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Abstract

Given any digraph D, let P(D) be the family of all directed paths in D, and let
H be a digraph with the arc set A(H) = {a1,...,ar}. The digraph D is called
arbitrary Hamiltonian H-linked if for any injective mapping f : V(H) — V(D) and
any integer set N = {ny,...,n;} with n; >4 for each i € {1,...,k}, there exists a
mapping g : A(H) — P(D) such that for every arc a; = uv, g(a;) is a directed path
from f(u) to f(v) of length n;, and different arcs are mapped into internally vertex-
disjoint directed paths in D, and ;e V(9(ai)) = V(D). In this paper, we prove
that for any digraph H with k arcs and §(H) > 1, every digraph of sufficiently large
order n with minimum in- and out-degree at least n/2 + k is arbitrary Hamiltonian
H-linked. Furthermore, we show that the lower bound is best possible. Our main
result extends some work of Kiithn and Osthus et al. [I5], 20] and Ferrara, Jacobson
and Pfender [6]. Besides, as a corollary of our main theorem, we solve a conjecture
of Wang [27] for sufficiently large graphs.
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1 Introduction

Given any (di)graph G, let P(G) be the family of (directed)paths in G, and let H be a
fixed (di)graph (possibly containing loops). An H-subdivision in G is a pair of mappings
f:V(H) - V(G) and g : E(H) — P(G) such that (a) f(u) # f(v) for u,v € V(H)
with u # v, and (b) for every edge uv € E(H), g(uv) is a path connecting f(u) and
f(v), and different edges are mapped into internally vertex-disjoint paths in G. The
concept of H-subdivision has been crucial in the field of topological graph theory ever
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since Kuratowski’s groundbreaking discovery in 1930 that a graph is planar if and only
if it does not contain a subdivision of K5 or K33. A (di)graph G is H-linked if every
injective mapping f : V(H) — V(G) can be extended to an H-subdivision in G.

Researchers have been particularly intrigued by the question of what degree condi-
tions ensure that a graph G is H-linked for any fixed graph H. In 2005, Kostochka and
Yu [21] proved that for a simple graph H with k edges and minimum degree §(H) > 2, if
G is a graph of order n > 5k + 6, and §(G) > %’“_2, then G is H-linked. In particular,
G is also Hamiltonian H-linked under the same degree condition. Later, there have been
many generalizations of this result, specifically referring readers to [5, 9], 22 23].

Also it is natural to consider the linkage problem of digraphs under certain de-
gree conditions. Let D = (V,A) be a digraph and H be a digraph with the arc set
A(H) = {a1,...,ar}. For an integer set N' = {nq,...,n;}, an H-subdivision (f,g) is
Hamiltonian (N H)-subdivision if for each i € {1,...,k}, the length of the path g(a;) is
ni, and Uy V(9(a;)) = V(D). In particular, a digraph D is called arbitrary Hamilto-
nian H-linked if for any integer set N' = {ny,...,ng} with n; > 4 for each i € [k], every
mapping f : V(H) — V(D) can be extended to a Hamiltonian (A H)-subdivision.

We define the minimum semi-degree of D as §°(D) = min{d" (D), (D)} and the
minimum degree §(D) = mingey{d(z) : d(z) = d*(z) + d~(z)}. In this paper, we prove
the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Let H be a digraph with k arcs and §(H) > 1. There exists a positive
integer ng = no(k) such that if D a digraph of order n > ny and 6°(D) > n/2 + k then D
18 arbitrary Hamiltonian H-linked.

In the proof of Theorem [I.1, we utilize the absorption method that was first intro-
duced by Rodl, Rucinski and Szemerédi [26] as well as the stability method. We need to
adapt these ideas to the linkage of directed cycles instead of tight cycles in hypergraphs.
Roughly speaking, we divide the proof of Theorem into two parts. In the first part of
the proof, we assume that the digraph D is not close to several extremal cases. There-
fore, by a standard application of the absorption method, we prove the existence of an
arbitrary Hamiltonian H-subdivision. In the second part of the proof, the digraph D is
close to several defined extremal cases. We will analyze them case by case by using some
structural method. This part of proof is a bit involved, see section 3.2.

We have the following remarks on Theorem [I.1]

Remark 1. Tt is not meaningful to ask for the minimum out-degree (or similarly, mini-
mum in-degree) condition of a digraph D which ensures that D is H-linked. Indeed, let
D be the digraph obtained from a complete digraph Dy of order n — 1 by adding a new
vertex x, which sends an arc to every vertex in Dy, where a complete digraph is a digraph
with all possible arcs. Obviously, 67 (D) > n — 2, but it is not even Ky-linked.

2. It is also worth noting that the minimum semi-degree condition in Theorem is
best possible. The construction of the counterexample we present is based on the works of
Kiihn and Osthus [15], and Kiihn, Osthus and Young [20]. Let D be a digraph that consists
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of complete digraphs @)1 and Qs of order n/2+k which have exactly 2k vertices in common.
Obviously, by calculating the semi-degrees of vertices in V(Q1\ Q2) UV (Q2\ Q1), we know
(D) =n/2+k—1. Let V(Q1NQs) = {1, .., T, Y1, -, yp} and H = z1y; U - - Uzps.
Then D is not arbitrary Hamiltonian H-linked because, D[V (D — H) U {z1,y: }] does not
contain a path of length more than n/2 + 2 from the vertex x; to y;.

3. In addition, the counterexample in 2 above also shows that n; > 4 for any i € [k]
is necessary by setting k = 2, since D — {x2, 32} does not contain a path of length n — 5
from the vertex z; to y;. In particular, it is also important to note that when the lower
bound of semi-degree is n/2 + k — 1, there will always be one or more paths whose length
can not be predetermined.

Furthermore, our result also extends the results below. Kiithn and Osthus [I5] proved
that the mi_gimum semi-degree n/2 + k — 1 is enough to force a sufficiently large digraph
D to be kKs-linked, where K5 is an arc and kK5 is the union of k vertex-disjoint arcs.
Later Kiihn, Osthus and Young [20] proved that D is also Hamiltonian k;[?;—linked under
the same hypotheses. Additionally, in [6], Ferrara, Jacobson and Pfender derived the
minimum semi-degree condition guaranteeing that for any multidigraph H, a digraph is
H-linked.

Recently, Coll, Magnant and Nowbandegani [2] confirmed that there exists a positive
integer ng such that for any integer set N' = {ny,...,n,} with n; > ng for all i €
[k], and for any graph H with k edges and §(H) > 1, every graph G of order n with
02(G) > n+2k—1 is Hamiltonian (N H)-linked. By replacing edges of G with two arcs in
both directions, it is straightforward to check the following corollary holds directly from
Theorem [L1]

Corollary 1.2. Let H be any graph with k edges and 6(H) > 1. There exists a positive
integer ng = no(k) such that if G is a graph of order n > ng and 6(G) > n/2+k, then D
arbitrary Hamiltonian H-linked.

This corollary implies the following conjecture of Wang for sufficiently large graphs.

Conjecture 1.3. [27] If k > 2 is an integer and G is a graph of order n with minimum
degree at least n/2 + k, then for any k independent edges eq,...,ex in G and for any
integer partition n = nq + - -+ + ng with n; > 5 for each i € {1,...,k}, G has k vertex-
disjoint cycles C1, ..., Cy of orders ny, ..., ng, respectively, such that C; passes through e;
foralll <i<k.

Actually in [27], Wang add the assumption n; > 4 in the conjecture. But this is not
true in general, Chiba and Yamashita [3] gave a counterexample to show that n; > 5 is
necessary for Wang’s conjecture.

A digraph D is k-ordered if |V (D)| > k and for every sequence s, ..., s; of distinct
vertices in D, there exists a cycle that encounters sq,..., s, in this order. Further, it is
said to be arbitrary k-ordered Hamiltonian if this cycle is Hamiltonian, and for any integer
set {ny,...,ns}, the length of the path on this cycle connecting vertex s; to s;41 is n; for
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each i € {1,...,s}. The definitions of k-arc ordered digraphs and arbitrary k-arc ordered
Hamiltonian digraphs are similar.

The following corollary refines results of Kithn and Osthus [I5], where they proved
that for any k& > 2 and some constant ¢, every digraph D of order n > ck? is k-ordered if
6°(D) > (n+k)/2 — 1; and is also k-arc-ordered if 6°(D) > n/2 + k — 1.

Corollary 1.4. Let k > 2. Every digraph D of sufficiently large order n with 6°(D) >
n/2+ k is arbitrary k-arc ordered (and k-ordered) Hamiltonian.

In particular, if the digraph H are k disjoint loops, then Theorem [1.1] can lead to the
following conclusion, which gives a special case of El-Zahar’s conjecture [4] in the directed

version.

Corollary 1.5. For every positive integer k, there exists an integer ng = ng(k) such that
if D is a digraph of order n > ng and °(D) > n/2+k, and S = {x1,...,x1} be any vertex
set of D. Then for any integer partition n = ny + --- + ng, D contains k vertex-disjoint
cycles C,...,Cy of length ny,...,ng, respectively, such that V(C;) NS = {x;} for all
ie{l,...,k}.

Organization. The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we begin by
presenting relevant definitions and notations. Then we provide a sketch of the proof of
Theorem [I.1} Moving on to Section 3, we present the proof of Theorem [I.1} In Subsec-
tion 3.2, we firstly introduce some main lemmas, namely Connecting Lemma, Absorbing
Lemma and Path-Covering Lemma, which are utilized to prove Theorem when the
digraph D does not satisfy the extremal condition discussed in Section 2. Secondly, we
provide the proof of Theorem for the case when D does not satisfy the extremal condi-
tion. In Subsection 3.1, we first identify three extremal cases that D can belong to when
it satisfies the extremal condition, and then we will prove that Theorem holds in each
of these cases. Finally, Section 4 contains some concluding remarks to wrap up the paper.

2 Preparations for Theorem [1.1

2.1 Definitions and notations

For notations not defined in this paper, we refer the readers to [I]. Let D = (V, A) be
a digraph. The cardinality of a vertex set X C V is denoted by |X|, and we call X
to be a i-set if |X| = i. The out-neighbourhood (resp., in-neighbourhood) of a vertex
v in D is defined as N*(v) = {u : vu € A} (resp., N~ (v) = {w : wv € A}). The
out-degree (resp., in-degree) of v in D, which is denoted by d*(v) (resp. d~(v)), is the
cardinality of N*(v) (resp., N~ (v)), that is, d*(v) = |[NT(v)| (resp., d”(v) = |[N~(v)|).
The minimum out-degree 67 (D) = min{d*(v) : v € V} and the minimum in-degree
0~ (D) =min{d (v) :v € V}.

For any X C V and 0 € {—,+}, we define N7(u, X) = N%(u) N X and d%(u) =
|IN?(u, X)| for any vertex uw in V. The subdigraph of D induced by X is denoted as
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D[X]. Let D — X = D[V \ X] and X = V \ X. For another vertex set Y that is not
necessarily disjoint from X, we use e™(X,Y") to represent the number of arcs from X to
Y. In particular, e(X) represents the number of arcs in D[X].

We define the number of arcs of a path as its length and a k-path refers to a path of
order k. We often represent the k-path P as vy --- v, when V(P) = {vy,..., v} and call
v1 and vy, the first end-vertex and the last end-vertex of P, respectively. Furthermore, for
two disjoint vertex sets X and Y in V/, if the first and the last end-vertex of P belongs to
X and Y, respectively, then we say that P is an (X,Y)-path. All paths in digraphs refer
to directed paths, and We use the term disjoint instead of vertex-disjoint for simplicity.

For a vertex pair (u,v) (possibly, u = v), we say that a 4-path zy292324 absorbs
(u,v) if zou,vz3 € A; and a 4-path is called a absorber for (u,v) if it absorbs (u,v). This
terminology reflects the fact that the 4-path z; 292524 can be extended by absorbing a path
with end-vertices v and v, resulting in a longer path with the same set of end-vertices.
For two paths P = a---b and Q = b---d with V(P) N V(Q) = {b}, we denote the
concatenated path as P o (). This definition can be extended naturally to more than two
paths.

For a positive integer ¢, simply write {1,...,t} as [t|. Throughout this paper, the
notation 0 < 8 < « is used to make clear that 5 can be selected to be sufficiently small
corresponding to a so that all calculations required in our proof are valid.

To summarize this subsection, we provide the following extremal condition for an
constant €', where ¢/ < 1. In particular, we say the digraph D is stable if D does not
satisfy the following extremal condition (EC).

Extremal Condition (EC) with parameter ¢': Let D be a digraph of order n. There
exist two (not necessarily disjoint) vertex sets Uy and U, in D with |U;| > (1/2 —&')n for
every i € [2] such that e™(Uy, Us) < (e'n)?.

2.2 Overview of the proof of Theorem [1.1

Let H and D be digraphs as described in Theorem [I.1] The proof of Theorem [I.1] utilizes
the stability method, which is divided into two main cases: the extremal case when the
digraph D is not stable, and the non-extremal case when D is stable.

For the non-extremal case, we employ the method of Connecting Lemma, Absorbing
Lemma and Path-Covering Lemma.

Step 1. Prove the connecting lemma. Connecting Lemma (referred to Lemma in
Subsection 2.3 below) asserts that any two distinct vertices can be connected by a short
path.

Step 2. Find an H-linked subdigraph (Absorbing Lemma). By utilizing Connecting
Lemma and the probabilistic method, we will construct an absorbing subdigraph H’ that
is H-linked and possesses the remarkable property that every subset of vertices of D,
which is not too large, can be absorbed into this subdigraph.

Step 3. Path-Covering Lemma (Lemma in Subsection 2.2) implies that we can
use a limited number of disjoint paths, of any length, to cover all vertices of D — H’.
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Consequently, by using the absorbing property of H', we will absorb these disjoint
paths of suitable lengths into H’ in order to obtain the desired arbitrary Hamiltonian
H-linked subdigraph. This strongly suggests that the main theorem holds.

For the extremal case, we employ the traditional structural analysis method to
demonstrate that the main theorem holds.

Step 4. The digraph D falls into one of three categories: the extremal case 1 (EC1),
the extremal case 2 (EC2) and the extremal case 3 (EC3), where EC1-3 are defined in
Subsection 3.1 below.

Step 5. For each extremal case, we will establish that D is arbitrary Hamiltonian
H-linked.

In particular, our approach to prove Path-Covering Lemma relies on a directed version
of expanders known as robust outexpanders. This concept was explicitly introduced by
Kiihn, Osthus and Treglown [I7]. The notion of robust expansion has played a crucial
role in the solution of several conjectures related to the packing of Hamiltonian cycles and
paths in (di)graphs. For more recent applications of the theory of robust outexpanders,
we recommend interested readers to refer to [I1], 12] T6HISK, 25].

3 Proof of Theorem [1.1|

3.1 Non-extremal case

In this subsection, we consider the case when D is stable. All statements assume that D is
a digraph on n vertices satisfying 6°(D) > n/2+k as stated in Theorem . Additionally,
we suppose that D is stable, and let £ be any positive real number, and &', €; and v be
parameters chosen such that v < ¢/ < ¢; < &.

3.1.1 Connecting and absorbing

The following lemma asserts that any two distinct vertices can be connected by a short
directed path.

Lemma 3.1. (Connecting Lemma) Let Py and P, be two disjoint paths of length at most
3 in D. Then there exists a k-path with k < 4 in D that connects the paths P, and Ps.
Furthermore, this conclusion still holds even if at most yn vertices are forbidden to be
used on this connecting path.

Proof. We will prove the lemma with 2072 playing the role of v. Assume that the first
end-vertex and the last end-vertex of P, and P, are a and b, and ¢ and d, respectively.
There is nothing to prove if bc € A(D). So we assume that be ¢ A(D). Let U be a vertex
subset of D with |U| < 209°n and define Dy = D[V(D) \ (UUV (P, —b) UV (P, —¢))].
If Nj (b) N Np, (¢) # 0, then there exists a vertex z € Nj, (b) N Np, (¢) and the desired
connecting path P = bxc. Otherwise, note that

INS, ()], INp, ()] = 8°(D) — (2090 +6) > n/2+ k — (207°n +6) > (1/2 — &')n.
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Then we may deduce that e* (N} (b), N (c)) > (e'n)?, since D does not satisfy the
extremal condition with (U, Uz)gc = (N, (b), Np,(c)). This suggests that there exists
an arc zy from Nj, (b) to N, (c) and the path P = bzyc connects paths Py and P,. Thus,
we complete the proof of this lemma. n

The absorbing lemma asserts that there is one “reasonably sized” H-linked subdi-
graph that possesses the property that any “reasonably sized” subset of vertices can be
absorbed into it by constructing some longer paths with the same end-vertices. Before
presenting the absorption lemma, it is necessary to introduce the following useful lemmas.

Let H be the digraph as in Theorm In the following, we always suppose that
V(H) = {v1,...,vvm)} and, for convenience, we also assume that f(v;) := v; for each
ie[|[V(H)|]. Let W = {f(v),..., flopy)}, and let D" = D — W. We will use the

following famous Chernoft’s inequality:

Lemma 3.2. [10] Let X be a sum of independent binomial random variables with the
expectation EX, and let a be any real number with 0 < a < 3/2. Then

a2
P(|X —EX| > aEX) < 2¢ 5 =X,

For any vertex pair (u,v) (possibly u = v) in D, we denote by A, the family of all
4-paths absorbing (u, v). The next lemma can be proved by a standard application of the
Chernoft’s inequality.

Lemma 3.3. (i) For any vertex pair (u,v), there are at least yn* 4-paths absorbing (u,v)
in D', that is, |Au| > ynt.

(17) There exists a family F of at most yn disjoint, absorbing 4-paths in D" such that for
every vertex pair (u,v), we have | Ay N F| > ~*n.

Proof. We first prove (i). Let Uy = Np,(u) and Uy = N}, (v). By the minimum semi-
degree condition of D', we have that |U;| > n/2 — k for every i € [2]. Since D is stable,
we obtain that a(Uy,Uz) > (¢'n)?. Then again by the lower bound of §°(D’), we can
deduce that for any given arc zyz, with the vertex z; € U; and 29 € Uy, we have that
INp (21)\{u, v, 22}| > n/2—k—3 and | N}, (22)\{u, v, 21 }| > n/2—k—3. This implies that
the number of 4-paths 29212923 with 29 € N5, (21)\{u, v, 20} and 23 € N}, (22)\{u, v, 20, 21 }
absorbing (u,v) is at least

(en)?-(n/2—k—3)-(n/2—k—4) > ()?*n*/5 > yn*.

This completes the proof of (7).

We then prove (i) with 27® and v*/4 playing the role of v and 72, respectively. We
first select a family F’ of 4-sets at random by including each of n(n—1)(n—2)(n—3) ~ n*
of them independently with probability v*n~3 (some of the selected 4-sets may not be
absorbing at all). Then we affirm the following conclusions.

(1) With probability 1 — o(1), as n — oo, |F'| < 2v3n and |Ay, N F'| > v*n/3 for

every vertex pair (u,v).



(2) With probability at least 1/17, as n — oo, there are at most 17v%n pairs of
intersecting 4-sets in F'.

(1) can be obtained directly by using Chernoff’s inequality. We further give the proof
of (2). Clearly, the expected number of intersecting pairs of 4-sets in F’ is at most

n* x4 x 4 xn® x (v*n7?)% = 16+°n,

and so by Markov’s inequality with X := the number of intersecting pairs of 4-sets in F’
and a = 177%n, we can get that P(X > 17+%n) < EX = m—zz = 16/17. This implies that
(2) also holds.

Hence by (1)-(2), with positive probability, the family F” satisfies the properties both
(1) and (2). Thus there exists one such family, and, for simplicity, we define this family to
be F”. From F” we delete all 4-sets that intersect other 4-sets, as well as all 4-sets that
are not absorbers. We denote by F the remaining subfamily. It is clear that F consists
of disjoint absorbers and for every vertex pair (u,v),

4 4
\Au,,mﬂ>%—2-17y%>M

This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Let f = |F| and let Fiy,...,F; be the elements of F, where F is the family as
described in Lemma . Since F; is an absorber, F; spans a 4-path for every i € [f]. In
the following, we also call F; a 4-path. Let s be any positive integer. In the following,
we will use Chernoff’s inequality to show that we may divide absorbers in F into s parts,
such that for any remaining vertex pair (u,v) in D — V(F), there exists an absorber of
(u,v) in every part.

Lemma 3.4. Let F be the family obtained in Lemma 3.3 For any real § > 0 and any
integer | with Bf <1 < (1 — B)f, there exists a partition F = Fy U Fy with |Fi| =1 and
|Fa| = f — 1 such that for any vertex pair (u,v) of D — V(F), both Fy and Fy contain
absorbers of (u,v).

Proof. Suppose that F = F, U F, with F; = {a1,...,a;} and Fo = {by,..., by }. We
prove that F; and JF; satisfy our conditions with high probability. Let F)] be a random
variable that calculates the number of absorbers of (u,v) in F, for o € [2]. Since Lemma
@ gives | Ay, N F| > ~*n and |F| < yn, it is not hard to see that
- A N F v*n
A A ]
|7 ™

Then by Chernoft’s bound, for any ¢ € {+,—} due to 8f < |F,| < (1 — ) f and
f > ~v?n, we obtain that

v

EFU ]EFU gv YSo
P (F,f[v < T“) <P <|ng _EF°| > T“) <2 =2 <1 (3.0)



Notice that there are less than n? vertex pairs in D—V (F). Then by (3.1)), for o € {+, —},
since |F| > | Ay, N F| > 72n implying that | F,| > Bf > Bv*n, we have that
EF? -
Z P (ng < T“”) <2 0,as n — oo.
{u,v}CV(D-F)

Therefore with high probability, we obtain that F > MT“% > 7‘;-‘", and both F; and Fy

contain absorbers of (u,v). This implies that we may always find two subsets of absorbers

such that they satisfy the conditions of this lemma. O]

Now we can repeatedly use the division process as described in Lemma[3.5]to partition
the family F of absorbers into s distinct parts, say Fi,...,Fs, where F is the family as
described in Lemma[3.3] Our next task is to connect all 4-paths in the subfamily F; into a
“not too long” absorbing path for each i € [s]. To achieve this, we will apply Connecting
Lemma (Lemma [3.1)) repeatedly, and for every i,j € [f — 1], where i # j, we will connect
the end-vertices of F; and Fj by a short path. We state the lemma as follows.

Lemma 3.5. Assume that s is any positive integer. Let F = Fi U ... U F, and F; =
{Fip,.... F;,} for every i € [s], where F is the family as described in Lemma[3.3. Then
for any i € [s], there exists a path L; in D' of the form

Li=F 0P 0F ---0F,;, 10P,; 10F;,,

where the path P, ; has a length at most 3 for each j € [l;—1], and all paths L; are disjoint.

Proof. Clearly, |F;| = [; for any i € [s]. For any i € [s], we will prove the claim by
induction on k that for each k € [I;], there exists a path S; in D of the form S; = Fj;
and for k > 2,

Sk = Fi,l o Pi,l crr O LY p—10 Pi,k—l o E,ky

where each of the paths P, 1,..., P, ;—1 has the length at most 3. Note that L, = §,.

It is obvious for the case k = 1. Assume that the statement is true for some £ — 1 €
[l; — 1]. Moreover, we suppose that the last (resp., first) end-vertex of Fj;_y (resp.,
F, 1) is b (resp., a). Denote by Dj_; the subdigraph induced by the vertex set Vj_; =

V(D)\ V((Sk=1 —b) U (F —a)) in D’. Since
V(Sk-1 UF) < |FI(4+4) =8f <8-2y°n <9n,

by Lemma , there is a path P;;_; of length at most 3 in Dj_; such that it connects
paths Si_; and F; ;. Note that V(P x_1) \ {a, b} is disjoint from V(F U Si_1), and so the
desired path

Sk = Sk-10 Pi,kfl o sz
Hence, the proof of the lemma is completed. O
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By using Lemmas [3.343.5] we will now present the following absorption lemma.

Lemma 3.6. (Absorbing Lemma) Let D and H be the digraphs as described in Theorem
1.1, Then there is an H-linked subdigraph H' in D with |V(H')| < ~yn such that the
following holds. For every subset U C V(D — H') of cardinality at most v*n there is an
H-linked subdigraph H" in D with V(H") = V(H') UU and H" has the same branch-
vertices as H'.

Proof. Recall that 6°(D) > n/2 + k, and V(H) = {v1,...,vvun}, W = f(V(H)) =
{f(v1), ..., flowan)} == {vi,...,vv@y}, and D' = D —W. Let N = {nq,...,n;} be
any integer set, and let 8 be a positive real number satisfying k5 < &’. Without loss of
generality, we assume that n; > ny > -+ > ny. Take s from [k] such that s is the largest
subscript satisfying n, > fn. Clearly 6°(D’) > n/2 — k since |V (H)| < 2k.

By Lemma there exists a family F of at most yn disjoint, absorbing 4-paths
in D’ such that for every vertex pair (u,v), we have |A,, N F| > ~*n. Then by using
Lemma |3.4] repeatedly, we can partition the family F of absorbers into s distinct parts,
say Fi,...,Fs, such that |V(F;)| < n; — 6 for each i € [s], and in each part, there exists
an absorber for any vertex pair (u,v) in V(D — F). It is important to note that in this
process, we require the number of absorbers in each part to be at least §'f for some
positive real number 3’ with 3’ < 3. Furthermore, Lemma [3.5 shows that we can connect
all 4-paths of F; into a path L; of length not more than n;, — 6 for all ¢ € [s], and these s
paths Ly, ..., L, are disjoint and > _;_, |V(L;)| < yn.

On the one hand, in the desired H-linked subdigraph H’, if there is a path, say
from v; to vy, that is a path of length ng,; < fn, then we can greedily get this path

since we can choose a vertex uz € N, (v1) and u;y € N, (u;) \ {us,...,u;} for all
i € {3,...,n541 — 3} and there an arc from N} (u,,,,—2) \ {vi,us, ..., Un, 2,02} tO
Ny (v2)\{v1,us, ..., un, ,—2}, which is because D does not satisfy the extremal condition,

and by the lower bound of 6°(D’), the cardinalities of these two vertex sets are more
than (1/2 — e)n. Using a similar process as described above, we can obtain all paths
Psi1, Psio, ..., P, of length ngi1,ns0,...,n,, respectively, as in the desired H-linked
subdigraph H’.

On the other hand, for the path of length n; > fn for every [ € [s], we will connect
its end-vertices with the absorbing path L;. Without loss of generality, write L; = a;-- -l
for each [ € [s], and suppose that in the desired H-linked subdigraph H’, the path from
v; to vy has the length n; for every [ € [s]. In the remaining digraph D" = D' —J;_, L; —
U?:sﬂ Pj, let Ry = N}, (v;) and Ry = N (a;). By the lower bound of §°(D), we have
that |Ry|,|Ra2| > n/2 — pn - (k —s) —yn —4s > (1/2 — €)n, which implies that there
exists an arc xa’ from Ry to Ry since D does not meet the extremal condition. Similarly
there is an arc yy' from N}, (b)) to Ny, (vy). Then we get a path vzz’Liyy'vy of length
n;. Hence, we can get all desired paths of length ny,ns, ..., ng, respectively.

We denote by H' to be the subdigraph obtained from the union of these paths of
lengths ny, ..., ng. Clearly H' is H-linked. It remains to prove that H’ has the absorbing
property. Let U be a vertex subset of V(D — H') with |U| < 4?n. By Lemma [3.3] for
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every vertex pair (u,v), we have |A,, N F| > v?n. This yields that there are at least v*n
disjoint absorbers for (u,v) in H'. Therefore, we can insert all vertices of U into H’ one
by one, each time using a fresh absorbing 4-path in H'. O]

3.1.2 Path-Covering

Recall that as shown in Lemma|3.6, we can get a H-linked subdigraph H’. In the following
lemma, we will demonstrate that we can cover V(D — H’) with a Hamiltonian path. Before
presenting the proof of this lemma, we first need to introduce some definitions and a result
of Kiihn, Osthus and Treglown.

Definition 3.7. (Robust (v, 7)-outexpander) Let v and 7 be real numbers with 0 < v <
7 < 1. Suppose that D is a digraph and the vertex subset S C V(D). The v-robust
out-neighbourhood RN:D(S) of S is defined as the set of all vertices x in D that have
at least v|V(D)| in-neighbourhoods in S. Moreover, the digraph D is called a robust
(v, 7)-outexpander if |RN, ,(S)| > [S| +v|V(D)] for all S € V(D) with 7|V(D)] < |S] <
(1—1IV(D).

The proof of Lemma [3.9]is mainly based on a result of Kiithn, Osthus and Treglown
[18], which shows that the existence of a Hamiltonian cycle in a digraph with a small
lower bound on semi-degree and satisfying a certain expansion property.

Theorem 3.8. [18] Let ny be a positive integer, and let v, T and & be positive constants
such that 1/ng < v < 7 < & < 1. If D is a digraph on n > ng vertices with 6°(D) > &n
and is a robust (v, T)-outexpander, then D contains a Hamiltonian cycle.

Theorem and its undirected version have been utilized as a black box in various
papers, including [7, 13| 14, 16, 19, 25]. It’s worth noting that Theorem relies on
Regularity Lemma. However, in 2018, Allan and Viresh [24] provided a proof of Theorem
by applying “sparse” robust expanders instead of Regularity Lemma.

Now, we present the statement of the path-covering lemma.

Lemma 3.9. (Path-Covering Lemma) The digraph D — H' contains a Hamiltonian path,
where D is the digraph as in Theorem[1.1], and H' is the subdigraph as described in Lemma
(5.4

Proof. Let n be a real number with v < n < ¢/3, and let D' = D — H'. It is evident
that 6°(D") > (n/2+ k) —yn > (1/2 — n)n. Let v and 7 be positive constants such that
V<L 1/2 < vand v < ()2

In the following, we demonstrate that D’ is a robust (v, 7)-outexpander by considering
three cases for any vertex set S C V(D'). Firstly, if (1/2+4¢'/2)n < |S] < (1 — 7)n, then
we can deduce that RN, 7, (S) = V(D'). This is because the lower of 6°(D’) guarantees
that for any vertex = € V(D’),

dg(x) = 8°(D') = [8] > (1/2 = m)n — (1/2 = &'/2)n = (¢'/2 = n)n > vn,
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where the last inequality is obtained by using the fact that v < n < &’/3.
Secondly, if 7n < |S| < (1/2 — €'/2)n, then we have that |RN, 7, (S)| > [S] + vn.
Actually, using the lower bound of 6°(D’) once again, we obtain that

[S1-6°(D") < 32 d* () < IRN;p(S)] 8]+ (n = [RN S (S)]) - vm.

yes

Since |S| < (1/2 — €’/2)n, this implies that

S| (1/2 =m)n —wvn® <|RNSp ()] - (IS| = vn) < [RN; b (S)|((1/2 = €/2) — v)n.

Hence
+ 1S]- (1/2=m)n —vn® S|(=n+¢&/2+v)—vn
G F oy e L 5 By )
|S|(e'/6 +v) —vn
>
> 151+ 1/2—¢/2—v = 5]+ vn,

where the penultimate inequality follows from 7 < £’/3, and the last inequality is obtained
by the fact that inequalities 7n < |S] and v <« 7/2 < ¢’ can derive that |S|(¢'/64+v)—vn >
™ - (/6 +v) —vn=7en/6 —vn+Tvn >vn/2 —vn — vn.

Finally we consider the case when (1/2 —&'/2)n < |S| < (1/2 + €'/2)n. To obtain
a contradiction, suppose |RN, ,,(S)| < |S| +7n < (1/2 4 ¢'/2)n + 7n. Then we have
that |[V(D') \ RN, ,,(S)| > (1/2 — €')n. Obviously, D’ is stable since D is stable and
D' C D. This implies that there are at least (¢'n)? arcs from S to V(D')\ RN, (S) since
S|, [V(D')\ RN, ,,(S)] > (1/2 = ¢')n and then (U1, Uz)rc = (S, V(D) \ RN, 1,,(S)). On
the other hand, by the definition of RN, (S), each vertex z € V/(D') \ RN, ,,(S) has
less than vn in-neighbourhoods in S, which suggests that

(S, V(D')\ RN, (S)) < [V(D') \ RN, (S)] - vn < vn.

This implies that (¢')* < v, a contradiction. Therefore, |RN, ), (S)| > |S|+vn as desired.
Hence, we have shown that D’ is a robust (v, 7)-outexpander. By Theorem , we
conclude that D’ contains a Hamiltonian cycle, which confirms this lemma. O

3.1.3 Completion of Theorem [1.1

Recall that H is a digraph with k arcs and §(H) > 1, and D is a digraph on n vertices
with §°(D) > n/2 + k. Parameters ¢, €; and &’ satisfy £/ < ] < ¢.

By Absorbing Lemma (Lemma , we obtain an H-linked subdigraph in D, called
as H', with |V(H')| < yn. Furthermore, for any integer set {ni,...,ng}, without loss
of generality, assuming that ny; > --- > ng, Lemmas (3.4 suggest that H' contains all
paths of lengths ng,1,...,ny for some s € [k], and there exist s long paths, defined as
Q1,...,Qs, in H', of length less than nq,...,n,, respectively. Also, each of these long
paths contains an absorber of any vertex pair (u,v) in D — H’. Additionally, with the
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help of Path-Covering Lemma (Lemma , we can divide D — H' into s disjoint paths
of appropriate lengths with s < k, denoted as Py,..., P, such that for each i € [s],
P, =c¢;---d;and |V (F;)| = n; — |V(Q;)|. Since the pair of vertices (¢;, d;) with i € [s] has
an absorber in the path L;, the path P; can be absorbed into @;. We difine Q) = Q; U P,
for each i € [s], and then Q) is a path of length n,;. It is important to note that at this
point, we have obtained a Hamiltonian H-linked subdigraph of D. Therefore, Theorem
[1.1)is completed for the case when D is stable.

3.2 Extremal case

Let D and H be the digraphs as showed in Theorem [I.I} In this subsection, we always
assume that ¢ is any positive real number, and parameters £; and &’ are chosen such that
¢/ « g1 < e. If necessary, we relabel the vertices in f(V(H)) such that, in the desired
Hamiltonian H-linked subdigraph, the length of the path from v; to vy is n;.

We first define the strongly neighbourhood of a vertex z in D to be SN(z) = {y :
zy,yr € A(D)}, and the strong semi-degree of x in D, defined as s(x), is the cardinality
of SN(z), that is s(x) = |[SN(x)|. Also, for a vertex subset U of D, we denote sy(z) =
|SN(z) N U|. In addition, we give the following definitions.

Definition 3.10. Suppose that V(D)\ f(V(H)) = W UWs, and u € W (resp., v € Wa).

We define exceptional vertices of Types I;-I, and say that u (v, respectively) is of

(1) Type L, if, for some o € {+, =}, df, (u) < (1—+/102)|Wi| (df, (v) < (1—V/10e)|[Wal,
respectively).

(2) Type L, if, for some o € {+, =}, df, (u) < 3|Wy| (df, (v) < €/3|Ws|, respectively).

(3) Type L, if sw,(u) < (1 —+/102)|Wa| ( sw, (v) < (1 — /10)|W,], respectively).

(4) Type Iy, if sw,(u) < 3|Ws| ( sy, (v) < e'/3|Wy], respectively).

For each i € [4], we also use E; to represent the set of vertices of Type I; in D. It is
obvious that for every i € {1,3}, we have F;,; C E;.

Definition 3.11. Let S; and Sy be two disjoint vertex sets in V(D) \ f(V(H)). For any
integer j € [2], we define V; to be the set of vertex pairs (v;, vy) such that Ng o (v;) U
Ng s, (vir) € S;, and V)5 to be the set of vertex pairs (v;, vy) such that Ng g (v;) € S;
and Ng g, (v#) € S3_;. Also, We also require that V; and V; are disjoint for distinct
i,7 € [4].

Further, we present the following proposition, which is simple yet interesting, and
will be repeatedly used in the extremal cases.

Proposition 3.12. Let n be any real number with n < 1 and ny,...,n; be any even
integers. Suppose that T is a digraph with V(T) = AUB, where ANB = () and |A| = |B.
For any o € {+,—}, if T satisfies that for any vertexu € A and anyv € B, dg(u) > (1—
n)|B| and d%(v) > (1—n)|A|, then for any vertex set U C V(T) withUNA = {29, ..., 2%}
and UNB = {y,...,y°}, T contains k disjoint paths Py, ..., Py such that for each j € [k],
the end-vertices of P; are x) and yj, and |V (P;) N A| = |V(P;) N B| = n;/2.

13



Proof. For convenience, for any j € [k], let r; = n;/2 — 1. For each path P;, we assign
r; 4+ 1 unassigned vertices z9, z}, ...,z in A, where 27/ € Ny (y?). Let B'= B\ U. We
can complete the proof of this proposition by constructing an auxiliary bipartite graph
Q = (A, B’). In Q, every vertex in A’ corresponds to one and only one of successive vertex

pairs (2%, z1),..., (27", 2"7) assigned to P; for all j € [k], and for any vertex z € A’,

that cori"eséonds to ’ghe paijr (23, xéﬂ), is connected to the vertices in N (z}) N NJ (x?“)
Obviously, any perfect matching in @) corresponds to an embedding of P;,..., P, in T
Clearly, |A'| = |B'| and dg(z) > 2(1 —n)|B| — |B| > (1 — 2n)|B| for z € A’
Additionally, based on the semi-degrees of the vertices in B’, we can deduce that dg(u) >
(1 —2n)|A'| = (1 — 2n)|B’| for any vertex u € B’. Therefore, the degrees of the vertices
in @ are all at least (1 — 2n)|B’|. By the Konig-Hall’s theorem, we can conclude that @

has a perfect matching, which completes the proof this proposition. O

We now define the following three extremal cases that occur when D satisfies the
extremal condition (EC).
(I) Extremal Case 1 (EC1) with parameters ¢ and ¢': In D, There exist two
disjoint vertex sets W; and Wj such that for every i € [2], |W;| > (1/2 — ¢)n and
e(W;) > [W;|> —2en?, and e (W, Wy) < (¢'n)?. In this case, we also say that D is almost
unidirectionally empty. (See Figure [I}(a)).

(II) Extremal Case 2 (EC2) with the parameter ¢: In D, there exist two disjoint
vertex sets Wy and Wy such that for each ¢ € [2], |W;| > (1/2 — e)n and et (W;, W5_;) >
|W;| - [W3_;] —en?. In this case, we also call D to be an almost complete bipartite digraph
corresponding to the vertex sets Wy and Wj. (See Figure [I}(b)).

(III) Extremal Case 3 (EC3) with parameters ¢ and ¢;: In D, there exist four
disjoint vertex sets Wy, Wy, W3 and Wy in D with eyn/2 < |[Wy|,|W3| < (1/2 — 3e1/4)n
and e1n/2 < |Wa|, [Wy| < (1/2 — &1/4)n such that |W;]| is approximately equal to |Ws],
and similarly, |W5| is approximately equal to |W,|. Furthermore, the following statements
hold. (See Figure [1}(c)).
(A) For i € [4], we have that e™(W;, W;,1) > |[W;| - |[Wis1| — en?/2, where the subscript
of Wi;1 takes the remainder modulo 3. In particular, we also say that D[W; U W;4] is
almost unidirectionally complete corresponding to the vertex sets W; and W, .
(B) For each i € {1,3}, e(W;) > |W;|> — en?/2.
(C') The digraph D[W, U W,] is an almost complete bipartite digraph corresponding to
the vertex sets Wy and W,.

Based on the extremal condition (EC) and the definitions of EC1-EC3, we can use
traditional structural analysis methods to effectively demonstrate the following conclusion.

Lemma 3.13. If the digraph D, as described in Theorem[1.1], satisfies the extremal con-
dition (EC), then D must belong to either EC1, EC2, or ECS3.

Proof. Since D satisfies EC, there exist two (not necessarily disjoint) vertex sets U; and
Uy with |U;] > (1/2—¢€")n for every i € [2], and e™(Uy, Us) < (¢'n)%. We consider the case
by case based on the cardinality of U; N Us. For convenience, let Uy := Uy N Us.
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Wi Wy

(a) The extremal case 1 (EC1). (b) The extremal case 2 ( EC2) ) The extremal case 3 (EC3).

Figure 1: The extremal cases 1-3. Note that in this figure, an edge without direction between two
vertices indicates a 2-cycle, and a thick arrow pointing between two vertex sets indicates that
the reduced digraph by them is almost unidirectionally complete.

If |Up| < e1n, then we will prove that D belongs to EC1. In this case, we define
Wy = U \ Up and Wy = Uy \ Up. Clearly W; and W, are disjoint and et (W7, Ws) <
et (U1, Uy) < (¢'n)?. Additionally, for every i € [2], since ¢ < 1 < €, we have that
Wi = |U; \ (Ui NUy)| > (1/2 — ¢’ —e1)n > (1/2 — €)n. Further, together with §°(D) >
n/24k, |Wi| < (1/24+¢e)n, |[D\ (WiUW,)| < 2en, et (Wi, Wy) = et (Wi, Wy) +et (W, D\
(W1 UW,)), and €' < €1 < g, we can deduce that

> ) dt(u) — a(Wy, Wh) > W] - (n/2+ k) = (¢'n)* = (1/2 4+ €)n - 2en
ueWy
> |[Wh]? — 2en’. (3.2)

Following the same calculation as in , we can sum in-degrees of vertices in Wy to
obtain that e(Ws)| > [Wa|* — 2en®. All the conclusions that have been obtained above
imply that D[W; U W] is an almost unidirectionally empty digraph, and therefore D
belongs to EC1.

If |Up| > (1/2 — &1)n, then we will prove that D belongs to EC2. Let W; = U
and Wy = V(D) \ Uy. We have that |Ws| > (1/2 — &')n since V(D) = W, U Wy and
Wil = U] < |Ui] < |V(D)\ Us—y| < (1/2+ €')n, where i € [2]. Further, it is evident
that e(W1) = e(Uy) < e(Uy,Us) < (¢'n)?. Combining with 6°(D) > n/2 + k and |W;| <
(1/2 4 &1)n due to |[V(D)\ Wy| = |Wi| = |Ug| > (1/2 —e1)n, and £’ < 1 < €, we can
conclude that

et (Wi, Wa) > [Wil - (n/2 + k) — (¢'n)?
= [Wi| - (1/2 + e)n + k|Wy| — [Wy| - e1n — (¢'n)?
> WA - [Wa| + k|[Wh| — (&1 + (¢')*)n?
> (Wi - [Wa| — en? (3.3)

Similar to (3.3]), by calculating the sum of in-degrees of vertices in W;, we can also obtain
that et (Wy, Wy) > |Wi| - |[Wa| — en®. Hence, according to the definition of EC2, we can
conclude that D belongs to EC2.
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In the following, we assume that eyn < |Up| < (1/2 — 1)n. In this case, we will
declare that D belongs to EC3. Let Wy = Uy \ Uy, Wy = V(D) \ (U UUy), W5 = Uy \ Uy
and Wy = U,. We first estimate the cardinalities of vertex sets Wi-W,. The following
conclusion is true.

Claim 3.14. For each j € {1,3}, (1/2 —€'/2)n+ k < |W;| + [Wa| < (1/2+ £')n.

Proof. On the one hand, since e(Wy)+e™ (Wy, Ws3) = e(Uy)+e™ (Uy, Us\Up) < et (U, Us) <

(¢'n)?, by calculating the out-degrees of vertices in Wy, we have that

(/24 k) - [Wa| < Y d¥(w) = e (Wa, W) + e(Wa) + eF (Wi, Ws) + e (Ws, Wa)

weWy
S 6+(W4, Wl) + (5””)2 + €+(W4, Wg)
< Wil - [Wh| + (e'n)? + [Wy| - [Wal.

Since |Wy| = |Up| > e1n and ¢’ < e1, this implies that (1/2 —&'/2)n + k < |Wy| + [Wal.
Similarly, by calculating in-degrees of vertices of Wy, we also obtain that (1/2—¢’/2)n+k <
|Wa| 4 |Ws.

On the other hand, due to |U;] > (1/2 — &')n for each i € [2], it can be deduced that
Wi + [Wa| = V(D) \ Us| < (1/2+ €' )n and [Wa| + |[Ws| = |[V(D) \ Uy] < (1/2 + £')n.
Hence, the claim holds. O]

In the following, we will first prove that |W;| is approximately equal to |W3]|, and
similarly, |Ws| is approximately equal to |Wy].

Claim 3.15. —3¢'n/2+k < |[W;|—|W5| < 3¢'n/2—k and —e'n+2k < |[Ws|—|W,| < 2¢'n.
Proof. By Claim [3.14] we get that for each j € {1,3},
(1—=&n/24+k—|Ws| < W] < (1/24€")n — [Wa.
Hence, we have that
=3e'n/2+k < |[Wq| — [W3| < 3e'n/2 — k. (3.4)

Also, by Claim [3.14]again, we have that (1/2—¢"/2)n+k—|W3| < [Wy| < (1/2+&")n—| W3],
and

(1/2 = €' /2)n + k + |W5] < |[Wi| + [Wa| + [Ws] < (1/24 &' )n + |Ws).
Together with n = |Wy| + |[Wa| + |Ws| + |Wy|, this suggests that
(1/2 =&)n — [Ws] <|Wy| < (1 +€)n/2 — k — [Ws].
Hence, we obtain that
—&'n + 2k < [Wh| — |[Wy| < 2e'n. (3.5)

Inequalities (3.4))-(3.5) imply that |W;| approximately equals |[W3|, and |Ws| is approxi-
mately equal to |[W,]. O]
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We then estimate the cardinality of the vertex set W; for each ¢ € [4]. The following
claim holds.

Claim 3.16. We declare that the statements holds as follows.
(1) ein/2 < |W;| < (1/2 = 3e1/4)n for j € {1,3}.
(17) exn/2 < |W;| < (1/2 —e1/4)n, for each i € {2,4}.

Proof. Since |Wy| = |Ug| and e1n/2 < |Up| < (1/2 — €1)n, clearly,
en < |[Wy| < (1/2 —¢e1/4)n. (3.6)

In the following, we will estimate the upper and lower bounds of |W;| for j € {1,3}.
Since |Uy|, |Uz| > (1/2 — €')n and €' < €y, we have |W;| > (1/2 —&')n — |Wy| > (1/2 —
ehn — (1/2 — e1)n > en/2. Also by Claim [3.14 V(D) = W; U W U W3 U Wy and
|W4| = |Up| > e1n, we can deduce that

(W[ = [V(D)| = ([Wjsa| + [Wal) — [W4
<n—((1/2—/2n+k) —en < (1/2 — 321 /4)n, (3.7)

where the subscript of W;, 4 takes the remainder of module 4. So we conclude that
en/2 < |W;| < (1/2 —3e1/4)n for j € {1,3}. (3.8)

Next, we will estimate the upper and lower bounds of |W5|. On the one hand, due
to [U1] = (1/2 = ')n, [Wa| = [V(D)| = ([Wi| + [Ws| + [Wy]) = [V(D)[ — [U1 U Us|, and
e’ <« g1, we have that

(Wal =n — (|U1] + [U2\ Uo]) <n—((1/2 = )n+e1n/2) < (1/2 = &1/4)n.
On the other hand, by Claim again and , we obtain that
(Wo| > (1/2=€"/2n+k—|[Wq| > (1/2—€'/2n+k — (1/2 — 3e1/4)n > e1n/2.
Together with , we can conclude that
en/2 < |Wi| < (1/2 —e1/4)n, for each i € {2,4}. (3.9)

Therefore, we have successfully proven this claim. n

In what follows, we will prove that 1W;-W, satisfy properties (A)-(C') of EC3. Firstly,
it yields from e™ (Uy, Us) < (e'n)? that, for each j € {1,4}, e* (W, W3UWy) < et (U1, Us) <
(¢'n)?. By Claim [3.14] 6°(D) > n/2 + k and &’ < ¢, this implies that

et (W), Wy U W) > (W] - (n/2 4 k) — ('n)?
= (W] (1/2+ &)+ W] - (k — ') — ('n)?
> W] - (Wi + [Wa]) — en®/2 (3.10)
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Secondly, since for each j € {3,4}, em (WL UWy, W;) < e (U, Us) < (¢'n)?, and by Claim
[3.14] we get that

e (Wa U W, W) 2 (n/2+ K) - W] — (n)?
(1/2+ - W] + (k — &'n) - [W3] — (¢'n)?
> (|Wa| + [Ws]) - [W;| — en® /2. (3.11)

Inequality equations (3.10))-(3.11]) suggest that the vertex sets Wy - Wy of D satisfy prop-
erties (A)-(C) of EC3. Together with Claims 3.16, we have shown that D belongs
to EC3.

Hence the proof of the lemma is completed. O

By Lemma [3.13] we know that D either belongs to EC1 or EC2 or EC3 if it is not
stable. In the following, we provide the proof of Theorem based on the cases when D
belongs to EC1 or EC2 or EC3. In each case, we have 6°(D) > n/2 + k. Further, we
will show that D is arbitrary Hamiltonian H-linked. In the rest of this paper, we also use
the vertex set to represent the subgraph induced by it for simplify.

For Cases below, by adding or deleting vertices to or from W; and Wy we
can achieve that |[Wi| = [§] and [Wy| = [§]. Let F' = f(V(H)) for simplify, and let
Wi =W\ Fand W) =W, \ F.

Case 3.1. D belongs to EC1.

Proof. According to the property of EC1 and Definition m(l), it is easy to check that
for each i € [2], a(W/) > |W/|?> — 3en?, which implies |E, N W/| < |Ey N W/| < /10e|W/|.
Further, if there exists a vertex x in EoNW7] (resp., a vertex y in EoNW3) such that for each
o €{+ —} dj,(x) > eV3|W3|) (resp., d¢, (y) > e/3|W]|), then we put x (resp., y) into
the vertex set W3 (resp., W]) and update the vertex sets W{ and WJj. Repeat the above
operation, and define the set of these vertices x as X and the set of these vertices y as Y.
Then let S; = (W] \ E2)UY, Sy = (Wi\ E2)UX and S3 = (EoNW{\ X)U(E.NWI\Y).
It is worth noting that for every vertex v € S3, we have that

() d;{,{(v),d;‘g(v) > (1—2e"%n/2 or d;V{(U)’ d;g/é(v) > (1 —2eY%)n/2.

Furthermore, it is easy to see using the lower bound of §°(D) that

(%) for each i € [2], there exists a subset S} in S; with |S!| < 104/€|S;| such that
for every vertex v in S; \ Sj, 0% (v) > (1 — 10/2)|Si|, and for every vertex v in S,
5, () = 29512,

According to the semi-degree condition of D and the cardinalities of W{ and W3, we
get that for any vertex v; € F, i € [|[V(H)]], it connects to and is connected to many
vertices of S7 U S5. According to Definition m it is clear that V; and Vj} are disjoint
for distinct 4, j € [4]. Therefore, it can be concluded that for each i € [s], the vertex pair
(v, vi7) belongs exclusively to one of the sets V; with j € [4]. For convenience, we assume
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that

{(vr,v0), ..., (v, 0) } € VA,
{(Ull+1,v(11+1 ) 7(U11+12,U(11+12)’)} C Vs,
(
(

{

{ (Vi tta 13 +15 Vs o415 11))5 - -5 (Vks i)} C Vi

Uli4+124+15 V(I3 +12+1) 1)y (Vs U(ll+l2+l3)/>} C Vs,

Obviously, |Vi| = [; for every i € [4], and then [y + [y + 3 4+ 4 = k. Further, we define the
following conditions (a) and (b):

(@) |[Si] <ni+- g (0) [S2] <mgpr+ -0+ g, (3.12)

In the following, we will consider these cases. In the case where (3.12))-(a) is true but
(b) is false, without loss of generality, we can assume that just after ‘removing’ [} vertex
pairs from V) (denoted by V{), the sum of lengths of the paths required that connect
all remaining vertex pairs of V; — V] in the desired H-linked subdigraph is closest to
|S1|, and then proceed Step 1.1 to implement the operation of ‘removing’ the vertex pairs
as described above. In particular, if (3.12)-(b) is true but (a) is not true, then we can
similarly solve the case. Therefore, we omit the proof for this case. In the case when
neither (3.12)-(a) nor (b) is correct, without loss of generality, suppose that just after
‘removing’ [} vertex pairs from V3 (defined as V3) to Vi and ‘removing’ I3 — I5 and I,
vertex pairs from V3 and Vj respectively, the sum of lengths of the paths required that
connect every vertex pair of the new set ‘V; + V3’ in the desired H-linked subdigraph is
closest to |S1|. Then we can proceed Step 1.2 to implement the above process of ‘removing’

vertex pairs above.

Step 1.1. For each vertex pair (v;,vy), follow the substeps below:

(1) If it belongs to V|, take two disjoint paths of length at most 3 such that one is from
N;fl (vi) to Sy, and the other is from Sy to Ng (vy);

(2) If it is in V5 (resp., Vi), take a path of length at most 3 from Ng (v;) to Sa (resp.,
from Sy to Ng (vy)).

Step 1.2. For any vertex pair (v;,vy), take a path P of length at most 3 such that:
(1) if this vertex pair belongs to V3, then P is a (S, Ng, (vir))-path;
(2) if this vertex pair is in V3 — V4, then P is a (Ng (v;), S2)-path;
(3) if this vertex pair is in Vy, then P is a (S2, Ng, (vy))-path.

Notice in the process in Steps 1.1-1.2, all paths taken are all disjoint. We further affirm
the following conclusion.

Claim 3.17. Steps 1.1-1.2 can be proceeded smoothly.
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Proof. (i) For any vertex pair (v;, vy) in VY, if there is an arc from N (v;) to Ss, then we
are done. Otherwise, by the lower bound of 6°(D), for any vertex a; € N, (v;) we have that
d*(a;) < |Si]+ (20 + 1o +13+214) +d, (a;). Moreover, if there exists a vertex by in Sy such
that dg (by) # 0, then by the semi-degree condition of D[S)], there is a path of length at
most 2 from N (v;) to Ng (by). Hence, we obtain a path of length at most 3 from N (v;)
to S, and so, we are done. Then for any vertex by in Sy, we have that dg (by) = 0, and
further d=(by) < |So|+(l1+2l2+134214)+dg, (by). Together with n = |S;|+|Sa|+[Ss|+|F|
and 6°(D) > n/2+ k, we obtain that |F| — k415 — Iy < [N (a;) N Ng, (by)|. In this case,
we can get a path of length 3 from N;fl(vi) to Ss.

Similarly, we also get that either there is an arc or a path of length at most 3, from
Sy to Ng (vi), or |F| — k + 13 — Iy < |Ng, (ay) N N, (b;)| for some vertex ay € Ng (vy)
and b; € Sy, in which we obtain a path of length 2 from 5 to Ns_l(vi/). Therefore, Step
1.1-(1) can be implemented.

(4i) For any vertex pair (v, vy) in V3, if there is an arc from Sy to Ng (vy), then we are
done. Otherwise, let by € Ng, (vy), and then d~(byr) < [So| + (1) + 2l + 13+ 214) + dg, (by ).
On the other hand, if there exists a vertex a; in S7 such that d;Q(ai) = 0, then, by the
semi-degree condition of D[S,], there is a path of length at most 2 from N{ (a;) to Ng, (vy).
In this case, we get a path of length at most 3 from S to Ng (vi). Finally, we can assume
that for any vertex a; in Sy, d (a;) = 0, and then d* (a;) < [Sy|+ (201412 +13+204)+d, (a;).
Then it yields from the lower bound of 6°(D) that |F| —k+1Is — Iy < [Ng, (bs) N N, (a;)|.
In this case, we obtain a path of length 2 from S to Ng, (vyr).

(7i1) Analogously, for any vertex pair (v;,vy) in V3 — VI (respectively, Vj), either
there exists an arc or a path of length at most 4, from N ;’1 (v;) to Sy (respectively, from
Sy to Ny, (vi)), or there are vertices a; € Ng (v;) and b; € S, (respectively, b; € Sy and
ay € Ng (vy)) such that |F|—k+I3—ly < |Ng, (a;)NNg, (b;)| (respectively, |F|—k—ls+1s <
|Ng, (as) NN, (b;)]), in which there is a path of length 3 from N{ (v;) to Sa (respectively,
from S5 to Ng (v)). O

By Claim [3.17] we have connected the end-vertices of these desired paths to the
appropriate vertex sets. For the sake of convenience, we define F” as the set of vertices in
S1US2USs that are used by Steps 1.1-1.2. Let S} = S;\ F” for each i € [3]. If S} = (), then
there is no need to take any further action. Otherwise, by (%) and (s3), we can arrange
vertices of S5 into disjoint paths of length at least 2 with one end-vertex in S7, and the
other in S). By the semi-degree condition of D, we make some adjustments so that these
paths connect to and are connected to the same vertex set S} or S5. Then these paths
can be used to finally form the longest path in the desired H-linked subdigraph. Finally,
the desired paths can be found by eliminating the few exceptional vertices first and then
applying Proposition to the subdigraph D[S]] and DI[S}], respectively. Hence this
finishes the proof of EC1. ]

Case 3.2. D belongs to EC2.
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Proof. By the property of EC2, we have that a(W{, W3), a(W3, W{) > |W]| - |W3| — 2en?,
which can deduce that |E,NW/| < |EsNW/| < v/10e|W/| for every i € [2]. The idea of the
proof in this case is similar to that of EC1. We first deal with the exceptional vertices of
Type I in W] UW] by using the following operation. If there exists a vertex x in £y NW/
(resp., a vertex y in EyNW3) such that sy () > e/3|W]| (resp., swy(y) > e'/3|W3]), then
we put x (resp., y) into the vertex set Wy (resp., W]) and update the sets W| and W3.
We repeat this operation and define X to be the set of these vertices z and Y to be the
set of these vertices y, respectively. Then let S; = (W] \ E,)UY and Sy = (W) \ Ey) U X,
and let S3 be the set of remaining vertices of D;. Note that

(%) for every vertex v € Ss, dyy, (v), dy, (v) > w or dy, (v), dyy, (v) > w

(x%) For everyi € [2], apart from at most 10v/10¢|S;| exceptional vertices, all vertices
in S; have strongly semi-degrees at least (1 — 104/€)|S5_;| in S5_;, and the semi-degrees of
these exceptional vertices are at least £'/3|S5_4|/8 in Ss_;.

Based on the semi-degree condition of D and cardinalities of W{| and Wj, we can
deduce that for any vertex v; € F, where ¢ € [|V(H)|], it connects to and is also connected
to many non-exceptional vertices of S;USy. Recall that n; is the length of the path (v;, vy).
Without loss of generality, we assume that nq,...,n, are even, and ng,q,...,n; are odd.

(1) For the integer i from 1 to s, we do Steps 2.1-2.2.

Step 2.1. If Ng g, (v;) U Ng g, (vi) © Sy or Sy, then no action is taken.

Step 2.2. If for some j € [2], N{ g (v;) ©S; and Ng g (vi) C Ss—j, and there exists
an arc from N;fj (vi) to S; or an arc from S3_; to Ny, (vy), then we are done. Otherwise,
we take a (N;fj (vi), Ss—;)-path P of length 2 with |V (P)NSs| = 1.

(2) For the integer ¢ from s + 1 to k, we do Steps 2.3-2.4.

Step 2.3. If for some j € [2], N& g, (v;) € S; and Ng g, (vir) € Ss_;, then no action is
taken.

Step 2.4. If for some j € [2], N§. g, (v;) UNg g (vi) € S}, and there exists an arc from
N¢ g, (i) to S; or an arc from S; to Ng g (vs), then we are done. Otherwise, we select
a (N3 g, (i), Ss—;)-path P of length 2 with |V (P) N S3| = 1.

Note that in this process of Steps 2.1-2.4, all paths are disjoint. Further, we assume
that the number of the ¢ that needs to perform Steps 2.2 and 2.4 is [. We also suppose
that for each ¢ € [4], the number of vertex pairs in V; that need to perform Step 2.2 or
2.4 is ;. Clearly, [ =1y + I + I3 + 4. We declare that the following statement holds.

Claim 3.18. Steps 2.1-2.4 can be carried out smoothly.

Proof. (i) For any vertex pair (v;,vy) in V3 U V3 such that i € [k] \ [s] if (v;,vy) € V} and
i € [s] if (v;,vi) € V3, and for some vertex a; € N¢ (v;), we can assume that N¢ (a;) = 0,
since otherwise, we are done. Then d*(a;) < (201 41z +1s+2ly) + (| F| = 21) +[S2| +d§, (a:).
Moreover, let b; be some vertex in Ng (vy), where the vertex pair (vj,vy) € Va. By
dg,(b;) = 0, we can see that d~(b;) < (I + 2la + I3+ 24) + |[S1| + (| F| = 2) + dg,(b;). On
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the other hand, by the lower bound of §°(D), we have that 2(n/2 + k) < d*(a;) + d*(b;).
Together with n = |Sy| + |S2| + |Ss5| + |F|, this implies that 2k — |F| + 1+ 13 — I <
[N, (a;) N Ng, (b;)|. Hence, in this case, we can obtain a path of length 2 from N (v;) to
Ss.

(17) For any vertex pair (v, vy) in Vo UV} such that ¢ € [k] \ [s] if (v;,vy) € V2 and
i € [s]if (v;,vy) € V4, and for some vertex b; € N (v;). Analogously, we can suppose that
N, (b)) = 0. Then d*(b;) < (i 42lp42l3414) +[S1|+ (|F| = 21) +dg, (b;). Also, let aj be a
vertex in Ng (vy), where (vj,v;) € V1. Then we have that d~(a;) < (2l + 12 +2l3+14) +
|S5| + (|F| — 21) + dg, (a;). Combining with 0°(D) > n/2 4k, n = |Si] + [Sa| + [Ss| + | F]|
and | = Iy + Iy + I3 + Iy, we get that 2k — |F| 4+ 1 — I + Iy < |N{, (b;) N Ng, (a;)]. O

By Claim [3.18] we have connected the end-vertices of these desired paths to the
appropriate vertex set. In the following, let F’ be the set of vertices in S; U Ss U S5 used
by performing Steps 2.2 and 2.4, and let S/ = S\ F’ for every i € [3]. For convenience, set
D' = D[S1U S5 U S;). We will first deal with the vertices in Sj, and secondly find disjoint
paths with the required lengths. By (%) we can obtain |Sj| disjoint 3-paths, where each
3-path P, = ujuusy has the center vertex u in S} and exactly one end-vertex in S and the
other end-vertex S5, that is, P,NS; = {u} and |V(P,—u)NS|| = |[V(P,—u)NSy| = 1. To
eliminate these 3-paths, we can embed paths parts into them. Without loss of generality,
for any 3-path P, = ujuuy, we assume u; € S} each j € [2]. Note that based on the fact
that the semi-degree across of exceptional vertices is much larger than their order, we
have that either the vertex u; has a high semi-degree in 5% _ ; or there exists a vertex v in
Ng (ug) or N ;fi (ug) such that it has a high semi-degree in S| or S} respectively. Therefore,
using a simple greedy procedure, we can embed paths that utilize all 3-paths P,. The
remaining exceptional vertices in S7 U S} can also be used similarly, taking advantage
of the fact that their semi-degree across is much larger than their order. Finally in the
leftover almost complete bipartite digraph we can complete the embedding by applying

Proposition O
Case 3.3. D belongs to ECS.

Proof. Because this case shares many similarities with EC1 and EC2, we will provide an
overview of the proof idea instead of proving it in detail.

By adding or deleting vertices to or from W;-Wy we may achieve that |[Ws| = |Wy| =
An and |Wy| = |[Ws| = § — An, where ) is a positive constant. Using properties (A)-(C')
of EC3, we can observe that D[IW; U W3] is an almost unidirectionally empty digraph
corresponding to Wy and Ws, while D[W, U W] is an almost complete bipartite digraph
corresponding to Wy and W,. We will firstly analyze D[W; U W3] and D[W, U W]
separately. Similar to EC1 and EC2, we eliminate some exceptional vertices from W;UWj3
and Wy U Wy respectively, resulting in Wi, U W3 = S17 U S12U S35 and Wo U W, =
So1U S22 U Sy 3. Let S5 =513 US23. We can then draw a series of conclusions.

(1) |S5] < 4V/10en, and every vertez v in Ss satisfies either dij, (v), dy, (v) > (1 —
W o diy, (v). i (v) > (1= VWil or dif,(v),dy,(v) > (1= eY3)[WWi| o
iy (0), iy, (v) = (1= £13)| W
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(2) In Sy; with i € [2], apart from at most 104/2]S1,| exceptional vertices, all ver-
tices have the semi-degrees in S1; at least (1 — 104/€)|S14|, and the semi-degrees of these
exceptional vertices in Sy; are at least €'/3| Sy /2.

(3) In Sy; with i € [2], apart from at most 10v/102|Sq,| exceptional vertices, all
vertices in Sz, have strongly semi-degrees in Sa3_; of at least (1 —10+/€)|S23-:|, and the
semi-degrees of these exceptional vertices in Se3_; are at least 51/3|3273_i|/8.

If |Wy| > |Ws|, then based on the semi-degree condition of D, EC3-(A) and (1)-(3)
above, For any vertex pair (v;,vy), there exist two disjoint paths of length at most 2:
one from the vertex v; to Si; or 512, and the other from S;; or S;2 to the vertex vy,
respectively. Then similar to EC2; by (1) and (3) we can find some disjoint paths to
cover Wy U Wy such that for each such path u---w (possibly, u = w), by EC3-(A), there
exist two distinct vertices uy, wy € Wy U W3 with wyu, wwy € A(D). Further, these paths
P’ = uju - - - ww; can be used directly to get the final paths as desired. In addition, for the
remaining vertices in S3 (accurately, S, 3), we can handle them like EC1. Finally, similar
to EC1, for any vertex pair (v;, vy), we use the vertices in S (resp., S12) to ensure that
the length of the (v;, vy )-path reaches the required length of the H-linked subdigraph as
desired, if v; connects to and vy is connected to Sy (resp., Si2). Hence the proof of EC3
is completed for the case of |Wy| > |Ws.

Otherwise, that is, |[W;| < |W5|. In this case, by the lower bound of 6°(D) and
EC3-(A), for any vertex pair (v;, vy ), there exist two disjoint paths of length at most 2:
one from v; to Sy 1 or Sy2, and the other from S35 or Ss; to the vertex vy, respectively.
Similar to EC1, by (1)-(2) we can use some disjoint paths to cover W; UWj such that for
each such path P = u---w (possibly, u = w), there exist distinct vertices v/, w' € WoUW)y
with v'u, ww” € A(D) by EC3-(A) again. Then these paths P’ = v/u - - - ww’ can be used
directly to get the final paths as desired. Furthermore, for the remaining vertices in S5
(precisely, S13), we can handle them like EC2. Finally, similar to EC2, for any vertex
pair (v;, v;r), we use the vertices in Sp U Sy 2 to ensure that the length of the (v;, vy )-path
reaches the required length of the H-linked subdigraph as desired. Hence the proof of
EC3 is completed. [

4 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we studied the H-linkage problem in digraphs under a minimum semi-degree
condition. It would be interesting to generalize our result to oriented graphs, which refers
to the orientations of simple graphs, i.e. digraphs with no 2-cycles. As an analogue of our
main theorem, we have the following conjecture for oriented graphs:

Conjecture 4.1. Let H be any oriented digraph with k arcs and §(H) > 1, and let D
be an oriented graph with a sufficiently large order n. If 6°(D) > f%} + k, then D 1s
guaranteed to be arbitrary Hamiltonian H -linked.

If conjecture is true, it will generalize the work of Keevash, Kiithn and Osthus
[12], which demonstrated that every sufficiently large oriented graph D with a minimum
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semi-degree 6°(D) > f%} contains a Hamiltonian cycle, where the lower bound on the

semi-degree condition is proved to be best possible.
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