Lemma 3.2 directly implies that for an integer λ ≥ 2, a two-way (2, λ)-liking digraph
is k-diregular for some positive integer k satisfying λ(n−1) = k(k−1). Thus Theorem 1.1
is valid. We further study the existence of a k-diregular two-way (2, λ)-liking digraph by
using an (n, k, λ)-SBIBD.

Proposition 3.3. A k-diregular two-way (2, λ)-liking digraph of order n exists if there is
an (n, k, λ)-SBIBD with n ≥ 2λ.

Proof. Suppose that there is an (n, k, λ)-SBIBD with n ≥ 2λ. By one of well-known facts
for the parameters of a symmetric design,

λ(n− 1) = k(k − 1).

By the definition of a balanced incomplete block design,

k < n. (1)

Let V = {v1, . . . , vn} be the set of varieties of the (n, k, λ)-SBIBD and B = {B1, . . . , Bn}
be the set of blocks of the (n, k, λ)-SBIBD.

Claim A. The collection {V −B1, . . . , V −Bn} has a system of distinct representatives.

Proof of Claim A. We will show that {V −B1, . . . , V −Bn} satisfies Hall’s marriage con-
dition given in Theorem 2.2. To this end, take an arbitrary nonempty subset S ⊆ [n].
Since

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

⋃

s∈S

(V −Bs)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

V −
⋂

s∈S

Bs

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,
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we only need to show
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

⋂

s∈S

Bs

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ n− |S|.

If |S| = 1, then, by (1),

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

⋂

s∈S

Bs

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= |Bi| = k ≤ n− 1 = n− |S|

for some i ∈ [n]. If 1 < |S| ≤ λ, then, by the hypothesis that n ≥ 2λ,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

⋂

s∈S

Bs

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ |Bi ∩ Bj| = λ ≤ n− λ ≤ n− |S|

for {i, j} ⊆ S where the second inequality holds by the fact that any two blocks have
exactly λ varieties in common. If λ < |S| ≤ k, then, by (1),

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

⋂

s∈S

Bs

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1 ≤ n− k ≤ n− |S|,

where the first inequality holds by the fact that each pair of varieties simultaneously
appears in exactly λ blocks. If k < |S|, then

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

⋂

s∈S

Bs

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0 ≤ n− |S|,

where the first equality is true by the fact that each variety is contained in exactly k

blocks. Thus, no matter what the size of S is, the following holds:

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

⋂

s∈S

Bs

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ n− |S|.

Therefore Hall’s marriage condition is satisfied and so {V −B1, . . . , V −Bn} has a system
of distinct representatives by Theorem 2.2.

By the above claim, {V − B1, . . . , V − Bn} has a system of distinct representatives
{vi1 , . . . , vin}. Now, we consider the digraph D with the vertex set V and the arc set

n
⋃

t=1

{(v, vit) : v ∈ Bt}.
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Since vit 6∈ Bt for each 1 ≤ t ≤ n, D is loopless. Further, since any two varieties in
V are contained in exactly λ blocks, any two vertices in D have precisely λ common
out-neighbors. Since any two blocks have exactly λ varieties in common and V (D) =
{vi1 , . . . , vin}, any two vertices in D have precisely λ common in-neighbors. Thus D is
a two-way (2, λ)-liking digraph of order n. Since each block has size k and the design is
symmetric, D is k-diregular.

Now, we go further to derive more results for proving Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 3.4. Let D be a two-way (λ + 1, λ)-liking digraph for some integer λ ≥ 2. If
(u, v) 6∈ A(D) or (v, u) 6∈ A(D) for some two vertices u and v, then d+(u) = d+(v).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that there are two vertices u and v with
(u, v) 6∈ A(D). That is,

u 6∈ N−(v) and v 6∈ N+(u).

Take a λ-subset S in N+(u). Since v 6∈ N+(u), |S ∪ {v}| = λ+ 1. Thus there is a unique
λ-subset T in N−(v) in which each vertex is a common in-neighbor of the vertices in
S ∪ {v}. Since u 6∈ N−(v), u 6∈ T . We let f(S) = T . Then f is a function from the family
F+ of λ-subsets in N+(u) to the family F− of λ-subsets in N−(v). Suppose that f(S ′) = T

for a λ-subset S ′ in N+(u) distinct from S. Then the vertices in T ∪ {u} are common
in-neighbors of the vertices in S ∪S ′. However, |S ∪ S ′| ≥ λ+1 and |T ∪ {u}| = λ+1, so
we reach a contradiction to the fact that D is a two-way (λ+ 1, λ)-liking digraph. Hence
f is one-to-one. Thus we have

(

d+(u)

λ

)

= |F+| ≤ |F−| =

(

d−(v)

λ

)

and so d+(u) ≤ d−(v). Since a two-way (λ + 1, λ)-liking digraph is a (λ + 1, λ)-liking
digraph, d−(v) = d+(v) by Proposition 2.4. Therefore

d+D(u) ≤ d+D(v).

Now, we consider the converse D← of D. Then (v, u) 6∈ A(D←). By Proposition 3.1,
D← is a two-way (λ + 1, λ)-liking digraph. Thus we may apply the same argument as
above to obtain

d+D←(v) ≤ d+D←(u),

i.e.
d−D(v) ≤ d−D(u).

Therefore d+D(v) ≤ d+D(u) by Proposition 2.4. Hence d+D(u) = d+D(v).

Given a digraph D of order n, the complement of D, denoted by D, is the digraph

with V (D) = V (D) and A(D) = A(
←→
K n)− A(D).
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Proposition 3.5. The complete digraph on 2λ+1 vertices is the only two-way (λ+1, λ)-
liking digraph for an integer λ ≥ 2.

Proof. Let D be a two-way (λ + 1, λ)-liking digraph for some integer λ ≥ 2. We first
consider the case in which the complement D of D is weakly connected. Take two vertices
u and v. Since D is weakly connected, there is a (u, v)-path P in U(D) where U(D)
denotes the underlying graph of D. This implies that for any two consecutive vertices x

and y on P , (x, y) 6∈ A(D) or (y, x) 6∈ A(D). Thus we may apply Lemma 3.4 to conclude
that d+(u) = d+(v). By the way, by Proposition 2.4, d−(u) = d+(u) = d+(v) = d−(v).
Since u and v were arbitrarily chosen, we may conclude that D is diregular. Therefore D

is the complete digraph on 2λ+ 1 vertices by Theorem 2.7(e)⇒ (a).

Now we consider the case in which the complement D of D is not weakly connected.
Then the vertex set V (D) can be partitioned into two subsets X and Y such that there
is no arc in D between a vertex in X and a vertex in Y . Thus for any x ∈ X and y ∈ Y ,

(x, y) ∈ A(D) and (y, x) ∈ A(D). (2)

Furthermore, since |V (D)| ≥ 2λ+1 by Proposition 2.3 and V (D) = X ∪Y , one of X and
Y has at least λ+1 vertices. Without loss of generality, we may assume that |X| ≥ λ+1.
Then any λ + 1 vertices in X have the vertices in Y as common out-neighbors by (2).
Thus, since D is a two-way (λ+ 1, λ)-liking digraph,

|Y | ≤ λ. (3)

Moreover, any λ+1 vertices in X have exactly λ−|Y | common out-neighbors in X . Then
D[X ] is a (λ+ 1, λ− |Y |)-liking digraph.

To the contrary, suppose that neither D[X ] nor D[Y ] are complete. If 1 ≤ |Y | < λ,
then

λ+ 1 ≥ (λ− |Y |) + 2

and so the (λ + 1, λ − |Y |)-liking digraph D[X ] is complete by Theorem 2.6, which is a
contradiction. Thus |Y | ≥ λ. Then |Y | = λ by (3). Take a vertex x in X . Then, since

N+(x) ∩
⋂

y∈Y

N+(y) = N+(x) ∩X

by (2) and |{x} ∪ Y | = λ+ 1,
|N+(x) ∩X| = λ.

Since D[Y ] is not complete, there are vertices y and y′ in Y such that

(y′, y) 6∈ A(D).

9



Then

N+(x) ∩N+(y′) = (N+(x) ∩N+(y′) ∩X) ∪ (N+(x) ∩N+(y′) ∩ Y )

= (N+(x) ∩X) ∪ (N+(y′) ∩ Y )

⊆ (N+(x) ∩X) ∪ (Y \ {y, y′}).

where the second equality holds by (2), which implies X ⊆ N+(y′) and Y ⊆ N+(x). Thus

|N+(x) ∩N+(y′)| ≤ |N+(x) ∩X|+ |Y \ {y, y′}| = λ+ (λ− 2) = 2λ− 2.

However, by Proposition 2.5, x and y′ have at least 2λ−1 common out-neighbors. There-
fore we have reached a contradiction. Thus D[X ] or D[Y ] is complete. Then there is a
vertex in D having outdegree |V (D)| − 1 by (2) and so D is the complete digraph on
2λ+ 1 vertices by Theorem 2.7(d)⇒ (a).

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let D be a two-way (t, λ)-liking digraph with t ≥ 3. If λ ≥ t,
then D is diregular by Lemma 3.2 and so D is the complete digraph on t+ λ vertices by
Theorem 2.7(e) ⇒ (a). If t ≥ λ + 2, then D is the complete digraph on t + λ vertices
by Theorem 2.6. If t = λ + 1, then D is the complete digraph on t + λ vertices by
Proposition 3.5. Therefore we may conclude that D is the complete digraph on t + λ

vertices.

4 An extension of results on (t, λ)-liking digraphs

Proposition 4.1. A (λ+ 1, λ)-liking digraph is a two-way (λ+ 1, λ)-liking digraph for a
positive integer λ.

Proof. Let D be a (λ+ 1, λ)-liking digraph for a positive integer λ. To prove that D is a
two-way (λ+ 1, λ)-liking digraph, we first show that

∑

S⊆V (D)
|S|=λ+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

⋂

v∈S

N−(v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
∑

S⊆V (D)
|S|=λ+1

λ.

Noting that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

⋂

v∈S

N−(v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
∑

w∈
⋂

v∈S
N−(v)

1,

for a vertex set S of D, we may change the order of the double summation as follows:

∑

S⊆V (D)
|S|=λ+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

⋂

v∈S

N−(v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
∑

w∈V (D)

∑

S⊆N+(w)
|S|=λ+1

1.
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By Proposition 2.4, d+(w) = d−(w) for each vertex w in D and so

∑

w∈V (D)

∑

S⊆N+(w)
|S|=λ+1

1 =
∑

w∈V (D)

∑

S⊆N−(w)
|S|=λ+1

1.

By changing the order of the double summation, we obtain

∑

w∈V (D)

∑

S⊆N−(w)
|S|=λ+1

1 =
∑

S⊆V (D)
|S|=λ+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

⋂

v∈S

N+(v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Since D is a (λ+ 1, λ)-liking digraph,

∑

S⊆V (D)
|S|=λ+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

⋂

v∈S

N+(v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
∑

S⊆V (D)
|S|=λ+1

λ.

Accordingly, we have shown that

∑

S⊆V (D)
|S|=λ+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

⋂

v∈S

N−(v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
∑

S⊆V (D)
|S|=λ+1

λ.

By the way, since D is a (λ+ 1, λ)-liking digraph, for any (λ+ 1)-subset S of V (D),

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

⋂

v∈S

N−(v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ λ.

Therefore, for any (λ+ 1)-subset S of V (D),

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

⋂

v∈S

N−(v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= λ.

That is, any λ + 1 vertices in D have exactly λ common in-neighbors. Hence, D is a
two-way (λ+ 1, λ)-liking digraph.

In [6] and [7], it was shown that when t and λ satisfy (t, λ) = (2, 1) or t ≥ λ + 2, a
digraph is a (t, λ)-liking digraph if and only if it is a two-way (t, λ)-liking digraph. Thus
Proposition 4.1 extends the results on (t, λ)-liking digraphs as follows.

Corollary 4.2. Let t and λ be positive integers satisfying t ≥ λ+ 1. Then a digraph is a
(t, λ)-liking digraph if and only if it is a two-way (t, λ)-liking digraph.
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The lower bound of the above corollary is tight. In [7], there is an example that is a
(2, 2)-liking digraph of order 7 which is not diregular. It is easy to check that this digraph
is not a two-way (2, 2)-liking digraph.

Now, Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 4.2 extend Theorem 2.6.

Theorem 4.3. If t ≥ λ+ 1 and t ≥ 3, then the complete digraph on t+ λ vertices is the
only (t, λ)-liking digraph.
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