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The Second Neighborhood Conjecture for

Oriented Graphs Missing {C}, C4, S3, chair
and co-chair }-Free Graph

Darine AL MNINY [} P Salman GHAZAL P} [

Abstract

Seymour’s Second Neighborhood Conjecture (SNC) asserts that every
oriented graph has a vertex whose first out-neighborhood is at most
as large as its second out-neighborhood. In this paper, we prove that
if G is a graph containing no induced Cy4, Cy, Ss, chair and chair,
then every oriented graph missing G satisfies this conjecture. As a
consequence, we deduce that the conjecture holds for every oriented
graph missing a threshold graph, a generalized comb or a star.

1 Introduction

Throughout this paper, all graphs are considered to be simple, that is, there
are no loops and no multiple edges. Given a graph G, the vertex set and
edge set of G are denoted by V(G) and E(G) respectively. Given an edge
xy of G, the vertices z and y are called the endpoints of xy and they are
said to be adjacent. Two edges of G are said to be adjacent if they have a
common endpoint. The neighborhood of a vertex v in G, denoted by Ng(v),
is the set of all vertices adjacent to v. The degree dg(v) of v in G is defined

'KALMA Laboratory, Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Sciences I, Lebanese
University, Beirut - Lebanon. (darinealmniny@gmail.com)

2Camille Jordan Institute, Claude Bernard University - Lyon 1, France.
(mniny@math.univ-lyonl.fr)

3Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Sciences I, Lebanese University, Beirut -
Lebanon. (salman.ghazal@ul.edu.lb)

4Department of Mathematics and Physics, School of Arts and Sciences, Beirut Inter-
national University, Beirut - Lebanon. (salman.ghazal@liu.edu.lb)



to be dg(v) := | Ng(v)|. Note that we may omit the subscript if the graph is
clear from the context. Given two sets of vertices U and W of (G, we denote
by E[U,W] the set of all edges in G that joins a vertex in U to a vertex
in W. For A C V(G), G|A] denotes the subgraph of G induced by A. If
G[A] is an empty graph, then A is called a stable set, that is, there is no
edge that joins any two distinct vertices of A. However, if G[A] is a complete
graph, then A is called a clique set, that is, any two distinct vertices of A are
adjacent. The complement graph G of G is defined as follows: V(G) = V(G)
and ry € E(G) if and only if xy ¢ FE(G). A graph H is called forbidden
subgraph of G if H is not (isomorphic to) an induced subgraph of G. In this
case, we say that G is H-free graph.

A digraph is an orientation of a graph so that it contains neither loops
nor parallel arcs. However, an oriented graph is a digraph without digons
(directed cycles of length 2). Given a digraph D, the vertex set and arc
set of D are denoted by V(D) and E(D) respectively. For (z,y) € E(D)
with x,y € V(D), we say that y is an out-neighbor of z, z is an in-neighbor
of y and = and y are adjacent. The (first) out-neighborhood (resp. in-
neighborhood) N} (v) (resp. Nj,(v)) of a vertex v in D is the set of all out-
neighbors (resp. in-neighbors) of v. Moreover, the second out-neighborhood
NAT(v) of v in D is the set of vertices that are at distance 2 from v, that
is, NAT(v) := {z € V(D) — Nj(v); 3y € NH(v)| (y,z) € E(D)}. The
out-degree, the in-degree and the second out-degree of v in D are defined
as follows: df,(v) := [N} (v)|, dp(v) := |[N;(v)] and dj*(v) = |[NST(v)],
respectively. Note that we omit the subscript if the digraph is clear from the
context. For short, we write x — y if the arc (z,y) € E(D). Also, we write
Ty — Ty —> . = Xy, if x; — x5 forevery 1 <1< n— 1.

Let D be an oriented graph and let v € V(D), we say that v has the
second neighborhood property SNP if d*(v) < d™*(v). In 1990, P. Seymour
[1] conjectured the following:

Conjecture 1. Every oriented graph has a vertex satisfying the SNP.

The above conjecture is called "The Second Neighborhood Conjecture",
and it is abbreviated by "SNC". The SNC on tournaments is called Dean’s
conjecture, where tournaments are orientations of complete graphs. In 1996,
Fisher [2] proved Dean’s Conjecture. In 2000, a shorter proof of Dean’s con-
jecture was given by Havet and Thomassé [§] using a tool called the median
order. In 2007, Fidler and Yuster [3] proved the SNC for tournaments missing
a matching, using local median orders and dependency digraphs. In 2012,
Ghazal [6] proved the weighted version of SNC for tournaments missing a
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generalized star. Then in 2013 Ghazal [4] proved the SNC for tournaments
missing a comb, cycle of length 4 or 5. In 2015, Ghazal [5] refined the result
of [3] and he showed in particular that every tournament missing a matching
has a certain "feed vertex" satisfying the SNP.

In this paper, we prove the SNC for any oriented graph missing a graph
G, where G contains no Cy, Cy, Ss3, chair and chair as induced subgraphs.
This generalizes the results of [6] and [4].

2 Definitions and Preliminaries

A chair is a graph G whose vertex set is V(G) = {z,y, z,t,v} and whose
edge set is E(G) = {xy,yz, zt, zv}. The co-chair or chair is defined to be
the complement of a chair. We denote by C, = vivs...v,v; the cycle on n
vertices, by P, = v1vs...v,, the path on n vertices and by S3 the graph on 6
vertices indicated in Figure [I}

Figure 1: 53 Figure 2: Chair Figure 3: Co-chair

A graph G is a called a split graph if its vertex set is the disjoint union of
a stable set S and a clique set K. In this case, we write G is an {5, K }-split
graph. For an {S, K}-split graph G, if sz € E(G) V s € S and Vx € K,
then G is called a complete split graph. Otherwise if E[S, K| forms a perfect
matching of GG, then G is called a perfect split graph.

In [9] and [10], the notion of a threshold graph is introduced as follows:
Definition 1. A graph G is called a threshold graph if:

n+1

1) V(G) = U(XZ U A;_1), where the A;’s and the X;’s are pairwisely dis-
i=1
joint sets.



n+1
2) K:= U X; 1s a clique and the X;’s are nonempty, except possibly X, 1.
i=1

3) S:= U A; is a stable set and the A;’s are nonempty, except possibly Ag.
i=0

4) V1<j<i<n, G[A;UX|] is a complete split graph.

5) The only edges of G are the edges of the subgraphs mentioned above.

In this case, G is called an {S, K }-threshold graph.

On the structure of threshold graphs, Hammer and Chvatal noticed the
following:

Theorem 2.1. (Hammer and Chvatal [9], [10]) G is a threshold graph if and
only if Cy, Cy and Py are forbidden subgraphs of G.

As a generalization of threshold graphs, Ghazal introduced the notion of
generalized combs and he studied their structures and properties as follows:

Definition 2. (Ghazal [7]) A graph G is called a generalized comb if:
1) V(G) is disjoint union of sets Ag, ..., Ap, My, ..., My, X1, oo, X1, Yo, o, Yigo
with Y1 = X1. These sets are called the sets of the generalized comb G.

l n
2) S:=AUM is a stable set, where M = LJJWZ and A = UAi'

i=1 i=0
n+1 142

3) K:=XUY is a clique, where X = UX,- and Y = UYZ"
i=1 i=1

4) V1< j<i<n,G[A;UX],| is a complete split graph.

5) G[AUY] is a complete split graph.

6) V1<1i<I, GIY; UM, is a perfect split graph or M; = ¢.
) V1<i<j<Il+1, G[Y;UM] is a complete split graph.

8) Xni1,Yir2, Yiy1 and Ay are the only possibly empty sets among the Xs,
Y/s and Als.



9) The only edges of G are the edges of the subgraphs mentioned above.
In this case, we say that G is an {S, K }-generalized comb.

Theorem 2.2. (Ghazal [7]) G is a generalized comb if and only if Cy, Cl4,
Cs, S3, chair and co-chair are forbidden subgraphs of G.

Corollary 2.1. (Ghazal [7]) Every threshold graph is a generalized comb.

Proposition 2.1. Let G be a generalized comb defined as in Definition [3.
Then G' = G — U, <, EY:, My] is a threshold graph.

Proof. Tt is clear that G’ contains no induced Cy, C4 or P,. Consequently,
Theorem implies that G’ is a threshold graph. O

On the structure of graphs containing no Cy, Cy, Ss, chair and co-chair
as induced subgraphs, Ghazal remarked the following:

Theorem 2.3. (Ghazal [7]) Cy, Cy, Ss, chair and co-chair are forbidden
subgraphs of a graph G if and only if V(G) is disjoint union of three sets S,
K and C such that:

1) G[SUK] is an {S, K }-generalized comb.
2) G[C] is empty or isomorphic to the cycle Cs.
3) Ewvery vertex in C is adjacent to every vertex in K but to no vertex in S.

From now on, if G = Cj, we set G = zyzuvzr. If G is an {S, K}-
generalized comb, we follow the same notations as in Definition [2 Moreover,
if G is a {C4, C4, Ss, chair and co-chair}-free graph, we use the notations in
Theorem [2.3] Note that if G is defined as in Theorem [2.3]and G[C] is empty,
then G is a generalized comb.

3 Characterization Using Dependency Digraphs

Let D be an oriented graph. For two vertices x and y of D, we say that
xy is a missing edge of D if (z,y) ¢ E(D) and (y,z) ¢ E(D). A vertex v
of D is called a whole vertex if it is not incident to any missing edge, i.e.,
NT(v) UN~(v) = V(D) — {v}. Otherwise, we say that v is a non-whole
vertex. The missing graph G of D is defined to be the graph formed by the
missing edges of D, formally, G is the graph whose edge set is the set of all the
missing edges of D and whose vertex set is the set of the non-whole vertices.
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In this case, we say that D is missing G. Given two missing edges x1y; and
Tola, wWe say that z1y; loses to xays if: 21 — @9 and yo & NT(z1) UNTT (1),
y1 — y2 and 22 ¢ NT(y1) UNT"(y1).

The dependency digraph Ap (or simply A) of D is defined to be the
digraph whose vertex set consists of all the missing edges of D, and whose
arc set contains the arc (ab, cd) if and only if the missing edge ab loses to the
missing edge cd. Note that A may contain digons. These digraphs were used
in 3], 4] to prove SNC for some oriented graphs.

Definition 3. (Ghazal [6]) A missing edge ab is called good if one of the
following holds:

(1) (Ve V\{a,b})[(v —a)= (be Nt(v) UNTH(v))];
(i) (Vv e V\{a,b})[(v = b) = (a € NT(v) UNT*(v))].

If ab satisfies (i) we say that (a,b) is a convenient orientation of ab. Else,
we say that (b,a) is a convenient orientation of ab.

Lemma 3.1. (Ghazal [§]) Let D be an oriented graph and let A denote its
dependency digraph. A missing edge ab is good if and only if its in-degree in
A is zero.

In [6], threshold graphs are characterized using dependency digraphs as
follows:

Theorem 3.1. (Ghazal [6]) Let G be a graph. The following statements are
equivalent:

i) G is a threshold graph;
ii) Every missing edge of every oriented graph missing G is good;

iii) The dependency digraph of every oriented graph missing G is empty.

Problem 1. Let P be the Jfamily of all digraphs consisting of vertex disjoint
directed paths and let F(P) = {G is a graph; ¥ D missing G, Ap € P} .
Characterize F(P).

Proposition 3.1. G € F(P) if and only if G’ € F(P), for every G induced
subgraph of G.



Proof. Sufficient Condition. Simply take G' = G.

Necessary Condition. Assume first that G' = G — v for some v € V(G).
Let D' be any oriented graph missing G'. Let o and 8 be 2 distinct extra
vertices neither in D" nor in G. Define D as follows: The missing graph of
Dis G, V(D) = V(D) U{v,«, 5}, that is, D — {v,«a, 8} = D’. The arcs
(a,v), (v, B) and («, ) are in D. For every x € V/(D'), if zv ¢ E(G), then
(xz,v) € E(D’). Finally, for every z € V(D'), the arcs (z, ) and (5, z) are in
D. Then the addition of v, @« and 5 to D’ in this way neither affects the losing
relations between the missing edges of D’ nor creates new ones. Hence, Ap
is equal to Ap plus isolated vertices (these isolated vertices are the edges of
G incident to v) Since D is missing G, then Ap € P. Whence, Ap € P.

Thus G' € F (73) Now, the proof follows by induction on the number of
vertices removed from G to obtain the induced subgraph.

[
It is easy to observe the following:
Proposition 3.2. C, chair and co-chair are not in F(P).

Proof. Let D be the oriented graph with vertex set V(D) = {a,b,¢c,d} and
arc set E(D) = {(a,c¢), (b,d), (d,a), (c,b)}. Then D is missing C}, ab loses to
cd and cd loses to ba. Thus Ap ¢ P.

Let D’ be the oriented graph with vertex set V(D) = {a,b,¢,d, z} and arc
set E(D") = {(a,d), (b,¢),(c,a), (b, z), (x,a),(x,c)}. Then D’ is missing a
chair, ab loses to both dc and dz. Thus Ap ¢ P.

Let D" be the oriented graph with vertex set V(D) = {a, b, c,d,xz} and arc
set E(D") = {(a,c), (b,d),(d,a),(a,x)}. Then D" is missing a co-chair, ab
loses to both dc and dz. Thus Ap» ¢ P. O

Proposition 3.3. (Ghazal [J]) Cs € F(P).

Proof. Let D be an oriented graph missing Cs and let A denote its depen-
dency digraph. Then we may check by cases that one of the following occurs
up to isomorphism:

(i) A has no arcs.
(ii) A has exactly one arc, say uv — zy.

(iii) A has exactly two arcs, say uv — zy and zv — yz.
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(iv) A has exactly two arcs, say uv — xy — zu.
(v) A has exactly three arcs, say uv — zy — zu — vz.

(vi) A has exactly three arcs, say uv — xy — zu and zv — zy.

In all the cases above, A consists of vertex disjoint directed paths of lengths
at most 3, that is, A € P. Thus the result holds. O

Theorem 3.2. Let G be a graph having no induced Cy, Cs, nor S3. Then

—

G € F(P) if and only if G is a generalized comb.

Proof. Necessary Condition. Since G € F (73), then Proposition together
with Proposition imply that C4, chair and co-chair are not induced sub-
graphs of G. But (4, C5, S5 are not also induced subgraphs of GG, thus due
to Theorem G is a generalized comb.

Sufficient Condition. Let D be an oriented graph missing a generalized comb
G and let A denote its dependency digraph. Using the definition of G, each
possible losing relation can occur between two edges in E[Y;, M,], for some
t. For i = 1,2,3, suppose that a;x; € E[Y;, M;| with a; € M, and x; € Y;.
Assume that a;z; loses to the two others. Then we have a; — x3, 1 — a9,
az ¢ NT(a)UNTt(a;) and 23 ¢ N*(x1) U NT(x;). By definition of G, the
only edge of G[Y;U M;] incident to as is agxs. Thus asxs is not a missing edge
and so either ay — x3 or 3 — az. Whence, either x3 € N*(z1) U Nt (zy)
or ag € N*(ay;) U N (ay), a contradiction. Thus the maximum out-degree
in A is 1. Similarly, we can prove that the maximum in-degree in A is 1.
This implies that A is composed of directed cycles and paths only.

Assume now that A contains a directed cycle a1b; — ... — a,b, — a1by,
with a; € M; and b; € Y;, for some t. Then by the losing relations we must
have a;y1 — a; Vi < n and a; — a, in D. We will show now by induction
onithat V1 <i<n, a = a,. Itis true for 2 = 1. Assume it is true for
i—1. Then a; 1 — a,. Since a;_1b;_1 loses to a;b;, then a; ¢ N™*(a;_1). But
a;a, is not a missing edge of D, then we must have a; — a,,, since otherwise
a;_1 — a, — a; in D, a contradiction. This proves that V1 <i <n, a; — a,.
In particular, a,,_; — a,, a contradiction. Thus A has no directed cycles.
This shows that G € F(P).

O

As a consequence, we deduce the following on the characterization of the
graphs of our interest:



Corollary 3.1. Given a graph G, the following statements are equivalent:

—

i) Cy and S3 are forbidden subgraphs of G and G € F(P);
ii) Cy, Cy, Ss, chair and co-chair are forbidden subgraphs of a graph G;
iii) V(Q) is disjoint union of three sets S, K and C' such that:

1) G[SUK] is an {S, K}-generalized comb;
2) G[C] is empty or isomorphic to the cycle Cs;

3) every vertex in C' is adjacent to every vertex in K but to no vertex
in S.

Proof. Due to Theorem ii) and iii) are equivalent. However, ii) follows
from i) due to Proposition and Proposition . Now assume that iii)
holds and let D be an oriented graph missing G. Observe that every edge
in F(G) — E(C) is incident to a vertex in K. This implies that there is
no losing relation between an edge in E(C') and an edge in E(G) — E(C),
since otherwise there is an edge ab with a € C, b € K and ab ¢ E(G).
This contradicts the fact that every vertex in C' is adjacent in G to every
vertex in K. In the same way, we can prove that there is no losing relations
between an edge in E(G[S U K]) and an edge in E[K,C], or between two
edges in E[K, C]. Thus the only possible losing relations hold either between
two edges in G[S U K] or between two edges in G[C]. However, G[S U K]|
is a generalized comb, then by Theorem [3.2] it is in F(P). Moreover, G[C]
is empty or isomorphic to the cycle C5, whence by Proposition [3.3| it is in

— —

F(P). Therefore, G € F(P) and so i) holds. O

We will use the following lemma frequently in the proof of our main
theorem:

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that rs loses to ab and f — a in an oriented graph
D, namely with s — b. If fs is not a missing edge of D, then f — s — b in
D and thus b € NT(f) U NTH(f).

Proof. Since fs is not a missing edge, then either f — sor s — fin D. If
s — fin D, then s — f — a in D and thus a € N*7(s), which contradicts
the fact that rs loses to ab. Thus f — s. Whence, the result follows. O



4 Main Theorem

Let L = vjvs...v, be an ordering of the vertices of a digraph D. An arc
(vi,v;) € E(D) is called forward with respect to L if ¢ < j. Otherwise, it
is called backward with respect to L. L is called a local median order of
D if it maximizes the set of forward arcs of D w.r.t. L, that is, the set
{(vi,vj) € E(D); i < j}. In this case, L satisfies the feedback property: For
all1<i <3< n:

dji y(v:) 2 dy; y(v3);

and
d[;,j[(vj) > d[tj[(vj)a

where |4, j| := D[{vi41, Viz2, ..., v;}] and [i, j[:= D[{vi, vit1, ..., vj_1 }].
In this case, the last vertex v, is called a feed vertex.

We will need the following proposition:

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that L = vvs...v, s a local median order of a
digraph D and e = (v;,v;) € E(D) with i < j. Then L is a local median
order of the digraph D' obtained from D by reversing the orientation of e.

We will use the following theorem:

Theorem 4.1. (Havet et al. [§]) Every feed vertex of a tournament has the
SNP.

Now we are ready to prove our main theorem:

Theorem 4.2. Let D be an oriented graph missing a {Cy, Cy, Ss, chair and
co-chair}-free graph G. Then D satisfies the SNC.

Proof. Let A denote the dependency digraph of D, and let A[E(C)] denote
the subdigraph of A induced by the set of vertices that correspond to the
edges pf C. Corollary follows that A consists of disjoint directed paths
only and each of its arcs occurs only between two edges in the same set
E[Y;, M;] for some j or between two edges of C. Let P = moyy — ... —
my; — ... = MY, be a maximal directed path in A, with m; € M; and
y; € Yj. Due to the maximality of P and due to Lemma [3.1], mgy, is a good
missing edge and so it has a convenient orientation. If (mg, yo) is a convenient
orientation, we add the arcs (mo;, y2;) and the arcs (yo;11, mo;v1) to D. Else,
we add the arcs (ya;, mo;) and the arcs (mao;y1,y2i11). We do this for every

10



maximal directed path in A whose vertices are edges in E[Y;, M;]. We have
many cases.

Case i: G[C] is empty or A[E(C)] is empty.

In this case, the obtained oriented graph D’ is missing G' = G — UE[Y;, M,]
which is a threshold graph by Proposition 2.1, We assign to every missing
edge of D' (which is good by Theorem [3.1]) a convenient orientation and we
add it to D’. The obtained oriented graph T is a tournament. Let L be a
local median order of T" and let f denote its feed vertex. Then by Theorem
f has the SNP in T'. Reorient all the missing edges incident to f towards
f except those whose out-degree in A is not zero. The same order L is a
local median order of the obtained tournament 7", f is also feed vertex of L
and thus f has the SNP in 7’. We will prove that f has the SNP in D also.
For this aim, we consider many cases.

Case 1: f is a whole vertex. Clearly, f gains no new out-neighbor. We
will prove that f gains no new second out-neighbor. Assume that f — a —
b— finT'. Then f »aand b — fin D. If a — bin E(D) or (a,b) is a
convenient orientation w.r.t. D, then b € NA*(f). If a — bin E(D')— E(D)
and (a, b) is not a convenient orientation w.r.t. D, then there is rs — ab in
A, namely s — b and a ¢ Ni"(s). But f — a in D and fs is a non-missing
edge of D, then by Lemma [3.2/b € NA*(f). If a — b in E(T") — E(D'),
then (a,b) is a convenient orientation w.r.t D’. Hence b € N}, (f) and so
there is @’ such that f — a’ — bin D’. Since f — o’ in D’ and f is whole
vertex, then f — o/ in D. But this is already treated above, thus b € N (f).

Case 2: 31 <t < such that f € M. There is a mazximal directed path
P =moyg — .. > my; — ... = mpyr in A such that f = m;.

Case 2.1: Assume (y;,m;) € E(D’). Clearly, f gains no new first out-
neighbor. We claim that f gains no new second out-neighbor. Assume
m; — a —b— m; in T". Then (m;,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(T).

Subcase a: If (a,b) € E(D), then clearly b € N T (f).

Subcase b: If (a,b) € E(D') — E(D), then either (a,b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D and hence b € N T (f) or there is rs — ab in A, namely
s — band a ¢ Nj*(s). There is j such that rs,ab € E[Y;, M;]. Assume
m; = r, then y; = s, a = y;41 and b = m;y,. Since (y;, m;) € E(D'), then
(mit1,Yi11) € E(D'), that is, (b,a) € E(D’), a contradiction. So m; # r.
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Assume now that s = m;. Then a = m;y1. However (m;y1,m;) € E(D),
then (a,m;) € E(D), a contradiction. So s # m;. Now we prove that m;s is
not a missing edge of D. If b € Y}, then s € M; and thus m;s is not a missing
edge. Else b € M;, whence a € Y; and s € Y. Since m;a is not a missing
edge, then by definition of GG, fs = m;s is also not missing edge. But f — a
in F(D) and a ¢ N}, *(s), then due to Lemma 3.2 we get b € N (f).

Subcase c: 1If (a,b) € E(T) — E(D’). Then (a,b) is a convenient orienta-
tion w.r.t D'. But f — a in E(D) and so in E(D’), then b € N} (f). But
this is already treated above in Subcase 7.2.1.a and Subcase 7.2.1.b.

Case 2.2: Assume (m;,y;) € E(D’). Here there are two cases to be con-
sider.

Case 2.2.1: Assume i = k, that is, f = my. Clearly, f gains no new out-

neighbor. We will prove that f gains no new second out-neighbor. Suppose
f—a—=b— finT". Then (f,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(T).

Subcase a: If (a,b) € E(D), then clearly b € NAT(f).

Subcase b: If (a,b) € E(D') — E(D), then either (a,b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D and hence b € N " (f) or there is rs — ab in A, namely
s = band a ¢ N/ (s). There is j such that rs,uv € F[Y;, M;]. Since
f = my, we have r # my, and s # my. If b € Y}, then s € M;. Then mys
is not a missing edge. Else b € M;. Whence, a € Y; and s € Y. Since
mpa is not a missing edge, then by definition of G, fs = mys is also not
missing edge. But f — a in D and a ¢ N} " (s), then by Lemma (3.2 we get
be NA*H(f).

Subcase c: If (a,b) € E(T) — E(D'), then (a,b) is a convenient orien-
tation w.r.t. D’ and so b € NF(f). Then there is a vertex a’ such that
my — a’ — bin D'. Since (my,a) € E(D), then a # y, and V j > t,a ¢ Y].
Assume o’ = y. Then (y,b) € E(D’) and b # my,. Thus (y,b) € E(D).
This means that b ¢ AU X UY UC. Then either b is a whole vertex or
b € M. If b is whole, then ab is not a missing edge, a contradiction. So
b € M. Whence, 3 a such that b € M,. If o < t, then by definition of
G, ypb € E(G), that is, yxb is a missing edge, a contradiction. Thus o > t.
Since b € M, with o > t and ab is a missing edge of D', then by definition
of G, a €Y} for some j > «. Thus a € Y; for some j > ¢, a contradiction.
So @’ # yi. Then (my,a’) € E(D). But this is treated in Subcase i.2.2.1.a
and Subcase ¢.2.2.1.b.
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Case 2.2.2: Assume i < k. Then f gains only y; as an out-neighbor. We
will prove that f gains only m;,; as a second out-neighbor.

Subcase a: Suppose that m; — y; — b in 7" such that b # m;,;. Then
(yi,b) ¢ E(D') — E(D) and (y;, b) € E(T).

Subcase a.1: If (y;,b) € E(D). Since y; € Y}, then y;41 € Y;. Since y;b is
not a missing edge, then by definition of G, y;11b is not a missing edge. Since
yi — bin E(D) and y;11 ¢ N (i), then we must have y;11 — b. Then
m; — Y1 —> bin D.

Subcase a.2: 1f (y;,b) € E(T) — E(D’). Then (y;,b) is a convenient ori-
entation w.r.t. D’. Then b € N;F(m;), that is, there is vertex a such that
m; —a—bin D'

Subcase a.2.1: If a = y;, then by definition of G, (y;,b) € E(D), a contra-
diction to the fact that y;b is a missing edge of D.

Subcase a.2.2: If a # y;, then (m;,a) in E(D). If (a,b) € E(D), then
clearly b € N (f). Else (a,b) € E(D’) — E(D), then either (a,b) is a con-
venient orientation w.r.t. D and hence b € NA*(f) or there is rs — ab in
A, namely s — b and a ¢ N/ (s). Thus 3 j such that rs,ab € E[Y;, M;].
Assume r = m;. Then y; = s, a = y;41 and b = m, 1, a contradiction to the
fact that b # m;y1. So r # m;. Assume s = m;. Then a = m; ;. However
(miy1,m;) € E(D), then (a,m;) € E(D), a contradiction. So s # m;. Now
we will prove that m;s is not a missing edge. If b € Y, then s € M; and
thus m;s is not a missing edge. Else b € M;. Whence, a € Y; and s € Y.
Since m;a is not a missing edge, then by definition of G, fs = m;s is also
not missing edge. But f — a in D and a ¢ N} " (s), then by Lemma we
get b € NAT(f).

Subcase b: Suppose m; — a — b in T with a # y; and b # m;,1. Then
(mi,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(T).

Subcase b.1: If (a,b) € E(D’). This is the same as Subcase i.2.2.2.a.2.2.
Subcase b.2: If (a,b) € E(T) — E(D’), then (a,b) is a convenient orien-
tation w.r.t. D’ and thus b € N/,*(f). This means that there is a vertex a’

such that m; — a’ — bin D'. If @’ = y;, then (y;,0) € E(D). This case is
already treated in Subcase 7.2.2.2.a.1. Else, we proceed in the same method
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as in Subcase 7.2.2.2.a.2.2.

Case 3: 31 <t <1 such that f € Y, and M; # ¢. There is a mazimal
directed path P = moyo — .. — my; — ... = My, in A such that f = y;.

Case 3.1: Assume (m;,y;) € E(D’'). Clearly, f gains no new first out-
neighbor. We prove that f gains no new second out-neighbor. Assume
yi —a—b—y; inT'". Then (y;,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(T).

Subcase a: If (a,b) € E(D), then clearly b € NA*(f).

Subcase b: If (a,b) € E(D') — E(D), then either (a,b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D and hence b € N T (f) or there is rs — ab in A, namely
s — band a ¢ Nji*(s). Thus 3 j such that rs,ab € E[Y}, M;]. Assume
r = y. Then s = m;, a = m;;; and b = y;41. Since (my,y;) € E(D’),
then (yir1,miy1) € E(D'), that is, (b,a) € E(D’), a contradiction. Then
r # y;. Assume s = y;. Then a = y;,1. Hence y;a = y;y;11 is a missing edge,
contradiction. So s # y;. Now we prove that y;s is not a missing edge. If
a € Y}, then y;a is a missing edge, a contradiction. So a € M; and hence
s € M;. Since y;a is not a missing edge, then by definition of G, y;s is also
not a missing edge. Since y; — a in D and a ¢ N*7(s), then by Lemma
we get b € NAHT(f).

Subcase c: If (a,b) € E(T) — E(D'), then (a,b) is a convenient orienta-
tion w.r.t. D’. Whence, b € N/ (f). Then there is a vertex a’ such that
y; — a — bin D’. Thus (y;,a’) € D. This case is already treated in Subcase
©.3.1.a and Subcase 7.3.1.b.

Case 3.2: Assume (y;,m;) € E(D’).

Case 3.2.1: Assume 1 = k, that is, f = yg. Clearly, f gains no new
out-neighbor. We prove that f gains no new second out-neighbor. Suppose
that f - a —b— finT’. Then (f,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(T).

Subcase a: If (a,b) € E(D), then clearly b € NAT(f).

Subcase b: 1If (a,b) € E(D’) — E(D), then either (a,b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D and hence b € N T (f) or there is rs — ab in A, namely
s —band a ¢ Nj"(s). Then 3 j such that rs,ab € E[Y;, M;]. Since f = ys,
then r # yj and s # yi. Since (yx,a) € E(D), then a ¢ Y. Whence, a € M
and s € M. Since yra is not a missing edge, then by definition of G, ys is
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also not a missing edge. Since f — a in D and a ¢ N},*(s), then by Lemma
3.2 we get b € NH*(f).

Subcase c: If (a,b) € E(T) — E(D'), then it is a convenient orientation
w.r.t. D', But f — a in D and thus in D', then b € N} (f). So there is a
vertex a’ such that f — a' — bin D’.

Subcase c.1: Suppose a’ = my. Since yra is not a missing edge of D, then
a is a whole vertex of D or a € M — {my}. Since (a,b) € E(T) — E(D),
then a is not whole. Thus 3 j such that a € M; — {my}. The definition of
G together with the facts that f =y, € Y, a € M; — {m;,} and yxa is not
missing edge imply that j > t. Since (a,b) ¢ E(D’) and a € M;, then 3
« > j such that b € Y,. Thus ba’ € E[Y,,, M,;] with a > t. So, by using
the definition of G, a’b is a missing edge of D and D', a contradiction since

(a',b) € B(D').

Subcase ¢.2: Suppose a’ # my. Whence (yg,a’) € E(D). But (d/,b) €
E(D'), then this is already discussed in Subcase ¢.3.2.1.a and Subcase i.3.2.1.b.

Case 3.2.2: Assume i < k. Clearly, f = y; gains only m; as an out-
neighbor. We prove that f gains only y;,; as a second out-neighbor.

Subcase a: Suppose that f — m; — b — f in T with b # y;,1. Then
(yi;,m;) € E(D') and (m;,b) € E(T).

Subcase a.1: If (m;,b) € E(D). Since b # y;+1 and m;b is not a missing
edge of D, then by definition of G, also m;,1b is not a missing edge. Since
m; — bin D and m;,; ¢ NTT(m;), then we must have m;,; — bin D. Thus
Yi — Mip1 — bin D.

Subcase a.2: If (m;,b) € E(D") — E(D). Then m;b = m;y; and hence
b = y;, a contradiction. So this case does not hold.

Subcase a.3: If (m;,b) € E(T) — E(D’). Then (m;,b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. to D’. Since y; — m; in D', then b € N}*(y;). Then there
is a vertex @’ such that y; - @’ — bin D'. If ' = m;, then (m;,b) € E(D’),
a contradiction. Thus a’ # m; and so (y;,a’) € E(D) and (a’,b) € E(D’).

Subcase a.3.1: 1If (a/,b) € E(D), then y; - a’ — bin D.

Subcase a.3.2: If (a’,b) € E(D')— E(D), then either (d’, b) is a convenient
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orientation w.r.t. D and hence b € N (f) or there is rs — @b in A, namely
s —band a ¢ Ni*(s). If rs = myy;, then a’b = m; 1y;1. But b # yii4,
then b = m;1. Since (y;,m;) € E(D'), then (mii1,yi41) € E(D’), that is,
(b,a’) € E(D’), a contradiction. Now we claim that y;s is not a missing edge
of D. Since y;a’ is not a missing edge, then o’ ¢ Y. Whence, ’ € M and
s € M. Therefore, using the definition of G and the fact that y;a’ is not a
missing edge, we reach our claim. Since y; — @’ in D and o’ ¢ N (s), then

by Lemmawe get be NAT(f).

Subcase b: Assume y; — a — b — y; in T" with a # m; and b # y,,1.
Then (y;,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(T). If (a,b) € E(D’), then this is already
treated in Subcases a.3.1 and @.3.2. Else if (a,b) € E(T) — E(D'), then it
is a convenient orientation w.r.t. D’ and hence b € N}*(y;). Then there is
a vertex a' such that y; — o’ — b in D'. If o’ = m;, this is already treated
in Subcase i.3.2.2.a.1 and Subcase i.3.2.2.a.2. Else if a’ # m;, this is already
treated in Subcase i.3.2.2.a.3.1 and Subcase ¢.3.2.2.a.3.2.

Case 4: 41 <t <[+ 1 such that f € Y; such that M; = ¢. Clearly, f
gains no new out-neighbor. We prove it gains no new second out-neighbor.
Suppose f —a —b— finT". Then (f,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(T). We
consider the following cases.

Subcase a: If (a,b) € E(D), then clearly b € N (f).

Subcase b: If (a,b) € E(D') — E(D), then either (a,b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D and hence b € N} " (f) or there is rs — ab in A, namely
s — band a ¢ Nh*(s). Then 3 j such that rs,ab € E[Y;, M;]. Since fa
is not a missing edge of D, then a ¢ Y. Hence a € M; and s € M;. Since
a,s € M; and fa is not a missing edge, then also fs is not a missing edge.
Since f — a in D and a ¢ N;,"(s), then by Lemmawe get b e NAT(f).

Subcase c: 1f (a,b) € E(T)— E(D’), then (a, b) is a convenient orientation
wr.t. D0 But f — ain D and D', then b € N} (f). So there is a vertex
a’ such that f — o' — b in D'. Then (f,d’) € E(D). But this is already
treated in Subcase i.4.a and Subcase .4.b.

Case 5: f € Y . Exactly same as Case .4, with only one difference in
Subcase b. The difference is that fs is not a missing edge in Subcase .5.b,

because E[Y) o, M;] = ¢ by definition of G, while in Subcase i.4.b we had to
prove it.
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Case 6: f € V(G) — (Y UM). Clearly, f gains no new out-neighbor. We
will prove that it gains no new second out-neighbor. Suppose f —a — b — f
in 7. Then (f,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(T). We consider the following sub-
cases.

Subcase a: If (a,b) € E(D), then clearly b € N T (f).

Subcase b: 1f (a,b) € E(D') — E(D), then either (a,b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D and hence b € N5 (f) or there is rs — ab in A, namely
s — band a ¢ Nj*T(s). Thus 3 j such that rs,ab € E[Y;, M;]. If a € Y},
then fa is a missing edge of D, a contradiction. So a € M; and hence s € M;.
Then fs is not a missing edge. Since f — a in D and a ¢ N} " (s), then by
Lemma [3.2) we get b € N5t (f).

Subcase c: 1If (a,b) € E(T) — E(D’). Then (a,b) is a convenient orien-
tation w.r.t. D'. But f — a in D and so D', then b € N}Y(f). Then
there is a vertex a' such that f — o’ — b in D'. Then (f,d’) € E(D) and
(a’,b) € E(D'). But this is already discussed in Subcase i.6.a and Subcase
1.6.D.

Therefore, f has the SNP in D in all cases. This completes the proof of
Case 1.

Case ii: A[E(C)] contains exactly one arc, say uv — zy.

Assume without loss of generality that (u,v) is a convenient orientation of
the good missing edge uwv. We add to D the arcs (u,v) and (z,y), we
assign to the good missing edges xv, yz and zu a convenient orientation
and then we add them to D. The obtained oriented graph D’ is missing
G' =G — (UE]Y;, M;] U E(C)) which is a threshold graph. We assign to the
missing edges of D’ convenient orientations and we add them to D’ to get a
tournament T'. Let L be a local median order of T" and let f denote its feed
vertex. Reorient all the missing edges incident to f towards f, except those
whose out-degree in A is not zero. The same order L is a local median order
of the obtained tournament 7", f is also feed vertex of L and thus f has the
SNP in T". We will prove that f has the SNP in D also. For this purpose,
we consider the following cases.

Case 1: f is a whole vertex. This is the same as Case 1.1.
Case 2: 41 <t < such that f € M,;. Exactly same as Case i.2, with
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only one difference in the subcases when f — a — b with (f,a) € E(D) and
(a,b) € E(D') — E(D) and it is not convenient w.r.t. D. Such subcase we
call it unsteady. As usual, since (a, b) is not convenient w.r.t. D, then there
is s — ab in A, namely s — b and a ¢ N " (s). The difference is that in
the unsteady subcases of Case ii.2 either rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j or
rs =uv,ab = zy. If rs,ab € E[Y;, M;| for some j, we proceed exactly in the
same way as in the unsteady subcases of Case .2. Else if (r,s) = (u,v) and
(a,b) = (x,y), then fs is not a missing edge because E[M,C| = ¢. Since
f—ain D and a ¢ N} *(s), then by Lemmawe get b € NAT(f).

Case 3: 31 <t <[ such that f € Y, and M, # ¢. Exactly same as
Case 1.3, with only one difference in the subcases when f — a — b with
(f,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(D') — E(D) and it is not convenient w.r.t. D.
As usual, since (a, b) is not convenient w.r.t. D, then there is rs — ab in A,
namely s — b and a ¢ N (s). The difference is that in the unsteady sub-
cases of Case 7.3 there are two cases to be consider: Either rs,ab € E[Y;, M;]
for some j, or rs = uv and ab = zy. If rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, we
proceed exactly in the same way as in the unsteady subcases of Case i.3. Else
if (r,s) = (u,v) and (a,b) = (z,y), then fa = fx is a missing edge because
G[Y U (] is a complete split graph, a contradiction.

Case 4: 31 <t <1+ 1 such that f € Y; such that My = ¢. Exactly
same as Case .4, with only one difference in Subcase b. The difference is
that in Subcase 7i.4.b there are two possibilities for the edges rs, ab: Either
rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, or (r,s) = (u,v) and (a,b) = (z,y). The first
case is treated in Subcase 7.4.b. However, the second case does not exist since
otherwise fa = fx is a missing edge because G[Y U C] is a complete split
graph, which contradicts the fact that (f,a) € E(D).

Case 5: f € Y).5. Exactly same as Case i.4, with two differences in Sub-
case b. The first difference is that in Subcase ii.5.b there are two possibilities
for the edges rs,ab: Either rs,ab € E[Y;, M,] for some j, or (r,s) = (u,v)
and (a,b) = (z,y). The first case is already treated in Subcase i.4.b. How-
ever, the second case does not exist since otherwise fa = fx is a missing
edge because G[Y U C] is a complete split graph, which contradicts the fact
that (f,a) € E(D). The second difference is that fs is not a missing edge in
Subcase i1.5.b, because E[Y 2, M;] = ¢ by definition of G, while in Subcase
1.4.b we had to prove it.

Case 6: f = u. Clearly, u gains only v as a new first out-neighbor. We
prove that it gains only y as a new second out-neighbor.

18



Case 6.1: Suppose that v — v — b — w in T" with b # y. Then
(v,b) € E(T). Note that b # x because v — z in D.

Subcase a: If (v,b) € E(D), then either b = 2z, b € S or b is a whole
vertex. Then by the losing relation uv — zy, we get b € N} " (u).

Subcase b: 1If (v,b) € E(D")— E(D), then b = x or b = u, a contradiction.
Thus this case does not exist.

Subcase c: If (v,b) € E(T) — E(D'), then b € K and (v,b) is a conve-
nient orientation w.r.t. D’. Then there exists v’ such that u — v = b — u
in D'. Since (v',b) € E(D’) and b € K, then v" ¢ C. Since v ¢ C and
(f,v") € E(D'), then (f,v") € E(D).

Subcase c.1: TIf (v/,b) € E(D), then b € NA*(f).

Subcase ¢.2: 1If (v',0) € E(D")— E(D), then (v, b) is a convenient orienta-
tion w.r.t D and hence b € N T(f) or there is rs — v'b in A, namely s — b
and v ¢ N (s). Since v’ ¢ C, then 3 j such that rs,v'b € E[Y;, M;]. Since
b e K, then b € Y;. Whence, v' € M; and s € M;. Thus fs is not a missing
edge of D by definition of G. But (f,v’) € E(D) and v' ¢ N} " (s), then by

Lemma [3.2] we get b € NAT(f).

Case 6.2: Suppose that u — a — b — u in T" with a # v and b # y.
Then (u,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(T). Note that a ¢ K U{u,v,y,z} and
b ¢ {u,v,xy}.

Subcase a: If (a,b) € E(D), b € N (u).

Subcase b: 1If (a,b) € E(D') — E(D), then either ab € E(C) or ab €
ElY;, M,] for some j. If ab € E(C), then (a,b) = (x,z) because a ¢
{u,v,y,z} and b ¢ {u,v,y,z}. Thus xz is a missing edge of D, a con-
tradiction. It follows that ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j. Then either (a,b) is a
convenient orientation w.r.t. D and hence b € N (u) or there is rs — ab
in A, namely s — b and a ¢ N7 (s). Since a ¢ K, then a € M; and
thus s € M;. So by definition of G, us is not a missing edge of D. But
(u,a) € B(D) and a ¢ N} *(s), then by Lemma [3.2] we get b € N (u).

Subcase c: If (a,b) € E(T)— E(D'), then b € K and (a, b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D’. Since (u,a) € E(D) and so in D', there exists v’ such
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that w — v — bin D'. Since (v/,b) € E(D’) and b € K, then v' ¢ C. Since
v' ¢ C and (u,v’) € E(D'), then (u,v") € E(D). But this is already treated
in Subcase #:.6.1.c.1 and Subcase i7.6.1.c.2.

Case 7: f € C' — {u}. It is clear that f gains no new first out-neighbor.
We will prove that it gains no new second out-neighbor. Suppose that
f—a—=b— finT" Then (f,a) € E(D), (a,b) € E(T) and a ¢ K.

Subcase a: If (a,b) € E(D), b € Ni*(u).

Subcase b: If (a,b) € E(D') — E(D), then either (a,b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D and hence b € N} " (f) or there is there is rs — ab in
A, namely s — b and a ¢ N/ (s). If (r,s) = (u,v) and (a,b) = (z,y), then
a=xand b=yandso f ¢ {x,y}. Note that f # v, since otherwise fa = vz
is a missing edge of D, a contradiction. Since f € C'—{u,v,z,y}, then f = 2
and hence fs = zv is not a missing edge of D. Else if rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for
some j, then r # f and s # f. Since a ¢ K, then a ¢ Y; and so a € M.
Whence, s € M;. Thus fs is not missing edge of D by definition of G.
Therefore, by the losing relation rs — ab in A, we get b € N *(f).

Subcase c: 1If (a,b) € E(T)— E(D’), then b € K and (a, b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D’. So there is ¢’ such that f — v — b in D’. Since
(v/,b) € E(D') and b € K, then v' ¢ C. Since v ¢ C and (f,v) € E(D'),
then (f,v") € E(D). But this is already treated in Subcase ii.6.1.c.1 and
Subcase 77.6.1.c.2.

Case 8: f e V(G)—(YUMUC) = AU(X - X;) = AU(X —Y)). Exactly
same as Case .6, with only one difference in Subcase b. The difference is
that in Subcase 7i.8.b there are two possibilities for the edges rs, ab: Either
rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, or (r,s) = (u,v) and (a,b) = (z,y). The first
case is treated in Subcase i.6.0. However, for the case (r,s) = (u,v) and
(a,b) = (z,y), f must belong to A since otherwise fa = fx is a missing edge
because G[X U (] is a complete split graph, which contradicts the fact that
(f,a) € E(D). Thus fs = fuv is not missing edge of D because F[A,C]| = ¢
by definition of G. Since f — a in D and a ¢ N/ (s), then by Lemma
we get b € NAT(f).

Therefore, f has the SNP in D when A has exactly one arc between the
edges of C.

Case iz Suppose that A[E(C)] has exactly two arcs , say uwv — xy and
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VT — Yz

Then v = x — z = v — y in D and uv, vz, uz are good missing edges. As-
sume without loss of generality that (u,v) is a convenient orientation w.r.t.
D. Add the arcs (u,v) and (x,y) to D. If (v,x) is a convenient orientation
of vz, then add the arcs (v, x) and (y, z). Otherwise, add the arcs (x,v) and
(z,y). Assign to uz a convenient orientation and add it to D. The obtained
oriented graph D’ is missing G’ = G — (UEIY;, M;|JUE(C')) which is a thresh-
old graph. So all the missing edges of D’ are good. We assign to them a
convenient orientation and we add them to get a tournament 7. Let L be
a local median order of T" and let f denote its feed vertex. Reorient all the
missing edges incident to f towards f except those whose out-degree in A
is not zero. The same order L is again a local median order of the obtained
tournament 7" and f has the SNP in 7”. We will prove that f has the SNP
in D also. We have the following cases.

Case 1: f is a whole verter. This is the same as Case 1.1.

Case 2: 41 <t <1 such that f € M;. Exactly same as Case 1.2, with
only one difference in the unsteady subcases, that is, in the subcases where
f — a — b with (f,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(D') — E(D) and it is not
convenient w.r.t. D. As usual, since (a,b) is not convenient w.r.t. D, then
there is rs — ab in A, namely s — b and a ¢ N} *(s). The difference is
that in the unsteady subcases of Case 7.2 either rs, ab € E[Y}, M,] for some
jorrs,ab e E(C). If rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, we proceed exactly in
the same way as in the unsteady subcases of Case i.2. Else if rs,ab € E(C)
(the possible cases are: (r,s) = (u,v) and (a,b) = (x,y), (r,s) = (v,z) and
(a,b) = (y, 2) if (v,x) is a convenient orientation of vz or (r,s) = (x,v) and
(a,b) = (z,y) if (z,v) is a convenient orientation of vx), then fs is not a
missing edge because F[M,C] = ¢. Since f — a in D and a ¢ N " (s), then
by Lemmawe get b e NAT(f).

Case 3: 31 <t < such that f € Y; and My # ¢. Exactly same as
Case 1.3, with only one difference in the subcases when f — a — b with
(f,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(D') — E(D) and it is not convenient w.r.t. D.
As usual, since (a,b) is not convenient w.r.t. D, then there is rs — ab in A,
namely s — b and a ¢ N} (s). The difference is that in the unsteady sub-
cases of Case 7i7.3 there are two cases to be consider: Either rs,ab € E[Y;, M,]
for some j, or rs,ab € E(C). If rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, we proceed
exactly in the same way as in the unsteady subcases of Case i.3. Else if
rs,ab € E(C), then fa is a missing edge because G[Y UC] is a complete split
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graph, a contradiction. Thus this case does not exist.

Case 4: 31 <t <1+ 1 such that f € Y; such that M; = ¢. Exactly
same as Case ¢.4, with only one difference in Subcase b. The difference is
that in Subcase ii:.4.b there are two possibilities for the edges rs, ab: Either
rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, or rs,ab € E(C). The first case is treated
in Subcase 7.4.b. However, the second case does not exist since otherwise
fa is a missing edge because G[Y U C] is a complete split graph, which con-
tradicts the fact that (f,a) € F(D). This means that this case does not exist.

Case 5: f € V;.». Exactly same as Case i.4, with two differences in Sub-
case b. The first difference is that in Subcase 797.5.b there are two possibilities
for the edges rs,ab: Either rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, or rs,ab € E(C).
The first case is already treated in Subcase i.4.b. However, the second case
does not exist since otherwise fa is a missing edge because G[Y U C] is a
complete split graph, which contradicts the fact that (f,a) € E(D). The
second difference is that fs is not a missing edge in Subcase ii:.5.h, because
ElYi12, M;] = ¢ by definition of G, while in Subcase i.4.b we had to prove it.

Case 6: f = u. Clearly, f gains only v as a new first out-neighbor and
y as a new second out-neighbor. We prove it gains only y as a second out-
neighbor.

Case 6.1: Suppose that v — v — b — w in T" with b # y. Then
(v,b) € E(T). Since x and z are first and second out-neighbors of u in D re-
spectively, then we may assume that b ¢ C and hence (v,b) ¢ E(D')— E(D).

Subcase a: If (v,b) € E(D), then either b € S or b is a whole vertex.
Then by the losing relation uv — zy, we get b € N (u).

Subcase b: If (v,b) € E(T)— E(D’), then b € K and (v, b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D’. But this is exactly the same as Subcase i:.6.1.c.

Case 6.2 : Suppose that w — a — b — w in T" with a # v and b # y.
Thus (a,b) € E(T). Since a # v, then (u,a) € E(D) and hence a ¢ K. Since
x and z are first and second out-neighbors of u in D and v — v in 7", then
we may assume b ¢ C.

Subcase a: If (a,b) € E(D), b€ N5 (u).

Subcase b: 1If (a,b) € E(D') — E(D), then either ab € E(C) or ab €
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ElY;, M;] for some j. If ab € E(C), then b € C, a contradiction. Thus
ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j. It follows that either (a,b) is a convenient ori-
entation w.r.t. D and hence b € N (u) or there is rs — ab in A, namely
s — band a ¢ Np*(s). Since a ¢ K, then a € M; and thus s € M;. So
by definition of G, us is not a missing edge of D. But (u,a) € E(D) and
a ¢ Nj*(s), then by Lemma [3.2 we get b € Nj™(u).

Subcase c: 1f (a,b) € E(T)— E(D’), then b € K and (a, b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D'. Since (u,a) € E(D) and so in D', there exists v’ such
that w — v" — bin D’. Since (v',b) € E(D') and b € K, then v' ¢ C. Since
v ¢ C and (u,v’) € E(D'), then (u,v") € E(D). But this is already treated
in Subcase #¢.6.2.a and Subcase 7:7.6.2.b.

Case 7: f = v. Here there are two cases to be consider.

Case 7.1: Assume (v,z) € E(D'). Then v gains z as first out-neighbor
and z as a second out-neighbor. This case is similar to Case ii:.6.

Case 7.2: Assume (xz,v) € E(D'). Then (z,y) € E(D’). Clearly, v gains
no new first out-neighbor. We prove that it gains no new second out-neighbor.
Suppose f —a—b— finT". Then (f,a) € E(D) and hence a ¢ K.

Subcase a: If (a,b) € E(D), b€ NA(f).

Subcase b: If (a,b) € E(D') — E(D), then either (a,b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D and hence b € N (v) or there is s — ab in A, namely
s — band a ¢ Nj(s). So either rs,ab € E(C) or rs,ab € E[Y;, Mj]
for some j. If ab € E(C), then (a,b) = (x,y) or (a,b) = (z,y) and hence
b = y, which is impossible because b — f in 7" while f — y in D. Thus
rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j. Since a ¢ K, then a € M; and thus s € M;.
So by definition of G, fs is not a missing edge of D. But (f,a) € E(D) and
a ¢ Nj*(s), then by Lemma [3.2 we get b € NAT(f).

Subcase c: 1If (a,b) € E(T)— E(D’), then b € K and (a, b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D’. Since (f,a) € E(D) and so in D', there exists v’ such
that f — ¢ — bin D’". Since (v/,b) € E(D’) and b € K, then v' ¢ C. Since
v' ¢ C and (f,0v") € E(D’'), then (f,v") € E(D). But this is already treated
in Subcase #4:.7.2.a and Subcase 7i7.7.2.b.

Case 8: f = x. Here there are two cases to be consider.
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Case 8.1: Assume (v,z) € E(D’'). Clearly, x gains no new first out-
neighbor. We prove it gains no new second out-neighbor. Suppose © — a —
b — x in T'. Then (x,a) € E(D), (a,b) € E(T) and a ¢ K. Note that
a ¢ {x,y,u,v} and we may assume b ¢ {x, z,v}.

Subcase a: If (a,b) € E(D), b e Ni™(z).

Subcase b: If (a,b) € E(D') — E(D), then either (a,b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D and hence b € N5 (x) or there is rs — ab in A, namely
s — band a ¢ Ni*(s). So either rs,ab € E(C) or rs,ab € E[Y;, Mj]
for some j. If ab € E(C), then (a,b) = (z,y) or (a,b) = (y,2) and hence
a € {x,y}, a contradiction. Thus rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j. Since a ¢ K,
then a € M; and thus s € M;. So by definition of GG, fs is not a missing
edge of D. But (z,a) € E(D) and a ¢ N7 (s), then by Lemma we get
be N5 (f).

Subcase c: 1If (a,b) € E(T)— E(D’), then b € K and (a, b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D’. Since (z,a) € E(D) and so in D', there exists v" such
that + — ¢ — bin D'. Since (v',b) € E(D') and b € K, then v' ¢ C. Since
v' ¢ C and (z,v") € E(D'), then (z,v") € E(D). But this is already treated
in Subcase #7:.8.1.a and Subcase 7:.8.1.b.

Case 8.2: Assume (z,v) € E(D’). Clearly, = gains only v as a first out-
neighbor and y as a second out-neighbor. We prove it gains only y as a
second out-neighbor. Note that z and v are first and second out-neighbors

of xin D, (v,u) ¢ E(T) and (z,u) ¢ E(T).

Subcase a: Suppose that © — v — b — =z in 7" with b # y. Then
(v,b) € E(T). By the previous note, we may assume that b ¢ C' and hence

(v,b) ¢ E(D") — E(D).

Subcase a.1: If (v,b) € E(D), then either b € S or b is a whole vertex.
Then by the losing relation zv — zy, we get b € N (z).

Subcase a.2: If (v,b) € E(T) — E(D'), then b € K and (v,b) is a conve-
nient orientation w.r.t. D’. But this exactly the same as Subcase ii.6.a.3.

Subcase b: Suppose © — a — b — x in 7" with b # y and a # v.

Then (z,a) € E(D) and thus a ¢ K U {z,y,v,u}. Note that suppose
b¢ {z,y,v,z}. We argue exactly as in Subcase i7.7.2.
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Case 9: f = y. Clearly, f gains no new first out-neighbor. We prove
that it gains no new second out-neighbor. Note that (z,y) € F(T") and u
and z are first and second out-neighbors of y, respectively. Suppose that
f—a—b— finT' Then (f,a) € E(D) and a ¢ K U{x,y,v, z}.

Subcase a: If (a,b) € E(D), then b € NA(f).

Subcase b: If (a,b) € E(D') — E(D), then either (a,b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D and hence b € N (f) or there is rs — ab in A, namely
s — band a ¢ Nt (s). So either rs,ab € E(C) or rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for
some j. If ab € E(C), then (a,b) = (x,y) or (a,b) = (y,2) or (a,b) = (2,y)
and hence a € {z,y, 2z}, a contradiction. Thus rs, ab € E[Y}, M;] for some j.
Since a ¢ K, then a € M, and thus s € M;. So by definition of G, fs is not
a missing edge of D. But (f,a) € F(D) and a ¢ N} " (s), then by Lemma
we get b € NAT(f).

Subcase c: 1If (a,b) € E(T)— E(D’), then b € K and (a, b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D’. Since (f,a) € E(D) and so in D', there exists v" such
that f — v — bin D’. Since (v',b) € E(D’) and b € K, then v' ¢ C. Since
v' ¢ C and (f,v") € E(D’'), then (f,v") € E(D). But this is already treated
in Subcase #i7.9.a and Subcase #77.9.b.

Case 10: f = z. Exactly same as Case 1.9 with difference that yz is
reoriented so that (y,z) € E(T").

Case 11: f e V(G)— (YUMUC) =AU(X - X;) = AU(X —Y).
Exactly same as Case i.6, with only one difference in Subcase b. The dif-
ference is that in Subcase 7ii.11.b there are two possibilities for the edges
rs,ab: Either rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, or rs,ab € E(C). The first case
is treated in Subcase ¢.6.b. However, for the second case, f must belong to
A since otherwise fa is a missing edge because G|X U C] is a complete split
graph, which contradicts the fact that (f,a) € F(D). Thus fs is not missing
edge of D because E[A,C] = ¢ by definition of G. Since f — a in D and
a ¢ Nj*(s), then by Lemma [3.2 we get b € N3T(f).

Therefore, due to all above discussions, f has the SNP in D.
Case iv: Suppose that A[E(C)] has exactly two arcs, say uv — xy — zu.

Then v -y - u — x — 2z in D and uv, yz,vx are good missing edges. As-
sume without loss of generality that (u,v) is a convenient orientation w.r.t.
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D. Add the arcs (u,v), (z,y) and (z,u)to D. Assign to the good missing
edges vx and zy a convenient orientation and add them to D. The obtained
oriented graph D’ is missing G’ = G — (UEY;, M;|JUE(C')) which is a thresh-
old graph. So all the missing edges of D’ are good. We assign to them a
convenient orientation and we add them to get a tournament 7'. Let L be
a local median order of T" and let f denote its feed vertex. Reorient all the
missing edges incident to f towards f except those whose out-degree in A
is not zero. The same order L is again a local median order of the obtained
tournament 7" and f has the SNP in 7”. We will prove that f has the SNP
in D. We have the following cases.

Case 1: f is a whole verter. This is the same as Case 1.1.

Case 2: 41 <t <1 such that f € M;. Exactly same as Case 7.2, with
only one difference in the unsteady subcases, that is, in the subcases where
f — a — b with (f,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(D') — E(D) and it is not
convenient w.r.t. D. As usual, since (a,b) is not convenient w.r.t. D, then
there is rs — ab in A, namely s — b and a ¢ N}, " (s). The difference is that
in the unsteady subcases of Case iv.2 either rs,ab € E[Y;, M;| for some j or
rs,ab € E(C). If rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, we proceed exactly in the
same way as in the unsteady subcases of Case i.2. Else if rs,ab € E(C) (the
possible cases are: (r,s) = (u,v) and (a,b) = (x,y) or (r,s) = (x,y) and
(a,b) = (z,u)), then fs is not a missing edge because E[M,C]| = ¢. Since
f—ain D and a ¢ NA*(s), then by Lemmawe get be NAT(f).

Case 3: 31 <t <[ such that f € Y, and M, # ¢. Exactly same as
Case 1.3, with only one difference in the subcases when f — a — b with
(f,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(D') — E(D) and it is not convenient w.r.t. D.
As usual, since (a,b) is not convenient w.r.t. D, then there is rs — ab in A,
namely s — b and a ¢ N\ (s). The difference is that in the unsteady sub-
cases of Case iv.3 there are two cases to be consider: Either rs,ab € E[Y;, M|
for some j, or rs,ab € E(C). If rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, we proceed
exactly in the same way as in the unsteady subcases of Case i.3. Else if
rs,ab € E(C), then fa is a missing edge because G[Y UC] is a complete split
graph, a contradiction. Thus this case does not exist.

Case 4: 31 <t <1+ 1 such that f € Y; such that My = ¢. Exactly
same as Case 7.4, with only one difference in Subcase b. The difference is
that in Subcase iv.4.b there are two possibilities for the edges rs, ab: Either
rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, or rs,ab € E(C). The first case is treated
in Subcase i.4.0. However, the second case does not exist since otherwise
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fa is a missing edge because G[Y U (] is a complete split graph, which con-
tradicts the fact that (f,a) € E(D). This means that this case does not exist.

Case 5: f € Y,.5. Exactly same as Case i.4, with two differences in Sub-
case b. The first difference is that in Subcase 7v.5.b there are two possibilities
for the edges rs,ab: Either rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, or rs,ab € E(C).
The first case is already treated in Subcase i.4.b. However, the second case
does not exist since otherwise fa is a missing edge because G[Y U C] is a
complete split graph, which contradicts the fact that (f,a) € E(D). The
second difference is that fs is not a missing edge in Subcase iv.5.b, because
ElYi12, M;] = ¢ by definition of G, while in Subcase i.4.b we had to prove it.

Case 6: f = u. Clearly, u gains only v as a first out-neighbor and gains
y as a second out-neighbor. We prove that u gains only y as a second out-
neighbor. But this is exactly same as Case 7:.6.

Case 7: f = v. It is clear that v gains no new first out-neighbor. We
prove that it gains no new second out-neighbor. Suppose that v —a — b — v
in 7". Then (v,a) € E(D) and a ¢ K U{x,v,u}. Since v -y — uin D, we
may assume that b ¢ {u,v,y} and a # y.

Subcase a: If (a,b) € E(D) or is a convenient orientation w.r.t. D, then
be Ny (f).

Subcase b: If (a,b) € E(D)—E(D’) and it is not convenient w.r.t. D, then
thereis rs — abin A, namely s — band a ¢ N}, % (s). So either rs,ab € E(C)
or rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j. If ab € E(C), then (a,b) = (x,y) or
(a,b) = (z,u) and hence b € {u,y}, a contradiction. Thus rs, ab € E[Y;, M;]
for some j. Since a ¢ K, then a € M; and thus s € M;. So by definition of
G, fsis not a missing edge of D. But (f,a) € E(D) and a ¢ N}*(s), then

by Lemma [3.2] we get b € N3 (f).

Subcase c: 1If (a,b) € E(T)— E(D’), then b € K and (a, b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D’. Since (f,a) € E(D) and so in D', there exists v" such
that f — v — bin D’. Since (v/,b) € E(D’) and b € K, then v/ ¢ C U k.
Since v' ¢ C and (f,v") € E(D'), then (f,v") € E(D). But this is already
treated in Subcase ¢v.7.a and Subcase 1v.7.b.

Case 8: f = z. Then x gains only y as a first out-neighbor and gains

u as a second out-neighbor. We prove that it gains only v as a new second
out-neighbor.
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Subcase a: Suppose that x — y — b — x in 7" with b # u. Then
(y,b) € E(T). Since v — z and v — y in D, then we may assume b ¢ C
and hence (y,b) ¢ E(D’) — E(D). If (y,b) € E(D), then b is a whole vertex
or b € S. Thus by the losing relation zy — zu, we get b € Np"(z). Else
if (y,b) € E(T) — E(D'), then b € K and (y,b) is a convenient orientation
w.r.t. D'. So there is v’ such that x — v — b in D’. Since (v/,b) € E(D’)
and b € K, then v ¢ C UK. Since v' ¢ C and (f,v") € E(D’), then
(f,v) € E(D). As usual we can prove that b € Nj*(z) in D.

Subcase b: Suppose that © — a — b — x in T’ with a # y and b # u.
Then (x,a) € D and thus a ¢ K. Since ¢ — z in D and x — y in T, then
b ¢ {x,y,u,z}. We proceed exactly as in Case iv.7.

Case 9: f = y. Clearly, y gains no new first out-neighbor. We prove
that it gains no new second out-neighbor. Suppose that y = a — b — y in
T'. Then (y,a) € E(D) and a ¢ K. Since y — u — x in D, then we may
assume b ¢ {z,y,u}. We continue exactly as in Case iv.7.

Case 10: f = 2. It is clear that z gains no new vertex as a first out-
neighbor. We prove that it gains no new vertex as a second out-neighbor.
Suppose that z — a — b — z in T". Then (z,a) € E(D) and a ¢ K. Since
r — z in D, we may assume that a ¢ K U {z, z}.

Subcase a: If (a,b) € E(D) or it is a convenient orientation w.r.t. D,
then b € N7 (z).

Subcase b: 1f (a,b) € E(D)—E(D') and it is not convenient w.r.t. D, then
thereis rs — abin A, namely s — band a ¢ N/} *(s). So either rs,ab € E(C)
or rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j. If ab € E(C), then (a,b) = (z,y) or
(a,b) = (z,u) and hence a € {x, 2z}, a contradiction. Thus rs,ab € E[Y}, M;]
for some j. Since a ¢ K, then a € M; and thus s € M;. So by definition of
G, fsis not a missing edge of D. But (f,a) € E(D) and a ¢ N} " (s), then

by Lemma [3.2 we get b € N*(f).

Subcase c: 1If (a,b) € E(T)— E(D’), then b € K and (a, b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D’. Since (f,a) € E(D) and so in D', there exists v’ such
that f — " — bin D’. Since (v,b) € E(D') and b € K, then v' ¢ C U k.
Since v' ¢ C and (f,v') € E(D'), then (f,v") € E(D). But this is already

treated in Subcase 7v.10.¢ and Subcase 7v.10.b.
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Case 11: f e V(G)—(YUMUC)=AU(X -X;) =AU (X —Y).
Exactly same as Case 7.6, with only one difference in Subcase b. The differ-
ence is that in Subcase 1v.11.b there are two possibilities for the edges rs, ab:
Either rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, or rs,ab € E(C). The first case is
treated in Subcase i.6.b. However, for the second case, f must belong to A
since otherwise fa is a missing edge because G[X U C] is a complete split
graph, which contradicts the fact that (f,a) € E(D). Thus fs is not missing
edge of D because E[A,C] = ¢ by definition of G. Since f — a in D and
a ¢ NA*t(s), then by Lemmawe get b € NA*(f).

Therefore, f satisfies the SNP in D.

Case v: Suppose that A[E(C)] has exactly three arcs, say wv — vy — zu —
v,

Then u - — 2z — v — y in D and uv, yz are good missing edges. Assume
without loss of generality that (u,v) is a convenient orientation w.r.t. D.
Add the arcs (u,v), (z,y), (z,u) and (v,z) to D. Assign to yz a convenient
orientation and add it to D. The obtained oriented graph D’ is missing
G' = G— (UEY;, M;]UE(C)) which is a threshold graph. So all the missing
edges of D" are good. We assign to them a convenient orientation and we
add them to get a tournament 7. Let L be a local median order of T" and let
f denote its feed vertex. Reorient all the missing edges incident to f towards
f except those whose out-degree in A is not zero. The same order L is again
a local median order of the obtained tournament 7" and f has the SNP in
T'. We will prove that f has the SNP in D. We have the following cases.

Case 1: f is a whole vertex. This is the same as Case i.1.

Case 2: 41 <t <1 such that f € M;. Exactly same as Case .2, with
only one difference in the unsteady subcases, that is, in the subcases where
f — a — b with (f,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(D') — E(D) and it is not
convenient w.r.t. D. As usual, since (a,b) is not convenient w.r.t. D, then
there is rs — ab in A, namely s — b and a ¢ N}, " (s). The difference is that
in the unsteady subcases of Case v.2 either rs,ab € E[Y;, M,] for some j or
rs,ab € E(C). If rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, we proceed exactly in the
same way as in the unsteady subcases of Case i.2. Else if rs,ab € E(C) (the
possible cases are: (r,s) = (u,v) and (a,b) = (x,y) or (r,s) = (z,y) and
(a,b) = (z,u) or (r,s) = (z,u) and (a,b) = (v,z)), then fs is not a missing
edge because E[M,C] = ¢. Since f — a in D and a ¢ NA*(s), then by
Lemma [3.2] we get b € NAT(f).
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Case 3: 31 <t <[ such that f € Y, and M, # ¢. Exactly same as
Case 1.3, with only one difference in the subcases when f — a — b with
(f,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(D’) — E(D) and it is not convenient w.r.t. D.
As usual, since (a,b) is not convenient w.r.t. D, then there is rs — ab in A,
namely s — b and a ¢ N} " (s). The difference is that in the unsteady sub-
cases of Case v.3 there are two cases to be consider: Either rs,ab € E[Y;, M,]
for some j, or rs,ab € E(C). If rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, we proceed
exactly in the same way as in the unsteady subcases of Case i.3. Else if
rs,ab € E(C), then fa is a missing edge because G[Y UC] is a complete split
graph, a contradiction. Thus this case does not exist.

Case 4: 31 <t <1+ 1 such that f € Y; such that M; = ¢. Exactly
same as Case 1.4, with only one difference in Subcase b. The difference is
that in Subcase v.4.b there are two possibilities for the edges rs, ab: FEither
rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, or rs,ab € E(C). The first case is treated
in Subcase i.4.b. However, the second case does not exist since otherwise
fa is a missing edge because G[Y U (] is a complete split graph, which con-
tradicts the fact that (f,a) € E(D). This means that this case does not exist.

Case 5: f € Y).5. Exactly same as Case i.4, with two differences in Sub-
case b. The first difference is that in Subcase v.5.b there are two possibilities
for the edges rs,ab: Either rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, or rs,ab € E(C).
The first case is already treated in Subcase i.4.b. However, the second case
does not exist since otherwise fa is a missing edge because G[Y U C] is a
complete split graph, which contradicts the fact that (f,a) € E(D). The
second difference is that fs is not a missing edge in Subcase v.5.b, because
ElYi12, M;] = ¢ by definition of G, while in Subcase i.4.b we had to prove it.

Case 6: f = u. Exactly same as Case 7v.6.

Case 7: f € {x,z}. Similar to the case f = u, that is to Case v.6.

Case 8: f = y. Exactly same as Case 2¢7.9 with only one difference in
Subcase b. The difference is that in Subcase v.8.b when ab € E(C') then (a, b)
can be either (z,y) or (z,u) or (v,z) and so a € {z, z,v}, a contradiction.

Case 9: f = v. Similar to the case f = y, that is to Case v.8.

Case 10: f e V(G)— (YUMUC) =AU (X —-X;)=AU(X —Y).
Exactly same as Case i.6, with only one difference in Subcase b. The differ-
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ence is that in Subcase v.10.b there are two possibilities for the edges rs, ab:
Either rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, or rs,ab € E(C). The first case is
treated in Subcase i.6.b. However, for the second case, f must belong to A
since otherwise fa is a missing edge because G[X U C] is a complete split
graph, which contradicts the fact that (f,a) € E(D). Thus fs is not missing
edge of D because E[A,C] = ¢ by definition of G. Since f — a in D and
a ¢ Nj"(s), then by Lemma [3.2 we get b € NjT(f).

Therefore, in view of all above observations, f satisfies the SNP in D.

Case vi: Suppose that A[E(C)] has exactly three arcs, say wv — xy — zu
and rv — zy.

Thenu -z — 2 - v —y — uwin D and wv and zv are good missing edges.
Assume without loss of generality that (u,v) is a convenient orientation of
wo. Add (u,v), (x,y) and (z,u) to D. If (x,v) is a convenient orientation,
then add (z,v) and (z,y) to D, otherwise add (v, x) and (y,z) to D. The
obtained oriented graph D’ is missing G' = G — (UE[Y;, M;] U E(C)) which
is a threshold graph. So all the missing edges of D" are good. We assign to
them a convenient orientation and we add them to get a tournament 7'. Let
L be a local median order of T and let f denote its feed vertex. Reorient all
the missing edges incident to f towards f except those whose out-degree in
A is not zero. The same order L is again a local median order of the obtained
tournament 7" and f has the SNP in 7”. We will prove that f has the SNP
in D. We have the following cases.

Case 1: f is a whole verter. This is the same as Case 1.1.

Case 2: 41 <t <1 such that f € M;. Exactly same as Case 1.2, with
only one difference in the unsteady subcases, that is, in the subcases where
f — a — b with (f,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(D') — E(D) and it is not
convenient w.r.t. D. As usual, since (a,b) is not convenient w.r.t. D, then
there is rs — ab in A, namely s — b and a ¢ N} *(s). The difference is
that in the unsteady subcases of Case vi.2 either rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some
jorrs,ab e E(C). If rs,ab € E[Y;, M,] for some j, we proceed exactly in
the same way as in the unsteady subcases of Case i.2. Else if rs,ab € E(C)
(the possible cases are: (r,s) = (u,v) and (a,b) = (x,y), (r,s) = (z,y) and
(a,b) = (z,u), (r,s) = (v,z) and (a,b) = (y,2) if (v, x) is a convenient ori-
entation of vz or (r,s) = (x,v) and (a,b) = (z,y) if (z,v) is a convenient
orientation of vx), then fs is not a missing edge because E[M, C] = ¢. Since
f—ain D and a ¢ Nj*(s), then by Lemma [3.2 we get b € N¥(f).
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Case 3: 31 <t <[ such that f € Y, and M, # ¢. Exactly same as
Case 1.3, with only one difference in the subcases when f — a — b with
(f,a) € E(D) and (a,b) € E(D’) — E(D) and it is not convenient w.r.t. D.
As usual, since (a,b) is not convenient w.r.t. D, then there is rs — ab in A,
namely s — b and a ¢ N} " (s). The difference is that in the unsteady sub-
cases of Case vi.3 there are two cases to be consider: Either rs,ab € E[Y;, M,]
for some j, or rs,ab € E(C). If rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, we proceed
exactly in the same way as in the unsteady subcases of Case i.3. Else if
rs,ab € E(C), then fa is a missing edge because G[Y UC] is a complete split
graph, a contradiction. Thus this case does not exist.

Case 4: 31 <t <1+ 1 such that f € Y; such that M; = ¢. Exactly
same as Case 1.4, with only one difference in Subcase b. The difference is
that in Subcase vi.4.b there are two possibilities for the edges rs, ab: Either
rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, or rs,ab € E(C). The first case is treated
in Subcase i.4.b. However, the second case does not exist since otherwise
fa is a missing edge because G[Y U (] is a complete split graph, which con-
tradicts the fact that (f,a) € E(D). This means that this case does not exist.

Case 5: f € Y).5. Exactly same as Case i.4, with two differences in Sub-
case b. The first difference is that in Subcase vi.5.b there are two possibilities
for the edges rs,ab: Either rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, or rs,ab € E(C).
The first case is already treated in Subcase i.4.b. However, the second case
does not exist since otherwise fa is a missing edge because G[Y U C] is a
complete split graph, which contradicts the fact that (f,a) € E(D). The
second difference is that fs is not a missing edge in Subcase vi.5.b, because
ElYi19, M;] = ¢ by definition of G, while in Subcase i.4.b we had to prove it.

Case 6: f = u. Exactly same as Case 7v.6.
Case 7: f = y. Exactly same as Case 41:2.9 with only one difference in
Subcase b. The difference is that in Subcase vi.7.b if ab € E(C') then (a,b)

can be either (z,v), (z,u) (y, 2) or (z,y) and so a € {z,y, 2}, a contradiction.

Case 8: f = z. Exactly same as Case vi.7 with difference that yz and
uz are reoriented so that (y,z) € E(T") and (u, z) € E(T"), respectively.

Case 9: f = v. Exactly same as Case 7.7, with only one difference: In

Subcase vi.9.2.b if ab € E(C) then (a,b) can be either (z,y), (z,u) or (z,y)
and so a € {z, z}, a contradiction because z — v in D and z — v in D’ while
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v—ain D.
Case 10: f = z. Here we consider two main cases:

Case 10.1: Assume (z,v) € E(D’). Clearly, x gains only v and y as new
first out-neighbors. However, x loses v as a second out-neighbor and gains u
as a new second out-neighbor. We prove that x gains only u as a new second
out-neighbor.

Subcase a: Suppose that ©+ — a — b — z in T, with a # y, a # v and
b # u. Then (a,b) € E(T), (z,a) € E(D) and thus a ¢ K. Since z — z — v
in D and z — y in T, then we may assume that b ¢ C.

Subcase a.1: If (a,b) € E(D), b e Nj*(z).

Subcase a.2: If (a,b) € E(D') — E(D), then either ab € E(C) or ab €
ElY;, M;] for some j. If ab € E(C), then b € C, a contradiction. Thus
ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j. It follows that either (a,b) is a convenient ori-
entation w.r.t. D and hence b € N () or there is rs — ab in A, namely
s — band a ¢ NpT(s). Since a ¢ K, then a € M; and thus s € M;. So
by definition of G, xs is not a missing edge of D. But (z,a) € E(D) and
a ¢ Nj*(s), then by Lemma [3.2 we get b € Nj™ ().

Subcase a.3: If (a,b) € E(T) — E(D’'), then b € K and (a,b) is a conve-
nient orientation w.r.t. D’. Since x — a in D and so in D', there exists v’
such that x — v — b in D’. Since (v,b) € E(D') and b € K, then v' ¢ C.
Since v' ¢ C and (z,v’) € E(D'), then (z,v") € E(D). But this is already
treated in Subcase vi.10.1.a.1 and Subcase vi.10.1.a.2.

Subcase b: Suppose that x — y — b — x in 1", with b # u. Since z —
z — vin D, then we may assume that b ¢ C' and hence (y,b) ¢ E(D")—E(D).

Subcase b.1: 1If (y,b) € E(D), then either b € S or b is a whole vertex.
Then by the losing relation xy — zu, we get b € N5 ().

Subcase b.2: If (y,b) € E(T)—E(D’), then b € K and (y, b) is a convenient
orientation w.r.t. D’. But this is exactly the same as Subcase vi.10.1.a.1 and
Subcase vi.10.1.a.2.

Subcase c¢: Suppose that ©+ — v — b — x in T’, with b # u. Since
x—z—vin D and x — y in T, then we may assume that b ¢ C. We pro-
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ceed similarly to Subcase vi.10.1.b by replacing the losing relation zy — zu
in Subcase vi.10.1.b by the losing relation zv — zy in Subcase vi.10.1.c.1.

Case 10.2: Assume (v,x) € E(D'). Clearly, x gains only y as a new first
out-neighbor and v as a new second out-neighbor. We prove it gains only u
as a new second out-neighbor.

Subcase a: Suppose that © — y — b — z in T" with b # u. Then
(y,b) € E(T). Since x — z — V in D, then we may assume b ¢ C and hence
(y,b) ¢ E(D') — E(D). This is exactly as Subcase vi.10.1.b.

Subcase b: Suppose that © — a — b — z in T’ with a # y and b # u.
Then (a,b) € E(T), (z,a) € E(D) and thus a ¢ K. Since v — z — v in D
and z — y in T, then b ¢ C'. We proceed exactly as in Case vi.10.1.a.

Case 11: f e V(G)— (YUMUC) =AU(X - X;) = AU(X —-Y).
Exactly same as Case 7.6, with only one difference in Subcase b. The differ-
ence is that in Subcase vi.11.b there are two possibilities for the edges rs, ab:
Either rs,ab € E[Y;, M;] for some j, or rs,ab € E(C). The first case is
treated in Subcase i.6.b. However, for the second case, f must belong to A
since otherwise fa is a missing edge because G[X U C] is a complete split
graph, which contradicts the fact that (f,a) € F(D). Thus fs is not missing
edge of D because E[A,C] = ¢ by definition of G. Since f — a in D and
a ¢ Nj*(s), then by Lemmal[3.2] we get b € NAT(f).

Therefore, all what precede prove that f has the SNP in D. This com-
pletes the proof.
m

As immediate consequences of the previous theorem, we may conclude
the following:

Corollary 4.1. FEvery oriented graph missing a generalized comb satisfies
the SNC.

Corollary 4.2. (Ghazal [j|] ) Every oriented graph missing a comb satisfies
the SNC.

Corollary 4.3. (Ghazal [6]) Every oriented graph missing a threshold graph
satisfies the SNC.
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Since threshold graphs, Cs, generalized combs and {Cy, Cy, S, chair and
co-chair}-free graphs are in F(P) and any oriented graph missing one of the
graphs mentioned before satisfies the SNC, we end this article by wondering

the following:

Problem 2. Does every oriented graph maissing a graph in F (73) satisfies
SNC?
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