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The design of online policies for stochastic matching and revenue management settings is usually bound
by the Bayesian prior that the demand process is formed by a fixed-length sequence of queries with unknown
types, each drawn independently. This assumption of serial independence implies that the demand of each
type, i.e., the number of queries of a given type, has low variance and is approximately Poisson-distributed.
Thus, matching policies are often based on “fluid” LPs that only use the expectations of these distributions.

This paper explores alternative stochastic models for online matching that allow for nonparametric, higher
variance demand distributions. We propose two new models, INDEP and CORREL, that relax the serial
independence assumption in different ways by combining a nonparametric distribution for the demand with
standard assumptions on the arrival patterns—adversarial or random-order. In our INDEP model, the demand
for each type follows an arbitrary distribution, while being mutually independent across different types. In
our CORREL model, the total demand follows an arbitrary distribution, and conditional on the sequence
length, the type of each query is drawn independently. In both settings, we show that the fluid LP relaxation
based on only expected demands can be an arbitrarily bad benchmark for algorithm design. We develop
tighter LP relaxations for the INDEP and CORREL models that leverage the exact distribution of the demand,
leading to matching algorithms that achieve constant-factor performance guarantees under adversarial and
random-order arrivals. More broadly, our paper provides a data-driven framework for expressing demand

uncertainty (i.e., variance and correlations) in online stochastic matching models.
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1. Introduction

In the online matching problem, queries of one of m types arrive over a finite time horizon and
must be irrevocably served by up to one of n capacity-constrained resources. A known reward of r; ;
(possibly r; ; =0) is collected each time a query of any type j=1,...,m is served by any resource

i=1,...,n. The objective is to maximize the total reward collected over the time horizon.



The expansive area of online stochastic matching has focused on algorithm design under a model
of serial independence, where there is a fixed-length sequence of queries t =1,...,T and their types
are drawn independently over time. A major shortcoming of such a model, however, is that it
imposes the total number of queries of any type j, which we call the demand D; for type j, to

have a variance that is at mostﬂ its mean, i.e.

In turn, inequality implies that “fluid” policies, which make decisions using an LP that replaces
each D; with its expectation, will perform well when all expected demands E[D;,] are large.

However, these are artifacts of the serial independence assumption, and inequality does not
naturally hold for many stochastic models used to inform operational decisions. When modeling
unknown demand in supply chains, textbook examples use a Normal distribution with an arbitrary
mean and standard deviation (Simchi-Levi et al. [2005). When managing revenue from different
customer classes j, standard models allow the demands D; to be drawn from arbitrary distributions
(Talluri and Van Ryzin 2004, Chap. 2.2), which are independent across j but do not need to
satisfy . In fact, Talluri and Van Ryzin| (2004, Chap. 2.5) identify the same challenge when
modeling how these customers arrive over time:

“Dynamic models [i.e. online stochastic matching] allow for an arbitrary order of arrival, with

the possibility of interspersed arrivals of several classes [...] the dynamic models require the

assumption of Markovian (such as Poisson) [i.e. serial independence| arrivals to make them
tractable. This puts restrictions on modeling different levels of variability in demand.”
As a concrete example, we observe first hand that property may not hold on real-world data.

ExXAMPLE 1 (JD.com). We conduct a simple analysis using a public data set released by the
e-commerce platform JD.com (Shen et al|2020]). Taking the perspective of order fulfilment, we
estimate the empirical mean and variance of weekly demand for the 40 highest-selling SKUs in the
40 largest locations. The empirical variance is larger the empirical mean for 86% of such SKUs and
locations. Details of our analysis and further discussion are provided in Appendix [A]

In this paper, we overcome these modeling challenges by proposing a new approach which abol-
ishes serial independence and assumption , allows for interleaved arrivals of different query types,
and leads to tractable guarantees. Our general framework is simple and consists of two aspects:

(i) A random variable D = (Dy,...,D,,) is first drawn from a known distribution, which we call
the demand vector and represents the number of queries D; of each type j € [m];

! This is because D; is the sum of T independent Bernoulli random variables, and consequently Var(D;) < E[D;]. We

note there is also a continuous-time arrival model where the demands D; end up having Poisson distributions, which
also have variance no greater than mean.



(ii) A separate process then specifies for any realization of D the arrival order.

We now present specific distributions and processes for (i) and (ii) above that will be considered
in this paper. As discussed subsequently, not only does our approach generalize certain models
studied in previous literature, but we also believe that separating out aspects (i) and (ii) can be

useful for developing data-driven approaches to online matching.

Specific distributions for (i). Allowing D to take an arbitrary distribution returns us to
settings of online (non-stochastic) matching where nothing is known about D, as we explain in
Subsection [1.2] Thus, in this paper we consider two specific classes for the distribution of D:

(INpEP) The demand D; of each type j € [m] is drawn independently from an arbitrary type-
specific distribution (this is exactly the model noted in [Talluri and Van Ryzin| (2004, Chap. 2));

(CorreL) The total demand D is first drawn from an arbitrary distribution, and then each
query t € [D] independently draws a type from {1,...,m} according to a known probability vector
p=(p1,--.,pm) satisfying E;n:lpj =1 (note that D=D;+---+ D,,).

Both INDEP and CORREL allow demands D, to have arbitrary marginal distributions whose
variances are larger than their expectations. However, INDEP and CORREL capture different forms
of correlations. In INDEP, since the distribution of each demand entry D, can be arbitrary, observing
a large number of arrivals of a given type j so far may indicate more demand of that type in the
future. Yet, there is no mutual information between the demands for different types, since the
entries D; are independent across j € [m]. That is, each type j incurs an idiosyncratic shock in
its demand D;. By contrast, the CORREL model allows for positive correlations across j, in that
a high realization of D leads to every demand D; being larger. This is motivated by an external
shock, e.g., weather, that can simultaneously affect the demands of all types. These models are
theoretically natural to study as they both generalize the well-studied model of online stochastic

matching under Poisson arrivals, as we explain later.

Specific processes for (ii). For any realization of D, we now specify how the D; arrivals of
each type j can be interleaved in relation to other types. Here, let us consider two processes:

1. Adversarial: the D = Dy +---+ D,, total queries arrive in an order chosen by an adversary;

2. Random-order: the D =D, +---+ D,, total queries arrive in a uniformly random order.

Processes 1-2 are presented in decreasing order of difficulty for algorithm design, with these
arrival processes being widely used in the computer science literature. Process 1 is useful to develop
algorithms with robust performance, regardless of the arrival order. This setting is relevant when
the arrival order is hard to predict, as might be the case for bursty arrivals. By contrast, Process
2 imposes that query types are uniformly ordered, which allows the decision-maker to (ignoring
computational constraints) maintain distributional knowledge of the arrival sequence. Therefore,

the notion of an optimal policy is well-defined in this context.



Outline of results. For edge-weighted online bipartite matching with adversarial arrivals, we
show that under the INDEP model of stochastic demand, there exists a 1/2-competitive polynomial-
time online algorithm (Theorem . Our algorithm leverages a new “truncated” LP relaxation of
the optimal offline matching, as we show that the typical fluid LP relaxation leads to a competitive
ratio of 0 (Proposition . The algorithm also uses a new procedure for randomly routing the
arrivals of a given type (whose demand is unknown a priori) to resources, which provides a loss-less
rounding of a feasible solution to our truncated LP. Finally, we show that our competitive ratio of
1/2 cannot improve with asymptotic starting capacities for the resources (Proposition , due to
the high-variance nature of INDEP demand.

For edge-weighted online bipartite matching with random-order arrivals, under the CORREL
model where the total demand is unknown, any constant-factor competitive ratio is impossible. Ac-
cordingly, we focus on approximation ratios and derive a 1/2-approximate algorithm (Theorem [2]),
whose guarantee improves to 1 when starting capacities are large (Theorem (3)). This algorithm
leverages a new “conditional” LP that is a relaxation of the optimal online algorithm, relative
to which the approximation ratio of 1/2 is tight (Proposition . Our algorithm necessarily
adapts to the unfolding of the total demand D in the CORREL model—interestingly, we show that
commonly-used policies which set non-adaptive acceptance thresholds for the resources lead to an

approximation ratio of 0 (Proposition |3).

Organization of paper. Statements of results for the INDEP model are found in Subsection [2.1
Statements of results for the CORREL model are found in Subsection Our loss-less rounding
scheme is detailed in Section [3| All proofs of specific statements, unless indicated otherwise, are

deferred to the appendices. The analysis of JD.com data is presented in Appendix [A]

1.1. Further Discussions

Connection to Poisson arrival. We call PO1SsON the online stochastic matching problem in
continuous time where each type j € [m] arrives following an independent Poisson process of rate
A; over the time horizon [0, 1]. It is not difficult to see that both the INDEP and CORREL models
can capture POISSON as a special case. To reveal the connection with POISSON, suppose we operate
under the random-order Process 2, but we further assume that each arrival has a timestamp in
the horizon [0, 1]E| Under the PO1sSON model, we note that the demand D, of each type j ends up
having a distribution that is Poisson with expectation A;. Moreover, a basic property of stationary
compound Poisson processes is that the density of arrivals is uniform over [0, 1] conditional on
2 This can be achieved by assuming that each of the D = D; + -+ D,, total queries draws an independent arrival
time uniformly from horizon [0,1]. This time-based process is combinatorially equivalent to Process 2. However, when

time is an observable state variable, the online stochastic matching problem is different because a policy can set finer
expectations for future demand based on which absolute time in the horizon [0, 1] it has reached.



each realization of D. This implies that any instance of POISSON with arrival rates (\;);em can
be captured within our framework by INDEP and random-order with arrival times, assuming that
each demand entry D; follows a Poisson distribution with mean E[D;] = A;. Similarly, the split-
and-combine property of Poisson processes straightforwardly implies that this POISSON instance
has an equivalent representation within our CORREL model, where D is Poisson-distributed with
mean E[D] =X +---+ A\, and p; = \;/E[D] for all j € [m].

It is worth noting that the above reduction from P0o1ssON to INDEP and CORREL has implications
for other widely studied models of online stochastic matching. The recent advancement made
by Huang and Shul (2021) in analyzing online stochastic matching problems with independent
and identically distributed (IID) arrivals formalizes the idea that arrival processes formed by T
independently sampled query types can be approximated arbitrarily closely by the POISSON model.
As the approximation error factor scales as O(T*%) for a class of “natural” online algorithms,
this reduction is efficient (i.e., polynomial-time and strict approximation-preserving) for algorithm
design. This connection suggests that a deviation from the assumption of serial independence is

inevitable to capture demand in a way that differs significantly from the POI1SSON model.

Data-driven applications. We believe that our approach of separating out aspects (i) and (ii)
could also be useful to devise data-driven policies for online matching. In matching settings, large
variances in the total demand are caused by serial correlations over time, where many arrivals of
a certain type within a short span beget more arrivals of that type in the near future. Although
such patterns are captured by parametric families of self-exciting stochastic processes such as the
Hawkes process (Laub et al.[2015), it might be difficult in practice to correctly specify and estimate
a continuous-time stochastic process to quantify these effects. For example, it is likely that the
underlying parameters of such processes will vary over time.

By contrast, we maintain a non-parametric approach with regards to the temporal aspects of the
arrival patterns and focus on modeling the aggregate number of queries per type, a notion we refer
to as the demand. In many practical scenarios, the distribution of the demand D is much easier
to model and estimate since the decision-maker directly observes samples of D in the historical
data. Moreover, our models INDEP and CORREL provide two simple ways to parameterize such
distributions. Our framework still require us to specify a certain arrival pattern (ii), yet this element
does not need to be explicitly estimated from data. Here, we consider two natural assumptions—
adversarial and random-order—representing extreme cases: irregular arrival patterns that require
robust online decisions and regularly paced arrivals that often yield better performance guarantees.
The adversarial and random-order (without arrival times) models are also of theoretical interest

in the online matching literature.



1.2. Related Work

Adversarial and random-order online matching. Our work considers two specific classes
of distributions, INDEP and CORREL, for the demand vector D which counts the number of arriving
queries (or online vertices) of each type. Had we allowed D to take any distribution, then, for
worst-case competitive ratios, this setting would be equivalent (by Yao’s minimax principle) to D
being completely unknown. This would return us to the well-studied adversarial and random-order
(with an unknown number of arrivals) models of online matching.

Under either of these models, when the rewards are edge-weighted as in our problem, no constant-
factor competitive ratio is possible (Mehta 2013). To allow positive results under adversarial ar-
rivals, researchers have added a free-disposal assumption (Feldman et al. 2009, [Fahrbach et al.
2020) or derived parametric bounds (Ma and Simchi-Levi||2020). To allow positive results under
random-order arrivals, researchers have assumed that the total number of arrivals is known, in
which case a 1/e-competitive algorithm exists (Kesselheim et al.[[2013]). We should note however
that online matching was originally studied in the unweighted and vertex-weighted settings, which
have a tight competitive ratio of 1 —1/e for adversarial arrivals (Karp et al.|1990, Aggarwal et al.
2011)). For random-order arrivals, tight results are not known, but the state-of-the-art guarantees
are 0.696 for the unweighted setting (Mahdian and Yan|2011) and 0.662 for the vertex-weighted
setting (Jin and Williamson |2021).

Online stochastic matching. Our work proposes new models for specifying a prior distribution
on the number of online vertices to arrive, contrasting with the standard model where each query in
a fixed-length sequence is drawn independently from a distribution of types. In the edge-weighted
setting, Alaei et al| (2012b)) establish a competitive ratio of 1/2 when the type distributions are
time-varying. [Ehsani et al. (2018) derive an improved lower bound of 1 —1/e when the arrival order
is chosen uniformly at random (i.e., the random-order arrival pattern), rather than being fixed. The
special case where types are drawn IID, in which case the arrival order does not matter, has also
been extensively studied starting with the seminal works of Feldman et al.| (2009)) and Manshadi
et al.| (2012)). Under an integral arrival rates assumption, the best-known guarantees are 0.705
for edge-weighted (Brubach et al.|2016)) and 0.729 for vertex-weighted and unweighted (Brubach
et al.[2016). Without this assumption, the best-known guarantees are 0.716 for vertex-weighted
and unweighted (Huang et al.|[2022]).

Approximation ratios are also well-defined in online stochastic matching and can be different
from competitive ratios, as we find for our CORREL model. Recently, |Papadimitriou et al.| (2021)
derive a 0.51-approximation for the setting of Alaei et al.| (2012b)), in which competitive ratios

cannot breach 1/2.



Loss-less rounding schemes. Our rounding scheme for the truncated LP adds to a short list of
results that provide an exact, polynomially-solvable LP to represent a certain class of implementable
(randomized) allocation policies—in our context, the truncated LP is exact for a fixed query type
with random demand. Results in this spirit include the LP formulation by Alaei et al.| (2012a) for
the polytope of implementable interim allocation rules in multi-agent Bayesian auctions, which is
essentially a polynomial-size lifted version of an earlier LP by Border| (1991).

A well-known dependent rounding for the bipartite matching polytope is due to |Gandhi et al.
(2006). For the query-commit model of online bipartite matching,|Gamlath et al.|(2019al) propose an
efficiently separable LP that tightly describes the distribution of implementable query-then-match
policies for any fixed vertex. Online rounding methods have also been recently applied in adversarial
online matching problems (Gamlath et al.2019b, Buchbinder et al.|[2021); these problems differ
from ours in that we are rounding a fractional solution based on stochastic information of how
many more vertices (of a homogeneous type) are going to arrive in the future.

Finally,|Asadpour et al.| (2020]) recently derived an exact exponential-sized LP for the distribution
of permutations over a given ground set based on Hall’s matching theorem (Hall|1987)), and develop
a relaxation that can be computed in polynomial time. This result also differs from ours because
the fractional solution assigns (sets of) items to specific positions, whereas in our setting the LP
solution merely indicates an aggregate probability for routing each item to some arriving query

within the stochastic demand stream.

2. Theoretical Model and Results
Notation. For a positive integer n, we let [n] denote the set {1,...,n}. We use f(S) to denote
the image of a set S through a function f. For random variables (X,Y") defined in a joint probability

space, we sometimes use X (Y') to emphasize that the realization of X depends on that of Y.

Model. An instance Z of our online stochastic matching model consists of the following parame-
ters: the number of resource types n, the number of query types m, the corresponding reward values
(7i,5)iem),jeim), the starting capacities (k;);cfn, the distribution of the demand random variable D,
and a categorical variable for its arrival pattern which could be “adversarial ” or “random”. Each
resource ¢ can be matched at most k; times. Meanwhile, D = (D) jelm) 18 a random vector denoting
for each type j € [m] the total number of queries D; of that type to arrive. The total demand,
defined as D =D, +---+ D,,, is the length of the sequence of all queries.

We consider two classes of distributions, INDEP and CORREL, for the demand random variable
D. Under the first class, entries D; of D are drawn from arbitrary distributions, independently
across j. We emphasize that each type j € [m] may have a different distribution for its demand

D;. Meanwhile, the second class allows for entries D; of D to be correlated in the following way:



first the total demand D is drawn from an arbitrary distribution, and then the types of these D
queries are specified by independent and identically distributed outcomes. Each type j € [m] is
drawn with probability p;, where we assume that Z;nzl p; = 1. We use the notation Z € INDEP or
T € CORREL to indicate that the demand distribution for instance Z falls under each of the above
classes, respectively.

Finally, the arrival pattern will generate a sequence of query types o representing the arrival
order of the D = D, +---+ D,, queries. In o, each type j has multiplicity D;, i.e., appears exactly

D; times. We denote by S(D) the set of all such sequences, noting that |S(D) Dt

|= B

Algorithms and performance. An online algorithm provides a (randomized) policy for how
to match queries on-the-fly, knowing only the instance Z ahead of time. Specifically, the algorithm
has access to the full distribution of the demand and the arrival pattern, but it does not know the
specific realization of D and o until those are revealed by the sequence of queries. We let ALGz(D, o)
denote the total rewards collected by the algorithm in expectation (over any randomness in the
algorithm) when the demand vector realizes to D and the arrival order is o.

Recall that o is determined by an arrival pattern associated with instance Z, which is either
adversarial or random, in which case we write Z € ADV or Z € RAND respectively. Under adver-
saria]ﬂ order, an adversary chooses o to minimize ALGz(D, o) knowing both D and the algorithm
being used (but not the realizations of its random bits). Therefore, if Z € ADV then we define
the algorithm’s performance to be ALG(Z) := Ep|[inf,csmp) ALGZ(D, 0)]. Meanwhile, under random
order, conditional on the realization of D, the sequence ¢ is equally likely to be any element
in S(D). Therefore, if Z € RAND then we define the algorithm’s performance to be ALG(Z) :=
Ep »[ALGZ(D,o)]. We note that algorithmic performance can always be made better for instances

7 € RAND than for the corresponding instances in ADV.

Benchmarks. We formalize standard benchmarks against which the performance of online al-
gorithms is measured. We define OFFz(D) as the maximum-weight oﬁclineﬂ matching that could
have been made knowing the demand realization D in advance. Clearly, the offline matching does
not depend on the arrival order o. Consequently, the offline optimum, or prophet optimum, is the
quantity OFF(Z) := Ep[OFFz(D)]. For instances Z € RAND, we also consider the online optimum
OPT(Z), corresponding to the performance of an optimal online algorithm without any restriction
on computational time. This algorithm is defined as an exponentially-sized dynamic program that
maximizes total expected rewards in each stage based on the prior on D and ¢ and the information

revealed thus far.

3 For expositional simplicity we assume an oblivious adversary who cannot change o once the arrival process begins.
Our positive result for INDEP technically holds against the almighty adversary (see Kleinberg and Weinberg|2019)).

* Formally, this is the optimal objective value of the LP defined in (2)-(5) with E[D,] replaced by D; in constraint (4.
This LP is totally unimodular so it always has an integer optimal solution, which corresponds to a matching.



Competitive and approximation ratios. For every c € [0,1], we say that an algorithm is c-
competitive for a family of instances if ALG(Z)/OFF(Z) > ¢ for all such instances Z. The maximum
constant ¢ for which this holds, i.e., the quantity inf; ALG(Z)/OFF(Z) with Z restricted to that
family, is sometimes referred to as the competitive ratio (for the family and algorithm in question).
In this paper, we consider competitive ratios for families of instances constructed by specifying
7 € INDEP or Z € CORREL, and orthogonally by choosing Z € ADV or Z € RAND, with otherwise no
restrictions on n, m, the reward values 7; ;, or the distributions.

Similarly, when restricting attention to instances Z € RAND, we also define a notion of approxi-
mation ratio, where the algorithm’s performance is normalized with respect to the online optimum
OPT(Z). For every a € [0,1], we say that an algorithm is a-approximate for a family of RAND
instances if ALG(Z)/OPT(Z) > « for all such instances Z.

2.1. Results for Indep

In this subsection, we state our results for the INDEP model. We first show that a standard approach
for establishing competitive ratios, based on a fluid LP, fails. For any instance Z, let LP(Z) denote
the optimal objective value of the following LP:

m

max zn:Zn,jx,;,j (2)

s.t. ix” <k Vi € [n] (3)
Z%j <E[Dj] Vj € [m] (4)
;>0 Vi [n],Vj € m] . (5)

The LP defined in f amounts to a simplified problem formulation where the stochastic de-
mands of query types are replaced by deterministic quantities—their expectations. This relaxation
has been the starting point for the design of constant-factor competitive algorithms in a rich lit-
erature on online stochastic matching problems. Similarly, this LP has served as a gold-standard
upper bound for asymptotic performance analysis in the literature on revenue management. Indeed,
it is well-known that OPT(Z) < OFF(Z) < LP(Z) for all instances Z, and hence establishing that
ALG(Z)/LP(Z) > c for some constant ¢ > 0 over a class of instances Z implies that ALG(Z)/OFF(Z) >
c and ALG(Z)/OPT(Z) > c as well for all such Z.

We show that for instances Z € INDEP, the optimal objective of the fluid relaxation LP(Z) can
be arbitrarily larger than the offline performance OFF(Z). Thus, in sharp contrast with existing

models, this LP does not provide an appropriate yardstick for algorithm design.
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PROPOSITION 1. Under INDEP, the fluid relazation LP can be arbitrarily larger than the offline
. OFF(Z)
inf ————=

Z€INDEP LP(I)

n=m=1, or (ii) n>1, m=1, and Pr[D, <Y  k;]=1.

optimum, i.e., = 0. This holds even for the following restrictions of INDEP: (i)

Proposition [1] is proved in Subsection by constructing a family of instances where the ratio
between OFF(Z) and LP(Z) converges to zero. Construction (ii) further shows that a simple fix to
the fluid LP does not suffice to obtain a benchmark comparable to the offline optimum. Now, under
any arrival pattern and online algorithm, one must have ALG(Z) < OFF(Z), and hence for any online
algorithm the competitive ratio must satisfy infzciyper ALG(Z)/LP(Z) < infzeppe OFF(Z)/LP(Z) =
0. In light of this, we introduce a tighter LP.

DEFINITION 1. For any instance Z, we define LP™"(Z) as the optimal objective value of the

following “truncated” LP:

n

max Zirid%i_j (6>

s.t. zm:aci}j <k Vi € [n] (7)
> oz, <E [min{D]—,Zk‘Z}] VS C [n],Vj € [m] (8)
xej >0 N Vi€ [n],¥j € [m] . (9)

It is straightforward to see that LP™"(Z) is a tightening of the fluid relaxation LP(Z), i.e.,
LP™"(Z) < LP(Z) for all Z, through a comparison of constraints (8 and (4), while noticing that all
other ingredients of the formulation are unchanged. Indeed, by specifying S = [n] in constraint ,

we obtain that any feasible solution of LP"™"(Z) satisfies

Zn:xi)j < E [mln {D],Zn:kz}
i=1 =1

which is precisely what is required to meet constraint in LP(Z). Interestingly, if we incorporate

<E[D,] ,

only these tightening constraints with S = [n], then the resulting LP coincides exactly with the
fluid LP for construction (ii) in Proposition [1] (because Dy < Y7 | k; with probability 1). This
observation gives some justification for our exponential family of constraints over S C [n].

To elaborate, for each set of resources S C [n], constraint (8) expresses the fact that the max-
imum cardinality of a matching between resource units in S and queries of type j never exceeds
min {D;, >  k;} on each realization of D;. Hence, our new constraints place exponentially
many cuts for every S C [n] by leveraging the full knowledge of the distribution of demand entries

D;, compared to merely using their expectation as in the fluid relaxation. Naturally, since LP"™"(Z)
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is exponentially sized, this raises the question of how to efficiently solve the latter LP. It is not
difficult to show that the set of constraints form a polymatroid that admits a polynomial-
time separation oracle. For completeness, this result is established in Section Finally, we note
that LP"™"(Z) has a connection with the so-known Natural LP recently proposed by Huang and
Shul (2021). Yet, these LPs are different in that we only incorporate tightening constraints on the

demand side rather than the resource side.
LEMMA 1. For any instance I, we have OFF(Z) < LP™"(Z).
Lemma [1]is proved in Subsection and allows us to establish the following competitive ratio.

THEOREM 1. Under INDEP and adversarial arrivals, there exists a polynomial-time online al-

1 - oy Lo AGE) ALG(T) _ 1
goruhim that 1§ 5 -Compentive, sa Zsfymg IEIN]IDIEIPOADVW - IEIN]IDEPOADVO?(Z-) - 5

The details of the algorithm and proof are presented to Section[3] In a nutshell, the main technical
question we examine is whether it is possible, for any feasible solution (z; ;)ic[n),jepm) of LP™™(Z),
to route on-the-fly the arriving queries of each type j to resources i, such that each resource 7 is
routed a query of type j with probability exactly x; ;. Quite surprisingly, this is possible, as we show
through a new polynomial-time loss-less rounding scheme for LP™"(Z); in particular, our result
implies that LP™"(Z) gives an exact polytope representation of feasible online matching policies
when m =1 and the total demand D is unknown. By combining this result with known techniques
for the standard prophet inequality problem, we develop a %—competitive threshold-based policy
for INDEP N ADV.

Moreover, we show that the competitive ratio of % is best-possible for any online algorithm.
Importantly, the competitive ratio does not improve beyond % in asymptotic settings where
min;epy) k; — 400, which is atypical for online stochastic matching models. This fact highlights a
salient feature of the INDEP model: even when the demands D; have large means, there is no guar-
antee that their standard deviations relative to E[D;] will vanish. Formally, we prove the following
claim in Subsection [B.4]

nf ALG(Z)
IeINllerlPﬂADv OFF(I)
and an arbitrarily large starting capacity and expected demand.

. . 1 .
PROPOSITION 2. For any online algorithm, < 5 even for a single resource

2.2. Results for Correl
In this subsection, we state our results for the CORREL model. Contrary to INDEP and standard
online stochastic matching problems, no algorithm can guarantee a positive constant fraction of

the offline performance, even in the easier setting of random-order arrivals, as we now explain.
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Mapping Correl N Rand and stochastic horizons. When the CORREL model for the ran-
dom demand D is combined with random-order arrival patterns, our online matching problem is
equivalent to a standard one where queries draw IID types, except that the length of the sequence
of queries is now stochastic. To see this, note that conditional on any total demand D, we can
randomly re-order the D queries before drawing their types without altering the distribution of
the sequence of types, because all queries are ex-ante identical. Therefore, the CORREL N RAND
model is equivalent to one where, instead of the random-order assumption, we number the queries
by their order t =1,..., D in the sequence of arrivals and the types are drawn IID according to
the probability vector (p1,...,pmn). Here, D is a priori unknown and drawn independently from an
arbitrary distribution. Put simply, the sequence can “stop” after any query. To better relate with
previous literature, we also refer to D as the stochastic horizon and to t =1,...,D as time steps.

The problem with stochastic horizons has been previously studied by |Alijani et al.| (2020)), in
the context of a single item that perishes after an unknown random time D. They show that the
performance of any online algorithm can be arbitrarily worse than that of a benchmark that knows
the realization of D in advance. In particular, this implies the following competitive ratio relative

to the offline optimum:
OPT(Z
IEC()R,iRIg)LﬂRAND OFF((I)) =0.

Following this observation, |Alijani et al.| (2020) devise a 1/2-competitive algorithm under MHR
distributions for the total demand D, considering a setting with multiple perishing items. By
contrast, we will develop a 1/2-approximate algorithm under arbitrary distributions. Moreover,
this performance guarantee holds for a generalized model of stochastic horizons that allows for
non-stationary distributions of query types, as we explain below.

Since LP(Z) > LP™"(Z) > OFF(Z) for all instances Z, neither the commonly used fluid relaxation
nor the LP of Section [2.1] can provide a meaningful benchmark to analyze the performance of online

algorithms. Fortunately, we will propose a second, tightened LP benchmark that lends itself to the

design of algorithms with a constant-factor approximation ratio.

Generalized model of stochastic horizons. Going forward, our positive result holds for a
generalized version of the re-interpreted model with stochastic horizon D and ordered time steps
t=1,...,D. We can allow for the query type in each time step ¢ to be drawn from a time-varying
probability vector (p;.1,...,Di.m), while still assuming that these draws are independent across ¢ > 1.
It captures CORREL N RAND as the special case where (p;1,...,p;m) is identical across all ¢ > 1.
Note that this generalized model of stochastic horizons cannot be easily mapped to a generalized
version of the CORREL N RAND model because the distribution of sequences is no longer invariant
by a random re-ordering of the arrivals.

We now proceed to define a new LP relaxation for this generalized setting.
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DEFINITION 2. Let T'=max{t > 0: Pr[D =t] > 0} be the maximum possible realization for the
total demand. For any instance Z, we define LP®"(Z) as the optimal objective value of the following

“conditional” LP:

n m T
max Z Z Z Pr[D >t]-r; jy; (10)

i=1 j=1 t=1

m T
st > >yl <k Vi € [n] (11)

j=1 t=1

D Vi <P vj € [m], vt € [T] (12)
1=1

yi; >0 Vi € [n],Vj € [m],Vt € [T] . (13)

In LP®"(Z), each decision variable y; ; represents the probability of matching a query of type j to
resource 7 in time step ¢, conditional on D > ¢. This explains the objective function , as well as
constraint , in which p, ; is the probability of the query at time ¢ to be of type j conditional
on D >t. Finally, constraint (11)), although appearing at first sight to be missing a coefficient
Pr[D > t], is justified by the fact that each resource i can be matched at most k; times conditional
on D = T—the longest possible horizon T is precisely when the resource is matched the most. This
informal justification is completed by arguing that, since any online algorithm cannot foretell the
realization of D, conditioning on D >t is equivalent to conditioning on D =1T.

We formally prove this claim in Subsection

LEMMA 2. For any instance I of the generalized model of stochastic horizons and any online

algorithm, we have ALG(Z) < LP®"(T). Therefore, OPT(Z) < LP®"(Z).

We mention in passing that, although the conditional LP is a tighter benchmark to analyze perfor-
mance of online algorithms in the CORREL model, the new LP relaxations LP™"(-) and LP®"(-)

are not mathematically comparable on this class of instances.

Algorithm. Given the conditional LP and the thought experiment of conditioning on D =T,
our algorithm for the generalized model of stochastic horizons is actually quite simple. We fix an
optimal solution (yf ;)icir,icinl.jeim) Of LP"(Z). In each time step t, if a query of type j arrives,
then we route that query to each resource i € [n] with probability y; ;/p; ;. These random routings
are independent over time ¢t =1,...,D. Conditional on D =T, resource ¢ then has probability
yl= Zj y; ; of being routed a query at each step ¢t =1,...,T, with these probabilities summing
to at most k;, the capacity of the resource i, by constraint . The resource runs an Online
Contention Resolution Scheme (OCRS) to ensure that even if it is routed more than k; queries, it

discards the early ones with sufficient probability so that every query t =1,...,T will be accepted
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with probability at least y!/2 (still conditional on D =T'). Now, consider what happens “in reality”
when running this algorithm. After time step D, the sequence of queries will end, much to the
surprise of the OCRS. However, the OCRS still ensured that the queries that arrived during time
steps t =1,..., D were accepted with probability at least y!/2. Therefore, each resource i accepts
query ¢ with probability at least Pr[D >t]-y!/2, leading to a 3-approximate algorithm relative to
optimal objective LP“"(Z) of the conditional LP.

THEOREM 2. Under our generalized model of stochastic horizons, there exists a polynomial-time

1

online algorithm that is 5-approximate. This implies for the CORREL model with random-order

. . ALG(Z) . ALG(Z) _ 1
arrivals that inf — > in —_— >
ZeCorRRELNRAND | P" (_’Z) ZE€CORRELNRAND OPT(I) 2

Theorem [2| is proved in Subsection Although the analysis is quite simple as outlined previ-
ously, we are not aware of any direct reduction from our model of stochastic horizons to an online
stochastic matching model with a deterministic horizon Iengthﬂ If there was such a reduction, then
this would imply the existence a %—approximate static threshold policy (Samuel-Cahn|[1984), which

we now show to be false.

ProprosITION 3. Under our generalized model of stochastic horizons with n =1, any policy that
accepts the first ki queries whose rewards are above a fixed threshold has an approximation ratio

of zero.

Proposition [3] is proved in Subsection Intuitively, static threshold policies suffer because
they do not increase the threshold after the horizon “survives” past each time step. Our algorithm
does suffer from the same limitation because it adapts to the information that D >t in each time
step t using the instructions provided by an optimal solution of the conditional LP.

We now show that the approximation ratio of 1 is tight relative to LP"(Z), even in the special
case of the CORREL N RAND model, where types are IID across time steps t. This finding creates a
separation between our model of stochastic horizons and the deterministic horizon setting where
a competitive ratio of 1 — 1/e relative to this LPH is well-known for the IID special case (see e.g.

Feldman et al.[2009).
PROPOSITION 4. recort o LOPIZL((II)) < %
Proposition {4 is proved in Subsection by constructing a family of instances that comprise
only a single resource. Finally, we remark that unlike the case for Theorem [I the guarantee in
Theorem [2| does improve on instances with large starting capacities. We provide a lower bound on

the asymptotic dependence of the approximation ratio with respect to min,c, k;.

® For example, LP®™(Z) may suggest a problem where D = T with probability 1 but the rewards at time ¢ are scaled
by Pr[D >t].

1f D =T with probability 1, then Pr[D >¢] =1 for all ¢ and our LP®"(Z) is equivalent to a standard fluid LP.
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THEOREM 3. Under any instance T for our generalized model with stochastic horizons, if k; > k

ALG(Z) .1
|_PTd(I) =1 0(1/\/%)

Theorem |3] follows from the same proof as Theorem 2| The reduction to the best-possible OCRS

for all i € [n], then our algorithm satisfies

for any resource ¢ that start with an integer capacity k; (Jiang et al.[2022)) leads to a performance
guarantee ;. , which increases as a function of k;. The tight constant ~; does not have a closed form
expression, but is shown to be at least 1 — 1/vk+ 3 (Alaei et al.|2012b), justifying the O(1/vk)

decay rate for the approximation error.

Concurrent work. A linear program based on the same ideas as LP°°”d(-) was concurrently and
independently discovered by Bai et al|(2022) for the network revenue management problem with
accept/reject decisions; this setting is closely related to the CORREL model, but in our problem,

a policy specifies how to match each arrival to a single resource. Focusing on asymptotic analysis,

the authors establish that this LP approximates OPT(-) up to a factor-O ( 10%’“) error where

k is the minimum starting capacity over resources. In comparison, our Lemma [2] and Theorem [3]
together imply an approximation error improved by a factor of O(y/logk) when a single resource
is consumed at a time and constructs an approximation algorithm based on LP“"(-). Our proof
ideas also differ in using sample path arguments to establish the upper and lower bounds and a

reduction to the OCRS problem, in contrast to a dynamic programming-based analysis.

3. Algorithm and Analysis for Indepn Adv

In this section, we develop the main technical ideas used to establish Theorem [l We devise an effi-
cient algorithm that constructs a i-competitive randomized matching policy relative to LP*™"(Z).
To simplify the exposition, we assume that k; =1 for all ¢ € [n], so that n corresponds to the total
number of resource units. Note that this assumption can be enforced without loss of generality by
creating k; distinct copies of each original resource ¢ € [n], and as discussed in Proposition [2| the
competitive ratio would not have been better with k; > 1. Meanwhile, we will specify our algorithm
in a way that is oblivious to the arrival pattern: ¢ can be arbitrarily chosen by the adversary, even
by adapting to the randomness in our algorithm. Hence, we drop the reference to ¢ and describe
the algorithm’s actions sequentially, based on which type of query arrives next.

The algorithm first computes an optimal fractional solution x* = (ac;k j)ie[n],je[m] with respect to
LP"™"(Z). It can then be summarized in two steps.

e Step 1: Randomized routings. Each arriving query is randomly routed to one of the resources,
with the guarantee that each resource ¢ (with k; = 1) never receives multiple routed queries of the
same type. As explained later, the probabilities of these routing decisions are calibrated to mimic
x* using a new loss-less rounding scheme, termed TypeRound. For every type j € [m] and £ >0, we

denote by ;(f) the resource to which we route the ¢-th arriving query of type j. Here, m;(¢) is a

random variable that is adapted to the history upon the arrival of that query.
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o Step 2: Threshold-based assignments. Following step 1, we compute a threshold 7;* for each
resource i € [n] based on a connection to the single-unit prophet inequality problem. Consequently,
we use such thresholds as cut-offs on the admissible rewards before assigning some of the routed
queries. Specifically, upon routing a type-j query to resource i, if r; ; > 7 and resource ¢ is still
available, then we assign i to the current query and collect the reward r; ;. Otherwise, no assignment
is made and the current query is rejected outright.

The remainder of this section describes these two ingredients in greater detail. The thresholds
associated with each resource in step 2 are determined by leveraging a reduction to the standard
prophet inequality problem; as described in Section[3.4] this approach builds on previous literature.
By contrast, step 1 involves an intricate rounding scheme TypeRound tailor-made for our new linear
programming relaxation LP™"(Z). This rounding method does not incur any loss relative to the

fractional solution x*, a notion that we formalize in Section [3.1] As argued in the next example, we

1_

s-competitive

are not aware of any simpler method based on independent rounding that yields a
algorithm using standard prophet inequality reductions.

REMARK 1 (NECESSITY OF Loss-LESS ROUNDING). If D; is deterministic for all j, then a 3-
competitive algorithm follows from existing literature and our loss-less rounding is not necessary.
Indeed, one can independently round each arrival of type j, and even if a resource ¢ is routed
multiple queries of type j, these routing decisions are indicated by independent Bernoulli random
variables whose total mean is z; ;. A %—competitive algorithm would still follow from applying a
threshold-based prophet inequality for each resource 7. However, if D; is random, then independent
rounding could still lead to positive correlation in the aforementioned Bernoulli random variables.
For example, if D; is either 1 or 3, then the second and third arrivals of type j being routed to
a resource ¢ are both dependent on D); realizing to 3, and thus, positively correlated. Prophet in-
equalities no longer hold under positive correlations between random variables that can be selected,
which is why we need our loss-less rounding scheme to ensure that only a single query of type j

gets routed to resource ¢ with probability z; ;.

3.1. Step 1: Rounding problem, example, and challenges

The rounding problem. Our goal is to convert the solution x* that is fractionally feasible with
respect to LP™"(Z) into a distribution of query-to-resource routing decisions. Ideally, we would like
the routing probabilities to exactly match the corresponding rates in x*: for all (i,j) € [n] x [m],
one type-j query is routed to resource ¢ with probability exactly 7 ; by the end of the time horizon.
Importantly, a resource ¢ should never be routed more than one query of the same type. However, it
is possible for a given resource i to be receive multiple routed queries of different types j, although
the expected sum of such routing decisions satisfies Z;ﬂzl zj; <1 by the LP constraint and the

assumption that k; = 1.
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Lemma (3| below states that such a loss-less rounding scheme exists and can be implemented
using a polynomial-time algorithm. To formalize this result, we let L be an upper bound on the
maximum demand, i.e., Pr[L > max;¢p, D;] = 1. Without loss of generality, we enforce that L =n
by appending queries that arrive with zero probability or by adding resources with zero rewards

as necessary. Moreover, we denote by Sy, the collection of all permutations of [L].

LEMMA 3. For each j € [n], the algorithm TypeRouncﬂ constructs in time O(n?) a distribution

A; over the set of permutations S; such that

i = B ZPT [D; > 0] - 1{m;(¢) =i} i€n] . (14)

=1

In step 1 of our policy, we use the distribution over permutations of Lemma [3] to route the
arriving queries. Before the sequence of queries begins, for each type j € [m], we independently
draw a permutation 7; € Sy, from the distribution A;. Next, as the sequence of queries are revealed,
we route the ¢-th arriving query of type j to the resource m;(¢). Going forward, we uniquely describe
each arriving query by a pair (j,£) € [m] x [L] for short, where j is its type and ¢ is the arrival rank
among type-j queries only. Note that conditional on permutation 7; being chosen, a resource % will
be routed a query of type j if and only if D; > ¢, where ¢ is the unique index such that m;(¢) =1.
Put another way, if the ¢-th query of type j is the one that gets routed to i, then i will receive
that query with the conditional probability Pr[D; > ¢]. Therefore, if equation is satisfied after
taking an outer expectation over the permutation ;, then resource ¢ will get routed a query of
type j with probability exactly z; ;.

As Lemma [3]is the central piece of our analysis, we first discuss a few concrete examples, which
illustrate the challenges in devising an exact rounding scheme. We present our TypeRound scheme
and formally establish Lemma [3] in Section [3.2].

Ezxzamples and high-level challenges. Suppose that the realization of the demand D; for a type
j € [m] is unknown a priori, but it follows a known distribution with three possible outcomes:
Pr[D; =1] =1, Pr[D; =2] =1, and Pr[D; = 3] = 1. Since the type of queries remains fixed in
this example, we drop the reference to j hereafter, i.e., D; ~ D. As input, we are given a vector
x = (x1,xq,23), corresponding to 3 resources that are indexed so that 1 > x; > xy > 23 > 0. The
goal of our rounding problem is to route a query to each resource i € {1,2,3} with probability
exactly x; given that at most one query can be routed to each resource on every sample path.

Some constraints on x are clearly necessary in order for this to be possible. For example, we

need z; + xo + 23 < 7/4, as 7/4 is the expected number of queries. Further constraints are also

" TypeRound gives a polynomial-size encoding of Aj, from which a random permutation can be drawn in time O(nz).
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necessary—as a bad example, if z; + o > 3/2, then an exact rounding is impossible because the
expected number of queries routed to one of two resources cannot exceed E[min{D,2}], which is
equal to 3/2. This is precisely the motivation behind our exponential family of constraints in the

truncated LP. In this example where x; > x5 > x3, constraints enforce that
r <1 T+ xe <3/2; Ttz +a3<T7/4. (15)

Surprisingly, enforcing the inequalities in is sufficient. At first, sufficiency may seem trivial—
for example, if all of the inequalities in are satisfied as equality, then we can just route the
first query to resource 1, the second query (if it arrives) to 2, etc. It is not difficult to see that this
approach satisfies the required properties of the rounding. However, without equality, this naive
method falls flat. To see why, take another example where x = (3/4,2/3,1/3). If we always satisfy
resource 1 using the first query (i.e., route the first query to resource 1 with probability z; =3/4),

then the probability of being able to route any query to resource 2 is at most

1
L pp>9.3-3.

; (16)

e~ w

To explain , we route the first query to resource 2 with the residual probability 1/4, and then,
we can route a query to resource 2 in the future only when D > 2 and the first query was not
routed to resource 2, which independently occurs with probability 1 — 1/4 = 3/4. The resulting
upper bound of 5/8 is smaller than the desired probability of xo =2/3.

Nonetheless, there is a solution to this example, using our TypeRound scheme. It processes the
resources iteratively and routes to each resource the “latest-arriving” queries possible that satisfy
the probability requirement for that resource. On this example, by tossing a coin, resource 1 either
gets the first query with probability 1/2 or the second query, if it ever arrives, with the residual
probability 1/2. In total, one query is routed to resource 1 with probability

= T .

11 3
_ _ . > = -
5ty PriD=2 = 7

Under this approach, after satisfying resource 1, one of the first two arriving queries is still “idle”

sufficiently frequently to satisfy resource 2. Namely, we can still route one of the first two queries

to a new resource with maximum probability

1 1

>~ w

What needs to be formally shown is that: (i) these “latest-arriving” queries can be computed
efficiently, and (ii) based on our exponential family of LP constraints, we can inductively satisfy

the probability requirement of each and every resource by routing one of the so far idle queries.
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In the end, the TypeRound scheme described in the next section returns a randomized permuta-
tion 7 € S;, that indicates to which resource the ¢-th query is routed if it arrives, for each ¢ € [L]. On
this example with x = (3/4,2/3,1/3), it returns 7 = (1,2, 3) with probability 5/12, 7 = (2,1, 3) with
probability 5/12, 7 = (1,3,2) with probability 1/12, and == (3,1,2) with probability 1/12. The
TypeRound scheme could output different feasible distributions for m depending on the processing
order in the induction over resources. However, in the first example x = (1,1/2,1/4) (where ({15

are satisfied with equality), all processing orders give the same unique distribution for .

3.2. Proof of Lemma [3; The TypeRound Scheme

Throughout this section, we fix a type j € [m], and for simplicity of notation, we use p, = Pr[D; > /]
for short. We inductively construct a distribution A; over permutations &y, which describe how
type-j queries are routed to resources. Because the intermediate steps of our induction do not fully
describe such permutations, we will use L to denote a “dummy” resource; by default, queries are
routed to the dummy | to indicate that they are still idle and have not yet been routed to any
resource. Consequently, we say that a mapping 7 : [L] — [L]U{L} is a routing if w(¢;) # w(¢s) for
every {1 # {5 such that m(¢;) #1 and 7(¢;) #L. Put in words, m cannot map two different ranks
¢ € [L] to the same resource unless it is the dummy resource. By a slight abuse of language, a
random routing corresponds to a random experiment over the collection of routings.

Initially, all queries are idle, which means that we start with routing 7°(¢) =L for all £ € [L]. For
all t=0,...,n— 1, we construct a random routing 7**! based on 7’ by routing resource ¢t + 1 to at
most one idle query. At all times, 7* describes how the arriving queries are routed to the resources
1,...,t. In particular, TypeRound ultimately returns the distribution A; of the random routing 7"
obtained in the final stage t =n.

In every stage of our procedure, we also adopt an alternative representation of the random
demand D;

J

lines, we define the residual demand as the random variable D} = [{£ € [D;] : *(£) =L }|. Intuitively,

where we count only those incoming queries of type j that remain idle. Along these

D; counts the number of remaining idle queries who arrive, i.e., only indices £ no greater than D;,
the realized number of arrivals of type j, are counted. Since each resource 1,...,t has already been

satisfied with a query in [L], the random variable DY is upper bounded by L —t with probability 1.

Invariant properties of TypeRound. In each stage t =0,...,n, our rounding scheme will
preserve three properties, which are illustrated by the example of Figure [I] and formally described
as follows:

1. Matching Marginals: For each resource ¢ € [n], we have:

L ay, ifi<t,
E [Zm-ﬂ{ﬂt(é):i}] :{

0 ifi>t+1.
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This condition means that the resources i =1,...,t are already satisfied with arriving queries in
accordance with the marginal probabilities x*, but no query has been routed so far to the resources
1=t+1,...,n.
2. Combined Queries: There exists a partition of [L] into L — ¢ segments Uf:_f [k, , k] =[L] such
that for every ¢ € [L —t]:
(a) The events ({m*(k") :J-})ke[k;,kj .
(b) The event {D! > (} is exactly Ui‘:ke_ {nt(k)=L}n{D; >k} .

| are disjoint and their union has probability 1.

Based on property (a), the segment indexed by ¢ should be interpreted as a “combined” query,
which is obtained by filtering only those queries in the interval [k, , k] that are still idle with
respect to the random routing #‘. Property (b) says that this combined query is essentially the
£-th idle query of type j that arrives with respect to the residual demand random variable D;.

3. Separated Routing: For each i € [t], there exists £ € [L —t] such that Pr[i € n'([k, , k) ])] = 1.
That is, the routing decisions are separated in the sense that each resource in [¢] only appears in
one segment of the partition with probability 1.

In what follows, we describe TypeRound by induction on ¢ € [0,n] and show that the invariant
properties 1-3, Matching Marginals, Combined Queries, and Separated Routing, are satisfied all
throughout.

Base case (t =0). Initially, we have 7°(¢) =L for all ¢ € [L]. The property of Matching
Marginals is clearly satisfied since none of the queries have been routed and E[3.,_, f - 1{n*(f) =
i}] =0 for all i € [n]. Here, we define the segments as the singletons k, =k = ¢ for all ¢ € [L].
Property (a) of Combined Queries is straightforward since Pr[7%(¢) =L] =1 and property (b) holds
because Dg = D,. Finally, the property of Separated Routing trivially holds as ¢ = 0.

Inductive case (t4 12> 1). Suppose that (D}, 7") satisfy properties 1-3. We define 7' by
greedily routing a certain idle query to resource ¢t 4+ 1. One crucial question is whether we can even
find an idle query of type j sufficiently frequently to be routed to resource ¢t + 1 with probability

x;;, ;- The next claim answers this question in the affirmative.
Cramv 1. Pr[Dj > 1] >}, ;.

The proof of Claim [1{is deferred to Section Now, we define £* as the maximum index ¢ € [L —t]
such that Pr[D} > /] > x},, ;. Since t<n—1<L—1, we have L —t > 1 and thus the index £* is
always well-defined by Claim (1| Intuitively, we will choose either the £*-th or £* + 1-th idle query to
be routed to resource t+ 1. In a sense, our approach chooses the latest-arriving combined queries
that can satisfy resource ¢+ 1 with probability z7 ;; by the definition of £*, all combined queries

after £* +1 do not arrive frequently enough.
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t pe="Pr[D; > (] n routed query

_____

(=1 (=2 (=3 (=14 =5
\ . ) \ \ )
[y, k] [ky k]
Figure 1 Illustration of TypeRound in stage ¢ =3 for an example with L =5, p, = 22%1 for all £€ [L], and

x;=(3,2,%,%,0). The y-axis visualizes the probabilistic space, including the disjointedness of events (by

interpreting the arrow). In stage ¢ = 3, there are L —t =2 combined queries left, e.g., the first combined query is
formed by the “probabilistically disjoint” idle queries of index ¢ € [3]. The random routing 7* is either (3,2, 1,1, 1)
or (3,1,2,1, 1) with equal probability 0.4, or (L,3,2,1, 1) or (L,2,3,1, 1) with equal probability 0.1.

@iy j—Pr[Ds >0 41]
Pr[D§ 25*]7Pr[D; >0 4+1]

To formalize these notions, let \* = and let B;.; be a Bernoulli random
variable with probability of success \*, sampled independently from the arrival process and 7.
Additionally, we let k, denote the index k € [k,., k] for which 7!(k) =L, and k., respectively
denote the index k € [ky. ,k/i ] for which 7'(k) =L, with both indices being uniquely defined
due to item (a) of the Combined Queries property. With these definitions at hand, we specify the

1

random routing 7™ as follows:

t+1 lfk:kg* andBt+1:].7
7Tt+1 (k) =< t+ 1 if k= kg*+1 and Bt+1 =0 s (17)

7' (k) otherwise.

As stated by equation , w1 and 7' coincide for all queries except for one, which is routed to
t 4+ 1. This query is either the ¢*-th or the ¢* 4+ 1-th idle query depending on the outcome of B; .
Note that in the case where ¢* +1= L —t+ 1, the corresponding routing has a probability of zero
by the definition A\*.

In the remainder of the proof, we verify that properties 1-3 are satisfied by w**.
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Property of Matching Marginals. Clearly, none of the resources i =t+2,t+3,...,n are satisfied
by 7't by equation as well as property 1 with respect to wt. Thus, for all i >t + 2,

[Zpg 1{x"*'(0) —z}] =0

Moreover, for each resource i =1,...,t, equation implies that {7'™'(¢) =i} = {7'(¢) =i}. Tt

immediately follows that

L
E|> pe-U{r'(0) =i} | =
=1

Zpg 1{r"(¢ —z}]—x”,

where the last equality follows from property 1 with respect to «’. It remains to establish a similar

inequality with respect to resource t + 1:

L
E|> pe-1{r" T (0) =t +1}
=1

L
=E|> pe-1{l=ke} 1{Biy =1}

L
+E Zpl . ]].{kz*Jrl —_—— K} . ]].{Bt+1 - 0}]
/=1 =1
L
= Pr[By,=1] Zpg 1{kp =0}| +Pr[B,;1 =0]-E Zp@ Ak = E}]
(=1

[ L
£=1

+(1—\)- !Zpg ke g1 = e}]

=\ -E Z 1{D; > (} L{r'() =L} + (1= X\")-E Zi 1{D; >0} - 1{r'(¢) =1}

= X\-Pr[D!>0] +(1—-X\)-Pr D} > "]

— *
= Tyj s

where the first equation proceeds from . The second equation holds since the Bernoulli outcome
is independent of 7*. The fourth equality proceeds from the fact that D; is independent of 7* and
the fact that 1{k, = ¢} = 1{rx'(¢) =L} for each ¢ € [k,.,k/.], and otherwise 1{ks, = ¢} =0 for
each ¢ ¢ [k,., k/.]. The fifth equality follows from property 2(b) with respect to 7*. The last equality
proceeds by plugging the definition of A*.

Property of Combined Queries (a). We construct a new partition of [L] in stage ¢t + 1 by merging
the intervals [k;., k.| and [kp ., kj, ] and keeping all other intervals unchanged Specifically,
define k; =k, and k' =k for every £ € [(* —1]. Define k; = ke_+1 and kf = =k, for every (€
[¢*+1,L—t—1]. Finally, define k;, = k. and ki = kf.. . Clearly, the intervals ([k; ,k[/])ge[L,t,l]

form a partition of L into L — ¢ — 1 elements. For every k € [ké* 1], we have {x'*'(k) =L} =
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{mt(k) =L} since the routings of the ki , = kj5_, first queries are unchanged by equation (17).
Similarly, for every k € [k:[*/H,kf_t_l], we have {7'™!(k) =L} = {x'(k) =L} since the routing of
the queries of rank k[*/ 1= kpio - ,kf_t_l =k}, is unchanged by equation . Consequently,
property 2(a) for 7' implies that for all £ € [L—t— 1]\ {¢*}, the events {x*!(k;") =L}, {m** (k; +
1)=1},..., {77”1(]4:;/) =1} are disjoint and their union has probability 1. It remains to show that
property (2a) holds with respect to the £*-th segment.

For this purpose, for every k € [k,., k], we note that {7"™!(k) =L} = {kp =k} N{B;1, =0}. In-
deed, we have {r**! (k) =L} C {n'(k) =L} by equation (7). Moreover, k¢ is the index of the unique
idle query in [k, k/.] with respect to 7*; this arriving query is routed in 7' to resource ¢ +1 if and
only if B;,; =1 as indicated by equation . By a similar reasoning, for every k € [k, k. 1)
we have {7 (k) =L} = {kpy1 =k} N {B;11 = 1}. Using the fact that {B;,; =0} and {B;,; =
1} are disjoint, we infer that the events {n'** (k) =L1},... {=""(k)) =L},... {7 (kpyy) =L
b {mt (k) =L} are disjoint, as precisely stated by property (2a) with the further observa-
tion that k[*l =k, and kz;l = k... Now, to show that the probabilities of these events sum-up to

one, we note that

kz;'
> Pratt (k) =1]
k=k,
ki kz;ﬂ
=Y Prat*(k)=L]+ > Pr[r"(k)=1]
K=k =k
k; kz;ﬂ
=Y Prlke=kB=0+ Y Prlkpa=FkB=1]
K=k k=kpe
kps kz_*+1
= Y Prlke=k]-Pr[B,,=0]+ Pr ke 1 = k] - Pr[By1 =1]
k=k k:k;,ﬂjL1

=Pr [kg* (S [k’z_*,k;(]] -Pr [Bt+1 = 0] + Pr [ké*—i-l < [kf_*+17 kz;+1]:| -Pr [Bt+1 = 1]

=1,

where the third equality holds since B;,; is independent of (Dj-,wt) by construction and ky and
k41 are measurable functions of (Dj,7"), thereby implying that By, is independent of both k-
and ke«;q. The last equality holds since Pr [k, € [k, ,kf]] =1 for all £ € [L —t] by property 2(a)

with respect to .
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Property of Combined Queries (b). By construction of the partition ([k[/, kzr,])ge[L_t_l] and prop-
erty 2(a) for «*, the ¢-th idle query is precisely the unique k € [k:[/, kj/] such that 7't (k) =L; this
query actually arrives if and only if D; > k. It immediately follows that

kzr'
(D >} = | ) {="" (k) =L} {D; >k} ,
K=k,
which corresponds to property 2(b).

Property of Separated Routing. To establish property 3, we first consider a resource i € [t]. Due
to equation (17), we know that n'(k) =4 implies that 7*™ (k) =i for all k € [L]. Moreover, by
property 3 for n', there exists ¢, € [L — t] such that Pr[i € 7*([k, ,k/ ])] = 1. Since the partition
([k; sk ])eez—q is obtained from the partition ([k[,,k:f])gew,t,l} by merging two consecutive in-
tervals, it follows that there exists £, € [L —t — 1] such that [k, ,k; ] C [k, /,k:z;/]. Combining these

observations, we have

/

Pr [z c wt+1<[k;2’,k;;’]>} > Pr [z e ([ky, ,k;;’p] >Prlien [k, k)] =1.
Now, we consider the resource : =t + 1. Based on equation , we have

Pr i€ n* (kg ki 1)
=Pr[t+1en™ [k ki)
=Pr (B =1]-Pr[Len’ (k. ki])] +Pr[Bi1 =0]-Pr[Le a([kp,y, ki +1])]
—Pr[B,1 =1]+Pr[B,; =0

=1,

where the first equality follows from the fact that k;*/ =k, and k:;: = k.. The next equality
proceeds from equation , noting that B;,, is independent of 7*. The third equality holds due

to property 2(a) with respect to x’.

3.3. Proof of Claim [1| from the TypeRound Scheme
First, observe that property (3) implies that there exists a subset of resources S C [t — 1] such that
mt([k{]) = SU{L} with probability 1. Moreover, property (2a) implies that |S| =k — 1.

Next, we define the random routing 7 by routing the first idle combined query under 7* to
resource t + 1. Namely, we have 7(¢) =t +1if £ € [k, ki] and 7' (¢) =L, otherwise 7(£) = 7*({). By
properties (1) and (2a), 7 is a well-defined random routing and resource ¢+ 1 appears in the random

permutation & with probability 1. In particular, we have 7([k{"]) = SU{t + 1} with probability 1.
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Now, suppose for contradiction that Pr[D} > 1] <z}, , ;. Because the first idle combined query

under 7 is routed to resource ¢+ 1, property (2b) together with our construction of 7 yield

k+
> pe-PriE(f)=t+1]=Pr[Di>1] <z, . (18)
(=1

Moreover, properties 1 and 3 imply that, for every i € S,

S pe-Pria(0) =il =« . (19)

We infer that

Ry
E [min {D;,k}] =Y 5
(=1

= Zm. Z Pr(7(¢) =1]

i€ SU{t+1}
< Z fUZ‘,j )
i€SU{t+1}
where the second equality follows from the fact that {7 (¢): ¢ € [k]} = SU{t+ 1} with probabil-
ity 1. The last inequality holds by and . We obtain a contradiction in that x* violates
constraint (12)) of LP™"(-), completing the proof.

3.4. Step 2: Threshold-based assignments

In step 2, we consider each resource i € [n] in turn and construct a corresponding instance of the
prophet inequality problem. For all j € [m], we define X, ; € {0,r;,} as the two-outcome random
variable that takes the value r; ; if one type-j query is ultimately routed to resource 7 and 0 other-
wise, i.e., X; ;=71; ;" Zle 1{D; > ¢}1{n;(¢) =1i}. Now, consider the single-unit prophet inequality
problemﬂ with respect to the collection of random rewards {X; ;}cm). The latter random variables
are mutually independent owing to the independence property of the demand vector (D;);cpm) by
definition of INDEP and the fact that the permutations (7;), e[, are drawn independently from each
other. In this context, we can write the fluid relaxation LP as a benchmark for the performance of

online policies:

m
LPZ' — max E Ti,jyj
=1

st Y y;<1 (20)
j=1
yj S PI' [Xi,j = ri,j] VJ ~ [m]
y; >0 Vi€ [m] .

8 An adversary sequentially reveals the realizations of the rewards, and the decision-maker chooses in each stage
whether to terminate the game by collecting the current reward or to continue, irrevocably losing the current reward.
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It is known that a policy which sets a certain fixed threshold 7 € R can be %—competitive relative

to LP;. To elaborate, such a policy collects the first reward larger than or equal to 7, if any, and
otherwise the payoff is zero if no reward meets this criterion by the end of the horizon. Its random
payoff R is the smallest reward in {X ;}c(m) larger than or equal to 7, if one exists, and otherwise

R7 =0[]In this context, the following result can be found in [Chawla et al| (2010, Thm 24).

*

THEOREM (Chawla et al. (2010)) For 77 = i, we have E[R* | >

-LP;.

2
Our algorithm leverages this result by setting the threshold of each resource i € [n] precisely as 7.

Completing the proof of Theorem [1 To conclude, we establish the desired performance guar-
antee in Theorem [I] by combining the properties entailed by steps 1 and 2 of our randomized
matching policy. We take the perspective of each resource i € [n] in isolation. We make two crucial
observations about our reduction to the prophet inequality problem.

First, we can relate the payoff of the threshold policy in the prophet inequality instance to the
rewards collected by our policy in the original instance Z. For that, let R;(D,o) be the random
variable describing the contribution of resource 7 to the total rewards of our policy when o and
D realize. We establish in Appendix that R;(D,o) is lower bounded by the payoff R:i* of the
77-threshold policy.

CLAM 2. R,(D,0)>RT.

Second, by Lemma/3] we know that one query of type j is routed to each resource ¢ with probability
exactly z; ;. Based on our definition of the rewards { X; ; }je[m), it follows that 377" | Pr(X, ; =r; ;] =
Z;”:l x;; <1, where this inequality is a direct consequence of constraint . This crucially implies

that an optimal solution of LP; takes a simple form, where all constraints except possibly are

binding. This structural property can be otherwise expressed as follows.
CLAIM 3. LPZ == Z;n:l PI‘[XZ"J‘ == Ti,j] - Z;n:l ’r'i’jl';j.

Putting everything together, we have

ALG(T) = Ep [ inf ALG (D,a)]

oceS(D

=Ep

inf RZ(D, 0')]

ceS(D) 4 T
1=

2 o]
=1
% zj; LP,

v

Vv

9 Here, the adversary picks a worse-possible ordering of the rewards based on each realization of {Xij}iem-



27

Y

N~ N

n m
.
’ E E :Ti,sz',j

i=1 j=1

. LPtrunC(I) ,

where the first inequality holds by Claim [2] the second inequality follows from the prophet inequality
attributed to|Chawla et al. (2010), and the last one comes from Claim |3} This concludes our proof

that our policy is %-Competitive.

4. Concluding Remarks

This paper develops a new framework to formulate online stochastic matching problems. We study
specific models, INDEP and CORREL, that provide natural extensions of the Poisson arrival pro-
cess and capture distinct correlation patterns. Quite surprisingly, we are able identify best-possible
competitive (or approximate) algorithms for these settings. In both cases, our approach crucially
requires tightening of the fluid LP which often constitutes a valid benchmark for existing models.
This illustrates (at least theoretically) our hypothesis that under correlated, high-variance demand,
the design of matching policies should not be premised on a fluid approximation which uses only
the expectation of demand. Future research could possibly sharpen our understanding of the per-
formance of policies informed by different underlying problem relaxations. Another direction is to
extend our framework by identifying other distributions of demand vectors and arrival orders that
admit constant-factor approximations.

Although our numerical analysis on JD.com data shows the limitations of standard online match-
ing models, it does not in any way affirm the superiority of the INDEP or CORREL models, nor
does it support the assumptions of adversarial or random-order arrivals. Doing so would require an
extensive statistical analysis that is beyond the scope of this work, and that differs from the objec-
tives of our modeling framework. Indeed, estimating a demand process in practice might require
identifying stochastic processes that best fits the data of arrival sequences. This task is likely to
be context-specific (e.g., ridesharing versus retail). By contrast, our framework is nonparametric
in that the distribution of the demand vector D = (Dj),;e[m under INDEP or CORREL can be ar-
bitrary along certain dimensions (i.e., marginal demand or total demand). Data-driven estimation
is possible by constructing an empirical estimate of the distributions from observed samples of the
demand vector in the data. Our framework simply combines such demand distributions implied by
the data with the age-old adversarial and random-order arrival models from the online matching

literature, leading to a wealth of new models that can be studied in the future.
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Appendix A: Comparing Means to Variances on JD.com data

Recall that a consequence of the serial independence assumption, standard in online stochastic matching, is
that Var(D,) <E[D;] for the demands of all types j. We empirically check whether this assumption is valid
using the publicly available data set from JD.com (Shen et al.[2020]).

Problem description. The online matching problem faced by JD.com consists of dynamically dispatch-
ing customer orders containing a SKU (from different locations) to different fulfillment centers (that still
have inventory of that SKU) over time. Higher rewards are obtained when orders are dispatched to nearby
distribution centers, resulting in an edge-weighted online matching problem. The time horizon represents the
duration between inventory replenishments, which we assume to be one week. A demand D; is then the total
amount that customers ordered in a week, with the type j referring to a particular SKU and a particular

location.

Data and findings. We empirically determine the weekly realizations of D; from the JD.com data, which
consists of orders throughout China from a single product category in March 2018. Each week yields a sample
of D; for every (SKU, location)-combination j. We evaluate the empirical mean and variance of these samples
for each combination of the 40 highest-selling SKUs and 40 largest locations (determined by the destination
fulfillment center in China). In the resultant scatter-plot Figure we visualize the log-ratio of empirical
variance to empirical mean (y-axis) as a function of the empirical mean (x-axis).

If the samples of D; were truly drawn from a distribution such that Var(D,) <E[D,], then for a majority
of types j, the corresponding dot should lie below the y =0 line. However, as displayed in Figure [EC.]] this
is not the case and the empirical variance is greater than the empirical mean for most types, often by orders
of magnitude. Only for a minority of (SKU, location)-combinations is the empirical variance lower than the
empirical mean. This suggests that standard online stochastic matching models might not accurately reflect
the stochastic demand faced by JD.com, leading to misrepresentation of the dynamic fulfillment problem.
Counter-intuitively, the standard assumption Var(D;) <E[D,] appears to hold for SKUs j with small demand

rather than large demand.

Details and limitations of our analysis. When choosing the 40 highest-selling SKUs, we eliminate
any SKU that had zero demand on any day because they may suggest an inventory stockout. However,
we otherwise assume that enough inventory was available and that the observed sales coincides with the
true demand. Naturally this heuristic does not fully resolve the issue of data censoring. Second, we remove
from the data the first day of sales, which we found to be three times higher than an average day due to
promotions. Other than such pre-processing steps, we did not control for price fluctuations that may cause
additional demand variation.

The variance of SKU-level demands can be explained by several factors, including ones that can be an-
ticipated by the retailer. It is plausible that after controlling for contextual factors like promotions, price
changes, and calendar events, the “unexplained” variance in the demand is lower than what is observed in
Figure However, it seems unlikely that JD.com could construct SKU-level demand forecasts that re-

verse the phenomenon observed in Figure Because the dynamic fulfillment decisions are coupled across
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Figure EC.1 Each of the 1600 dots represents a (SKU, location)-combination j. The z-coordinate is the
empirical mean weekly demand for that SKU from that location, and the y-coordinate is the natural logarithm of
the ratio of empirical variance to empirical mean. The property Var(D;) <E[D;] would imply that the

corresponding dot is below the y =0 line with high probability.

SKUs in the same product category, our findings remain relevant as long as a non-negligible fraction of SKUs
exhibits high-variance demand. Generally speaking, our observations are consistent with the hypothesis that
orders are positively correlated over time, i.e., arrivals of a certain type beget more arrivals of the same type,
and thus, that more accurate forecasts can be obtained based on intra-week information updates (as implied

by our models).
Appendix B: Additional proofs from Section [2.1

B.1. Proof of Proposition

We first present construction (i). Consider a family of instances parametrized by € € (0,1). Each instance
comprises a single resource ¢ = 1 with capacity k; = 1 and a single query type j = 1 with the normalized reward
71,1 = 1. The demand random variable D; takes two values {0, [1]} with probabilities Pr[D; =0] =1—¢ and
Pr[D; = 1]] =¢. Because E[D;] =1, it is clear that LP(Z) = 1. However, the single resource can be matched

to at most one query, which only occurs with probability Pr[D; > 0] =Pr[D; = %]] =¢. We have just shown

OFF(T) _

that <35 )

e, which proves part (i) of Proposition

We now present our construction for part (ii). Fix a large n, and let k; =1 for all ¢ € [n]. Let m =1, and let
r;1 =0 unless ¢ =1, in which case r1; = 1. Let D; take the value n with probability %7 and take the value 0
with the residual probability 1 — % Note that D; is indeed no greater than ) " | k; =n with probability 1. It

is feasible in the fluid relaxation LP to set 1, =1, yielding an objective value 1. Meanwhile, any algorithm
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can match query type 1 to resource type 1 with probability at most % (when D; =n). Therefore, we have

0
shown that LT,F((II)) =1,

B.2. Separation oracle for LP"™"(Z)

where n can be arbitrarily large, thereby completing the proof of Proposition

We briefly present an algorithm that provides a separation oracle for constraints and runs in time O(mnK)
where K =" | k.

Algorithm. Our separation oracle takes an input a vector x = (@i,;)ien],je(m) and either certifies that
all constraints are satisfied or it returns a separating hyperplane, corresponding to one of the violated
constraints.

The algorithm enumerates all combinations of a type j € [m] with an integer k € [K]. For each such pair
(J, k), we construct the following instance of the integral knapsack problem: find S C [n] that maximises
> iesTi; subject to Y. o k; < K. This problem can be easily solved via dynamic programming in time
O(Kn). Let S7, be an optimal solution. Our algorithm checks whether or not ZiES;ﬁk z;; < E[min{D;, k}]. If
this inequality is met, our algorithm continues on to the next instantiation of the parameters (j, k), otherwise
it stops and returns constraint with §'=57,.

Properties. We briefly argue that the preceding algorithm effectively provides a separation oracle for
constraints (8)). Suppose that there exists S C [n] and j € [m] such that ZieSj,k z;; > E[min{D;,>, s ki}].
Then, for the pair (j,k) with k=)_,_¢k;, our algorithm identifies the subset S, such that

> x> i, >E min{Dj,ZkiH =E[min{D;, K}| >E |min{ D;, Y ki p| ,

ieS;.‘yk €S icS iES;‘k

where the first inequality follows the optimality of S5, , the next one holds because we assume that constraint
is violated, and the last inequality proceeds from the budget constraint of the knapsack instance. All-in-all,
our algorithm returns a constraint of LP*™"(Z) violated by the vector x.
Conversely, suppose that all constraints are met by x. Then, for all pairs (j,k) examined by our
algorithm, we have
> 2, <E|mind Dy, > k| <E|ming Dy, Y k;
iéS;‘yk ’iGS;k iES;‘k

In turn, this implies that our algorithm returns that all constraints are satisfied.
B.3. Proof of Lemma [I]
To show that OFF(Z) < LP™"(Z), we represent the offline-optimum as the output of a certain exponentially

sized linear program. The offline benchmark solves a max-weight matching problem with respect to any
specific realization d of the demand D. Letting d = {d : Pr[D = d > 0] be the support of D, the offline

benchmark can be formulated as:

OFF(Z)= max Y Pr[D=d]- (Zn: Z ri,jx;{j>

ded i=1 j=1
s.t. ngj <k Vi€ [n],vd ed (EC.1)
j=1
D ad <d, Vje[m],vded (EC.2)
i=1

zd >0 Vi€ [n],Vj € [m],vded .
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By combining inequalities (E and (EC.2| -, Fix a feasible solution (z¢ j)le[n] jelm].dca of the above LP. For
allded, je [m] and S C[n ] we have Y., _cad, <> 28 <d; based on constraint (EC.2). By summing
inequalities (E over all i € S, we infer that }_, _ S ZZGS Yo ag; <37 g ki By combining these
inequalities, we infer that any solution of the offline LP must satisfy ZZE g8 <min{d;, >, s k:}. Now, we
consider the vector (2;;)iein],jefm) With z;; =>4 g Pr[D =d]-zf,, obtamed as the weighted sum of the

offline assignment variables. Based on the previous observation, for each S C [n] and j € [m], we have

> w;=> PrD=d]- (Zx”)<ZPrD d]- mln{dj,Zk:} lmin{pj,z:kiH,

€S ded €S ded €S €S
which indicates that (x;;)icn),je[m) satisfies constraint of LP™"(Z). It is straightforward to verify that

all other constraints of LP™"(Z) are also met by (2, ;)ic(n],je[m]- By exploiting this mapping, it follows that
OFF(Z) < LP™™(Z).
B.4. Proof of Proposition

Let n =1 and fix any starting capacity ki, which can be arbitrarily large. There are m = 2 query types, with
r11 =1 and r; o = 1/e, for some small € > 0. The demand vector D realizes to (kq,k;) with probability e,
and (ky,0) with the residual probability 1 —e. The arrival order is such that all queries of type 2 arrive after
all queries of type 1.

The offline optimum collects reward L when D, =k, and k; when Dy =0, which implies in expectation
that

OFF(I):E~%+(1—€)~I€1 =(2—¢e)k

Meanwhile, any online algorithm does not know whether D, will be k; or 0 during the first k; arrivals,
corresponding to all queries of type 1. Suppose it accepts k queries of type 1, for some k < k;. Then, it will
collect expected rewards k+¢- (k1 — k) - £ = ky. Therefore, ALG(Z) < ky = 5~ - OPT(Z), and taking the limit

€ — 0 completes the proof.
B.5. Proof of Claim [2]

Suppose that resource ¢ is matched to some query (j,¢). Hence, the corresponding reward random variable

X,,; satisfies

=1
where the second equality holds because 7;(¢) =¢ and D, > ¢, noting that since (j,£) is routed to ¢ and 7,

L
Xij=Tij- (Z WYm(l)=iAD; = 5/}> =T =T,

being a permutation, we have m;(¢’) # i for all ¢’ # ¢ . The last inequality follows from the threshold rule
used in step 2. The fact that X, ; > 7 immediately implies that R;(D,o) > R7"

7", recalling that RT is the
smallest reward in {X; ;};em] larger or equal to 7.

It remains to consider the case where resource ¢ is unmatched, meaning that R;(D,o) = 0. Conditional
on this event, it suffices to show that X, ; < 7 for all j € [m], which clearly implies that the 7;-threshold
policy does not collect any reward, and thus, R;(D,0) = R7" = 0. Suppose ad absurdum that there exist
j € [m] such that X; ; > 7. By the definition of X; ;, there must exist £ € [L] for which 7;(¢) =¢ and D, > ¢.
This means that at least ¢ queries of type j arrive and query (j,¢) is then routed to resource i. Because
ri; = Xi,; > 77, it follows that our policy should assign resource i to query (j,¢) if it is still available. This

contradict the initial hypothesis R;(D,o) =0.
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Appendix C: Additional proofs from Section
C.1. Proof of Lemma [2]

Fix any online algorithm, and on a sample path of its execution, let X} € {0,1} be the indicator random
variable for a query of type j being matched to resource i in time step t. Let Q% € {0,1} be the indicator
random variable for a query at step ¢ having type j, where we note that Q*:=3_ Q5 <1, with Q" =0
whenever the total demand D is less than ¢.

On any sample path, the reward collected by the algorithm is ), . r; ;X] ;. Meanwhile, the constraint

it
Zj . X{; < k; must be satisfied for every resource i, since i can be matched at most k; times; and the

constraint . X/ < Q' must be satisfied for every j and T', since a query at step ¢ of type j can be matched
to at most one 7, and only if @} = 1. Taking an expectation over only the sample paths where Qr =1, i.e.,

paths where D realized to its maximum value of T, we have

m T

SN E[X|Qr=1] <k Vi€ [n]
j=1t=1

Z]E [thj|QT = 1] < P Vj € [m], vt € [T]
i=1

noting that E[Q}] = p, ;. Now, we derive for any 4, j, and ¢ that

EX;,Q)  EX]]]
Q.=1] = E[Q.]  PiD>{’ (EC.3)

E[X},

Qr=1] = E[X];

where the first equality holds because an online algorithm’s decision X/ ; at time ¢ cannot distinguish between
Q¢ =1 and the stronger future event that Q= 1, and the final equality holds because X ; =1 implies @, =1
while E[Q;] = Pr[D > ¢] by definition. Applying , the expected reward collected by the algorithm is
B, risXi =22, misBIX ;|Qr = 1] - Pr[D > ¢].

Letting y! , = E[X!;|Qr = 1] for all 4, t, and j, we see that this forms a feasible solution to LP<"(Z)
with objective value equal to the expected reward collected by the algorithm. Since any online algorithm
corresponds to such a feasible solution to LP®"(Z), the optimal objective value of LP®"(Z) can be no less

than the expected reward of any online algorithm, thereby completing the proof of Lemma [2}

C.2. Proof of Theorems [2] and [3]

We prove the more general Theorem [3] Theorem [2]is then implied because v; >~ =1/2.

Our algorithm works as follows. First we solve LP"(Z), and hereafter let y! ; refer to the variables in
an optimal solution. For all t=1,...,T, conditional on D >t and a query of type j arriving, the algorithm
routes this query to each resource i € [n] with probability y; /p,; (rejecting the query with probability
1=, ! ;/pe;), which defines a valid probability distribution by LP constraint (I2). This randomized routing
is independent over time. If a query gets routed to a resource, it could still get rejected by that resource, in
which case it does not get rerouted.

Each resource i takes the following accept/reject policy for queries that get routed to it. It imagines
that D =T, i.e., queries will arrive in all time steps t =1,...,7. In time step ¢, it will get routed a query

independently with probability y; :=3>"", y; ;; in this case we say that query ¢ is active. The expected
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number of active queries is Zthl y?, which is at most the capacity k; by LP constraint . The policy can
only accept active queries while being constrained by the capacity k;. Moreover, we would like to ensure
that in all time steps ¢, an active query is accepted with conditional probability at least «, for a constant
v €1[0,1] as large as possible. Fortunately, this is exactly the Online Contention Resolution Scheme (OCRS)
problem (in the fictional world where D =T'), and for any value of k;, the optimal accept/reject policy and
constant v =y, is known (Jiang et al.2022)). We run this OCRS separately for each resource i in the true
world (where D might stop before T'), which completes the specification of the algorithm.

To analyze our algorithm in the true world, we consider the following coupling with the fictional world.
The true world follows exactly the fictional world and the algorithm operates without knowing the difference,
except that any reward it collects in time steps ¢ > D are not accounted for, where D is the realization of the
stochastic horizon in the true world. We analyze the probability that the algorithm matches a query of type
j to resource ¢ at time t in the fictional world, in which time step ¢ is guaranteed to occur. That query will
draw type j with probability p} ;, and conditional on this, gets routed to resource i with probability y; ;/p; ;.
Conditional on getting routed to 4, since all of these events are independent, the query will get accepted
with probability at least vy , from the promise made by the OCRS. We note that this promise was made
for a generic active query at time t looking at its type, so it holds irrespective of the type j. This shows
that in the fictional world, j gets matched to i at time ¢ with probability at least p; ;- y; ;/pe; = Vi, =i, Ui ;-
It follows that the probability of the reward r; ; being collected in time step ¢ in the true world is at least
Pr[D > 1] - v, yi ;-

Since the preceding analysis holds for all i € [n],j € [m],t € [T], we have

n m T
ALG(T) > 7; - > > riy-PrD>t] -yl
=1

j=1t=1
T

>y ZZZTLJ -Pr[D>t]-y;

i=1 j=1 t=1
— ’Y}: . LPcond (I),,
where the second inequality holds because 73 is increasing in k; and k; > k, and the equality holds because

(i ;)e.i,; is an optimal solution. This completes the proof of ALG(Z)/LP®"(T) > ~;.
C.3. Proof of Proposition

Let n=1 with k; = 1. Fix a large 7" and a small € > 0. Let D be distributed over {1,...,T} as follows: for
any t=1,...,T — 1, the survival rate is Pr[D > ¢|D > t] = €. Types are defined so that conditional on any
time step ¢ € [T] occurring, the reward for matching with the resource is 1/e* with probability e, and 1/gt~!
with probability 1 —1/e.

We claim that OPT(Z) > T — O(g) by considering the following online algorithm. In any time step ¢, it
only accepts the query if the reward is the larger realization of 1/¢* (which occurs with probability €). Such
an algorithm will accept a query in time step ¢ if D > ¢, which occurs with probability e*~!; conditional on
this, no query is accepted before time step ¢, which occurs with probability (1 —e)*~t. Therefore,

T
ALG(Z) =) ' '(1—¢g) e %
t=1

>T-(1—¢)".
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Now consider any policy that sets a fixed threshold of 1/&t, for some ¢ € {0,...,T}. This policy can only
collect reward in at most 2 time steps, ¢ or ¢ + 1. The maximum reward that can be collected in any time

step ¢ (assuming there is available capacity, and accepting either realization 1/&* or 1/&t~1) is

1 1 _ 1 1
Pr[D >t]- <5-5t—|—(1—5)5t1> =gt! (e-gt—l—(l—g)gtl) <2.

Therefore, such a policy has expected reward upper-bounded by 4, which is an arbitrarily small fraction of

T-(1—¢)T as T tends to co and ¢ tends to 0.

C.4. Proof of Proposition

Let n=1 and k; = 1. Fix a large integer N. Let m = 2, with the type rewards given by 717 =1 and
r12= N2 Let the distribution for the total demand D be D =1 with probability 1 —1/N, and D =1+ N2
with probability 1/N. Each query draws an IID type that is 1 with probability p; :=1—1/N3 and 2 with
probability py :=1/N3.

The following is a feasible solution with respect to LP<"(Z): set yi, =1— (1+ N?)/N% <p, and yj, =
1/N?®=py;set yi ; =0and g} , =1/N? for t =2,...,14 N?. Intuitively, this fractional solution accepts both
types of queries when ¢ =1, and only accepts queries of type 2 when the time horizon D “survives” past
t = 1. Constraint is satisfied by construction, and constraint can be verified because its left-hand
side equals 1 — (14 N?)/N3 +(1+ N?)-1/N3 = 1. Now, the objective value is

14+ N7

1 1 1 1 1
2 2 2 2

1
Meanwhile, consider any online algorithm. If its plan is to accept type 1 in time step 1, then its expected
reward is 1 —1/N3+ N?-1/N® =1+ O(1/N). On the other hand, if its plan is to reject type 1 in time step
1, then its expected reward is at most N?- (14 1/N - N?)-1/N? which is also 1+ O(1/N). Taking N — co

completes the proof.
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