arXiv:2405.03310v1 [math.CO] 6 May 2024

LOCALLY SEMICOMPLETE WEAKLY DISTANCE-REGULAR
DIGRAPHS

YUEFENG YANG, SHUANG LI*, AND KAISHUN WANG

ABSTRACT. A digraph is semicomplete if any two vertices are connected by at
least one arc and is locally semicomplete if the out-neighbourhood (resp. in-
neighbourhood) of any vertex induces a semicomplete digraph. In this paper, we
characterize all locally semicomplete weakly distance-regular digraphs under the
assumption of commutativity.

1. INTRODUCTION

A digraph T is a pair (V(I'), A(I')) where V(I') is a finite nonempty set of vertices
and A(T") is a set of ordered pairs (arcs) (x,y) with distinct vertices z and y. A
subdigraph of I' induced by a subset U C V(I') is denoted by I'[U]. For any arc
(x,y) € A(T), if A(T") also contains an arc (y,x), then {(x,y), (y,x)} can be viewed
as an edge. We say that I" is an undirected graph or a graph if A(T") is a symmetric
relation. A vertex z is adjacent to y if (z,y) € A(T"). In this case, we also call y an
out-neighbour of x, and x an in-neighbour of y. The set of all out-neighbours of z is
denoted by Nf (z), while the set of in-neighbours is denoted by Ny (z). If no confusion
occurs, we write N () (resp. N~ (x)) instead of Nt (z) (resp. Ny (z)). A digraph is
said to be regular of valency k if the number of in-neighbour and out-neighbour of all
vertices are equal to k. The adjacency matriz A of T" is the |V/(I')| x |[V(I')| matrix
whose (x,y)-entry is 1 if y € N (z), and 0 otherwise.

Given digraphs I' and X, for every « € V(I'), a generalized lezicographic product
of I and (X;)zev(r), denoted by I' o (3;)zev ) is the digraph with the vertex set
Uzevmy({z} x V(3;)) where ((x,usz), (y,vy)) € A(L 0 (3;)zev(r)) whenever (z,y) €
Al), or v = y and (ug,v,) € A(X,). If ¥; = X for all x € V(I'), then I' o (3;)zevn)
becomes the standard lexicographic product ' o 3.

A path of length r from z to y in the digraph I' is a finite sequence of vertices
(x = wo,wy,...,w, = y) such that (w;_1,wy) € A(T') for 1 <t < r. A digraph
(resp. graph) is said to be strongly connected (resp. connected) if, for any vertices
x and y, there is a path from = to y. A path (wo,ws,...,w,_1) is called a circuit of
length r when (w,_1,wg) € AI'. The girth of I is the length of a shortest circuit in
I'. The length of a shortest path from x to y is called the distance from z to y in T,
denoted by Or(z,y). The maximum value of the distance function in I' is called the
diameter of T. Let dp(z,y) := (dp(x,y), dp(y, x)) be the two-way distance from x to
y, and O(T) := {0r(z,y) | z,y € V(I)} the two-way distance set of I'. If no confusion
occurs, we write d(z,y) (resp. d(z,y)) instead of dp(z,y) (resp. Op(x,y)). For any
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i := (a,b) € O(T'), we define I'; to be the set of ordered pairs (z,%) with d(z,y) = 1,
and write 'y, instead of I',p). An arc (z,y) of I is of type (1,7) if O(y,z) = .

In [11], the third author and Suzuki proposed a natural directed version of a
distance-regular graph (see [4, [3] for a background of the theory of distance-regular
graphs) without bounded diameter, i.e., a weakly distance-regular digraph. A strongly
connected digraph I' is said to be weakly distance-regular if, for any h, 1, j e 5(F),
the number of z € V(I') such that d(z,z) = i and d(z,y) = j is constant whenever
5(26, y) = h. This constant is denoted by p?E(T). The integers p%(l") are called the
intersection numbers of I'. If no confusion occurs, we write p?i instead of pgj (). We
say that I' is commutative if p?i = p?; for all 7,7, h € 5(1") Some special families
of weakly distance-regular digra’phs with small valency were classified, see [9, [11] for
valency 2 and [9, 12-14] for valency 3. For more information about weakly distance-
regular digraphs, see [6, I8, [15-18].

A digraph T is semicomplete, if for any pair of vertices x,y € V(T'), either (z,y) €
A(T), or (y,x) € A(T'), or both. A digraph T is locally semicomplete, if T[Nt (z)] and
'[N~ (z)] are both semicomplete for every vertex = of I". Note that a semicomplete
digraph is also locally semicomplete. Locally semicomplete digraphs were introduced
in 1990 by Bang-Jensen [2]. If a semicomplete weakly distance-regular digraph is not
a complete graph, then it has diameter 2 and girth g < 3 (see |17, Proposition 3.5]).

Let K,,, ., beacomplete multipartite graph with r parts and part sizes ny, ..., n,.
If ny =--- =n, =m, then K,, ., denoted by K. A (r,m)-team tournament is
a digraph obtained from K by replacing every edge {(z,v), (y,z)} by exactly one
of the arcs (z,y) or (y,x). A regular (r, m)-team tournament with adjacency matrix
A is said to be a doubly regular (r,m)-team tournament with parameters (o, 3,7y) if
A? = qA + BA +~(J — I — A — A", where J is the matrix with 1 in every entry,
and I denotes the identity matrix. [7, Theorem 4.3] implies that a doubly regular
(r,m)-team tournament is of type I, IT or III. Let T be a doubly regular (r, m)-team
tournament with parameters («, f3,7), where V(T') = V4 U --- U V. is the partition
of the vertex set into r independent sets of size m. We say that T is of type II if
f—a=0,miseven and [NT(x)NV;| =r/2forall z ¢ V; and i € {1,--- ,r}. For a
positive integer k with £ = 3 (mod 4), [7, Theorem 4.3] and [11, Theorem 3.1] imply
that a doubly regular (k + 1, 2)-team tournament of type II is a locally semicomplete
weakly distance-regular digraph.

In this paper, we give a characterization of locally semicomplete commutative
weakly distance-regular digraphs which are not semicomplete. The main result is
as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let I' be a commutative weakly distance-regular digraph of valency
more than 3. Then T is locally semicomplete but not semicomplete if and only if T" is
isomorphic to one of the following digraphs:

(i) Ao Kp;
(ii) Cay(Ze, {1,2}) 0 K,,;
(iil) Cay(Zig, {1,1}) o (X2)zez,, -
Here, m > 1, n > 2, ¢ > 4,1 € {1,2}, (3;)sez,, are semicomplete weakly distance-
reqular digraphs with p%(Eo) = p%(Ex) for each x and i, j, h, and A is a doubly reg-
ular (k+1,2)-team tournament of type II for a positive integer k with k = 3 (mod 4).
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The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce
some basic results for weakly distance-regular digraphs. In Sections 3 and 4, we give a
characterization of mixed arcs of type (1,¢—1) in a locally semicomplete commutative
weakly distance-regular digraph, and divide it into two sections according to the
value of ¢. In Section 5, we determine special subdigraphs of a locally semicomplete
commutative weakly distance-regular digraph based on the results in Sections 3 and
4. In Section 6, we prove Theorem [L.1] based on the results in Section 5.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we always assume that I' is a weakly distance-regular digraph. We
shall give some results for I' which are used frequently in this paper.

Let R = {I; | i € &(I')}. Then (V(I'), R) is an association scheme (see [3, [19, 120
for the theory of association schemes), which is called the attached scheme of I'. For
each i := (a,b) € ('), we define 7' := (b, a). Denote I:(z) = {y € V(T') | d(x,y) = i}
and P;5(z,y) = I;(z) N T(y) for all i,j € O(T) and z,y € VT. The size of I';(x)
depends only on i, and is denoted by k;. For the sake of convenience, we write kg,
instead of kqp).

Lemma 2.1. ([3, Chapter II, Proposition 2.2] and [1, Proposition 5.1]) The following
hold:

(i

— I h
7= i) Py aPre

We recall the definitions of pure arcs and mixed arcs introduced in [15]. Let
T={q]|(1,q—1)€9(')}. For g € T, an arc of type (1,¢—1) in I is said to be pure,
if every circuit of length ¢ containing it consists of arcs of type (1,q — 1); otherwise,

this arc is said to be mized. We say that (1,q— 1) is pure if any arc of type (1,¢—1)
is pure; otherwise, we say that (1,¢ — 1) is mixed.

Lemma 2.2. Let Pgigjg,u,t—n #0. If g € T\{s}, then (1,q — 1) is mized.

Proof. Assume the contrary, namely, (1,q — 1) is pure. It follows that there exists a
circuit (zg, 21, ...,2,1) consisting of arcs of type (1,¢ — 1). Observe that (z1,z3) €
: 2,42 . N
Iy 4-2. Since pg1,gf1g,(1,tf1) # 0, there exists x% € P s-1),a1,1—1)(%1,23). This implies
that (zo, 21, 2%, x3, ..., 24_1) is a circuit of length ¢ containing an arc of type (1,¢—1)
such that (z1,2}) ¢ I'1 ,—1, a contradiction. O

For two nonempty subsets £ and F' of R, define

EF = {T; > > pls#0}

F;EE F;EF
We write T;T'; instead of {T';}{T';}, and T'? instead of {I';}{T';}.
Lemma 2.3. If h,i € (') and j € {i,i'}, then [T5 = {1} if and only z'fp?i = k;.

Proof. The sufficiency is immediate. We now prove the necessity. Assume that

[;l5 = {I;}. Since k; = k;, by setting d = h and ¢ = 7' in Lemma 2I[1)]
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one has p% = k;, which implies péj = k; from Lemma |Z|:| The desired result
follows. U

For a nonempty subset I’ of R, we say I’ closed if T';I'; C F for any I'; and I'; in
F. Let (F) be the minimum closed subset containing F. Denote F(x) = {y € V(T') |
(z,y) € User f}. For a subset I of T and a vertex z € V(I'), let A;(x) be the digraph
(Fr(x),Ugerl1 4—1), where Fr = ({I'1 4—1}4er). For the sake of convenience, we also
write Fy (resp. Ag(x)) instead of Fyg (resp. Ayp(w)). If the digraph A;(z) does
not depend on the choice of vertex x up to isomorphism and no confusion occurs, we
write A; instead of Aj(z).

Lemma 2.4. Let I be a nonempty subset of T'. Suppose that Aj(x) is semicomplete
for some x € V(I'). Then Ar(y) is a weakly distance-reqular digraph for ally € V().

Moreover, pé"j(AI(:c)) = p%(AI(y)) forally € V() and i, j, h.

Proof. Since T is a weakly distance-regular digraph and A;(x) is semicomplete, F; =

{Typq, Do [r e 1} U{Top}-

Let y € V(I'). Pick distinct vertices z,w € Fr(y). Without loss of generality, we
may assume that da, (2, w) = (1,) with i > 1. Suppose i > 2. For u € NZI(y) (w),
since Aj(y) is semicomplete, we have (z,u) € A(A;(y)), and so NZI(y)(w) U{w} C
NZI(y)(z), contrary to the fact that A;(y) is regular. Then i € {1,2}, and so I C
{2,3}. Tt follows that Or (2, w) = da, () (2, w). Since the distinct vertices z,w € Fy(y)

were arbitrary, one gets d(A;(y)) C {(0,0), (1,1),(1,2),(2,1)}. This implies that
[Ar(y)li(2) N [A ()] (w) = P52, w) (1)

for i,j € d(Ar(y)) and z,w € Fi(y). By the weakly distance-regularity of I', A;(y)
is weakly distance-regular. Since y € V(I') was arbitrary, from (), p?;(AI(Jf)) =

p%(AI(y)) for all y € V(I') and ¢, J, h. O

Lemma 2.5. (|17, Proposition 3.5)) If I' is a semicomplete digraph, then O(T') C

{(0,0), (1,1),(1,2),(2,1)}.

In the remainder of this section, I' always denotes a locally semicomplete commuta-
tive weakly distance-regular digraph. The commutativity of I will be used frequently
in the sequel, so we no longer refer to it for the sake of simplicity.

Lemma 2.6. Let q € T and I = {T | 1—‘177,_1 € FLq—qu—l,l} 7é @ If I’l,,n_lfl,q_l =
{T1g-1} for allr € I, then Ar(x) is a semicomplete weakly distance-regular digraph
with p%(AI(x)) = p?j(A[(y)) for all z,y € V(T') and 1, j, h.

Proof. By Lemma [2.4] it suffices to show that A;(x) is semicomplete. Pick distinct
vertices y, z € Fr(z). Then there exists a path (y = zo,z1,...,2, = 2) in Ar(x). Let
w € Fl,q—l(y) and (:L‘iaxi—i—l) € Flﬂ’i—l for 0 <3 <[ —1. Since Pl,r—qu—l,l = {Pl,q—l}
8:;1:11)?((1_171) = k1 4-1 from Lemma [2.3] which implies that
(z;,w) € 'y 4y for 0 < i <1 by induction. Since w € Py 4-1),(q-1,1)(¥, 2) and T is
locally semicomplete, one gets (y,2) € I'y,_; or (z,y) € I',_1 1 for some r € I. Since
the distinct vertices y, z € Fr(z) were arbitrary, A;(x) is semicomplete. O

for all » € I, one obtains p

Lemma 2.7. Let2 € T. IfI'15 ¢ I'7, then Ay is isomorphic to Ky, 41
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Proof. Let z € V(T'). Pick distinct vertices y,z € Fy(z). Since I'y ¢ I'f; and T
is locally semicomplete, one has Fil C {T'90,I'11}. By induction, we get FiL1 -
{To, 1,1} for @ > 2, which implies (y, z) € I';;. This implies that As(x) ~ K, 41.

O

Lemma 2.8. Suppose that (1,2) is mized. Then Agz3y(x) is a semicomplete weakly
distance-regular digraph with p~~(A{2 5(x)) = p%:]:(A{273}( y)) for all x,y € V(T') and
Z; J; h. Moreover, F{2,3} = {F0,07F1,1,F1,27F2,1}-

Proof. Since (1,2) is mixed, we have T'y,_; € I'f .| with {¢,7} = {2,3}. Denote
I'={r|Iy,_, € F,}. Pick a vertex z € V(I'). Let y, z be distinct vertices in Fy(z).
Since F, = [}, there exists a shortest path (y,zi,...,2; = z) consisting of arcs of
type (1,¢ — 1).

We show that (y, z) or (z,y) € A(A;(x)) by induction on [. Assume that (y,z;_1)
or (z;_1,y) € A(A[(x)). It follows that there exists r € I such that (y,x;_1) or
(x1—1,y) € I'1,—1. Suppose (z;_1,y) € I'y,_; or ¢ = 2. Since I is locally semicomplete,
we have (y, z) or (z,y) € I'y s_1 for some s € I, which implies that (y, 2) or (z,y) €
A(Af(x)). Suppose (y,z;—1) € I'1,—; with » > 1 and ¢ = 3. It follows that I';; €

Fiz. By Lemma 211[(ii)} we have pg f) (1) # 0, which implies that there exists
w € Poy,an(®i-1,2). The fact that I' is locally semicomplete implies w = y,
(y,w) € I'1 51 or (w,y) € I's_y, for some s € I. Since 2 € I, one gets (y, z) or
(z,y) € I'y 4y for some t € I, which implies (y, z) or (z,y) € A(A[(z)).

Since the distinct vertices y, z € Fy(x) were arbitrary, A;(x) is semicomplete. By
Lemma 2.4 the first statement is valid. The second statement is also valid from

Lemma 2.5 O
Lemma 2.9. If (1,2) is pure and 2 € T', then 'y 1T 2 = {T"12}.

Proof. Let (z,y) € I'11 and (y, 2) € I'1 5. Since (1,2) is pure, we have p(1 2) 12 7 0,
which implies that there exists w € Py 2)1,2)(2,y). Since z,z € N*(y) and w,z €
N~ (y), one gets (x, z), (w,x) € A(T"). It follows that (z,w, :c) is a circuit containing
an arc of type (1,2). Then (x,z) € I'1 5. Since z € I'12(y) was arbitrary, we obtain
[l ={T12} U

Lemma 2.10. Let I'y; € 'y oI, with ¢ > 1 and ¢ > 0. If (1,2) is pure, then i =2
and q € {2,3}.

Proof. Let (x,2) € I'y; and y € P.9),1,9 (7, 2). Since I is locally semicomplete and
i > 1, we have ¢ > 1. The fact that (1, 2) is pure implies pg:g,(m) = 0. It follows that
there exists y' € P 2),1,2)(y,2). Since 2,3’ € N*(y) and T is locally semicomplete,
one gets (v',2) or (z,y) € A(l'). If (v, 2) € A('), then (z,2) or (z,z) € A(T") since
z,z € N*(y'), contrary to the fact that (z, z) € I'y; with ¢ > 1. Hence, (z,y) € A(T).
Since (z,/,x) is a path, we get 0(z,2) =i = 2, and so ¢ € {2, 3}. O

3. ARCS OF TYPE (1,3)

In this section, we always assume that I' is a locally semicomplete commutative

weakly distance-regular digraph. For g € T', we say that the configuration C(q) (resp.

L - 1,g-1 .
D(q)) exists if p&g—?;,(nq—n # 0 (resp. pglg 2; (¢—21) 7 0) and (1, ¢ — 2) is pure. We

will characterize mixed arcs of type (1,3). The main result is as follows.
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Proposition 3.1. If (1,3) is mized, then the following hold:
(i) C(4) ewists;
(ii) Tiol's1 = {T13};
(iif) I3 = {12}

In order to prove Proposition .1l we need some auxiliary lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that (1,3) is mized. Then C(4) or D(4) exists.

Proof. Let (z,y) be an arc of type (1,3). Suppose that each shortest path from
y to x does not contain an arc of type (1,2). Since (1,3) is mixed, there exists
z € I'11(y) such that 0(z,z) = 2. The fact that I' is locally semicomplete implies
that (z, z) € I'1 ». Since each shortest path from y to x does not contain an arc of type
(1,2), each shortest path from z to x consisting of edges, which implies I'; 5 € Fil.
Then (1,2) is mixed. By Lemma 28] one gets Fya 33 = {T'0,0,'1,2, 2,1, 1,1}, contrary
to the fact z € P12),1,1)(#,y). Then there exists z € I'; 5(y) such that d(z,z) = 2.

Assume the contrary, namely, (1,2) is mixed. It follows that I'y; € Fil ULy 1T .
Then there exists w € P1,1y,a1,:)(2,y) for some i € {1,2}. Since z,w € N~ (y), we get
(z,w) or (w,z) € A(T"). The fact z,z € N~ (w) or z,z € N*(w) implies (x,z) € I'; .
Since z € P1,9),2,1)(,y), we obtain I'y 3 € Fyy 3y, contrary to Lemma[28 Thus, (1,2)
is pure.

Suppose that D(4) does not exist. It suffices to show that pgg 1.(13) # 0. Since
D(4) does not exist, we have I'y 3 ¢ I'y o'y ;. It follows that (z, z) € I'y5. Since (1,2)
is pure, there exists w € P2)1,2)(2,¥). Since (z,2) € I'yp and z,w € N~ (y), we
have (w,x) € 'y, with s € {2,3}. Since I'y 3 & I'1oI'91, we have w & P21),1,2)(, y),
and so s = 3. The fact € Py 3),1,3(w,y) implies pg:gg,u,:’,) # 0. The desired result
follows. n

Lemma 3.3. Let i,q be positive integers and I's; € T'y 301 4. If (1,3) is mized, then
i=2andq € {2,3}.

Proof. Let (z,2) € T'y; and y € Pu3) 1, (%, 2). It follows that ¢ > 1. Since I' is
locally semicomplete, We have g > 1. Since (1,3) is mixed, from Lemma B2 we

have pgg 13 7 0or p 12 @1 # 0. By Lemma 21[(ii)} we have pg 337(371) # 0 or
pgg’ 2.1) = 0. Tt follows that there exists w € I'1 o(z) such that (y,w) € I'1 o Ul 3.

Smce w,z € NT(y) and (z,z) € T'y; with ¢ > 1, we have (w, z) € ', with r > 1.
Since w € P9y, (2, 2), from Lemma 210, one obtains i = 2 and q € {2,3}. O

Lemma 3.4. Let (1,2) be pure and I = {r | I'y,_1 € F3}.
(i) If (1,3) is mized, then Tys € 'y ol 3 UT T y;
(i) If Tap ¢ FiQ UT' ol 3, then Af(x) is semicomplete for each x € V(I').

Proof. Suppose that (1,3) is mixed and 'y 5 ¢ 'y oI'y 3 Ul"%g, or oy ¢ TiQ UT oI 5.
Let q = 4 if (1, 3) is mixed and F272 ¢ F172F173UF%73, and q = 3if F272 ¢ F%,Q UF172F173.

We claim that J := {r | ['1,_; € F,} C {2,3} and A;(z) is semicomplete for all = €
V(I'). Let z € V(I'). Pick distinct vertices y, z € Fy(z). Since F;(z) = F,(x), there
exists a path (zg = y,z1,...,2; = z) consisting of arcs of type (1, — 1). We prove
(y,2) or (z,y) € A(Ay(x)) by induction on . Now assume (y,z;—1) or (x;-1,y) €
A(Ay(x)). If (x1-1,y) € Ty, then I'y, € F,, and (y,z2) or (z,y) € I'1; € F, since
" is locally semicomplete. We only need to consider the case (z;_1,y) ¢ A(A;(z)).
Let (y,z-1) € I'y, € F, with r > 1. If (y,2) € I'y; with ¢ > 1, from Lemmas 210



LOCALLY SEMICOMPLETE WEAKLY DISTANCE-REGULAR DIGRAPHS 7

and B3] then ¢ = 2 and r € {2,3} since ;-1 € Pu),1,-1)(y, 2) with ¢ € {3,4},
contrary to the fact that I'po ¢ 1"%7(1_1 UT oI5 Hence, (y,2) € I'y € I'y T g1
or (y,z) € I'sy € I'y,I'1 y—1. Since I'y, € F,, we obtain I'y ; € F,, and so (y, z) or
(z,y) € A(Ay(x)). Since y,z € Fj(x) were arbitrary, A;(x) is semicomplete. By
Lemmas 24 and 25 we have J C {2,3}. Thus, our claim is valid.

(i) is immediate from the claim.

(ii) Now we have ¢ = 3. By the claim, we have [ = J C {2,3}, and A;(z) is
semicomplete. Thus, is valid. O

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that (1,2) is pure. Then the following hold:

(i) F%,z - {F1,27F1,3,F2,17F2,2};
(i) 'y 291 € {To0, 1,112, 15, 001, T b

Proof. (i) Since (1,2) is pure, we have F%Q C{l12, 115, 4,191, 92} from Lemma
210 It suffices to show that T'y4 ¢ T'7,. Assume the contrary, namely, I' 4 € '] ,.
By Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5, A;(x) is not semicomplete for all z € V(I'), where I = {r |
Iy, 1 € F3}. Lemma BA[(ii)] implies that 'y € Ty oIt 4 for some g € {2, 3}.

Let (z,2) € I'yp and y € Py 2),(1,9) (2, 2). Since 208:;13,(1,2) # 0, from Lemma IZ[I,

we have pﬁ:i;(m) # 0. Pick a vertex w € Py 4),2,1)(%,y). Since z,w € N*(y), one

gets (w, z) € A(T"). It follows that O(w,z) < 1+ J(z,x) = 3, a contradiction. Thus,
is valid.

(ii) Let z,y, z be vertices such that (z,v),(z,y) € I'12. Note that d(z,z) < 1+
J(y,z) = 3. Since T is locally semicomplete, |(ii)|is valid. O

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that (1,3) is mized. Then the following hold:
(i) Iyl 3 U Fig C {12, 13, Ton}y
(i) T'13ls1 € {To0. 11, Ti2, T2, s Ui 5
(ili) Iy 3091 € {T12, 121,13, T30}
(iv) Ty ol'51 € {12,191, T3, 51}

Proof. We claim that I'; 4 ¢ 'y 3I's 1 UT'y 312 ;. Assume the contrary, namely, I'y 4 €
I'1 301 for some g € {2,3}. Let (z,2) € 'y and y € Pu3),41)(2,2). By Lemma

B2 we have PSQ (1,3) # 0 or pgg’; @.1) # 0. In view of Lemma IZEI one gets

p&gg,(&l) # 0 or p&gg,(m) # 0, which implies that there exists w € Py 9),r1)(2,y) for

some 1 € {2,3}. The fact 4 = 0(z,z) < 9(z,w)+ O(w, x) implies that (z,w) is not an
arc. Since w, z € N (x), one gets (w, z) € A(T"). Since (w, z,y) is a circuit, we obtain
q¢ =r = 2. By Lemmal3.2 again, (1, 2) is pure, which implies that (w, z) € I'; 5. Since
w € Pugya2)(x,2), one has I'1 4 € F%z, contrary to Lemma Thus, the claim
is valid.

(i) Let I'1y € 13T, with ¢ > 2 and r € {2,3}. By Lemma B4I[(i)| there exist
vertices x,y, z such that (z,2) € I';p and y € Py 3) 1.5 (2, 2) with s € {2,3}. Since
p&gg,(lﬂ,) # 0, from Lemma 2TI[(ii)} one obtains pSZZ;(T,I) # 0, which implies that
there exists w € Py g) r1)(,y). Since w,z € N*(y) and (z,2) € T'y5, we have
(w,z) € A(l'). Then ¢ = O(w,x) < 1+ I(z,2) = 3. By Lemma B3 we get
1—‘1721—‘173 U 1—‘%,3 Q {1—‘172, 1—‘173, 1—‘272}. Thus, is valid.

(ii) Since I' is locally semicomplete, from the claim, is valid.

(iii) By Lemma 3.2 (1,2) is pure. It follows from Lemma 2.9 that 'y 3 ¢ I'; 11"y ».
In view of Lemma E[I, one has I';; ¢ I'y 351, Since I is locally semicomplete,
from the claim, is valid.
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(iv) is also valid from |(iii)} O

Lemma 3.7. Let (1,2) be pure and I = {r | I'y,_1 € F3}.

(1) If (1,3) 18 mz':ced, then F2,2F173 g {F271,F371,F272};
(i) If Ar(x) is not semicomplete for some x € V(I'), then 9oy 0 € {21,151, 90}

Proof. Suppose that (1,3) is mixed, or A;(x) is not semicomplete. Let ¢ = 3 if (1, 3)
is mixed, and ¢ = 2 if A;(x) is not semicomplete.

We claim that F272F17q - {F271,F3717F272}. By Lemma BE, we have pgz (1,r) % 0
for some r € {2,3}. Let (z,2) € T'22, ¥y € Pag,an(®,2) and (z,w) € I'1 4. Since
(z,2) € I'y5 and I is locally semicomplete, we get (z,w) ¢ A(I'). By Lemma
and Lemma one gets (w,y) € Loy, (w,y) € I'15 or (w,y) € I'sy for some
s€{1,2,3}. If (w,y) € I'yp, then w =y, and so (z,w) € I'y1 UT5;. If (w,y) € ' 4,
then (z,w) € I'y; UT's; since I' is locally semicomplete. If (w,y) € I's; for some
s € {2,3}, from Lemma and Lemma (ii){H(iv)} then (z,w) € I'yq3 U3,
since y € P51y, (w,2). If (w,y) € I'y s for some s € {2,3}, by Lemma and
Lemma , then (z,w) € I'yp UT'y; UT's; since y € Py g),a,m(w,z). Thus, the
claim is valid.

(i) Since (1, 3) is mixed, from the claim, [(i)| is valid.

(ii) Since Af(z) is not semicomplete, from the claim, is also valid. O

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that (1,3) mized. The following hold:
(1,3) .
(i) P2 = U5

w3y 12
(i) Pis) 2P, a2 = 05
(111) (2,2) (2,2) (2,2) (1,3)

D 3),1,2Pe1),22 ~ Pa3),a2)Pe1),0,3):

Proof. Since I' is locally semicomplete, we have pgi; (1) = 0 for r,s € {2,3}. By
Lemma 2ZTI[(ii)}, one gets pgl sg (22) = 0.

By setting d = ¢ = h = (1,3) and § = (1,2) in Lemma 21[(iv)| from Lemma 3.0
[0} we have

(1,2) (1,3) (1,3) (1,3) (1,2) (1,3) (1,3) (1,3)
P3),3P0.2),0,2) T P13),0,3P01.2),03) = P1.2),0,3P1.2),0,3 T P1,2),0,3)P(13),0,3)

which implies

(1,2) (1,3) (1,2) (1,3)
Pl3),03P02),002) = P2),08)P1,2),0,8)° (2)
(i) By setting d = é = h = (1,2) and § = (1,3) in Lemma 2.1[(iv)] one has
(1,3) (1,2) (2,1) (1,2) (1,3) (1,2)
HMMMW(wu&*ﬂwaWa@@n—ﬁwmquaum

from Lemma and LemmaB.G[(i)} It follows from (2) that p ! ( )pg g% @21 = 0-
Since (1, 2) is pure from Lemma[B3.2] one gets pg 2).(1.2) # 0, Wthh implies pE1 33 (21) =
0. By Lemma 2.TI[(ii)| we obtain p(l’?’;,(m) =0.

(i) is also valid from (i) and (2)).

(iii) By (i) and Lemma ZTI[(ii)} we have pg fg (3 = 0. Note that pgl 3( =0

for all r,s € {2, 3} By setting d = (1,3), h = (2 2)and ¢ = §' = (1, 2) in Lemma
2,2 1,3

mm we have p 1 3) a, z)pgz 1; 22) = pEz 1; a, 3)]?51 3),(1,2) from Lemma [3.¢ ()] and [(iiD)}

Thus, is valid. U
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(1,3)

Lemma 3.9. If (1,3) is mized, then p(1 2),(2,1)

=0 and C(4) ewists.

Proof. By Lemma[3.2] C(4) or D(4) exists, which implies that (1,2) is pure. Assume
the contrary, namely, D(4) exists. Then p(1’3), 21y 7 0. By Lemma 2.1[(ii), we have

(1,2),(
pgé;,(lg) # 0. Lemma B.3)[(ii)] implies

(1,2) _ (1,3) _ (1,3) _
P, ey = Pa,as = Penay = 0
In view of Lemma[B8[()], one gets pEQ 1; 13) = pg ‘;; (12) = 0. By setting d=¢é=(1,3)
and h = §' = (1,2) in Lemma ZI[[iv)} we obtain
(1,2) (1,2) (2,2) (1,2)
P13),1,3P01),1,2) T P3),0,9P@01), 22 = = 0. (3)

from Lemma and [(ii1)]
(2,2) _

Case 1. P22 = 0.

Since I'13 € Fjs, from Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5 A;(z) is not semicomplete for all
z € V(I'), where I = {r | I'1,_ € F3}. By Lemma B.4I[(ii)| we have pg:;g,ug,) #0. In

: 2,2 1,3

view of Lemma B.8[(iii)] one gets pEZQ;,(LZ) = pgl’?’;’(m) =0.

Suppose pgﬁ;(m) = 0. By Lemma IQEI, we have I'1 5 ¢ FiQ. Since pg:g,(m) =
pgg’; (129 = 0, from Lemma BA[G) one gets T, = {I'1}. Let (2,2) € Iy and

y € Pu2),1,3) (2, 2). Pick a vertex w € F172(y). Then (w,z) € 'y 5. Since pg:g,(m) =0
and w,z € N*(y), from Lemma [ , one has w € P 9)31)(y, 2), which implies
pg ;’g @, 1) = kio. It follows from Lemma Iﬂ]m (ii1)| that pgl 2; @n =0, a contradiction.

Then, p21 (1,2) # 0.

By @), pgg 113 = 0. In view of Lemma 21[(i)} we have pgﬁ’;(m) — 0. Since T is
locally semicomplete, we have pgl T; (1) = =0 for r;s € {2,3}. Since pg‘zi 12 =0, by
setting d = & = (1 2) §=(3,1) and h = (2,2) in Lemma 21[(iv)| from Lemma B
(i) and Lemma [3.1 | one obtains

(271) (272) (2,2) (2 2)
P(12)..2PE ). T P12),02Pe.e2 = 0

2,1 2,2)
contrary to the fact that pE172;7(172)pE3 1.2.1) #0.
2,2
Case 2. pgfz) 1.2) # 0.

By Lemma 2TI[(ii)} we have pg2 137( 2,9) = 0, which implies pggg 13 =0 from (@]). In

view of Lemma BI[(i)] one gets p f; ).(13) # 0. Lemma B.3)[(iii)] implies

)

(2,2) (1,3) _ 13 _
P2)a2 = Pis).en = Pus .y =0
Suppose pgl 33 13 = 0 Since pEl 3; 13 = 0, from Lemma B8 [(1)} we have F13 =

{T'13}. Let (u,v) € I'13. It follows that I'y 5(v) U {v} C I'y 3(u), a contradiction.
1,2 1,2
Thus, p51,3§,(1,3) # 0. By (3]), one gets pgl,2§,(2,1) =0.
Let (x,z) € I'ys. Since pgf’,g,(l,z) # 0, there exists y € Pyg) a2 (%, 2). Pick
a vertex w € P9 1 (®,y). The fact w,z € N*(y) implies (z,w) ¢ A('), and

so (w,z) € T2 U3 Since p&;g,(m) = 0, we have w € P9),0,3) (¥, 2 ), and so
(1,3) (1,2) - (1,3) (2
Pa2)e1) S Paa)as): By Lemma R.1] ’ one gets p(1,2),(2,1)k:173 P, 2 kl 25
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which implies k13 > k9. Pick a vertex w' € P33 (y,2). Since pEl’?); 1z = 0,
from Lemma one has w' € P 9)31)(z,y), and so p(i’sg (1,3) = pg ‘3% (3.1)- BY

Lemma 2.TI[(ii)] we get pg?,ﬁ ke = pgg (3.1)k1,3, which implies ky» > ki5. Thus,

kio = Fki3.

Since pg1,3§ (12) = p8§§ (12) = 0 from Lemma 21[(i1)], we have I'?, € {T3, 21} by
Lemma B (i)} Since p(1’2§ (22) = pg 3; 12 =0, by settlng d=¢=(1,2), 5= (1,3)
and h = (2,2) in Lemma Z[(iv)} from Lemma B8[(1)} one gets pg ;3 a 2)1751 3 =

2)
1(22) =
L2 (22) 2 (12) 22 (22
P(15),1,2)P(12),(1,2) 1t follows that pi7g) 55 = p(w)(m Since p(173) 1.3 = P(12),(22)

0, from Lemmam and Lemma[3.7] we obtain I'y 5I'; 5 C {F271, I'; 1} and F2,2F1 C
{T'21,T22}. In view of Lemma E[I, one has

(2,2) - (2,2) (2,2) (2,2) (1,2)
Pa2)2) = k12— P1,2),1,3) = = k1o — (k13— D1,3),(2, 2)) P(1,3),2,2) = P(1,3),(1,2)"

Let v € Pug),a2(x,2). The fact pgg 1.(12) # 0 implies that there exists u €

Pas),a2 (', 2). Since PSZ?;,(M) = 0, from Lemma [ﬂﬂ, we get pELg;’(g’l) = 0.

Since pgé;(m) = 0, from Lemma B4 [{i) one has (z,u) € Tio. It follows that

Pag)a2(, 2)U{y'} € Pag),a,2(z, 2), contrary to the fact that pg 3; (12) = pg g; (1.2)"

Since D(4) does not exist, from Lemma [3.2] pgig’;(m) =0 and C(4) exists. O
Lemma 3.10. If2 € T and (1,3) is mized, then I'1 111 3 = {I'1 3}.

Proof. Let (z,y) € T'1y and (y,z) € I'13. Since z,2 € N*t(y), we have (z,z) €
I'y, with » > 1. Lemma [3.9] implies that pgﬁg,(m) # 0 and (1,2) is pure. By
Lemma m one gets pgé’;y(&l) # 0. Then there exists w € P ,9),3,1)(y, ). Since

p&;g,(m) = k1, by Lemmas 2.3 and 2.9}, we obtain w € P1,9) 2,1)(2, y). It follows that
r=0(zr) <1+ 0(w,z)=3. Ifr=2 then z € Py9),s31)(r,y), a contradiction.
Then r = 3, and so I'1 ;I 3 = {['1 3}. O

Lemma 3.11. If (1,3) is mized, then T7, C {I'12,T'21} and pggg 13) = p(1,2§,(2,1)'

Proof. By Lemma 3.9 p&gg,(m) = 0 and C(4) exists. Since (1,2) is pure, there exists

a circuit (u, z,y) consisting of arcs of type (1,2). The fact pggi (13) # 0 implies that

there exists z € Py 3),1,3 (y, u). It follows that (z, 2) € 'y 2. Suppose pgl 3) (1 2) 7& 0. It

follows that there exists i € P 9),1,2) (%, 2). Since x € P21),1,2)(y,y') and p(1 2) 1) =
0, from Lemma , we have (y,y') € I'1,; UT' 5. Since z € P 3),2,1)(y,y'), from
Lemma 2.9, one gets (y,y) € I'1 2. The fact ¥’ € P 2),1,2)(y, 2) implies pg g) (1 2 7 0,

contrary to Lemma . Hence, pg;; (12) = 0. It follows from Lemma (i)| and

Lemma that FiQ - {FLQ, F271}.
If we Pagyen(zy), then (w,z) € A(T') since z,w € N*(y) and (z,2) € I'ys,
which implies w € P 2),1,3(y, 2) from Lemma, and Lemma Then

1,2 1,3 . ,
pg1,2§,(2,1) < pE172;,(1,3)' If w' € Pug)as3)(y,2), then (w',x) ¢ A(') since I' is lo-

cally semicomplete and (z,z) € I'ys, which implies w' € P2 21)(2,y) by I’%,Q C

(1,3) (1,2) (1,3) (1,2)
{12, T21}. Then D(1,2),(1,3) < D(12),2,1) and so Pa2),1,3) = P1,2),2.1) O



LOCALLY SEMICOMPLETE WEAKLY DISTANCE-REGULAR DIGRAPHS 11

Proof of Proposition[31l. (i) By Lemma 8.9 C(4) exists. This proves
(ii) By Lemma B8[(i)] and Lemmas B9, BT we have

22 _ (13 _ (13

Pa2),1,2) = P22 = Paa),ey = 0.
It follows from Lemma mﬂ (i1)| that

(12) (12) (12 _

P22 = Pen,as = Pas,az) = V-
In view of Lemma [B.11], one has pE g 13) = pg ;; (2 1) By setting d = é = (1,3) and
h=g" = (1,2) in Lemma Z[iv)} from Lemma B8[{)] and [({ii)} we get

(1 2 13 (12 (12) (13) ( 2) 1) (12
P3),3P02),03) T Prs).asoPa2.en = Pen,asPas),as T Pe,asPis).e-

: (1,3) (1,3) (3,1) (1,2) .
Since P9),13) = Plo1),13) from Lemma mm we have PE), 3P0 e = 0- Since

pgl 2) (13) # 0, from Lemma IZ[I one has p(2 1 1.(13) # 0, and so pg ; @1 = 0- Since
P8 ?3 (31) — P8 §’§ 1,2) — Pﬁéi,(z,l) = 0, from Lemma 2TI[(i)} one gets I'51, 12,21 ¢
[ 2051, Lemma [3.€ implies I'; oI'5 1 = {I'1 3}. This proves |(ii)

(iii) By [(ii), one gets pg:;g,(g,n = 0. It follows from Lemma 21I[(ii)] and Lemma

13 1.2 : 13
Bj:ﬂ that pEl 2) (13) = pE172;,(271) = 0. Since pgl,2§,(2,1) = 0 from Lemma 3.9, by Lemma
| one obtains I'1 oI5 1 € {Top, 11} Lemma 2.1[(i)] and Lemmas 23] 229 imply
kJLQ = k:l,l + 1.

Let (z,y) € I'1p and (y,z) € I';3. Since p( 3 7 0, from Lemma 2.1 [(i1)],
we have pggg 3.1) # 0, which implies that there ex1sts w € Puaye1(y,2). Since

pgég,(m) =0, from Lemma I?ﬂ], one gets I'1 5 ¢ Fi?' It follows from Lemma [3.11]
that I’iz = {21}, and so (xz,w) € I'y;. Then (z,x) € I'yy, and so 'y o' 5 = {T'92}.

Pick a vertex y' € TI'1o(z). If ¥ = y, then ¢ € Pu9),,3(z,2). Suppose y" # y.
Since I'y o291 € {T'90, 11}, we have (y,y') € I'11. By Lemma BI0, one gets y' €
Pu.9),1,3(z, 2). It follows that pgg;(m) — k1. By setting d = (1,3) and & = (1,2)
in Lemma Iﬂ]. we obtain ke o = k3.

By Lemma [[I one gets pgl 3; (13) = pg ;(3 - Suppose pE$:§;7(173) # 0. Then
there exists a circuit (zg,z1,x2,z3) consisting of arcs of type (1,3) with (z1,z3) €
I'95. Since pgé;’(m) # 0, there exists 2%, € Pu13),1,2)(21,23). The fact I'1oI'1 5 =
{T22} implies x5 € Pg2),3,1) (%0, 21). For any ys € P 3),1,3) (71, 23), we obtain y, €
P2.9),3,1) (70, 71). It follows that P 3).1,3) (1, 23) U{xh} C P2y 31) (%0, 1), contrary

(2,2) _ (13) (2,2) _
to the fact that Pa)13) = Pl22).3.1)- Thus, P33 = 0.

By we have pgg,(s’l) = 0. It follows from Lemma that I';3I's; C
{To0,T11,T13,51}. By Lemma 2T[(i)] and Lemmas 23] | one gets p&gg’(&l) =
(k13 —k11—1)/2. In view of Lemma TI[(ii)| we obtain p(i g; 3 = (kiz—kii—1)/2.

By and Lemma 23, one has pE1:§§7(173) = k3. In view of Lemma 2TI[(ii)] we

obtain p&g;(&l) = ky 2. Since pgg,(m) = 0, from Lemma IZEI and Lemma ,
we get
& k2. — (1,3) Lk (1,2) k‘
13 = Pa3),a,3)713 T Pis) a3
Since p(1’3) = (k13—k11—1)/2and ky 9 = k1 1+1, one obtains k; o = k13 = ki1 +1.
( b b b b

3),(1,3
Tt follows that I3 ¢T1,, and so I'f 3 = {T'12}. This proves [(iii)} O
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4. ARCS OF TYPE (1,¢—1) WITH ¢ > 5

In this section, we always assume that I' is a locally semicomplete commutative
weakly distance-regular digraph. We will characterize mixed arcs of type (1,q — 1)
with ¢ > 5. The main result is as follows.

Proposition 4.1. Let ¢ > 5. Then (1,q — 1) is mized if and only if C(q) ezists.

In order to prove Proposition 4.1l we need some auxiliary lemmas.

Lemma 4.2. Let (1,q — 1) is pure with ¢ > 3. Then A, ~ Cay(Zg, {1})[ Ky, ,_,]
and F27q_2Fq_171 = {Pl,q—l}- MO’/’@O’UG’/’, Zf Pl,r—l € Fl,q—qu—l,ly then FLr—lqu—l =
{T1q-1}-

Proof. Since (1,q — 1) is pure, there exists a circuit (zo,z1,...,2,-1) consisting of
arcs of type (1,q — 1). It follows that O(z;,z;4;) = j for 1 < j < ¢ — 1, where the
indices are read modulo ¢q. If k; ;1 = 1, then the desired result follows.

Now consider the case that k; ,1 > 1. Let y € I'y ;1 (o) such that (xq,y) € A(T).
Since y,xy € NT(x1), (y,22) or (x2,y) is an arc. Since (zg,z2) € 'y 4o with ¢ > 3,
one gets (z2,y) ¢ A(T'), and so (y,x2) € A(T"). The fact (1, — 1) is pure implies
(y,.TQ) c Fl,qfl. It follows that UiP(l,q—l),(i,l) (.To, 1’1) Q P(l,q—l),(l,q—l) (.To, .§L’2>.

Let I'i; € T'y—11'1 -1 with ¢ > 1. Suppose that there exists a vertex z such that
(z,21) € I'1; and (x¢, 2) ¢ I'1 4—1. Since xg, z € N~ (21), (29, 2) or (2,x0) is an arc. If
(2o, 2) is an arc, then (z,x9) ¢ I'1 4—1 since (1,q — 1) is pure and (zg,2) ¢ 'y 4—1; if
(z,20) is an arc, then (z,x9) ¢ I'1 —1 since (zg,z2) € I'y 4o with ¢ > 3. Hence,

Fi,l<x1) \ P(l,qfl),(l,i) (370, 1’1) - Fz‘,l(ﬂfl) \ P(i,l),(l,q71)<x17x2)-

By Lemma 2ZTI[(ii)}, one has Pﬁjgig,m = pgi’f)j(ll)’qfl), and so

Ui (1) \ Pag-1),0,0 (o, 1) = Tia(z1) \ Pn),1,g-1) (21, 22).
Then Py g-1),1,i) (0, #1) = Py, 1,4-1) (@1, 22). Since I'1; € Iy_y 11" 41 was arbitrary,
we get Ui P1-1),1,0) (To, 21) € P1,g-1),(1,4-1) (T0, T2).

Since I is locally semicomplete, one obtains ¢ = (1,4) or (i,1) with ¢ > 0 for
all F; c FLq,qu,Ll \ {FO,O}- The fact UiP(l,qfl),(i,1)<l’07x1) Q P(l,qfl),(l,q71)<l’07x2)
implies I'1 ;1(20) € Pu,g-1),(1,9-1)(T0, T2), and so pgzg:a(l’q_l) = k14-1. Then the
first statement is valid from [16, Lemma 2.4] and Lemma 2.3

Now suppose I'y,—; € I'y ;1 I'y—11. Let (x,y) € I'1,—1 and (y,2) € I'1 ;1. By the
commutativity of I', there exists w € P(g_1,1),1,4-1)(¢,¥). From the first statement,
one gets I'7, | = {I'242} and pgzgig(mfl) = ki1, which imply (w,z) € Ty, 9
and (z,z) € I'1 ;1. Thus, the second statement is also valid. U

Lemma 4.3. Let (1,q—1) is pure with ¢ > 3. If ', € I'1 ;—1Ty—11, then r € {1,2}.

Proof. For all T'y ; € I'y ;—1I';—1.1, by Lemma .2 one gets I'y ;I'y ;1 = {T'14-1}. It
follows from Lemmas and that r € {1,2}. The desired result follows. O

Lemma 4.4. If C(q) exists with ¢ > 5, then I'y ;_1I'1 4o = {I'3 4_2}.

Proof. Pick a path (z, 21, 22) such that (z,z,) € I'1 ;-1 and (21,22) € 'y ;2. Since
pg:gjg,(l,q—l) # 0, from Lemma |2:|:|, we have p&f;87(17q_2) # 0, which implies
that there exists zg € Plg—_1,1),(1,¢—2)(%,21). Since (1,q — 2) is pure, from Lemma E.2],
we have I, = {T'3,4-s}, which implies that (z,22) € T'y4-3. The fact ¢ —2 <

O(z2,x) < 1+ d(xg,20) = q — 2 implies I(z9, ) = ¢ — 2. By Lemma 22 one gets
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Pr,g-1),(1,4-2) (%0, 22) = @, which implies (x,z9) € 'y 4—o. This completes the proof of
this lemma. O

Lemma 4.5. If C(q) exists with ¢ > 5, then I'y y—ol'y—11 = {1 4-1}-

Proof. Pick a path (zg, 1, x2) consisting of arcs of type (1,¢—2). Since pg’gjg (Lg-1) 7
0, there exists ¥ € Pr1,g-1),1,4-1)(%0, 21). By Lemma @2, we have I'7,_, = {T'2,4-3},
which implies that (zg, z2) € I'g ;3.

Assume the contrary, namely, pg’gji (1g-1) # ki 4-1. Pick a vertex z € I'y ;_1(0)

such that (z,21) ¢ T'14-1. Since z,2; € Nt (xg), we have (z,21) or (z1,2) € A(T).
Suppose (z1,z) € A(T"). The fact z,29 € Nt(z1) implies that (z,xq) or (xq,2) €
A(T). Since (g, x3) € I'y 43 with ¢ > 4, one gets (z,x2) € I'y, for some r > 0. Since

(2"1_3; an # 0, contrary to Lemma Then

2 € Pug-1),01,n (%0, 72), we obtain P(lg1

(z,21) € Iy, with r # ¢ — 1.

If r = q — 2, then xr1 € P(17q—2),(q—271) (.To,Z), which 1mphes Fl,qfl € Fl,q72]~1q72,17
contrary to Lemma 3l Since r = d(xy, z) < 0(z1, z9) + 1, we obtain r < ¢—2. Since
0(2,2) < 140(x9,29) = ¢q—2 and (1,¢—2) is pure, we have d(z3, 2) = ¢—2, and so
0(z,72) = 2. By Lemmald.4], one has (y, ) € 'y 4—o. The fact 21 € Py y),1,4-2)(2, 72)
implies that there exists ) € Pu ) 1,4-2)(y,22). Since z1,27 € N*(y), one gets
(x1,2)) or (27, x1) € A(T). If (x1,2)) € A(T), then ¢ — 1 = d(x1,y) < 1+ 9(z,y) =
r+1< q—1, a contradiction. Then (2, z,) € I'; s with s > 1.

Since x5 € P1,4-2),(g—2,1)(%], 21), from Lemma &3] we get s = 2. Since

q—1=0(x1,y) <2+ 0(z},y) =r+2<q—1,
we have r = q — 3.

Since (x},z1) € I'1o, there exists a path (zy,2%,2}). Since y,2, € N~ (2}) and
(y,z1) € I'y 4—1, we have (y,z}) € A('). Since d(zh,y) < 1+ 9(x},y) = g — 2, one
gets

q—1=0(z1,y) <1+ 0(a3,y) <q—1,
and so (y,z3) € I'ig—2. The fact 2 € Py ;_3) 51 41) (Y, 25) implies that there exists
w € I'y 4_3(xg) such that (z1,w) € A(T). Since w,zy € N*(x1) and (zg, 22) € T'g 43
with ¢ > 5, we get (w,x2) € I'1; for some ¢ > 0. Since w € P 4-3),1.4) (%0, T2), We
obtain pgzg:gg’(u) # 0, contrary to Lemma 2.2 U

Lemma 4.6. Let r # q—1 with ¢ > 5. Suppose that C(q) exists. The following hold:
(1) Fl,r € Fl,q72rq72,1 Zf and only Zf Fl,r € Fl,qfqu,Ll;
(11) If Fl,r € Fl,qfqufl,b then Fl,rrl,q—l = {Fl,qfl}'

Proof. We claim that I';, € I'y ;_1I';—1,1 and pg’z)_l) (-11) = ki4-1 for each I'y, €
[ig—2lg—21. Let (z,2) € I'\, and y € Pug-2),-21)(7,2). Pick a vertex w €
I'1,-1(z). By Lemmas and @5, one has p!? 2 ) = kig-1, which implies

(1,(]—1)7((]—1,1
that w € P(l,qfl),(l,qfl)('ray) and w € P(Lq,l),(l,q,l)(z,y). Then Fl,r € FLq,qu,Ll
and pg’;)_l) (g-11) = k1,4—1. Thus, our claim is valid.

(i) Suppose I'1, € I'1 g-1Tg11. Let (z,2) € T, and y € P g-1),4-1,1)(, 2). Pick
a vertex w € I'y ,_o(x). Since p&gjg,(q—lvl) = ki14—1, we have y € Py 4-1),(1,4-1) (T, w).
Since z,w € N*(z), we have (z,w) or (w,z) € A(T"). The fact that (z,y,w) is a
path consisting of arcs of type (1,¢ — 1) implies (z,w) € A(T"). Since r # ¢ — 1, from
Lemma (.5, we obtain (z,w) ¢ 'y ,_1. Since ¢ — 2 < d(w,z) < 1+ d(w,x) = q— 1,



14 YANG, LI, AND WANG

one has (z,w) € I'1 g_. The fact w € Py g9 g-2,1)(x, 2) implies 'y, € T'y g_2T'q_21.
Combining with the claim, |(i)|is valid.

(ii) By, we have I'y, € I'y ;_oI';_2 1, which implies p&;lu(qﬂ,l) = k1 ,4-1 from the

claim. It follows from Lemma that I'y ,I'y -1 = {I'14—1}. Thus, is valid. 0O
Lemma 4.7. If C(q) exists with ¢ > 5, then T'1 g1 ¢ TT .

Proof. Pick a path (x,y, 2) such that (z,y) € I'; ;-1 and (y, 2) € I'y ,_2. By Lemma
4, we have (z,z) € I'yg_5. Assume the contrary, namely, I'1 4y € T'] ;. In view

of Lemma IZ[I one gets p&g:ﬂ(q_LU # 0, which implies that there exists 3’ €
Pa g-1),(q-1,0)(x,y). It follows from Lemmas 23] and that v € Pug-1),0,-1) (¥, 2)-
Since y' € P1,4-1),1,4-1)(2,2), we obtain 'y ;5 € T7 .

Pick a vertex w € Ppu 4-1)g-1,0(%,y'). Since w,z € N*(y') and (x,2) € I'yq»
with ¢ > 5, we have (w,z) € AI'. Since y' € Py-1,1),01,4-1)(w,2), from Lemma
one gets Py_1,1),1,-1)(w,2) = Tg_11(w) or (w,z) € I'1 g—1. The fact z €
Py-11),2,4-2) (w, z) implies (w,z) € T'y41. It follows that Py 4 1) g-1,1)(z,y") C
P,g-1),(1,4-1) (%, z). Pick a vertex w' € I' ;_1(x) such that (w',y') & I'1 ;-1 UL 1.
Since ¢, w" € N*(x), one gets (w',y) or (¢, w’) € A(T"). Since x € Pg—1,1),1,4-1)(¥, '),
from Lemma we obtain z € Py 4-1),g-1,0)(¥',w’). Thus,

Fqul(x) \ P(17q71)7(17q71) (.:C’ y’) g P(17q71)7(17q71) (I, z)’

and so ( : ( :
2,q—2 1,q—1
p(lfl,l),(l,q,l) > k11— p(l,gfu(l,q*l)'

Let (2o, x1, %2, 23) be a path such that (xo,22) € T'og—2, 1 € Py ,g-1),1,4-1) (%0, T2)
and 0(z3,70) = ¢ — 3. Then (z1,23) € Tyq-0. Let 2, € Py g-1),01,0-1)(1,23). It
follows that (z¢,5) € 'y 4—2. Since @, was arbitrary, we have Py 4_1) 1,4—1)(71,23) C
P2,4-2),(q-1,1) (%0, 1), which implies that

(1,4-1) (2,4—2) (1,4-1)
PRlg—2)ta-1.1) 2 Pliig—1).(1a-1) = Fla-1 = Palg_1) (14-1)"
Then
(1,g—1) (1,4—1) (1,g—1)
p(2vg_2)7(q_171) + p(lvg_l)v(q_lvl) + p(lvg_Q)v(q_lvl) > kl’q_l’
contrary to Lemma 2.T[(iii)] O

Lemma 4.8. If C(q) ewists with ¢ > 5, then T} | = {T'14-2}.

Proof. If ky 4,1 = 1, then P%,q—l = {I'14—2}. Now we consider the case kj,1 > 1.
Let (z,y, z) be a path consisting of arcs of type (1,¢ — 1) with (z, z) € I'y ,_2. Pick
a vertex w € I';_11(y) such that © # w. It suffices to show that (w,z) € I'y 4_o.
Since x,w € N~ (y), from Lemma L7, we have (z,w) € 'y, UL, with r # ¢ — 1,
andso Iy, € I'1 ;_1I';—11. In view of Lemma one gets I';, € I'y j_2'g_21. By
Lemmas 2.3 and 4.2, we obtain pg’g)_Q) (¢-21) = kg—2.1, and so z € Py 4_2) (g—2,1) (T, w).
The desired result follows. o O

Now we are ready to give a proof of Proposition .1l

Proof of Proposition[{.1. If C(q) exists, it is obvious that (1,¢ — 1) is mixed. We
prove the converse. By way of contradiction, we may assume that ¢ is the minimum
positive integer such that ¢ > 5, (1,¢ — 1) is mixed and C(q) does not exist. Pick a
circuit (zo, 1, ...,T,—1) such that (x,_1,x0) € 'y 4—1.

Case 1. 'y, € qu:1171 for some 1 € {2,3,...,q—1}.
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Without loss of generality, we may assume (z;, z;41) € I'1;—y for 0 < i < ¢ — 2.
Suppose [ > 4. By the minimality of ¢ and Proposition BI[1)} (1,1—1) is pure or C(1)
exists. If C(I) exists, from Proposition BII[(iii)] and Lemma E.8] then d(zo, z2) = 1,
a contradiction. Hence, (1, — 1) is pure. By Lemma [£.2] one gets Flljll_l ={T11}

and pfﬁ fg (1) = ki;-1 from Lemma 23l Then (zg,2-1) € I'io11. Ifl < ¢ —1,
from Lemma E]L then (211, 2141) € Tay—9, and so 29 € Pay—1),a1,0-1)(T1-1, T141), 2
contradiction. Then [ = ¢ — 1. Since 249 € Py-2,1),(1,-2)(Zg-1,T0), from Lemma
13 one gets ¢ — 1 € {1,2}, a contradiction. Thus, [ < 3.

If I =2, orl =3 and (1,2) is mixed, from Lemmas 27 and 2.8 then I'; ,_y € F; C
{T00,T12, 11,121}, a contradiction. Then | = 3 and (1,2) is pure.

Since O(zo, x2) = 2, from LemmaBH[(i)} we have (zg, z2) € ['s; for some i € {1, 2}.
Since I'; ;-1 € Fj, from Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5, A;(zo) is not semicomplete, where
I ={r|TI'i,.1 € F3}. In view of Lemma and Lemma B.7[(ii)} one gets

F2,iF1,2 g {FO,Ou Fl,lu F1,27 F?,lu F1,37 F3,17 F2,2}-

Since 0(xg, x3) = 3, we obtain (zg,z3) € I's;. Lemma implies 0(xg, x4) < 4,
a contradiction.

Case 2. F1q1¢Fl11foralllE{2 coyq— 1}

Without loss of generality, we may assume (xg,2;) € I'1,—; with p < ¢. Pick a
vertex xj € P p-1),1,g-1)(Tg—1, 1)

Assume that (z,_1,21) € I'1 4—s. By the minimality of ¢ and Proposition BII[(1)]
(1,q — 2) is pure or C(q — 1) exists. Since pgl’g g) (Lg_2) # 0 or pggig;,u,q—m + 0,
from Lemma 2T1[(ii)] there exists @} € 'y, o(x1) such that d(xh,z4—1) = ¢ — 3.
Suppose that (1,¢ —2) is pure. If p = ¢ — 1, then x,1 € Py_21),1,4-2) (20, 1),
which implies ¢ € {2,3} from Lemma 3] Then p # ¢ — 1. Since (1,q — 2) is pure,
one gets 0(zh, xy) = O(xh,x0) = ¢ — 2, and so (xo, z5), (x, 25) € 'y 4—2. The fact
r1 € Pug-1),1,4-2) (2, 75) implies that there exists ] € Py 4-1),01,4-2)(%0,25). By
Lemma .2 we obtain ] € P 4-2),1,g-2)(%q—1,5), which implies that C(q) exists,
a contradiction. Suppose that C(q — 1) exists. By Lemma A8 (x,_1,25) € ' 4—s.
Since xo,xh € N (x,-1), one has (xg, z5) € A(T') or (z,z9) € A(T'), which implies
that 0(xg,z5) = 1 or (x,z1,2)) is a circuit, contrary to the fact that 0(zg, 2}) = 2
and 0(zy, 1) = ¢ — 2 > 3. Thus, (x,-1,21) € ['y4—o.

Suppose I'go ¢ 7, . If (zg2,241) € Tigo1, then (z42,70) € Tyqs; if
(€g—2,24-1) ¢ I'14-1, by similar argument, then (x,_o,2¢) € 'y, 2. Since zy €
P g 1) (1p—1)(Tg—1,71), there exists )| € P ¢-1),1,p-1)(T¢—2,70). Note that the cir-
cuit (zj_,%0,71,...,%4 2) contains at least two arcs of type (1,p —1). Repeat this
process, there exists a circuit of length ¢ consisting of an arc of type (1, — 1) and
q — 1 arcs of type (1,p — 1), contrary to the fact that I'; ;1 ¢ Fl;)l .

Since I'y g € I'7,_;, there exists 2], € [y_11(24-1) such that (z}_,, z9) € T'y 4.
Since C(q) does not exist, (1,¢—2) is mixed. By the minimality of ¢ and Proposition

BA[()} C(¢g — 1) exists. In view of Lemma 2T[(ii)| we have ph2 1y 7 0, which

(1,g=3),(a=2,
implies that there exists 2 € P g-3),q—2,1)(Z}_o, o). Since z,1,27 € N*(x_,),

one gets (x,_1,2)) € A(l') or (2, 2,-1) € A(l). If (z,-1,27) € A(l'), then ¢ — 1 =
Ozg1, 7y o) < 140y, 7,_5) = q— 2, a contradiction. If (2,7, 1) € A(T), then
(x4-1,%0,2]) is a circuit containing an arc of type (1,¢ — 1), a contradiction. O
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5. SUBDIGRAPHS

Let I' be a locally semicomplete commutative weakly distance-regular digraph. For
a nonempty subset I of 7' and = € V(I'), recall the notation of the set F; and the
digraph Aj(x) in Section 2. In this section, we focus on the existence of some special
subdigraphs Aj(x) of I'.

Lemma 5.1. Let (1,2) be pure. Suppose that 4 ¢ T or (1,3) is pure. Then F3 C
{1—‘070,:[‘1’1,1—‘172,P2’1,1—‘272}. MOTGOU@T, Zf 1—‘272 € Fg, then 1—‘272 c 1—‘%2.

Proof. If F3 C{T'00,I'11,'1 2,21}, then the desired result follows. Now we consider
the case Fj g {T00,T11, 12,721}, We claim that I'y 3 ¢ F3. Assume the contrary,
namely, I'y 3 € F3. By Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5 A;(x) is not semicomplete for x € V(I'),
where [ = {r | ['1,_; € F3}. In view of Lemma BE we have 'y 5 € I‘%Q UL oI 5.
Lemma implies that (1, 3) is mixed, a contradiction. Thus, our claim is valid.

By Lemma and the claim, we have 1"%72 C {31,112, 95} In view of Lemma
one gets I'y 51 € {To0,11,'1,2, 21}, Suppose Ty ¢ T'7,. Then I'f, C
{21,112}, and so I"iz C{lp0,T11,T1 2,21} By induction and Lemma 2.9 we ob-
tain Fil,Q Q {FQQ, Pl,l) FLQ, PQJ} for ¢ Z 3. It follows that Fg Q {FQQ, Pl,l) FLQ, PQJ},
a contradiction. Then I'y5 € I'} ,.

Since {I'y1,Ty2} € Iy C {T12, 121,22}, As(z) is not semicomplete for = €
V([), where I = {r | I'1,_1 € F3}. By Lemma BZ[(ii)| and the claim, one gets
F272P172 Q {FQJ,PQ’Q}, and so FiQ Q {Povo,F171,P172,F271,P272}. By induction and
Lemma 2.9, we obtain T , € {T90, 1.1, 12,21, a2} for ¢ > 3. The desired result
follows. 7 O

Lemma 5.2. Let (1,2) be pure and 2 ¢ T. Suppose that 4 ¢ T or (1,3) is pure. If
[y5 € T, then the following hold:

N (1,2) @ _ _
(i) Pa2y,a2 = Pa2),a2 = (k12 —1)/2;

Ly (2,2
(ii) pg1,2;,(1,2) = k12;
(iii) ko = 1.

Proof. We claim that PE§Z§§,<2,2) = (0. Assume the contrary, namely, pgé;,(m) # 0.
Let (zo,74) € oo and o9 € Py (2,2)(%0,74). Since I'yy € F%Q’ there exist x; €
P(1,2),(1,2)($Uo7£172)7 T3 € P(1,2),(1,2)(372,$U4) and y, € P(1,2),(1,2)($Uo7£174)- Since z1,y2 €
NT(xg), we have (z1,y2) € A(T) or (ya, 1) € A(T). If (21,y2) € A(T), by 29,92 €
NT(xy), then (z3,y2) € A(T) since (xq,x4) € I'yo, which implies (zg,22) € A(I)
or (x9,x9) € A(T'), a contradiction. If (yo,x1) € A(T'), by x1,24 € NT(ys), then
(x4,21) € A(T) since (22, 24) € 'y, which implies (zg, z4) € A(T) or (x4, x0) € A(L),
a contradiction. Thus, our claim is valid.

Since 2 ¢ T, from Lemma [5.1], we have F3 = {I'g0,'12,'21,22}. By Lemma B.5]
one gets I'1 sI'a1 € {To0, 12,121}, Lemma IZ[I implies that

1,2 2,1
Ko = k2 + 005 okrz T 00 ey ke
By Lemma 2.T]|(ii), we obtain

(1,2) _ (1,2 _ (@1 _
P22 —Pa2),ey — Paz),e1 = (k12 —1)/2.

In view of Lemma one has I'f ) € {T'1 5,751, T22}. By Lemma RZTI[(i)], we get

2 (1,2) (2,1) (2,2)
kaz = P(1,2),(1,2)k1,2 + p(1,2),(1,2)k1,2 + p(1,2),(1,2)k272'
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Then
2,1 2,2
koo = kia(ki2 +1 —21721 2% 1, 2))/(2,’0512; (12))- (4)
In view of Lemmam one has pE g( y = pg;; (1.2) and p12 (1.2) koo/kio =

pg f; (2.2)- By setting d=é=h=g"=(1,2) in Lemma 2I[(iv)], we get
(2,1) (2,2) (1,2) 2
(p(l 2),(1, 2)) + (p(l 2),(1,2) koo /kia = kia+ (p(l 2),(1, 2)) ’
which implies
(2,1) (2,2) (2,1) _
(k12 +1— 2p(1,2),(1,2))<k1 2= 2190 1T 2p(1,2),(1,2)) =0
from (4)). Since ko2 # 0, we obtain

(2,2) . (2,1)
Pa2),a12) = (k12 +1)/2 +P12),0,2) (5)

(i) Since I'y 5 € F3, Af(x) is not semicomplete for z € V(I'), where I = {r | I';,_1 €
F3}. In view of Lemma B:ﬂ we have 'y oIy 5 € {I'y 1,95}, By Lemma IZ[I and
(2,2) _ (2,2) (2,2) - (2 )
(i)} we have Pa2),22 = k12 — Pa2),a,2) and so Pa2),22 = (k12 —1)/2 - P(1.2),11,2)
By the claim, one gets I'; , € {To0, 1,2, T'2,1}. In view of Lemma 2.T[(i)] and [(ii)} one

gets kS’Q = koo + 2;08;; 2.2) koo. (@) implies

(ko + 1= 2033 0 2)) (k12 = 1= 2033 ) = 0. (6)

Since koo # 0, from (H), we obtain ko + 1 — 2p§21 7& 0, which implies that
pgé;,(m) = (k12 —1)/2 from (@)). Thus, |(i)| holds.

(ii) It is immediate from (G)) and [(i)}

(iii) It is immediate from (@), |(i)| and O

Proposition 5.3. Let (1,2) be pure and 2 ¢ T'. Suppose that 4 ¢ T or (1,3) is pure.
IfT'y5 € F%Q, then As is isomorphic to a doubly reqular (ki 2+ 1,2)-team tournament
of type II with ki =3 (mod 4).

Proof. By Lemma [5.1] one gets F3 = {To0, 12,121,122}, Let z € V(T'). Pick dis-
tinct vertices z,w € Fy(z). Since (1,2) is pure and I'y5 € T'7,, we have Ip(z,w) =
Ong(x)(2z,w), which implies that [Az(z)];(2) N [Az(z)]5:(w) = Pi5(z,w) for i,j €
d(As(x)) and z,w € Fy(z). By the weakly distance-regularity of T, Ag(z) is weakly
distance-regular. By Lemma , one obtains ks o = 1. It follows from [7, Propo-
sition 5.3] that Az(z) is isomorphic to a doubly regular (k12 + 1, 2)-team tournament
A of type I or II. By Lemma and A has parameters ((k12 —1)/2, (k12 —
1)/2,k12). It follows from [7, Theorem 4.3] that A is of type II. [10] implies that
kio+1=0 (mod4) or k2 +1 =3 (mod 4). It follows from Lemma that
k12 =3 (mod 4). Thus, the desired result follows. O

Proposition 5.4. If (1,q — 1) is mized with ¢ > 4, then Agy_1,q4y is isomorphic to
Cay(qu,Q, {17 2})[Kk‘1,q—1]'

Proof. Let (xg, xa, ..., T2.—4) be a circuit consisting of arcs of type (1,q — 2). Since
p&gji,(l,qq) # 0, there exist vertices xi,zs, ..., 2943 such that (zo,z1,...,2T2_3)

is a circuit consisting of arcs of type (1,q — 1), where the indices are read modulo
2q — 2. Since I _; = {T'14_2} from Proposition BII[(iii)] and Lemma E8, one has

(17(1_2)

(i, Tite) € 'y 4o for all integer . Since Plg-1)(1g-1) = k1,4-1 from Proposition
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Eﬂ], Lemmas 2.3] and , we get P(l,qfl),(l,q71)<xi717xi+1) = Fl,q,1<.§lfi,1). By
setting d = € = (1,¢ — 1) in Lemma 2TI[(i)} we have ki o = k1 41. Since T | =

{l'14-2} again, one obtains (yi,yir2) € 142 for all y; € P(l,qf1),(1,q71)($i—1,$i+1)

and Yiro € Pa,g-1),(1,-1)(Tit1, Tiy3). Since pﬁjZifﬁ,(Lq_l) = k1g-1 and (y;, Tiy2) €

'y g2, one gets (Y, yir1) € I'iq—1 for all y; € P(1,q71),(1,q71)(9€z‘—1,$i+1) and y;y1 €
P g-1),0,g-1)(%i, Tiz2). Thus, the desired result follows. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

In this section, we always assume that I' is a locally semicomplete commutative
weakly distance-regular digraph. To give a proof of Theorem [T we need there
auxiliary lemmas.

Lemma 6.1. Let T' = {2,3}. Suppose that (1,2) is pure. If T'y5 € T'7,, then T is
isomorphic to 3 o Ky, 11, where X is a locally semicomplete weakly distance-regular

digraph with O(%) = {(0,0), (1,2),(2,1),(2,2)}.

Proof. By Lemmas and 51} one gets 9(I') = {(0,0),(1,1),(1,2),(2,1),(2,2)}.
Since (1,2) is pure, we have I'iy ¢ I'7,. It follows from Lemma 27 that F; =
{Loo, i1t

We define a digraph 3 with vertex set {Fy(x) | z € V(I')} in which (Fy(x), F2(y))
is an arc whenever there is an arc in I' from Fy(z) to Fy(y).

We claim that (2/,y") € T'yy for 2’ € Fy(z) and y' € Fy(y) for (z,y) € T'1po.
Without loss of generality, we may assume 2’ # x. Since Fy = {0,111}, we have
(z,2") € I'11. In view of Lemma 2.9 one gets y € P1,2),21)(z,2'). If y = ¢/, then our
claim is valid. If y # ¢/, then (y,y’) € I'11, and so 2’ € P1),1,2)(y,¥'). Thus, our
claim is valid. By Lemma 2.7 T' is isomorphic to 3 o Kj, ;1.

Let = and y be vertices with y ¢ Fy(x). Pick a shortest path P := (x =
x0,Z1,...,2; =y) from x to y in I'. Since y ¢ Fy(x), P contains an arc of type (1,2).
Suppose that P contains an edge. By the commutativity of I', we may assume that
(o, 1) € 'y 1 and (21, x2) € I'1 5. By Lemmal[2.9] one has (xg, z2) € I'1 2, a contradic-
tion. Then P consists of arcs of type (1, 2). It follows that (Fy(zo), Fa(xy), ..., Fa(a))
is a path in X, and so Ox(Fy(z), Fa(y)) < Or(z,y).

Pick a shortest path (Fy(x) = Fa(vo), Fo(y1), ..., Fa(yn) = Fa(y)) from F(x) to
F(y) in X. Tt follows that there exists y; € Fy(y;) for each i € {0,1...,h} such
that (v, y1,...,y;,) is a path consisting of arcs of type (1,2) in I'. By the claim,
(x, 9y, Yp_1,y) is a path in I". It follows that Or(z,y) < Os(Fa(z), Fy(y)). Thus,

8[‘(«73, y) = QE(F2('T)7 F2(y>) and 5(2) = {<07 0)7 (17 2)7 (27 1)7 (27 2)}

Let h € O(X) and (Fy(u), Fy(v)) € ¥j. Then (u,v) € I';. For 4, € d(X), we have
Pi,j(uﬂf) = UwEPZJ(u,v)F2(w) = UFQ(w)EEg(Fg(u))ﬁEj*(Fg(v))F2(w)-
Since Fy = {I'g0, 11}, one gets |Fy(w)| = k11 + 1, which implies
|S5(Fa (1)) N S50 (Fa(v)] = pb/ (Ruy + 1).

Then ¥ is a commutative weakly distance-regular digraph consisting of arcs of type
(1,2). Since I is locally semicomplete, ¥ is also locally semicomplete.
This completes the proof of this lemma. ([

Lemma 6.2. Let (1,q — 1) be pure with ¢ > 4. Suppose that r € T with r # q. The
one of the following hold:
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(1) re {2, 3} and Fl,?‘flrl,qfl = {Fl,qfl};
(il) r=q+1 and C(q+ 1) exists.

Proof. By Lemma 2] there exists a path (z,y, z) consisting of arcs of type (1,q—1)
with (z,z) € T'y ;2. Pick a vertex w € I'y,_1(x). Since y,w € N*(z), we have (w,y)
or (y,w) € Al"). If (y,w) € A(T), by w,z € NT(y), then (w,z) € I'; for some
s > 1 since (z,2) € I'yq_o with ¢ > 4, which implies w € P ,_1),1,¢) (¥, 2), contrary
to Lemma 2.2 Then (w,y) € I'y ;1 with s > 1.

If s = q, then y € Py 4-1),4-1,1)(z,w), which implies that holds from Lemmas
and 431 We only need to consider the case s # q.

If s=r, thenl'y, 1 € F%T_l. Suppose s # r. Since w € Py ,y_1),1,s-1)(2,y), there
exists w’ € Py s-1),a,-1)(2,y). Since (1,¢ — 1) is pure, from Lemma 22, we have
O(w,z) =90(w',z) =2. Since q—1 < I(z,w) <1409(z,z) and ¢—1 < I(z,w") < 1+
d(z, ), one gets (w, z), (w', z) € I'y 1. The fact y € Py -1),1,4-1)(w’, 2) implies that
there exists ¥’ € Py r—1),1,4-1)(w, 2). By Lemmal.2, we have y' € P 4-1),1,4-1)(2, 2),
and so 'y gy € I'f,_;. Thus, we conclude that I'y gy € T, ;.

Suppose r < 3. Since I'y ;1 € Tir_l, we have 3 < ¢ — 1 < 2r — 2, which implies
r =3. Since I'y ,_; € F%Q, from Lemma 28, (1,2) is pure. It follows from Lemma
that ¢ = 4, contrary to Lemma 5.1l Thus, r > 4. Since I';,_; € T}, _; again,
from Lemma[2, (1,7 —1) is mixed. By Proposition BII[(i)] and Proposition &1}, C(r)
exists. Proposition B:I:I and Lemma imply » = ¢ + 1. Thus, holds. O

Lemma 6.3. All digraphs in Theorem [L1 are locally semicomplete commutative
weakly distance-regular but not semicomplete.

Proof. Routinely, all digraphs in Theorem [L.1] are locally semicomplete but not semi-
complete. Since the digraph A in Theorem [I[11|(i)| is a doubly regular (k + 1,2)-
team tournament of type II, from [11, Theorem 3.1], A is a commutative weakly
distance-regular digraph. By [11, Theorem 1.1], Cay(Zg,{1,2}) in Theorem [LT[(ii)|
is a commutative weakly distance-regular digraph. By [11, Proposition 2.6], all di-
graphs in Theorem D:[I and are commutative weakly distance-regular digraphs.
It suffices to show that all digraphs in Theorem D:[I are commutative weakly
distance-regular digraphs.

Let I'" = I" o (X;)zez,,, Where I' = Cay(Z,, {1,i}) for some 7 € {1,2}, ¢ > 4,
and (X;)zez,, are all semicomplete weakly distance-regular digraphs with p?i(Zo) =
pgj(Ex) for each z and 7, j, h. It follows that |V(%,)| = t and 9(2,) = J with J C

{(0,0), (1,1),(1,2),(2,1)} for all z € Z,,. Since ¢ > 4, one has (I") NJ = {(0,0)}.
Since I' = 1" o (X;)zez,,, We get
O (0, uz), (y,vy)) = Ops () for all (2, uy), (y,v,) € V(I) with z #y,  (7)
5Fu((:p,u$), (r,v:)) = 5290 (ug, v,) for all (z,uy), (x,v,) € V(I). (8)
Then (I"') = d(I") U J. Tt suffices to show that |P;5((z, uz), (y,vy))| only depends
on 1, 7, 0((z, ug), (y,v,)) € AIT') U J.

Suppose I((z,u), (y,v,)) € J. Since A(I")NJ = {(0,0)}, from (@), we have = = y.
If {i,7} N J # 0, from (8), then {7, 7} C J, which implies

[P ((2,u0), (2, 0)| = Wz | Os, (s, 20) = 1, 5, (20, 00) = J}.
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If {5,2} N.J =0, then i,7 € d(I"\{(0,0)} since d(I") NJ = {(0,0)}, which implies
that j = ' and

[P (2, 1), (2, 0))] = - [{y € V(I) | (2, y) € I}

by (), where t = |V(3,)| for all z € Z;,. Since I" is weakly distance-regular from |11,
Theorem 1.1] and ¥, is weakly distance-regular, |P;((z,u.), (y,v,))| only depends

on 7.7, (). (4.0,). ~

Suppose I((x, uy), (y,vy)) ¢ J. Since I(I')NJ = {(0,0)}, from (§), we have z #y
and 0((z, 0, (4,,)) € DIN{(0,0)}. T {7, 7} NOI) = 0, then {7, ]} € J\{(0,0)),
which implies that z = y by (), a contradiction. It follows that {z, 7} NO(I") # 0. If
i,7 € 0(I"), by (@) and (&), then

1P 5((2, uz), (y0y))| = t- {2z € V(') | (z,2) €T3, (2,9) € I3},

where t = |V(X,)] for all z € Z;,. Now we consider the case |{7,7} N ()| = 1.
Since the proofs are similar, we may assume i€ Jand j € 9(I"). By (), one obtains
0((x, ug), (y,vy)) = J, which implies

[P ((2,u0), (y,0,)) = (2, 22) | Os, (us, 20) = T}).

Since I" is weakly distance-regular from [11, Theorem 1.1] and %, is weakly distance-
regular, |P;((z,uz), (y,vy))| only depends on i, j, d((x, uz), (y, vy))-
Thus, the desired result follows. O

Proof of Theorem[1.1. The sufficiency is immediate from Lemma We now prove
the necessity. Let ¢ = maxT. We divide the proof into two cases according to
whether (1,¢ — 1) is pure.

Case 1. (1,¢ — 1) is pure.

Since I' is not semicomplete, we have ¢ > 3.

Case 1.1. ¢ = 3.

By Lemma 20, we obtain 2 ¢ T or I';; € F;. Since I' is not semicomplete, we
have Fj Q {T00,'11, 12,721}, By Lemma B0l we have I'y5 € F%Q, which implies
Fy = {Fop, Pl,z, Fz,l, FQ,Z} or {Po,o, F1,1, Pl,z, Fz,l, FQ,Z}-

If 2 ¢ T, from Proposition (5.3, then I' is isomorphic to the digraph in with
m = 1; if 2 € T, from Proposition and Lemma , then I' is isomorphic to the
digraph in [(i)| with m = ki + 1.

Case 1.2. ¢ > 4.

By Lemma 2] there exists an isomorphism o from Cay(Z,, {1})[Kn] to A,(x)
with m = ky,1. In view of Lemma [6.2] we have 7" C {2,3,¢}. Since I' is locally
semicomplete, we have

Fygalgo1 \ {Fop} = UaET\{Q}{Pl,a—la Pa—l,l}a (9)

which implies F,(z) = V(I'). Since the valency of I' is more than 3, one gets
{¢} € T. Since (0(i,7)),(c(i +1,5")) € 'y 41 for j,j" € Z,, from (@), we ob-
tain Fr\(q(0(7,0)) = {0(i,J) | j € Zp}. By Lemmas 2.6l and 6.2, A\ ((o(7,0)) for
all © € Z, are semicomplete weakly distance-regular digraphs with same intersection
numbers. Thus, I' is isomorphic to the digraph in with ¢ = 1.

Case 2. (1,¢ — 1) is mixed.

Suppose ¢ = 3. Then T'= {2,3}, and I'1, € I'} | or 'y € T'},. By Lemma 28, T’
is semicomplete, a contradiction. Then ¢ > 4.
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In view of Proposition B1I[(i)]and Proposition 1], C(q) exists. Then {q,¢—1} C T.
By Proposition Eﬂ] and Lemmas 2.3] [4.5] we have p&gif;(l’qfl) = k14-1. In view
of Proposition BII[(iii)] and Lemma E.8| one gets I'7 | = {T'14»}. Lemma ZT[[1)]
implies kj4-1 = ki4-2. By Proposition [.4] there exists an isomorphism o from
Cay (Zog—2, {1, 2})[K ] to Agy—1,9(z) with m = ky 4_1.

In view of Lemmal[6.2] we have T C {2,3,¢g—1, ¢}. Since I is locally semicomplete,
from Lemma we have

Fig—1lg—11 \ {Too} = ig—2lg—21 \ {To0} = User\{g3 {l1a-1:Ta1,1}, (10)

which implies F,(z) = V(I'). Since the valency of I' is more than 3, one gets
{¢—1,q} € T. Since ((¢(3,7)), (o(i+1,j'))) € I', for j, 5" € Z,,, from (I0), we obtain
Frg-1,4(0(,0)) = {o(i,7) | j € Zy}. By Lemmas and 6.2, Ap\q-1,41(c(,0))
for all @ € Zy,_o are semicomplete weakly distance-regular digraphs with same inter-
section numbers. If ¢ = 4, then T' = {2,3,4}, which implies that I" is isomorphic to
the digraph in if ¢ > 4, then I is isomorphic to the digraph in with i = 2.
This completes the proof of Theorem [Tl O
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