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Abstract

We consider the problem of sequential matching in a stochastic block model with sev-
eral classes of nodes and generic compatibility constraints. When the probabilities of
connections do not scale with the size of the graph, we show that under the NCOND
condition, a simple max-weight type policy allows us to attain an asymptotically perfect
matching while no sequential algorithm attains perfect matching otherwise. The proof
relies on a specific Markovian representation of the dynamics associated with Lyapunov
techniques.
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1. Introduction

A matching in a graph is a subset of edges where no two edges share a common vertex.
Finding algorithms to determine matchings of maximum cardinality is an important problem
in computer science and combinatorial optimization (see [17] and references therein).

Recently, online matching algorithms have gained significant attention because of their
wide range of applications in fields such as job markets, advertisements, dates, and transporta-
tion businesses. Unlike traditional matching algorithms, which operate on a fixed input graph,
online matching algorithms must handle sequentially arriving nodes and return a matching
on the fly at each step. This added complexity presents a significant challenge for algorithm
design, since the algorithm must make decisions with incomplete information and a limited
view of the overall problem.

In their seminal paper, Karp, Vazirani, and Vazirani [10] investigate randomized online
matching algorithms for certain classes of non-random graphs. Specifically, they focus on
graphs with one-sided bipartite vertex arrivals. The authors use the competitive ratio between
the worst online and best offline scenarios as the performance metric for evaluating a policy,
where an offline algorithm is one that can wait until all requests are received before determining
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Online matching for the stochastic block model 1361

its responses. They establish that a specific randomization strategy can achieve an asymptoti-
cally optimal value of order n(1 — e~ ") for the number of online matchings in a bipartite graph
of size n.

More recently, an important line of research focused on online algorithms with, or without,
knowledge of the arrival parameters, and showed that structured policies are asymptotically
optimal by taking the system to the fluid scale; see, e.g., [6, 11, 15], and references therein. In
these references, (asymptotic) optimality is intended as the ability to maximize a given reward
or to minimize a cost where, along the various cases, the costs are put on the time elapsed
before finding a match (holding costs, in the settings of matching queues), and/or the rewards
can be put on the edges themselves, allowing, in some cases, heterogeneity in the rewards and
costs between the various classes of nodes and/or the various types of edges. In the model con-
sidered here, we measure the number of unmatched nodes over time, regardless of their classes,
so the costs can be considered as homogeneous in these settings. It is worth mentioning that
our techniques can be easily adapted to max-weight policies taking into account heterogeneous
rewards in the edges, of the type considered in [8].

On the other end of the spectrum, there has been an important research effort into charac-
terizing the so-called matching number (the cardinality of a maximum matching) of random
graphs. Matching numbers on sparse configuration models are studied in detail in [4], gen-
eralizing the well-known results of [2, 9]. Randomized online matching algorithms and their
properties in terms of competitive ratio have been studied in [7] for regular graphs, and more
recently for more general sparse graphs: see [1, 16] for configuration model graphs, and [18]
for geometric random graphs.

To the best of our knowledge, there are no results on multiclass matching on random graphs,
either from the perspective of matching number characterization or from characterizing the
performance of online algorithms, though it is of course a crucial model for applications.

In this study, we address an online matching problem within a stochastic block model con-
sisting of n nodes subject to per-class compatibility constraints. More precisely, a sequence of
random graphs is constructed on the fly in the sense that nodes arrive one by one, and their
adjacencies are determined upon arrival. This can be seen as an exploration of the large graph
of size n. A random class is assigned to every node according to a fixed distribution over a
(finite) set of classes, and each node of class i connects with a node of class j with probability
0 < p(i,j) <1 (that do not depend on 7). The matchings are online in the sense that at most
one edge can be added to the matching per time unit.

To tackle this problem, we introduce a family of matching policies based on simple mono-
tonic rules, which extend classical max-weight policies. We then use a joint construction of the
stochastic block model and the matching process to reach a Markovian representation of the
number of unmatched nodes. This representation, combined with the specification of matching
policies, allows us to use Lyapunov techniques by establishing a series of drift inequalities.
To achieve this, we build on the techniques introduced in [8]. This in turn allows us to prove
stability properties for the underlying Markov process.

This yields relevant results on the asymptotic optimality of online matching algorithms
under specific matching policies. We show that, when a certain condition (known as NCOND
in the literature [12]) on the probabilities p(i, j) is satisfied, the policies that we study are able
to achieve asymptotically optimal O(n) matchings. Conversely, we prove that no algorithm can
stabilize the process formed by unmatched nodes if the NCOND condition is not met, providing
in this way a characterization of the maximum stability region. These findings reveal a phase
transition in the difficulty of the matching problem in a multiclass setting, and offer valuable
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insights into the fundamental limits of online matching competitive ratios in such contexts.
While our study does not address the case of sparse random graphs, this remains an open
question for future research.

Section 2 is dedicated to presenting some necessary background information. In
Subsection 2.1 we present the construction of the online stochastic block model, together with
the online matching algorithm on that graph. In Subsection 2.2, we introduce the NCOND
condition, and state that we cannot expect to have an asymptotically optimal online matching
algorithm unless this condition holds. Finally, in Subsection 2.3 we present the max-weight
type policies that we consider in this work, and give the Markovian representation of the
process of unmatched nodes under the latter policies.

Section 3 is dedicated to presenting the main results of this paper. In Subsection 3.1,
Theorem 1 provides a necessary and a sufficient condition for the existence of a perfect match-
ing infinitely often almost surely, under max-weight type matching policies. In Subsection 3.2
we present a consequence of our main result regarding the ergodicity and asymptotic optimality
of the corresponding matching algorithm, while Subsection 3.3 discusses the long-run behav-
ior of the process. The proof of Theorem 1 is given in Section 4, while Section 5 is devoted to
the proof of our result of asymptotic optimality, Corollary 2.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Online matching on the stochastic block model

Let Ny be the set of non-negative integers, and N the subset of positive integers. In the online
version of the stochastic block model, nodes arrive one by one, and the graph is constructed on
the fly, generating an increasing sequence of random graphs {G}en, = {(V+, E¢)}sen, - Its con-
struction requires the following ingredients: a finite set of classes C, a probability v defined on
C, and a symmetric matrix p = (o(i, /)); jec € [0, 11°*€. Without loss of generality, we assume
that v has full support C, i.e. v(i) > 0 for every i € C. If this were not the case, we could simply
restrict our study to the support of v.

The sequence of graphs is defined inductively, together with a sequence of associated match-
ings on these graphs. Specifically, let Go =(Vo, Eg) = (@, ¥) and My = . Also, for any i € C,
we introduce the auxiliary elements V6 ={} and U6 = (). We interpret, at time ¢, the set M, as
the matching in the graph G; (M, is a subset of E; containing only non-adjacent edges), the set
Vi as the set of all nodes of V, having class i, and the set Ul as the subset of unmatched nodes
of class i. By unmatched node, we mean that the node is not the endpoint of any edge in the
matching. The class of a node v € V, will be denoted by c¢(v) eC,sov e Vf(v). We will say in
this case that v is a ¢(v) -node. Also, for a class subset A C C, we say that v is an A-node when
c(v) e A.

Suppose we have defined Gy = (Vi—1, E—1), Mi—1 CE,_1, {V!_,}icc, and {U'_,}icc.
Then the corresponding objects at time ¢ are defined as follows:

(i) A node v; is added to the graph, and we set V; = V;_1 U {v;}. We draw the class c(v;) €
C of node v, from the distribution v on C, independently of everything else, and we
set VU = Vf(_vi) U{v}and Vi=V!_ forieC\ {c(v/)}. Next, we associate with every
node v € V,_1 a Bernoulli random variable ¥, , of parameter p(c(vs), c(v)), i.e. P(;, =
1) =1—-P;, =0)= p(c(vy), c(v)), independent of everything else, and we set E, =
E(1 U{{v, v}: ve V,_; such that ¢, , = 1}.
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(i) The matching M; is obtained from M,_; either by keeping it as it was, or by adding one
edge in such a way that the resulting family of edges is a matching of G,. Beyond these
restrictions, the choice of M; is absolutely arbitrary. For concreteness, the reader can
think that M; depends on the current and past states of the system, and on an extra
independent source of randomness. More precisely, we may view M, as a function
depending on {(Gy, {Vf;}iec, Mj)}sef0,....t—1}, on the class of the incoming node c(v;),
on the Bernoulli random variables {1 ,},cv,_,, and possibly on an external — indepen-
dent of everything else — source of randomness. The latter function, and thereby the
criterion for choosing the edge to be added to the matching at ¢, if any, is called the
online matching policy. We have the following alternatives:

o IFM; =M, 1, set U = U U (v} and Ul = Ul_, for i # c(v)).

e If M, \ M,_; has one element, say {v, w}, set U;"" = (U™ U {v;}) \ {v, w} and
Uil=U'_, \ {v, w} fori # c(v).
In the second case, in which the edge {v, w} is added to the matching, we say that the
nodes v and w are matched. In addition to describing the disjoint set of edges, with some
abuse of terminology the word ‘matching’ will also be used to refer to a pair of nodes
that have been matched.

2.1.1. A note on the classical stochastic block model. The stochastic block model is a widely
used random graph model for studying clustering and community detection. It can be easily
defined as follows: a fixed, finite set of nodes V divided into r communities V!, ..., V'. For
each pair of distinct nodes, a link is created between them in a random fashion, independently
of everything else, with a probability that depends only on the communities to which the nodes
belong. In the construction of the online stochastic block model, conditioned to having com-
munities {Vﬁ}iec at time ¢, the distribution of the set of nodes E; corresponds to that of the
stochastic block model with these communities, and the connection probabilities are given by
the matrix p.

2.2. The NCOND condition

The connection probabilities (o(i, j)); jec define an adjacency matrix (£,(i, )); jec in the
following natural way: £,(i, j) = 1{p(i, j) > 0} for every i, j € C. If two classes i, j € C are such
that £,(i, j) = 1, we say that they are compatible. Call G, = (C, £,) the graph defined by this
adjacency matrix, a graph that we will refer to as the root graph. Observe that this graph is
undirected, in the sense that i is compatible with j if and only if j is compatible with i, and
that it admits self-loops, which refer to classes that are compatible with themselves. A class-
subset Z C C is said to be a G,-independent set if i, j € 7 implies &, (i, j) = 0. According to this
definition, the empty set is a G,-independent set. Observe also that if 7 is a G,-independent
set, then the classes lying in Z cannot have self-loops. It is convenient to define the set

I, ={Z c C: 7 is anon-empty G,-independent set}.
Also, for a class-subset A C C we let N,(A)={jeC: E,(i, j)=1 for some i € A} denote the
set of classes that are compatible with some class belonging to A. For i € C, with some abuse

of notation, we write \V,,(i) instead of NV, ({i}). Let

n=1(Gp, v) =min{vN,(D)) —v(@D): L el,}, 6]
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where we write v(A) =} ;. 4 v(i) for ACC. The parameter n will be a key parameter to
characterize the stability of the system at hand. The following definition is reminiscent of
those given, for instance, in [3, 8].

Definition 1. We say that the pair (G, v) satisfies NCOND if > 0 or, in other words, if v(Z) <
VN, (D)) forall Z € 11,,.

We emphasize that the definition of NCOND depends on p only through G,,. In other words,
the only thing that matters in deciding whether NCOND is satisfied is not the precise values of
the entries of the matrix p, but only whether they are zero or not.

For t € Ny, the vector X; = (Xy(i));cc defined as X;(i) = |U§|, i € C, encodes the number
of unmatched nodes in each class. The process X = {X;};en,, which will be referred to as
the unmatched process, will be our main object of study. Note that X clearly depends on
the online matching policy. Without further assumption, it is a priori not a Markov chain.
The following proposition investigates the sequence of random variables {||X;|/};en,, where
[lx]l = max;ec |x(i)| stands for the supremum norm of a vector x € RC. More precisely, if
NCOND is not satisfied, the proposition establishes a criterion that implies that the sequence
is not right, where by tight we mean that lim,—, o lim sup,cry, P[[X;|| > «] = 0. This notion of
tightness coincides with the tightness of the sequence of distributions {u;}scn, defined on Ng
as () =P(X; € -), according to which the sequence {ji}:cN, is said to be tight if, for every
& > 0 there exists a finite set .% = .%(¢) C Ng such that the inequality u,(#) > 1 — ¢ holds for
every ¢ € Np.

Proposition 1. For any online matching policy, if NCOND is not satisfied, then there exists
c=c(v, p) > 0 such that

lim inf P[[1X; ]| = v/1] = c. 2)
11— 00
In particular, the sequence of random variables (||X;|)ieN, is not tight. Moreover, if n <0
then
Xl
lim inf >0 almost surely (a.s.). 3)
— 00

Observe that the requirement n < 0 is stronger than the lack of NCOND. Equation (3) is to
be understood as follows: under this requirement, it is not possible to get an online matching
algorithm producing a matching of a size of the order of the size of the graph. We will see
later that under NCOND this is no longer the case. If n = 0, Proposition 1 does not make any
statement in this regard.

Proof of Proposition 1. We start by establishing a lower bound for the unmatched pro-
cess. For a fixed G,-independent set Z, and for # € Ny, let Etz = 1c(iy) € I} — He(iy) € N, (D)}

Observe that {E,I},GN is an independent and identically distributed sequence of random
variables with common distribution

PEf =11 =w(),
PlEf = —1]1 =v(N,(T)),
PlEL =01  =1—w(Z)— v(N,(T)).
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If we define

t
St=Y &l teN, )

s=1

then {S,I }reN, is a lazy random walk on Z. The key observation is that

ICIIXll = ) Xui) = §7 forall t € No, 5)
ieZ
since the number of unmatched Z-nodes at time ¢ is equal to the number of Z-node arrivals
minus the number of matchings involving Z-nodes, and all these matchings necessarily involve
./\/p(I)-nodes. Assume now that NCOND does not hold, i.e. 7 <0, and let Z € I, be such that
V(N,(Z)) — v(Z) = . Since . = —n and o2=v(D)+ V(N,(Z)) > 0 are respectively the mean
and the variance of Etz , we get

I_ J—
P(|IX; ]| = /1) Z]P’(S:tz > |C|\/Z> Z]P(S;\/;U/U > |C|\\//_tia /U>

T _
zp(uzg> _>1_q><|c_|>
\/;g o t—00 o

due to the central limit theorem, where ® represents the cumulative distribution function of the
standard Gaussian. Finally, take c =1 — ®(|C| /o) to get (2).

Assume now that 7 <0, and take Z €I, achieving the minimum, that is, such that
V(N,(Z)) — v(Z) = 1. The strong law of large numbers gives lim;_, S[I/t =-—n>0as.,and
(3) follows by stochastic comparison. ]

Remark 1. The previous proof can be reformulated in a slightly different, but insightful, way.
Suppose that 7 < 0, let Z € I, be a minimizer set, and let {S” },cn, be its associated lazy random
walk. Again by the strong law of large numbers,

1 STVl > Vil _S —n>0 as
¢t t A I g -

ieT ieN, (D)

In particular, there exists a (random) point in time after which the set | ;.7 V! always has
strictly more nodes than W; = ;. N (D) Vi. For all such #, the set |J;o7 V! is itself a G-
independent set, so the subgraph of G; induced by the node-subset V;\ W; has more than
DoieT |V§| odd connected components (every singleton that is a subset of an independent set
is an odd connected component). Summarizing, W; is a node-subset such that the subgraph
in G; induced by its complement has a number of odd connected components that exceeds its
cardinality. Hence, W, does not satisfy Tutte’s condition [19], implying that G, cannot have a
perfect matching.

2.3. Matching policies and Markov representation

2.3.1. ¢-policies. We now define a particular family of online matching policies, with the
important feature that they will have an associated Markov representation. Since the policies in
this family are defined in terms of a function ¢, we will refer to them as ¢-policies. Fix t € N,

https://doi.org/10.1017/jpr.2025.22 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/jpr.2025.22

1366 N. SOPRANO-LOTO ET AL

suppose that V;_1, {V;_ 1}iecs Ee—1, M1, and {Ui_l}iec have been defined, and that a node
v; arrives (with class c(v;) drawn using v). A class i = ¢(X;_1, c¢(v;)) is chosen as a function
of the vector X;_ and the class c(v;), where ¢ : Ng x C — C is an arbitrary function. The next
step is to construct E; by adding edges to E;_; of the form {v;, v} with v € V;_; (through the
random variables {V;,},ev, ;). We have the following alternatives:

i

o If any of these new edges has an endpointin U,_,,

i.e. if the edge-set
E,:{eeE,: eﬁU?;] # @ and e N {v;} # 0}

is non-empty, then we define M; from M,_; by adding any one of the edges of E;, no
matter which one. Observe that, in this case, we have X;(i}) = X;_1(}) — 1.

e If, otherwise, E, =, then we set M; =M;_;.

In other words, i} is the class of the match of v, if the latter node is at all matched at time 7.
We note that, in the second case, an edge is not added to the matching even in the presence of
other nodes available to be matched with vy, i.e. even if there existed a class i # i} and a node
vE UL] with {v;, v} e E,.

It is convenient to give an alternative, equivalent way of viewing ¢-policies. As before,
suppose that the elements at time # — 1 have been defined, that a node v; has arrived, and

that the class i} has been chosen as a function of X, and c(v;). If Uil =, then we set M, =
M;_;. Otherwise, consider an arbitrary enumeration U?_ (=i, weh I (v, wit € By e,
if Y =1, we set M; =M;_1 U {{v;, wi}}. If, otherwise, {v;, w1} ¢ E;, we ‘try’ with w»; that
is, if ¥, =1 we set M, =M,_1 U {{v;, w2}}. In case we also have that {v;, wp} ¢ E;, we try
with w3, and so on. If we do not succeed with any of the vertices in U;;:I, e if Yy, ==
Yr.w, =0, then we set M; = M,_1, no matter if there were more edges in E, available to be
added to M;_1. Note that, to define this algorithm, not all the information about E; was used
but only that regarding the Bernoulli’s random variables until the first success, i.e. until the
first index /€ {1, ..., L} for which ;= 1. This observation could result in an inexpensive
implementation of the algorithm.

Under this policy, the stochastic process {X;};eN, is a discrete-time Markov chain (DTMC)
on the state-space Ng; we will set out its transition probabilities below. For every i € C, we set
l;e Ng to be the canonical vector defined as 1;(j) = 1{i =j}. Suppose that, at step ¢ — 1, the
state of the DTMC is x € Ng, namely X;,_; =x. A new node v, is added to the graph, whose
class i = ¢(v;) € C is drawn from the distribution v independently of everything else, and then
another class j =iy = ¢(x, i) € C is chosen. We stress that nothing forbids i and j being the
same class a priori. Next, a node u; € UI;-] is possibly matched with v;. The non-zero transition
probabilities of the DTMC determined by this dynamic are given by

P(x, x+ 1)) = v(i)(1 — p(i, p(x, i) PE=D), xeNC, (6)
Pr,x—1)= Y v@[—(1—p@ )", xeN§:x—1;eN§. (7
i(x,i)=j

The transition P(x, x + 1;) corresponds to the addition of one unmatched i-node. For this to
happen, there has to be an arrival of an i -node that is not matched with anyone. This lack of
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matching occurs when no ¢(x, i)-node that was unmatched at time r — 1 became adjacent to
the arriving node in the construction of E,, an event with probability (1 — p(i, ¢(x, i)))*@®D
(when U]l_1 # (J, this corresponds to the event ¥ ,,, = - - = V¥, = 0 in the aforementioned
alternative construction). This explains the right-hand-side of (6). We note that this probability
is 1 even in the case in which p(i, ¢(x, i)) =1 and x(¢(x, i)) =0, in concordance with the
convention 0 = 1. The transition P(x, x — 1 j) corresponds to the departure of a j -node. For
this to occur, there are two necessary conditions. The first one is the arrival of a node whose
class i is such that the class chosen by the policy for its match is j (hence the sum on the
right-hand-side of (24)). The second is that the matching actually takes place, an event whose
complement has probability (1 — p(i, YO,

2.3.2. Max-weight type policies. The kind of policies we will mainly focus on, which we
term max-weight policies, are defined as ¢-policies with a particular choice of ¢. Let h: C —
{1, ..., |C|} be an arbitrary bijective function that establishes a hierarchy or priority between
classes, and let w: Ny x [0, 1] — [0, 0o) denote an abstract weight-function. A max-weight
policy is defined as a ¢-policy with the following particular choice of ¢ associated to w:

Gw(x, i) = arg max;cc(Wx(j), p(, /), h()).

The argmax is defined in terms of the lexicographical order between ordered pairs. In other
words, ¢, (x, i) is the class j that maximizes the weight w(x(j), p(i, j)), where the hierarchy £ is
used as a tie-breaker.

We now identify some properties over the weight-function w that will be used later as
hypotheses in our results.

Assumption 1. (Hypotheses over w.) The weight-function w: Ny x [0, 1] — [0, c0) is
assumed to satisfy the following conditions:

(1) w(n, r)> 0ifand only ifn, r > 0.

(ii) w is coordinate-wise non-decreasing: w(n, r)y <w(', r) and w(n, r) < w(n, r’) for every
n<n andeveryr<r.

(iii) For every r € (0, 1], the following minimum exists:
n*(r)=min{m e N: win — 1, 1) < w(n, r) for all n > m)}. (8)

The first condition prevents the selection of a class with which there is no opportunity for a
matching to take place (unless all classes meet the same conditions). We will expand on this in
Remark 3. The second one is somehow natural: on the one hand, the more individuals there are
of a certain class, the more favorable it is to perform a match in order to prevent nodes from
accumulating. On the other hand, the larger r is, the higher the probability that the involved
matching attempts will actually take place.

Example 1. Two relevant examples are wi(n, r) =nl{r > 0} and wy(n, r) =n(l — (1 — r)").
The weight-function w; defines a ‘match the longest’ type of policy, since it only considers
the number of stored nodes and not the connection probabilities. For the second one, the quan-
tity wa(x(j), p(i, j)) = xG)(1 — (1 — p(, D) is nothing but the number of j-nodes times the
probability of performing a match with one of them, if the class j is chosen.

Remark 2. The — less transparent — third condition in Assumption 1 states that, when the
number of nodes of a certain class is large enough, all the relevance of the weight relies on
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the first coordinate and not on the second one (Lemma 3 sheds light on this direction). This
makes all such weights equivalent to w in saturated regimes. Nevertheless, we think that it is
valuable to consider general weight-functions depending also on the connection probabilities,
such as wy, since they may have better performance in practice.

Remark 3. Let us present an important feature of the family of max-weight policies associated
to a w satisfying Assumption 1. Suppose that we stand at X;_; = x, and let i be the class of the
incoming node. Let

Sy=1{ieC: x(i) >0} 9)

be the support of x. Assume that N, (i) N Sy # ¥, or, in other words, that there are nodes present
in the systems that are likely to be connected to the incoming node. Then the class j = ¢(x, i)
chosen by the policy lies in NV,(i) N Sy. This (desired) property follows from the first con-
dition over w, from which a class j is such that w(x(j), p(i, j)) > O precisely if and only if
JeEN,()NSy.

2.3.3 State-space. For simplicity, and without loss of generality in what follows, we assume
hereafter that the initial condition of our DTMC X is the empty state 0 € Ng. We then define
the following set, gathering all states that are reachable from the initial condition:

= {xeNg: P(X; = x) > 0 for some ¢ € Ny}.

From now on we restrict the DTMC X to the state-space .Z. The following result provides a
sufficient condition for the irreducibility of the DTMC on the latter set.

Proposition 2. Let P be the transition matrix defined by (6) and (7) associated to a max-weight
policy whose weight-function w satisfies Assumption 1. Suppose that, for every i € C there exists
Jj € C such that p(i, j) > 0 or, in other words, that N ,(i) # @ for every i € C. Then the transition
matrix (P(x, y))x,ye 2 is irreducible.

Proof. By the very definition of 2, for every x € 2 there exists ¢t € Ny such that P'(0, x) > 0
(here P denotes the rth power of the matrix P). It remains to show that we can go from any
x € 2 'to 0, namely that there exists 7 € Ny such that P'(x, 0) > 0. Of course, we can assume
x # 0, and hence S, # @. The hypothesis of our proposition guarantees that N,(Sy) # @, so the
class of the arriving node, say i, belongs to N,(Sy) with positive probability. Due to Remark
3, the chosen class j = ¢(x, i) lies in Np(i) NSy, and two nodes are matched with positive
probability. Summarizing, for every x € 2"\ {0}, there exists y € 2 such that P(x, y) > 0 and
Y icc X() =14 3",.c ¥(i). Proceeding in this way finitely many times, we can find 7 € N such
that P'(x, 0) > 0. O

Corollary 1. If NCOND holds, then the transition matrix P defined by (6) and (7), and
associated to a max-weight policy whose weight-function satisfies Assumption 1, is irreducible.

Proof. For any node i € S, the non-empty independent set {i} satisfies v(i) < V(N 0(0)). Then
V(N (i) > 0, and hence N, (i) # . O

3. Main result, and consequences

3.1. Perfect matching infinitely often

From Corollary 1, under NCOND the DTMC X = {X;};cN, associated to a max-weight type
policy is irreducible, and we then say that it is stable if it admits a unique invariant distribution.
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Let 79 = inf{t € N: X, = 0} be the first positive visit to the empty state. Then it is standard that
stability is equivalent to the finiteness of the expectation of 7¢, and to the tightness of the
sequence of distributions {1};en, (defined in Subsection 2.2). This implies in particular that
P[t9g < oo] =1, and in turn, that

P[X, = 0 infinitely often] = ]P’[ lim sup{X, = 0}] —1. (10)

=00

Since the empty state 0 corresponds to a perfect matching, i.e. a matching containing all
the nodes, we can say equivalently that, almost surely, a perfect matching occurs infinitely
often (i.0.). Our main result, Theorem 1, proves that these good properties hold whenever the
condition NCOND is satisfied (i.e. > 0), and establishes the opposite conclusion if 1 < 0.

Theorem 1. Let p € [0, 11°%€ be a symmetric matrix, and v a fully supported probability on
C. Assume that the pair (G,, v) satisfies NCOND. Let w: Ny x [0, 1] — [0, c0) be a weight-
function satisfying Assumption 1, and consider the max-weight policy associated to w. Recall
the definition of n given in (1). Then the associated DTMC X is stable if and only if NCOND
holds, that is, n > 0. In particular, if n > 0, then almost surely the online matching is perfect
infinitely often. If n <0, then the probability of having a perfect matching infinitely often is
zero.

Theorem 1 is proved in Section 4. In the statement of the theorem, the necessity of NCOND
for stability is simply an application of Proposition 1. In the latter result, the more general
concept of tightness can be understood as a measurement of stability even under the lack of
Markovianity. In this respect, Proposition 1 and Theorem 1 can be interpreted as meaning that
NCOND is the maximum stability region for general online matching policies: the absence of
NcCOND precludes any stable (tight) policy, whereas its presence allows us to find a stable one.

On another hand, as previously stated, the ability of the online matching algorithm to per-
form a perfect matching i.o. is reminiscent of the stability of an underlying matching queue,
gathering the unmatched nodes. As stated in Theorem 1, this property is guaranteed if and only
if NCOND holds (up to the critical case = 0), provided that the matching algorithm is induced
by a policy ¢,, whose weight function w satisfies Assumption 1. This provides a simple exam-
ple of a class of matching policies that have a maximal stability region, or equivalently, of a
class of matching algorithms that achieve a perfect matching i.o. almost surely under the min-
imal condition NCOND. It also immediately follows from [8, Proposition 2] that there exists
a measure v generating the stochastic block model and satisfying NCOND if and only if the
underlying graph G, is not a bipartite simple graph, which is equivalent to saying that the
resulting SBM is itself not a bipartite graph i.o.

Observe that the present model is a variant (without reneging) of the matching model with
impatience introduced in [8], in which the existence of edges between nodes of compatible
classes is random, instead of binary as in [8]. In the binary case, it is easy to construct unsta-
ble models, that is, models for which the conclusions of Theorem 1 fail, even though NCOND
holds. Specifically, in [12, Section 5], for a simple graph with four nodes, a priority-type policy
is introduced for which it is shown that NCOND is not sufficient for the stability of the corre-
sponding stochastic matching system, thereby implying in the present context that, a.s., there
does not exist a perfect matching i.o. The latter result is widely extended in [14, Theorem 3],
where it is shown that NCOND is in general not sufficient for the stability of the considered
system, and thereby, for the existence of a perfect matching almost surely i.o., for a wide class
of non-bipartite graphs, and for matching policies of the priority type and of the ‘random’ type.
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Then, extending these results to the present non-binary case is immediate, because performing
perfect matchings i.o. is even harder if the existence of edges between elements of respective
classes i and j such that £,(i, j)=1 is random (as is the case in the present stochastic block
model), instead of certain (as in the case for the binary matching models addressed, e.g., in
[8, 12, 14]). It then follows that there exist (non-trivial) online algorithms (e.g. of the ‘priority’
type) that fail to produce perfect matchings i.o., despite the fact that NCOND holds. In other
words, satisfying NCOND is necessary for the existence of an efficient online algorithm in that
sense (whence the terminology NCOND, for ‘necessary condition’), but not sufficient in itself,
because online algorithms fail in general to produce perfect matchings i.o., despite the fact that
NCOND holds.

3.2. Ergodicity and asymptotic optimality
By using classical results in conjunction with the fundamental drift inequality stated in
Proposition 2, we can derive the following result.

Corollary 2. Under the assumptions of Theorem I, assume that NCOND holds, and let w be
the unique invariant distribution associated to the DTMC X. Then

1
tlggo; E ”Xs”:/ x| w(dx) <00 as. (11)
s=1
and, as a consequence,
. IXl
lim =0 a.s. (12)
t—oo t

The proof of Corollary 2 is provided in Subsection 5. The first assertion (11) is twofold:
on the one hand, it asserts the finiteness of the invariant mean f |lx]| 7 (dx); on the other, it
establishes the convergence of the ergodic averages. A detailed bound for this invariant mean
is given in the proof of Corollary 2. Since ||X;|| is a measure of the number of unmatched
nodes at time ¢ (recall that || - || is the supremum norm), (12) can be interpreted as meaning
that, almost surely, the size of the matching is of the order of the size of the graph. In other
words, the matching algorithm is asymptotically optimal.

3.3. Long-run behavior

Assume that NCOND holds (and hence that X is irreducible, due to Corollary 1). Let 7 be
the unique invariant distribution on .2, whose existence is guaranteed by Theorem 1. Since the
DTMC X is 2-periodic, we cannot expect to have a long-run convergence to 7. Nevertheless, a
periodic version can be formulated. For € {0, 1}, let 2} = {x ez Ziec x(i) = [ (mod 2)} be
the subspace containing the states whose total number of nodes is congruent with / modulo 2,
and let 77; be defined as 7;(x) = 2w (x)1{x € Z;}, x € Z. For [ € {0, 1}, 7; is in fact a probability
measure, due to the ergodic theorem (see, for instance, [5, Subsection 4.2.1]). The following
result is then simply a restatement of [S5, Theorem 4.2.3].

Corollary 3. Under the assumptions of Corollary 2, the DTMC X satisfies

lim Y|P =) —m@)| =0, 1€{0, 1},

xeZ;
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4. Proof of Theorem 1

In this section, we prove our main result. The strategy of the proof is that we first prove
our fundamental drift inequality, Proposition 2. Its consequences in terms of the stability and
existence of a perfect matching i.o. are given in Subsections 4.2 and 4.3.

4.1. Fundamental drift inequality
For a function f: 2"— [0, 00), we define its drift at x € 2 as

df(x) =Pf(x) —f(x) = Z P(x, y)f(y) — f(0), (13)
e

where P is the transition matrix defined by (6) and (7). After some necessary preliminaries, we
will establish an inequality that controls the drift of the quadratic function defined as g(x) =
Yice X0,

Definition 2. Let * be the minimum positive connection probability defined as
r* =min{p@, )): p(, j) > 0}.
For every r € (0, 1], let n*(r) € N be defined as
n*(r)=min{fm e N: win — 1, 1) < w(n, r) and w(n, 1) < w(n + 1, r) for all n > m}.

If w satisfies Assumption 1, then the set on which this minimum is taken is non-empty (due
to the third condition), and hence the definition of n*(r) is proper. Also let n* = n*(r*) and
K =max,en, n(1 —r*)".

For xe Z and A CC, let ||x|| 4 = max;c4 x(i), and observe that ||x||c coincides with the
supremum norm ||x||. Finally, define the set of classes with and without self-loops respectively
as C;f ={ieC: p(i,i)>0}and Cg ={ieC: p(i, i) =0}. Then we have the following result.

Proposition 3. Let p € [0, 11°%C be a symmetric matrix, and v be a fully supported probability
on C. Assume that the pair (G,, v) satisfies NCOND. Let w: Ng x [0, 1] — [0, 00) be a weight-
function satisfying Assumption 1, and consider the max-weight policy associated to w. Then
the quadratic function q satisfies

dg(x) < —2n|lxllcy — Z 2x(i)v(i) + 1 420" + 4K (1 + |CF]) (14)

ieCy : x(i)>n*
for any x € Z, and for n defined by (1).

The proof of Proposition 2 is given at the end of this subsection. To get to this, we need
to prepare the field through a series of previous results, the proofs of which are given in the
Appendix. One of these results, Proposition 8, is a result that was obtained in [8] for a more
general framework.

The first step is to compare the drift dg with the drift with respect to another DTMC with
homogeneous values of the connection probabilities. By doing so, we will also deal with
classes without too many nodes. Recall the definition of r*, and let p be the connection proba-
bility matrix defined by p(i, j) = r*1{€, (i, j) = 1}, i, j € C. Consider the transition probabilities
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associated to these connection probabilities. For i € C,

Pax+ 19 =v() (1 = p ) " ifxe 2,
Pax—1p= Y7 v()d =1 =46 )" ifx—1e2
be)=i

with &(x, i) = arg max;cc (W(x(j), 03, D), h(j)). Let aq be the generator of ¢ associated to these
transition probabilities, defined as in (13), by replacing P( - , - ) with P(- - ).

Lemma 1. (Control of aq in terms of aq.) Let x : &' — % be the function that conserves only
the classes with more than n* nodes, that is, for all x € Z,

(x )@ =x()Hx() =n*}, i€C. 15)

Then dg(x) < aq(X X)) +2n*, xe Z.

Proof of Lemma 1. We first need to give an expression for the generator of g. First observe
that, for all i € C,

gx+1;) — g(x) =14 2x(i) foreveryxe Z,
qg(x —1;) —qg(x) =1 —2x(i) forevery x € Z suchthatx —1;€ Z.

Hence, for all x € Z'such that x — 1; € Z,

dg(x) =Y P(x, )(q0y) — g(x))

yeZ
=Y (I +2(@))PE x+ 1)+ Y (1= 2x())P(x, x — 1))
ieC ieS,
=1+ Z 2x(DP(x, x+ 1;) — Z 2x(D)P(x, x — 1), (16)
ieSy ieS,

where the last identity follows because, after distributing, the factor accompanying the value
1 represents the total probability of all possible outcomes. Replacing by the values of the
transition probabilities (6) and (7), we get

dg() =1+ 21 — p(i, Plx, i) @D

ieSy
=D 2 Y v =1 = pl, ). (17)
i€S, i (x,i)=j

We will make use of the following lemma as follows: if the class of the incoming node
has at least one neighbor class with more than n* nodes, then, for both policies ¢ and qA&, it
will necessarily choose a class whose number of nodes is a maximum. This is the main raison
d’étre for the third condition of Assumption 1. We have the following preliminary result.

Lemma 2. Let x € Z’and, recalling (8), let i € C be such that x(j) > n* for some j € N, (i). Then
x(@(x, 1) = x(@(x, i) = max{x(j): j € N,(D)}.
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Proof of Lemma 2. If k € C is such that x(k) < n*, then k # ¢(x, i). To see why this is true,
take j € N, (i) such that x(j) > n*. Then, applying the various conditions of Assumption 1,

w(x(k), p(i, k) <wm* — 1, p(i, k) <wrn* — 1, 1) < w(n*, r*)
< w(x(), )
<wx(), p(, ),

and so the maximum defining ¢(x, i) cannot be attained at k. Hence x(¢(x, i)) > n*. Similarly,
k ¢ N, (i) implies that k # ¢(x, i), and hence ¢ (x, i) € N, (i). If there existed j € N, (i) such that
x(j) > x(¢(x, i), we would have

w(x(j), p(i, j)) = wx(), r*) > wx() — 1, 1)
> w(p(x, ), 1)
> wx(p(x, 1), p, ¢(x, 1)),

contradicting the definition of ¢(x, i). Hence, such a j does not exist, and so
x(¢(x, 1)) = max{x(): j € N,(i)},
as desired. The proof for x(q@(x, i)) is analogous. U

We can now come back to the proof of Lemma 1. Fix x € 2~ ang, recalling (15), lety = y (x).
Bear in mind the following analogous expression of (16) for d instead of d and y instead
of x:

dg) =1+ ) 29OPO, y+ 1) — Y 20(DP(y, y — 1. (18)
ieSy ieS)

First of all, we compare the first sums in (16) and (18). For this, define the sets A= {i
C: x(i) > n*} and

Al =ANN,(A) ={ie A: E,3,j) =1 for some j € A}, A=A\ A
Then

> 2P, x4+ 1) = Y 2P,y + 1)

ieSy i€Sy
= Y AP x+1)+ Y 2)PE x+1)— Y 2P, y+ 1)
ieSy\ A ieA ieA
<2n* + ) AP x+ 1) — PG,y + 17)]
icA
=2n* + ) 20DvD([1 = oG, Plx, FCED — (1 rFp O
icA;
+ Y 2x(G [T — p. plx, iNICED — 1} <20,
ic Ay

where in the first identity we used that S; = A, and that x and y coincide there. In the last
inequality, we used that x(¢(x, i)) = y(¢(y, i)) if i € A, due to Lemma 2.
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We now control the difference between the second sums in (16) and (18). Write the set

{x(i): i € A} (which readily coincides with {y(i): i € A}) as {ny, ..., np}, where L is a positive
integer and n; < nj4 for every le {1, ..., L—1}. Also let H;={i € A: x(i) = n;} for every
le{l, ..., L}. The H; are nothing but the level sets of x (or y) at levels greater than or equal

to n*. Then we easily get that

=2 2P0, x— 1)+ ) 2y(DP(Ly — 1)

ieS, i€S,
<) 2 = Plx. x = 1) + Py, y = 1))]
icA

L
<Y 2 Y =P x—1)+P@,y—1)]

=1 ieH,;

[—Z D v == pG )M+ > uo‘xl—(l—ﬁ(i,j))"f)}

ieH; j:p(x,))=i i€H) j:d(x,j)=i

IA

L
Z 2n;
=1

L
> ZHI[— DY v = =46+ Y Y v — = AG, i))"')}
=1

€M1 jp(xj)=i 1€H, i, jy=i

I
=

’

where the last identity holds because each of the two sums in the square brackets, due again to
Lemma 2, are equal to (1 — (1 — r*Y")v({j e N,(Hp): maxke N, () X(k) = n;}). Indeed, for the
first sum, for instance, after switching the sums we get

DY viHa—a—=pG. "= vl == pG. dx. M)

i€H, j:p(x. =i JipeH,
= 3 () = (=YL e N, (D)
Jte e,
=(1—(1—r" > V().
JEN,(Hp:p(x.)eH,
This concludes the proof. O

For a class-subset A CC, let 14 be the configuration defined as (1 4)(i) = 1{i € .A}. For
x € Z, the configuration x1 4 € 27is defined as the coordinate-wise product, namely (x1 4)(i) =
x(i)1{i € A} for any i € C. Recall the definition in (9). The following result allows us to deal
with the nodes whose classes have self-loops.

Lemma 3. (Reduction to self-loop-free supports.) If x € Zis such that x(i) > n* for every i €
S, then dg(x) < dg(xleo) +4KICH| = Y iccr 2x(Dv ().

Proof of Lemma 3. For k € C;‘, we will prove that aq(x) < aq(xlc\{k}) + 4K — 2x(k)v(k).
A simple iteration of this result then proves the required result. Similarly to (17), we have
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dg(0) =1+ 3" 261 — pG. Glx, )G
i€Sy

=2 Yo v == pG, ). (19)

i€Sy Jb =i
We start by controlling the first sum. If i = k, we have
2k (1 = Ak, P, KNP < 2x(kywik)(1 — YR < 2K,
where we have used that x(qAS(x, k)) > x(k) due to Lemma 3. For the same reason, if i # &,

21 — A, dlx., i) @D <231 — pli. Gy, D) PO,

where we have defined y = x1¢\ (). This inequality is actually an identity if 7 is not an element
of \V, (k). To control the second sum, we first observe that, after switching the sums, we have

Do) Y v —[1—= 4G, HI'P)
€Sy e =i
=Y 2pCe, Nv(HA — [1 = A, px, NP,

J
For j =k, we have
26 (e, RN — [1 — plk, plx, kNI > 2x(ky(k)(1 — (1 — YD)
= 2x(k)v(k) — 2x(k)v(k)(1 — r*y*®
> 2x(k)v(k) — 2K.

If j # k, we again deduce from Lemma 3 that

22 e YY) — (1 = pG. dx, )y @)
> 2y NIV = (1 = G, $, N PO,
with equality if j ¢ N, (k). Putting things together, we get
dg =1+ 3" 21 — A, P, )y @D
i€Sy
= 5" 2 VG~ (1= pG. Glx, PP
j
<1+ 291 = pl, v, )y @D
ik
= 3 2560, v = (1= 3G, B, YO + 4K — 2x(kw(k)
J#k
= dg(y) + 4K — 2x(kyv(k),

as desired. O
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The next step reduces the case to configurations whose supports are G,-independent
sets.

Lemma 4. (Reduction to supports that are G,-independent sets.) Let x € 2 be such that Sy C
Cg, and such that x(i) > n* for every i € Sx. Then there exists y € Z such that ||x|| = ||yl, Sy C

C’g, Sy is a Gy-independent set, and aq(x) < aq(y) + 2K.
We first state the following lemma.

Lemma 5. Let x € 2 be such that Sy C CS and x(i) > n* for every i € Sy, and assume that
Sy is not a G,-independent set. Let A be a connected component of Sy with |A| > 1, and let
k = arg min;¢ 4 (x(@), h(i)). Then dg(x) < dg(x1cy\y) + 2v(k)K.

Proof. Let y = x1¢\ (). Recall the expression of the generator in (19). We first dominate the
first sum. If i = k, we have

2R k(1 — plk, $x, )R < 200K,
IfieS, \A{k} is such that qS(x, i) # k, then f’(x, x+1)= IA’(y, y+ 1;). Finally, if i € Sx \ {k} is
such that ¢(x, i) = k, then N, (i) N Sy = {k} and hence
261 — A, dlx, )CED < 250w = 29w — pG, By, )P PO,

(The identity follows because y(é(y, i)) = 0 due to the fact that N, »(HNSy = No(HNSy=7.)
Putting these together, we get

3 21— 3G flx, i D < 3 2yiw()(1 — A, By, )PP 4 20K

i€Sy ieS)

The control of the second sum is more delicate. Consider the sets

Bi={ieNy(k): p(x.i) =k},  By=(N,(B) NS\ {k}.

On the one hand, observe that if i € S, \ (B2 U {k}) we have P(x, x — 1) = P(y, y — 1;). On the

other hand, we get

> 2P,y —10=3 20 3 o)1 — (1= 4G, )

b i€By =i
= D @01~ 1 =G, b NP
J 0B

= > 2@E G~ (=BG, B )y PO
JEB:p(.)eB)
+ 3 2960 Hro)T = (= pG, Gy, D)
jeB;
= Y 2@ VO (= 4G, fx )P
Jh(x)eB
+ 37 22w — (1 = 5, )y ®)
JjeB1

= Z 2x()P(x, x — 1;) + 2x(k)P(x, x — 1).
ieB,
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The inequality holds because if j € B; then (]3(x, J) =k and hence y(({)(y, 7)) <x(k). All in all,
we get

- Z 2x()P(x, x — 1;)

i€S,
=— Z 2x()P(x, x — 1;) — Z 2x(D)P(x, x — 1;) — 2x(k)P(x, x — 15)
i€Sy\(ByU{k}) ieB,
<= ) BOPY,y—1)— ) 2P, y— 1)
iESy\Bz ieB;
= 2PG, y - 1),
i€Sy
which concludes the proof. D
Proof of Lemma 4. Tterating Lemma 6 readily completes the proof of Lemma 5. U

Fori, jeC,let p(i, j) =&,(i, j), and let d be the associated generator. In this dynamic, if the
chosen class has nodes to match, the match is performed with probability 1. The next step is to
compare the generators d and d.

Lemma 6. (Comparison between d and d.) If x € X is such that Sy C CY, x(i) > n* for every
i €Sy, and Sy is a G,-independent set, then aq(x) < aq(x) + 2K.

Proof. Let x € Z be such that Sy c o, x(i) > n* for i € Sy, and such that Sy is a G,-
independent set. Then

dg) =1+ 2x()P(x, x+ 1) — Y 2x(D)Px, x— 1),
iGSx iESx

and the analogous expression for dg(x). On the one hand, since Sy is an independent set, we
have

> 2P, x4 i)=Y 2x()P(x, x + ny). (20)
ieSy €Sy

On the other, for n > n*, Lemma 2 gives

Y 2Prx—m)— > 2P, x—n;)

i€Sy:x(i)=n i€Sy:x(i)=n
= D m ) vi— Yo 2 Y w1 (1= G D))
ieSex(y=n  jd(xj)=i i€Sex()=n  jid(x.j)=i
=2 Y wG)—2n Y (-1 =)
Fxll g, gy=n FIXIN =n

=2n(1 —r)"v{j: lIxll ) = n} < 2Kv{j: Ixlln, ) = n}-
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Summing over n > n*, we get

> 2P x =) = > 2x(DP(x, x — i) < 2K. 1)
ieSy ieSy
We conclude by gathering (20) and (21). O

The following result is the last one we need. Its proof was given in [8] in a more general
context. For the benefit of the reader, we present here a proof adapted to this case.

Lemma 7. (Control of d.) Assume that (Gp, v) satisfies NCOND. If x € Z'is such that S, C Cg
and it is a G,-independent set, then aq(x) <1-—2nlx].

Proof. Let x € Z'be such that Sy is a G,-independent set that is included in Cg. In this case,
aq(x) can we written as
dg(x) =1+ 2x()[v(i) — P(x, x — 1)].
i€Sy

Since the case where x = 0 leads to a trivial result, we proceed by assuming that x #~ 0. Let
{ai, ..., ar} be the image of the function

Sx — N(),

i = x(i),

assuming a; > a4+ for every le{l,...,L—1}. For any le€{l,...,L} we let H;={i€
Sy x(i) = a;}. We can then write

L L
D xvG) = Pee x—1)]= Y xri=» ar Y _ri=Y aRi,
ieS; ieS; =1 i€eH,; =1

where we have defined r; = v(i) — P(x, x — 1;) and R; = Zie?-ll ri.

If R <O0Oforeveryle{l,..., L}, weare done since

L
> R <aiR; = x| [v('H]) - Plx,x— 1»} = IxlIv(H1) = vN, (Hi)] < = xlln.
=1

i€t
If not, we define L; = max{l {1, ..., L}: R; > 0}. Then
L Ly L2
S aRi <> aRi <) aR+a, (R, -1+ Rey). (22)

=1 =1 =1

If Ry, —1 + Ry, <0, we control the last quantity by ZIL:‘ 1_2 ajR; and restart the procedure. If,
otherwise, Ry, _1 + Ry, > 0, we control the right-hand side of (22) by

Li-3

Z aiR;+ar, 2(Ry,—2 + Ry, -1 + Ry,)).
=1
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We again separate the cases Ry,—>+Ry,—1+ Ry, <0 and Ry, 2+ Ry,—1 + Rz, >0, and
proceed as before. Finally, if we reach H{; with this procedure, we have

L
aj ZRI = |lx|l |:V(7'l1 U---UHp)— Z P(x, x — 1i)]

=1 iEH]U-uUHLl
= IxXlIv(H1 Y- - UHL) = vNp(H1 U= - UHL )] < —nllx],

which concludes the proof. d

We are now in a position to prove the fundamental drift inequality in a few lines.

Proof of Proposition 3. Fix x € 2. Applying Lemmas 1, 3, 4, 6, and 7, we get

dg() < dg(x () +2n* <dg(xW1eo) +4KICT 1 — Y 2X (WD) + 20"

ieCt
<dg(y) +2K +4KICT| — D 2x@)(i)v(i) + 2n*
ieCt
<dg(y) +4K +4KICH| = > 2x@))v() + 2n*
ieC
lel — 2nlyll + 4K +4KICH| = Y 2x (x)(i)v(i) + 20,
ieCy

where y € Z"is such that ||y|| = ||X(x)1cg | = ||x||cg and S, €I,. The proof is completed by
observing that the last expression coincides with the right-hand side of (14). U

4.2. Stability

As already mentioned, that NCOND is necessary for the stability of the DTMC follows
immediately from Proposition 1. We now prove that NCOND implies stability. We say that a
function f: 2"— [0, 00) is a Lyapunov function if there exist ¢ > 0 and a finite set % C 2

such that
Pf(x) = Z P(x, y)f(y) < oo forevery x € %, (23)
yeZ
df(x) < —¢ for every x € 2\ .Z. (24)

The Foster—Lyapunov theorem (see, e.g., [5, Theorem 7.1.1]) guarantees stability if a Lyapunov
function is found. In our case, stability will be obtained by proving, as a direct consequence of
Proposition 2, that the quadratic function ¢ is Lyapunov. Since the set {y € 2" P(x, y) # 0} is
finite for every x € 2, condition (23) is fulfilled automatically. The real challenge is condition
(24), which follows, for instance, by choosing ¢ = 1 and

1+n* 42K+ [CF)) 24-2n* +4K(1+CF))
F=1xe 2% lxley < s xller = . .
0 n ° min; e v(i)

(the minimum over an empty set being defined as +00), and by using inequality (14).
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4.3. Perfect matching infinitely often

The fact that the online matching is perfect i.0. almost surely for n > 0 follows readily
from (10). Now assume that n <0, and let Z € I, attain the minimum, which is equivalent to
saying that v(Z) — v(N, 0(X)) =—n > 0. In this case, the associated lazy random walk {StI }reNg
defined by (4) is transient to infinity, since its drift is precisely v(Z) — v(N,(Z)). On the other
hand, similarly to (5), it is clear that for all 7, the number of unmatched Z-nodes at time ¢ is a.s.
lower-bounded by S? . So the number of unmatched Z-nodes also grows to infinity with # almost
surely, proving in turn that, almost surely, there is no perfect matching i.o. This concludes the
proof of Theorem 1.

5. Proof of Corollary 2

For any x € 2" we have

nllxllco + E x(@v(@) = (Ixll —n )(n A min v(l)) (25)
’ . + . lECp
ieCy : x(i)=n*
To see why this it true, we separate the cases |x| = ||x||cg, lx|l = ||)c||c;r >n*, and ||x|| =

||x||C; < n*. Now we use inequality (25) in (14) to get that
dg(x) < —2||x|| (n A min v(z)) +1+ 2n*[1 + (n A min v(l)ﬂ +4K(1+(CH)).
IEC/; IEC/;

We can use [13, Theorem 14.3.7] to obtain

1+ 2n*[1 + (n A mingepr v(D)] + 4K (1 + |CF])
2(n A miniec; v(i))

/ Il () <

Once the finiteness of the invariant expectation has been obtained, we can apply [5, Theorem
3.3.2] to obtain the convergence of the ergodic averages. Finally, (12) follows because

Zn A||———Z|| Xl —=0 as.

I1X;
0< |z||
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