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Abstract. We study approximation algorithms for two natural general-
izations of the Maximum Quadratic Assignment Problem (MaxQAP). In
the Maximum List-Restricted Quadratic Assignment Problem, each node
in one partite set may only be matched to nodes from a prescribed list.
For instances on n nodes where every list has size at least n − O(

√
n),

we design a randomized O(
√
n)-approximation algorithm based on the

linear-programming relaxation and randomized rounding framework of
Makarychev, Manokaran, and Sviridenko. In the Maximum Quadratic b-
Matching Assignment Problem, we seek a b-matching that maximizes
the MaxQAP objective. We refine the standard MaxQAP relaxation
and combine randomized rounding over b independent iterations with a
polynomial-time algorithm for maximum-weight b-matching problem to
obtain an O(

√
bn)-approximation. When b is constant and all lists have

size n − O(
√
n), our guarantees asymptotically match the best known

approximation factor for MaxQAP, yielding the first approximation al-
gorithms for these two variants.

Keywords: Maximum Quadratic Assignment · b-Matching · Approx-
imation Algorithm.

1 Introduction

Given two complete weighted graphs G = (VG, EG, wG : EG → R≥0) and
H = (VH , EH , wH : EH → R≥0) such that |VG| = |VH | = n, the Quadratic
Assignment Problem (QAP) is to find a bijection π : VG → VH that optimizes
the quadratic objective

∑
u,v∈VG

wG(u, v)wH(π(u), π(v)).
In the classical minimization form, the goal is to minimize this sum. The

QAP is a fundamental combinatorial optimization problem that models the as-
signment of a set of facilities to a set of locations with the aim of minimizing
the total cost, which depends on the flow between facilities and the distance
between locations [10]. It is known to be NP-hard and is considered one of the
most challenging problems in the field of optimization [19]. Numerous heuristic
and approximation algorithms have been proposed to address its computational
complexity in practical applications such as facility layout, scheduling, and elec-
tronics design [4]. The QAP has also recently been considered as a target for the
Quantum Approximate Optimization Algorithm (QAOA), a quantum heuristic
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designed for tackling hard combinatorial optimization problems [5, 21]. Its rel-
evance to quantum algorithm design has drawn increasing attention from the
quantum computing community.
MaxQAP and applications. While the standard QAP is typically formulated
as a minimization problem, in this paper we focus on its maximization variant,
known as MaxQAP. MaxQAP is also referred to as the graph matching problem
in the fields of pattern recognition and computer vision, where it has numerous
applications [2, 12, 22]. Moreover, MaxQAP generalizes the graph isomorphism
problem [7]. Owing to its broad range of applications, several approximation
algorithms have been proposed for MaxQAP [15, 17]. The best known approxi-
mation ratio for the problem to date is O(

√
n).

Motivation for constrained variants. In many applications, the assumption
that we are free to choose an arbitrary bijection π : VG → VH is overly ideal-
ized. In pattern recognition, a landmark in one image may only correspond to
landmarks in a specific region of another image. In network alignment, vertex at-
tributes or metadata may restrict which node in one social network can plausibly
correspond to a node in another. In quantum circuit placement, hardware cali-
bration or architectural restrictions may forbid certain logical-to-physical qubit
mappings.

Also, in noisy graphs or heterogeneous systems, enforcing a strict one-to-one
correspondence can be too rigid. Nodes may represent facilities or resources with
limited capacities, supernodes that aggregate several entities, or duplicated ob-
jects. Allowing a node to be matched multiple times can yield similarity measures
that are more robust to outliers and local noise.

These considerations motivate two natural generalizations of MaxQAP that
we study in this paper: a list-restricted variant and a b-matching variant.
List-restricted MaxQAP. The list-restricted graph isomorphism problem has
been studied in settings where each node in graph G can be matched only to
a node in a specified subset of VH , and vice versa [14]. This constraint reflects
practical scenarios in which prior knowledge rules out certain node correspon-
dences, and has been investigated from a theoretical perspective in the context
of graph isomorphism [8]. In the list-restricted MaxQAP, we are given a list
L(u) of admissible images for each u, and we seek a matching π such that u is
matched with a node in the list. Despite the similarity to list-restricted graph
isomorphism, to the best of our knowledge, no theoretical results currently exist
for MaxQAP under list restriction constraints, even in restricted regimes.
MaxQAP with b-matching. A generalization of the classical maximum match-
ing problem is the maximum b-matching problem, where each node is allowed
to be matched with up to b other nodes instead of just one. This extension cap-
tures a broader range of applications [20] while maintaining tractability, as the
problem remains solvable in polynomial time [6, 9]. In our setting, we replace the
bijection π by a b-matching between VG and VH , and evaluate the same quadratic
objective. While solutions to MaxQAP reflect the overall similarity between the
input graphs G and H, the b-matching variant offers greater robustness by pro-
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viding more accurate similarity measures in the presence of corrupted nodes or
inaccurate edge weights.

The b-matching variant of the Maximum Edge-Pair Embedding Bipartite
Matching problem [18], which shares a strong connection with MaxQAP, has
been explored in [3]. In contrast, to the best of our knowledge, no existing work
has extended the MaxQAP formulation itself to incorporate a b-matching con-
straint.
Relation to GQAP. The Generalized Quadratic Assignment Problem (GQAP)
has been the subject of various studies [11, 16]. These works typically focus on
selecting a subgraph of the input bipartite graph in which nodes on one side
have a degree constraint of exactly one, while nodes on the other side may
be assigned to multiple partners. This formulation differs from the b-matching
setting, where the degrees of all nodes are bounded by b. To the best of our
knowledge, approximation algorithms for GQAP have not yet been studied in
the literature, and existing work is largely heuristic.

1.1 Our Contributions

In this work we initiate the approximation-theoretic study of list-restricted and
b-matching variants of MaxQAP. Our main contributions are threefold:

1. We formalize the list-restricted and b-matching variants of the MaxQAP
in Section 2, providing a unified framework that captures both types of
constraints.

2. Building on the randomized rounding technique introduced in [15], in Sec-
tion 3 we develop an O(

√
n)-approximation algorithm for the list-restricted

variant of MaxQAP, under the condition that each node u ∈ VG can be
matched to a node in a subset L(u) of size |L(u)| = n−O(

√
n).

3. In Section 4, we extend the randomized rounding technique to the b-matching
setting and obtain an O(

√
bn)-approximation algorithm for the b-matching

variant of MaxQAP. In particular, when b is a constant, our approximation
guarantee matches the best known O(

√
n) approximation ratio for standard

MaxQAP up to constant factors.

1.2 Technical Overview

The O(
√
n)-approximation for the MaxQAP in [15] is obtained via randomized

rounding of a linear-programming (LP) relaxation. They prove that the round-
ing achieves, in expectation, an Ω

(
1/
√
n
)

fraction of the LP optimum. For the
analysis, the LP objective is partitioned into a heavy and a light part: for each
node p ∈ VH , let Wp be the set of the k nodes q ∈ VH whose weights wH(p, q)
are the largest; the heavy part consists of contributions with q ∈ Wp, and the
light part is the remainder. The rounding guarantees that the result objective is
Ω
(
|Wp|/n

)
= Ω

(
1/
√
n
)

fraction of the light part in the optimal solution, yielding
the stated O(

√
n) approximation ratio.



4 J. Nanta et al.

To obtain an algorithm for the list-restricted MaxQAP, we modify the LP
relaxation to satisfy the list-restricted constraint. This modification can substan-
tially reduce our objective value, because some nodes in Wp cannot contribute
to the randomized rounding objective under the new constraints. As a result,
the stated fraction of the light part is no longer guaranteed to be achieved. To
solve this issue, suppose each node in G can be matched to at least n− k nodes
for a constant k. We expand Wp to have size ⌈k +

√
n⌉. Even if up to k of the

top choices are excluded by the lists, at least
√
n candidates remain. Hence, the

rounding still captures an Ω(1/
√
n) fraction of the LP optimum, yielding an

O(
√
n)-approximation for the list-restricted problem.

Our approach for the b-matching variant of MaxQAP leverages the fact that
a b-matching can be decomposed into b disjoint matchings. We therefore perform
b iterative rounds of the randomized rounding process, then combine the results
obtained from those b rounds. While a straightforward analysis of this approach
yields an O(b

√
n)-approximation, our refined analysis improves the guarantee to

an O(
√
bn)-approximation.

2 Problem Formulation

List-Restricted MaxQAP. An instance of the maximum list-restricted quadra-
tic assignment problem (List-Restricted MaxQAP) consists of two weighted
graphs, G = (VG, EG, wG) and H = (VH , EH , wH) such that |VG| = |VH | = n, a
non-negative integer k, and a restricted list L(u) ⊆ VH , where |L(u)| ≥ n−k, for
each node u ∈ VG. The set of feasible solutions consists of compatible matchings
which are matchings on a bipartite graph (VG, VH , EGH) where EGH = {(u, p) ∈
VG × VH : p ∈ L(u)}. The objective is to find a compatible matching M that
maximizes

∑
(u,p),(v,q)∈M

wG(u, v)wH(p, q).

MaxQbAP. Suppose that we have two weighted graphs, G = (VG, EG, wG) and
H = (VH , EH , wH) such that |VG| = |VH | = n, and a positive integer b ≤ n. The
Maximum Quadratic b-matching Assignment Problem (MaxQbAP) is to find a
b-matching bM between VG and VH that maximizes∑
u,v∈VG

∑
p,q∈VH

wG(u, v)wH(p, q) 1
(
{(u, p), (v, q)} ⊆ bM ∨ {(u, q), (v, p)} ⊆ bM

)
The objective uses an indicator to check whether an edge {u, v} ∈ EG is

mapped to {p, q} ∈ EH by bM . Because this form is cumbersome to analyze, we
instead study a variant, dup-MaxQbAP, which seeks a b-matching bM that
maximizes

∑
(u,p),(v,q)∈bM

wG(u, v)wH(p, q). If (u, p), (u, q), (v, p), (v, q) ∈ bM , then

the term wG(u, v)wH(p, q) is counted twice in the objective of dup-MaxQbAP,
whereas in our extension it should be counted only once.

In Appendix A, we show that any α-approximation for dup-MaxQbAP in-
duces a 2α-approximation for MaxQbAP. Hence an O(

√
bn)-approximation for

dup-MaxQbAP also holds for MaxQbAP, and we therefore focus on the dup-
MaxQbAP formulation for the remainder of the paper.
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For convenience, we use a symbol ⊥, distinct from every u ∈ VG, to represent
an unmatched outcome. Accordingly, in all subsequent algorithms we take π :
VG → VH ∪ {⊥}, with π(u) =⊥ meaning that u is left unmatched in VH .

3 Approximation Algorithm for List-Restricted MaxQAP

For each u ∈ VG, recall that a list L(u) is a list of nodes that u can be matched
with and L(u) ≥ n − k. We present an O(

√
n)-approximation algorithm for

the case k = O(
√
n) of this problem. Based on the integer programming for

MaxQAP by Adams and Johnson [1], where xup and yupvq are binary variables
that indicate the event “(u, p) ∈ M” and “(u, p), (v, q) ∈ M”, we add the addi-
tional conditions that prevent each node u to be matched to nodes that are not
in L(u), i.e., xup = 0 for all u ∈ VG and p ∈ VH\L(u). Our modified relaxed LP
is then stated as follows:

(Relaxed LP1) Maximize
∑

u,v∈VG

∑
p,q∈VH

wG(u, v)wH(p, q)yupvq

subject to
∑
p∈VH

xup ≤ 1 for all u ∈ VG;∑
u∈VG

xup ≤ 1 for all p ∈ VH ;∑
p∈VH

yupvq ≤ xvq for all u, v ∈ VG and q ∈ VH ;∑
u∈VG

yupvq ≤ xvq for all v ∈ VG and p, q ∈ VH ;

yupvq = yvqup for all u, v ∈ VG and p, q ∈ VH ;
xup ∈ [0, 1] for all u ∈ VG and p ∈ L(u);
xup = 0 for all u ∈ VG and p ∈ VH\L(u);
yupvq ∈ [0, 1] for all u, v ∈ VG and p, q ∈ VH .

Our algorithm for List-Restricted MaxQAP is as follows:
Algorithm 1:
Input: G = (VG, EG, wG) and H = (VH , EH , wH) such that |VG| = |VH | = n,

k ∈ Z≥0, and L(u) ⊆ VH , where |L(u)| ≥ n− k, for each u ∈ VG

Output: A compatible matching M between VG and VH

1. Solve Relaxed LP1 and obtain an optimal solution: (x∗
up)u∈VG,p∈VH

and
(y∗upvq)u,v∈VG,p,q∈VH

.
2. Partition VG randomly into GL and GR, such that |GL| = ⌈n/2⌉ and GR =

VG\GL. Do the same for VH to obtain HL and HR.
3. For each p ∈ HL, let p choose a node from GL∪{⊥} with probability x∗

up for
u ∈ GL and 1−

∑
u∈VG

x∗
up for ⊥. Then, define a function π : HL → GL∪{⊥}

such that π(p) is the node that p have chosen.
4. For each u ∈ GL, let π−1(u) be a set of node p ∈ HL such that π(p) = u.

For each u ∈ GL such that π−1(u) ̸= ∅, randomly choose an element p in
π−1(u) and assign (u, p) to a compatible matching ML.
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5. For each v ∈ GR and q ∈ HR, let w(v, q) =
∑

(u,p)∈ML
wG(u, v)wH(p, q)

if q ∈ L(v), and w(v, q) = 0 otherwise. Let MR be a maximum compati-
ble matching between GR and HR with respect to w that does not contain
zero-weighted edge. The compatible matching MR can be calculated in poly-
nomial time using the maximum matching algorithm.

6. Return M = ML ∪MR.

To show that Algorithm 1 is indeed an O(
√
n)-approximation algorithm for

the case k = O(
√
n), we assume k = O(

√
n) and let LP ∗ be the optimal value

given by an optimal solution of Relaxed LP1. For each p ∈ VH , let Wp be the
set of ⌈

√
n + k⌉ nodes in VH whose weights of the edges from these nodes to p

are the largest. Then, we have

LP ∗ =
∑

u,v∈VG

∑
p,q∈VH

wG(u, v)wH(p, q)y∗upvq

=
∑

u,v∈VG

∑
p∈VH
q∈Wp

wG(u, v)wH(p, q)y∗upvq +
∑

u,v∈VG

∑
p∈VH

q∈VH\Wp

wG(u, v)wH(p, q)y∗upvq.

Denote the first sum as LP ∗
1 and the second sum as LP ∗

2 . For any compatible
matching M between VG and VH , let Obj(M) =

∑
(u,p),(v,q)∈M

wG(u, v)wH(p, q).

However, in this analysis of the algorithm which provides two compatible match-
ings, ML and MR, between each pair of the corresponding partites of VG and VH ,
we mainly focus on Obj′(ML,MR) =

∑
(u,p)∈ML

(v,q)∈MR

wG(u, v)wH(p, q) and utilize the

fact that Obj(ML ∪MR) ≥ Obj′(ML,MR) in our analysis. For a fixed ML, by
the choice of constructing MR, we have Obj′(ML,MR) ≥ Obj′(ML,M

′
R) for any

other compatible matching M ′
R between GR and HR. In the next lemma, we set

M ′
R := M ′

rand, a random matching between GR and HR. The formal construction
of M ′

rand and the lemma’s proof are deferred to Appendix B.

Lemma 1. E[Obj′(ML,MR)] ≥ LP ∗
2 /O(

√
n).

Proof sketch. Randomly split VG, VH into GL,HL, GR,HR as in Algorithm 1.
By Lemma B2,

Pr
[
(u, p)∈ML ∧ (v, q)∈M ′

rand | u∈GL, p∈HL, v∈GR, q∈HR

]
≥ x∗

up

2|GR| ≥
x∗
up

n .

Since Pr[u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR, q ∈ HR] ≥ 1/32 for n ≥ 2 (Lemma B3),
Pr

[
(u, p)∈ML ∧ (v, q)∈M ′

rand

]
≥ x∗

up

32n . As ML only use edges with x∗
up>0 (i.e.,

p ∈ L(u)), they are compatible. Consider compatible M ′′
rand = M ′

rand ∩ EGH ,
yielding Pr

[
(u, p) ∈ML ∧ (v, q) ∈M ′′

rand

]
≥ x∗

up

32n if q ∈ L(v), and 0 otherwise.
Taking expectations,

E[Obj′(ML,M
′′
rand)] ≥

1

32n

∑
u,v

wG(u, v)
∑
p

x∗
up

∑
q∈L(v)

wH(p, q).
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Restricting to q ∈ L(v) ∩Wp and using |L(v) ∩Wp| ≥
√
n gives

E[Obj′(ML,M
′′
rand)] ≥

1

32n

∑
u,v

wG(u, v)
∑
p

x∗
up

[√
n · min

q∈L(v)∩Wp

wH(p, q)
]
.

Meanwhile, since
∑

q y
∗
upvq ≤ x∗

up, the quantity LP ∗
2 (which places mass on

q ∈ VH \Wp) is at most
∑

u,v wG(u, v)
∑

p x
∗
up

[
minq∈L(v)∩Wp

wH(p, q)
]
. Hence,

E[Obj′(ML,MR)] ≥ E[Obj′(ML,M
′′
rand)] ≥ (

√
n/(32n))LP ∗

2 = LP ∗
2 /O(

√
n).

⊓⊔
Whereas Lemma 1 uses M ′

rand to bound LP ∗
2 , our analysis of LP ∗

1 employs
a different auxiliary matching, M ′

star, which leverages the set Sp
R of each node

p defined as follows. The details for this construction and the properties of the
matching can be found in Appendix C.

Definition of M ′
star. Define l : VH → VH by, for each q ∈ VH ,

l(q) ∈ argmaxp∈VH

∑
u,v∈VG

wG(u, v)wH(p, q) y∗upvq. For p ∈ VH , set l−1(p) :=
{ q ∈ VH : l(q) = p }. Given subsets HL,HR ⊆ VH , define for each p ∈ HL,
Sp
R := l−1(p) ∩HR. We notice that for any distinct p, p′ ∈ HL, Sp

R ∩ Sp′

R = ∅.
Given Sp

R (p ∈ HL), define for each p the matrix Zp = [zpvq]v∈GR, q∈Sp
R

by
zpvq = yπ(p)pvq/xπ(p)p if π(p) ̸=⊥ and zpvq = 0 otherwise. Each Zp is a fractional
matching on GR × Sp

R (row/column sums ≤ 1), hence admits a convex decom-
position Zp =

∑
M∈Mp

αM VM , where Mp is the set of integral matchings on
GR × Sp

R and, for each M ∈ Mp, the matrix VM ∈ {0, 1}GR×Sp
R (indexed by

rows v ∈ GR and columns q ∈ Sp
R) is the incidence (biadjacency) matrix of M ,

defined entrywise by (VM )vq = 1 if (v, q) ∈ M and (VM )vq = 0 otherwise.
Sample one M ∈ Mp with probability αM and define τp : Sp

R → GR∪{⊥} by
τp(q) = v if (v, q) ∈ M and τp(q) =⊥ otherwise. Since the Sp

Rs are disjoint, the
domains dom(τp) are disjoint, so we may set τ : HR → GR∪{⊥} by τ(q) = τp(q)
when q ∈ Sp

R, and τ(q) =⊥ otherwise. Finally, for each v ∈ GR with τ−1(v) ̸= ∅,
choose one q ∈ τ−1(v) uniformly at random and include (v, q) in M ′

star. The
resulting set of edges M ′

star is a matching on GR ×HR.
We obtain the following lemma, of which the full proof can be found in

Appendix C, from the construction of M ′
star.

Lemma 2. E[Obj′(ML,MR)] ≥ LP ∗
1 /O(

√
n).

Proof sketch. From the LP, y∗upvq = 0 whenever q /∈ L(v). Hence, in the
convex decomposition Zp =

∑
M∈Mp

αMVM , any matching M containing a
non-edge (v, q) /∈ EGH must have αM = 0, so the sampled M ′

star is compat-
ible. (By construction, ML is also compatible.) Taking expectations with the
probability given by Lemma C3 and Lemma B3 provides E[Obj′(ML,M

′
star)] ≥

1
128

∑
q∈VH

∑
u,v∈VG

y∗ul(q)vq wG(u, v)wH(l(q), q). By definition of l(q) as a maximizer

over p, this is at least the average over p ∈ Wq:

E[Obj′(ML,M
′
star)] ≥ 1

128

∑
q

1

|Wq|
∑
p∈Wq

∑
u,v

y∗upvqwG(u, v)wH(p, q).
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Finally, the facts |Wq| ≤
√
n + k + 1 and k ∈ O(

√
n) give E[Obj′(ML,M

′
R)] ≥

E[Obj′(ML,M
′
star)] ≥ LP∗

1

128(
√
n+k+1)

=
LP∗

1

O(
√
n)

. ⊓⊔
We are now ready to demonstrate the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 1. Algorithm 1 is an O(
√
n)-approximation algorithm for List-Res-

tricted MaxQAP when k = O(
√
n).

Proof. Assume that k = O(
√
n) and let M∗ be an optimal solution of List-

Restricted MaxQAP and M = ML ∪MR be a matching given by Algorithm 1.
Following Lemma 1 and Lemma 2, we have

E[Obj(M)] ≥ E[Obj′(ML,MR)] ≥
LP ∗

1 + LP ∗
2

O(
√
n)

=
LP ∗

O(
√
n)

≥ Obj(M∗)

O(
√
n)

.

⊓⊔

4 Approximation Algorithm for MaxQbAP

In this section, we present an approximation algorithm for dup-MaxQbAP. We
again build a linear program on the MaxQAP integer formulation of Adams and
Johnson [1]. Because each node may be paired with up to b nodes on the opposite
side, the capacity constraint changes from

∑
u∈VG

xup = 1 to
∑

u∈VG
xup = b.

For the same reason, we also impose
∑

p∈VH
yupvq = b xvq.

(Relaxed LP2) Maximize
∑

u,v∈VG

∑
p,q∈VH

wG(u,v)wH(p, q)yupvq

subject to
∑
p∈VH

xup ≤ b for all u ∈ VG;∑
u∈VG

xup ≤ b for all p ∈ VH ;∑
p∈VH

yupvq ≤ bxvq for all u, v ∈ VG and q ∈ VH ;∑
u∈VG

yupvq ≤ bxvq for all v ∈ VG and p, q ∈ VH ;

yupvq = yvqup for all u, v ∈ VG and p, q ∈ VH ;
xup ∈ [0, 1] for all u ∈ VG and p ∈ VH ;
yupvq ∈ [0, 1] for all u, v ∈ VG and p, q ∈ VH .

Our algorithm for dup-MaxQbAP is as follows:
Algorithm 2:
Input: G = (VG, EG, wG) and H = (VH , EH , wH) such that |VG| = |VH | = n

Output: A b-matching bM between VG and VH

1. Solve Relaxed LP2 and obtain an optimal solution: (x∗
up)u∈VG,p∈VH

and
(y∗upvq)u,v∈VG,p,q∈VH

.
2. Partition VG randomly into GL and GR, such that |GL| = ⌈n/2⌉ and GR =

VG\GL. Do the same for VH to obtain HL and HR.
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3. For each i = 1, 2, ..., b:
(a) For each p ∈ HL, let p choose a node from GL ∪ {⊥} with probability

x∗
up/b for u ∈ GL and 1 −

∑
u∈GL

x∗
up/b for ⊥. Then, define a function

πi : HL → GL ∪ {⊥} such that πi(p) is the node that p have chosen.
(b) For each u ∈ GL, let π−1

i (u) be a set of node p ∈ HL such that πi(p) = u.
For each u ∈ GL such that π−1

i (u) ̸= ∅, randomly choose an element
p in π−1

i (u) and assign (u, p) to a matching M
(i)
L . Then add edges in

EGH between unmatched nodes in GL and HL to the matching M
(i)
L at

random, so that M
(i)
L is a perfect matching between GL and HL.

4. Let bML =
⋃b

i=1 M
(i)
L .

5. For each v ∈ GR and q ∈ HR, let w(v, q) =
∑

(u,p)∈bML
wG(u, v)wH(p, q). Let

bMR be a maximum b-matching between GR and HR with respect to w. This
b-matching can be obtained in polynomial time by using an algorithm for the
maximum-weight b-matching problem (the maximum weight upper degree-
constrainted subgraph with unit capacity problem) proposed by Gabow [6].

6. Return bM = bML ∪ bMR.

The proof can be done similarly to the proof of Algorithm 1. Let LP ∗ be
an optimal value of Relaxed LP2 above. For each p ∈ VH , let Up be the set of
⌈
√
n/

√
b⌉ nodes in VH whose weights of the edges from these nodes to p are the

largest. Then we have

LP ∗ =
∑

u,v∈VG

∑
p,q∈VH

wG(u, v)wH(p, q)y∗upvq

=
∑

u,v∈VG

∑
p∈VH
q∈Up

wG(u, v)wH(p, q)y∗upvq +
∑

u,v∈VG

∑
p∈VH

q∈VH\Up

wG(u, v)wH(p, q)y∗upvq.

Denote the first sum as LP ∗
1 and the second sum as LP ∗

2 . Recall that bM =
bML ∪ bMR. Define

Obj′
(
bML,

bMR

)
=

∑
(u,p)∈bML

(v,q)∈bMR

wG(u, v)wH(p, q),

and evaluate Algorithm 2 using Obj′ rather than the conventional Obj(bM), as
in the analysis of Algorithm 1. We then compare LP ∗

2 with the value achieved
by Algorithm 2 via an argument parallel to the proof of Lemma 1, yielding the
following lemma. We give the full proof the lemma in Appendix D.

Lemma 3. E[Obj′(bML,
bMR)] ≥ LP ∗

2 /O(
√
bn).

Proof sketch. Consider b independent random matchings M
′(1)
rand, . . . ,M

′(b)
rand be-

tween GR and HR, and define bM ′
rand :=

⋃b
i=1 M

′(i)
rand.

By Lemma B2, in each round i we have Pr
[
(u, p) ∈ M

(i)
L

∣∣u ∈ GL, p ∈
HL

]
≥ x∗

up

2b , and Pr
[
(v, q) ∈ M

′(i)
rand

∣∣ v ∈ GR, q ∈ HR

]
= 1

|GR| ≥ 2
n . Since
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the 2b events {(u, p) ∈ M
(i)
L } and {(v, q) ∈ M

′(i)
rand} are mutually independent,

Pr
[
(u, p) ∈ bML and (v, q) ∈ bM ′

rand

]
=

(
1 − Pr[(u, p) /∈ bML]

)(
1 − Pr[(v, q) /∈

bM ′
rand]

)
. Since

Pr[(u, p) /∈ bML] ≤
(
1−

x∗
up

2b

)b

, Pr[(v, q) /∈ bM ′
rand] ≤

(
1− 2

n

)b

,

we apply 1 + x ≤ ex and 1− e−x ≥ (1− 1/e)x (for 0 ≤ x ≤ 1) to obtain

Pr
[
(u, p) ∈ bML and (v, q) ∈ bM ′

rand

]
≥

(
1− 1

e

)2

·
bx∗

up

n
.

Lemma B3 shows that the additional randomness from the partition into
GL, GR,HL,HR only incurs a further constant-factor loss, so there exists c1 =

32
(1−1/e)2 such that Pr

[
(u, p) ∈ bML and (v, q) ∈ bM ′

rand

]
≥ bx∗

up

c1n
for all u, v, p, q.

By linearity of expectation, this probability bound yields a lower bound on
E
[
Obj′(bML,

bM ′
rand)

]
in terms of the LP solution. Using the fact that |Up| ≥√

n/
√
b and the constraint

∑
q∈VH

y∗upvq ≤ bx∗
up, one can extract a factor

√
n/

√
b

and show

E
[
Obj′(bML,

bM ′
rand)

]
≥ 1

c1
√
bn

∑
u,v∈VG

∑
p∈VH

q∈VH\Up

wG(u, v)wH(p, q) y∗upvq =
LP ∗

2

c1
√
bn

.

Finally, we obtain that E
[
Obj′(bML,

bMR)
]

≥ E
[
Obj′(bML,

bM ′
rand)

]
≥

LP∗
2

c1
√
bn

=
LP∗

2

O(
√
bn)

. ⊓⊔
In the next lemma, we discuss the relationship between our objective values

and LP ∗
1 . We give the full proof the lemma in Appendix E.

Lemma 4. E[Obj′(bML,
bMR)] ≥ LP ∗

1 /O(
√
bn).

Proof sketch. We scale xup :=
x∗
up

b , yupvq :=
y∗
upvq

b2 , and run Algorithm C for
b independent iterations using these scaled values. Let M

′(i)
star be the matching

produced in round i, and set bM ′
star :=

⋃b
i=1 M

′(i)
star.

By Lemma C3, conditioned on u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR and q ∈ Sp
R (with

Sp
R = l−1(p) ∩HR), each iteration satisfies

Pr
[
(u, p) ∈ M

′(i)
L and (v, q) ∈ M

′(i)
star

]
≥

y∗upvq
4b2

.

The fact that b iterations are independent gives

Pr
[
(u, p) ∈ bM ′

L and (v, q) ∈ bM ′
star

]
≥ 1−

(
1−

y∗upvq
4b2

)b

.

Applying the standard bound 1− e−x ≥ (1− 1/e)x for 0 ≤ x ≤ 1 yields

Pr
[
(u, p) ∈ bM ′

L and (v, q) ∈ bM ′
star

]
≥

(
1− 1

e

)
·
y∗upvq
4b

.
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Hence, there exists a constant c2 := 128
1−1/e such that, for any u, v ∈ VG

and p, q ∈ VH , Pr
[
(u, p) ∈ bML and (v, q) ∈ bM ′

star

∣∣ p = l(q)
]

≥ y∗
upvq

c2 b and
Pr

[
(u, p) ∈ bM ′

L and (v, q) ∈ bM ′
star

∣∣ p ̸= l(q)
]
= 0.

Using the same averaging argument as in the proof of Lemma 2, together
with the fact that 1/|Uq| ≥

√
b/(2

√
n), we obtain

E
[
Obj′(bM ′

L,
bM ′

star)
]
≥ 1

O(
√
bn)

∑
u,v∈VG

∑
q∈VH
p∈Uq

wG(u, v)wH(p, q) y∗upvq =
LP ∗

1

O(
√
bn)

.

Finally, E
[
Obj′(bML,

bMR)
]
≥ E

[
Obj′(bM ′

L,
bM ′

star)
]
≥ LP∗

1

O(
√
bn)

. ⊓⊔
Finally, we consider the approximation ratio of Algorithm 2 and conclude as

the following theorem.

Theorem 2. Algorithm 2 is an O(
√
bn)-approximation algorithm for dup-Max

QbAP, and hence, an O(
√
bn)-approximation algorithm for MaxQbAP.

Proof. Let bM∗ be an optimal solution of MaxQbAP and bM = bML ∪ bMR be
a matching given by Algorithm 2. Following Lemma 3 and Lemma 4, we have

E[Obj(bM)] ≥ E[Obj′(bML,
bMR)] ≥

LP ∗
1 + LP ∗

2

O(
√
bn)

=
LP ∗

O(
√
bn)

≥ Obj(bM∗)

O(
√
bn)

.

⊓⊔

5 Conclusion

While MaxQAP has been extensively studied due to its wide range of applica-
tions, its variants have received significantly less attention in the literature. In
particular, to the best of our knowledge, no prior work has addressed approxima-
tion algorithms for any variant of MaxQAP. To initiate progress in this direction,
we investigate two natural variants: MaxQAP with list restrictions and the Max-
imum Quadratic b-Matching Problem (MaxQbAP). Since both problems can be
reduced to MaxQAP, they inherit its NP-hardness.

Using the randomized rounding technique from [15], we develop approxi-
mation algorithms for both variants. Our approximation ratio asymptotically
matches the best-known ratio for MaxQAP when each nodes restricted list has
size n−O(

√
n) and b ∈ O(1), suggesting that improving this ratio may require

fundamentally new techniques.
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A Relationship between MaxQbAP and dup-MaxQbAP
Since MaxQbAP differs from dup-MaxQbAP only in the objective function, we
can use the same approximation algorithm on both problems with the only
difference in the approximation ratios, as stated in the following lemma.
Lemma A1. An α-approximation algorithm for dup-MaxQbAP is a 2α-approxi-
mation algorithm for MaxQbAP.
Proof. Let Obj and Objdup denote the objective functions of MaxQbAP and dup-
MaxQbAP, respectively. Given an instance of MaxQbAP, we first observe that
in dup-MaxQbAP, each pair of edge weights wG(u, v)wH(p, q) for {u, v} ∈ EG

and {p, q} ∈ EH can appear in the objective function at most twice; one when
(u, p), (v, q) ∈ bM and the other when (u, q), (v, p) ∈ bM . Furthermore, for any b-
matching bM , we know that the pair wG(u, v)wH(p, q) is in the objective function
of MaxQbAP for bM if and only if it is in the objective function of dup-MaxQbAP
(can be once or twice). Thus, we have

Objdup(
bM) ≥ Obj(bM) ≥ Objdup(

bM)

2

for any b-matching bM between VG and VH . Let Opt be the optimal value given
by an optimal solution bM∗ of MaxQbAP, and let Optdup be the optimal value
of dup-MaxQbAP on this instance. Assume that we have an α-approximation
algorithm for dup-MaxQbAP. Then we can find a b-matching bMSol such that
Objdup(

bMSol) ≥ Optdup/α. Hence, we obtain the following:

Obj(bMSol) ≥
Objdup(

bMSol)

2
≥ Optdup

2α
≥ Objdup(

bM∗)

2α
≥ Obj(bM∗)

2α
=

Opt

2α
.

⊓⊔

B Proof of Lemma 1
We first give a lemma which we have used for proving Lemma 1.
Lemma B1 (Lemma 5.1 of [18]). Let S be a random subset of a set V and
let v ∈ V . Assume that for all s, s′ ∈ V such that s ̸= s′, the event that s ∈ S is
independent to the event that s′ ∈ S. If we pick an element from S at random,
the probability of having v as the chosen element is at least Pr[v ∈ S]/(E[|S|]+1).

Then, we formally define how we construct the matching M ′
rand in the fol-

lowing algorithm.
Algorithm B:
Input: Pairwisely disjoint sets of nodes GL, GR,HL,HR such that |GL| =

|HL| and |GR| = |HR|, xup ∈ [0, 1] for each u ∈ GL and p ∈ HL such
that∑

u∈GL

xup ≤ 1 for all p ∈ HL and
∑
p∈HL

xup ≤ 1 for all u ∈ GL

Output: Two matchings: ML between GL and HR and M ′
rand between GR and

HR
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1. For each p ∈ HL, choose a node from GL ∪ {⊥} with probability xup for
u ∈ GL and 1−

∑
u∈GL

xup for ⊥. Then, define a function π : HL → GL∪{⊥}
such that π(p) is the chosen node for each p.

2. For each u ∈ GL, let π−1(u) be the set of node p ∈ HL such that π(p) = u.
For each u ∈ GL such that π−1(u) ̸= ∅, randomly choose an element p in
π−1(u) and assign (u, p) to a matching ML.

3. Construct a random matching M ′
rand between the set GR and the set HR.

4. Return ML and M ′
rand.

Lemma B2. If we proceed according to Algorithm B with the required input,
then for u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR, q ∈ HR, we have

Pr[(u, p) ∈ ML] ≥ xup/2

as well as
Pr[(v, q) ∈ M ′

rand] ≥ 1/|GR|;

and consequently,

Pr[(u, p) ∈ ML and (v, q) ∈ M ′
rand] ≥ xup/(2|GR|).

Proof. Let u ∈ GL and p ∈ HL. Following the construction of the function π
and the condition of the input, we have

E[|π−1(u)|] =
∑
p∈HL

Pr[π(p) = u] =
∑
p∈HL

xup ≤ 1.

Moreover, for p, p′ ∈ HL such that p ̸= p′, the event that p ∈ π−1(u) is indepen-
dent to the event that p′ ∈ π−1(u). Thus, by Lemma B1, we then have

Pr[(u, p) ∈ ML] ≥
Pr[p ∈ π−1(u)]

E[|π−1(u)|] + 1
≥ Pr[π(p) = u]

2
=

xup

2
.

On the other hand, for v ∈ GR and q ∈ HR, we have Pr[(v, q) ∈ M ′
rand] =

1/|GR| as M ′
rand is a random matching. Given that u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR, q ∈

HR, since the event that (u, p) ∈ ML and the event that (v, q) ∈ M ′
rand are

independent, we therefore obtain

Pr[(u, p) ∈ ML and (v, q) ∈ M ′
rand] = Pr[(u, p) ∈ ML] · Pr[(v, q) ∈ M ′

rand]

≥ xup

2
· 1

|GR|
=

xup

2|GR|
.

⊓⊔

In the above lemma, the probability is considered when the sets GL, GR,HL,
HR are given. However, in both Algorithm 1 and Algorithm 2, these sets are
random. Thus, we state the following lemma.
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Lemma B3. Let GL, GR,HL,HR be randomly chosen as defined in Algorithm
1 and Algorithm 2 and let A be an event of nodes u, v ∈ VG and p, q ∈ VH that
occurs only if u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR, q ∈ HR. Then

Pr[A] ≥ Pr[A|u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR, q ∈ HR]

32
.

Proof. Following the definitions of GL, HL, GR, and HR, we have

Pr[u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR, q ∈ HR] =
(⌊n/2⌋⌈n/2⌉

n2

)2

≥
( (n+ 1)(n− 1)

4n2

)2

=
n4 − 2n2 + 1

16n4

≥ 1

32

when n ≥ 2. With the condition of the event A, we obtain that

Pr[A] = Pr[A|u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR, q ∈ HR]

· Pr[u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR, q ∈ HR]

≥ Pr[A|u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR, q ∈ HR]

32
.

⊓⊔

We are now ready to demonstrate Lemma 1.

Proof (Proof of Lemma 1). Given GL, HL, GR, HR and x∗
up from step 1 and 2

of Algorithm 1, we proceed according to Algorithm B using the corresponding
sets and xup = x∗

up for each u ∈ GL and p ∈ HL. By Lemma B2, we have

Pr[(u, p) ∈ ML and (v, q) ∈ M ′
rand|u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR, q ∈ HR]

≥
x∗
up

2|GR|

≥
x∗
up

2
· 2
n

=
x∗
up

n
.

Since the event “(u, p) ∈ ML and (v, q) ∈ M ′
rand” can occur only if u ∈ GL, p ∈

HL, v ∈ GR, q ∈ HR, by Lemma B3, we then have

Pr[(u, p) ∈ ML and (v, q) ∈ M ′
rand] ≥

x∗
up

n
· 1

32
=

x∗
up

32n
.

Note that in the construction of ML, the edge (u, p) when u ∈ GL and p ∈ HL

can be chosen only if x∗
up > 0, i.e., p ∈ L(u). Thus, ML is compatible. However,
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for M ′
rand, any edges can be included in the matching. Hence, we consider the

matching M ′′
rand = M ′

rand∩EGH so that M ′′
rand is compatible. With this definition

of M ′′
rand, we then have Pr[(u, p) ∈ ML and (v, q) ∈ M ′′

rand] ≥ x∗
up/32n if q ∈

L(v), and equals to 0 otherwise. Therefore, we get

E[Obj′(ML,MR)]

≥ E[Obj′(ML,M
′′
rand)]

=
∑

u,v∈VG

∑
p,q∈VH

Pr[(u, p) ∈ ML and (v, q) ∈ M ′′
rand]wG(u, v)wH(p, q)

=
∑

u,v∈VG

∑
p∈VH

q∈L(v)

Pr[(u, p) ∈ ML and (v, q) ∈ M ′′
rand]wG(u, v)wH(p, q)

≥
∑

u,v∈VG

∑
p∈VH

q∈L(v)

x∗
up

32n
wG(u, v)wH(p, q)

=
1

32n

∑
u,v∈VG

wG(u, v)
∑
p∈VH

x∗
up

∑
q∈L(v)

wH(p, q)

≥ 1

32n

∑
u,v∈VG

wG(u, v)
∑
p∈VH

x∗
up

∑
q∈L(v)∩Wp

wH(p, q)

≥ 1

32n

∑
u,v∈VG

wG(u, v)
∑
p∈VH

x∗
up

[√
n min

q∈L(v)∩Wp

wH(p, q)

]
.

The last inequality follows from the fact that |L(v) ∩Wp| = |Wp\L(v)C | ≥
|Wp| − |L(v)C | ≥

√
n + k − k =

√
n for all v ∈ VG and p ∈ VH . On the other

hand, since
∑
q∈VH

y∗upvq ≤ x∗
up for all u, v ∈ VG and p ∈ VH , we have

LP ∗
2 =

∑
u,v∈VG

∑
p∈VH

q∈VH\Wp

wG(u, v)wH(p, q)y∗upvq

=
∑

u,v∈VG

wG(u, v)
∑
p∈VH

∑
q∈L(v)∩(VH\Wp)

wH(p, q)y∗upvq

≤
∑

u,v∈VG

wG(u, v)
∑
p∈VH

∑
q∈L(v)∩(VH\Wp)

[
max

q∈L(v)∩(VH\Wp)
wH(p, q)

]
y∗upvq

≤
∑

u,v∈VG

wG(u, v)
∑
p∈VH

[
max

q∈L(v)∩(VH\Wp)
wH(p, q)

] ∑
q∈VH

y∗upvq

≤
∑

u,v∈VG

wG(u, v)
∑
p∈VH

[
max

q∈L(v)∩(VH\Wp)
wH(p, q)

]
x∗
up

≤
∑

u,v∈VG

wG(u, v)
∑
p∈VH

[
min

q∈L(v)∩Wp

wH(p, q)

]
x∗
up.
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Therefore, we have E[Obj′(ML,MR)] ≥
√
n · LP ∗

2 /(32n) = LP ∗
2 /O(

√
n). ⊓⊔

C Proof of Lemma 2

Recall the function l : VH → VH defined by, for each q ∈ VH ,

l(q) ∈ arg max
p∈VH

∑
u,v∈VG

wG(u, v)wH(p, q) y∗upvq.

From this function, if the subsets HL,HR ⊆ VH are given, we define Sp
R :=

l−1(p) ∩HR for each p ∈ HL (we have Sp
R ∩ Sp′

R = ∅ for any distinct p, p′ ∈ HL)
and then construct a matching M ′

star. The detailed construction of the matching
M ′

star is described in the following algorithm.
Algorithm C:

Input: Pairwise disjoint sets of nodes GL, GR,HL,HR such that |GL| = |HL|
and |GR| = |HR|, a set Sp

R ⊆ HR for each p ∈ HL such that Sp
R∩Sp′

R =
∅ for all p ̸= p′, xup ∈ [0, 1] for each u ∈ GL and p ∈ HL such that∑

u∈HL

xup ≤ 1 for all p ∈ HL and
∑
p∈HL

xup ≤ 1 for all u ∈ GL,

xvq ∈ [0, 1] for each v ∈ GR and q ∈ HR such that∑
v∈GR

xvq ≤ 1 for all q ∈ HR and
∑

q∈HR

xvq ≤ 1 for all v ∈ GR,

yupvq ∈ [0, 1] for each u ∈ GL, v ∈ GR, p ∈ HL and q ∈ HR such that∑
u∈GL

yupvq ≤ xvq for all v ∈ GR, p ∈ HL and q ∈ HR,∑
p∈HL

yupvq ≤ xvq for all u ∈ GL, v ∈ GR and q ∈ HR,∑
v∈GR

yupvq ≤ xup for all u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL and q ∈ HR,∑
q∈HR

yupvq ≤ xup for all u ∈ GL, v ∈ GR and p ∈ HL

Output: Two matchings: ML between GL and HL and M ′
star between GR and

HR

1. For each p ∈ HL, choose a node from GL ∪ {⊥} with probability xup for
u ∈ GL and 1−

∑
u∈GL

xup for ⊥. Then, define a function π : HL → GL∪{⊥}
such that π(p) is the chosen node for each p.

2. For each u ∈ GL, let π−1(u) be the set of node p ∈ HL such that π(p) = u.
For each u ∈ GL such that π−1(u) ̸= ∅, randomly choose an element p in
π−1(u) and assign (u, p) to a matching ML.

3. For each p ∈ HL, q ∈ Sp
R, and v ∈ GR, let zpvq = yπ(p)pvq/xπ(p)p if π(p) ̸=⊥,

and zpvq = 0 otherwise.
4. For each p ∈ HL, consider Zp =

[
zpvq

]
v∈GR,q∈Sp

R

as a partial matching be-
tween GR and Sp

R (Lemma C1). Let Mp be the set of all matchings between
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GR and Sp
R. Then Zp can be written as a convex combination of matchings

in Mp (Theorem 7.1.2 of [13]), i.e., Zp =
∑

M∈Mp
αMVM where VM is a vec-

tor representation of M ∈ Mp:
[
δMvq

]
v∈GR,q∈Sp

R

where δMvq = 1 if (v, q) ∈ M

and δMvq = 0 otherwise; and αM ∈ [0, 1] such that
∑

M∈Mp
αM ≤ 1. Choose

one of those matchings with the probability equals to its αM . Then, define
a function τp : Sp

R → GR ∪ {⊥} following the chosen matching M such that
τp(q) = v if (v, q) ∈ M and τp(q) =⊥ if q is not incident to any edges in M .
Note that dom(τp) ∩ dom(τp′) = ∅ for any p ̸= p′.

5. Define a function τ : HR → GR∪{⊥} such that for each q ∈ HR, τ(q) = τp(q)
if q ∈ Sp

R for some p ∈ HL and τ(q) =⊥ otherwise.
6. For each v ∈ GR, let τ−1(v) be the set of node q ∈ HR such that τ(q) = v.

For each v ∈ GR such that τ−1(v) ̸= ∅, randomly choose a node q ∈ τ−1(v)
and assign (v, q) to the matching M ′

star.
7. Return ML and M ′

star.

We first establish the following lemma: the matrix Zp =
[
zpvq

]
v∈GR, q∈Sp

R

arising in the construction is a partial matching (i.e., every row and column
sum is at most 1). We then invoke this property to carry out Step 3 of the
construction.

Lemma C1. Given the input of Algorithm C, for each p ∈ HL, the matrix
Zp =

[
zpvq

]
v∈GR,q∈Sp

R

constructed following Algorithm C is a partial matching
between GR and Sp

R.

Proof. Let p ∈ HL. Following the condition of the input and the definition of
zpvq, ∑

q∈Sp
R

zpvq =
∑
q∈Sp

R

yπ(p)pvq

xπ(p)p
≤

∑
q∈HR

yπ(p)pvq

xπ(p)p
≤

xπ(p)p

xπ(p)p
= 1

and ∑
v∈GR

zpvq =
∑

v∈GR

yπ(p)pvq

xπ(p)p
≤

xπ(p)p

xπ(p)p
= 1

which imply that Zp =
[
zpvq

]
v∈GR,q∈Sp

R

is a partial matching between GR and
Sp
R. ⊓⊔

The following lemma is leveraged to demonstrate Lemma 2.

Lemma C2 (Lemma 5.3 of [18]). Let S be a random subset of a set V and
T be a random subset of a set W , and let (v, w) ∈ V ×W . Assume that for all
s, s′ ∈ V and t, t′ ∈ W such that s ̸= s′ and t ̸= t′, the event that s ∈ S and the
event that t ∈ T are independent to the event that (s′, t′) ∈ S × T . If we pick
an element from S×T at random, the probability of having (v, w) as the chosen
element is at least Pr[(v, w) ∈ S × T ]/

(
(E[|S|] + 1) · (E[|T |] + 1)

)
.

The following lemma follows from Lemma C2.
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Lemma C3. If we proceed according to Algorithm C with the required input,
then for u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR, q ∈ Sp

R, we have Pr[(u, p) ∈ ML and (v, q) ∈
M ′

star] ≥ yupvq/4.

Proof. Let p ∈ HL. By Lemma C1 and Theorem 7.1.2 of [13], we know that
Zp =

[
zpvq

]
v∈GR,q∈Sp

R

is a convex combination of matchings between GR and Sp
R.

Let Mp denote the set of all matchings M between GR and Sp
R, each written

in a vector representation: VM =
[
δMvq

]
v∈GR,q∈Sp

R

where δMvq = 1 if (v, q) ∈ M

and δMvq = 0 otherwise. We then have Zp =
∑

M∈Mp
αMVM where αM is a

nonnegative real number, and
∑

M∈Mp
αM ≤ 1. Hence, for each v ∈ GR and

q ∈ Sp
R, we have

Pr[τ(q) = v|π(p) = u] = Pr[τp(q) = v|π(p) = u]

=
∑

M∈Mp:(v,q)∈M

αM

=
∑

M∈Mp

αMδMvq

= zpvq.

Thus, Pr[τ(q) = v|π(p) = u] = yupvq/xup if π(p) = u ∈ GL, and Pr[τ(q) =
v|π(p) =⊥] = 0 by the definition of zpvq. Therefore, for each v ∈ GR,

E[|τ−1(v)|] =
∑
p∈HL

∑
q∈Sp

R

Pr[τ(q) = v]

=
∑
p∈HL

∑
q∈Sp

R

∑
u∈GL

Pr[τ(q) = v|π(p) = u] · Pr[π(p) = u]

=
∑
p∈HL

∑
q∈Sp

R

∑
u∈GL

yupvq
xup

· xup

=
∑
p∈HL

∑
q∈Sp

R

∑
u∈GL

yupvq

=
∑

q∈
∪

p∈HL
Sp
R

∑
u∈GL

yupqvq

≤
∑

q∈HR

xvq

≤ 1

where pq is a node p ∈ HL whose Sp
R contains q. Recall that, in the proof of

Lemma B2, for each u ∈ GL, we have E[|π−1(u)|] ≤ 1 for this construction of π.
Moreover, for p, p′ ∈ HL and q, q′ ∈ HR such that p ̸= p′ and q ̸= q′, the event
that p ∈ π−1(u) and the event that q ∈ τ−1(v) are independent to the event that
(p′, q′) ∈ π−1(u) × τ−1(v). Hence, given that u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR, q ∈ Sp

R,
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by Lemma C2, we then get

Pr[(u, p) ∈ ML and (v, q) ∈ M ′
star]

≥ Pr[p ∈ π−1(u) and q ∈ τ−1(v)]

(E[|π−1(u)|] + 1)(E[|τ−1(v)|] + 1)

≥ 1

4
· Pr[p ∈ π−1(u)] · Pr[q ∈ τ−1(v)|p ∈ π−1(u)]

=
1

4
· Pr[π(p) = u] · Pr[τ(q) = v|π(p) = u]

=
1

4
· xup ·

yupvq
xup

=
yupvq
4

.

⊓⊔

We are now ready to formally prove Lemma 2.

Proof (Proof of Lemma 2). Given GL,HL, GR,HR, x
∗
up, and y∗upvq. Construct for

each p ∈ HL a set Sp
R and proceed according to Algorithm C using the analogous

input while xup = x∗
up and yupvq = y∗upvq. By Lemma C3, we have

Pr[(u, p) ∈ ML and (v, q) ∈ M ′
star|u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR, q ∈ Sp

R] ≥
y∗upvq
4

,

and thus, by using Lemma B3 on the fact that the event “(u, p) ∈ ML and (v, q) ∈
M ′

star when p = l(q)” occurs only if u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR, q ∈ HR, we obtain

Pr[(u, p) ∈ ML and (v, q) ∈ M ′
star|p = l(q)] ≥

y∗upvq
4

· 1

32
=

y∗upvq
128

.

From the way that the function l is defined, we can conclude that Pr[(u, p) ∈
ML and (v, q) ∈ M ′

star] = y∗upvq/128 if p = l(q), and Pr[(u, p) ∈ ML and (v, q) ∈
M ′

star] = 0 otherwise. Recall that by this construction, ML is compatible. On
the other hand, by the constraints of the linear programming, we have y∗upvq = 0
if q /∈ L(v). Thus, for each p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR and q /∈ L(v) ∩ Sp

R, we have∑
M∈Mp

αMδMvq = zpvq = 0. Hence, for any matching M between GR and Sp
R

that contains (v, q) /∈ EGH , αM must be 0. This implies that the matching M ′
star

is compatible. Therefore, we can consider the probability of each (v, q) ∈ VG×VH

as the probability given above. We then have
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E[Obj′(ML,MR)]

≥ E[Obj′(ML,M
′
star)]

=
∑

u,v∈VG

∑
p,q∈VH

Pr[(u, p) ∈ ML and (v, q) ∈ M ′
star]wG(u, v)wH(p, q)

=
∑

q∈VH :p=l(q)

∑
u,v∈VG

Pr[(u, p) ∈ ML and (v, q) ∈ M ′
star]wG(u, v)wH(p, q)

≥
∑

q∈VH :p=l(q)

∑
u,v∈VG

y∗upvq
128

wG(u, v)wH(p, q)

=
1

128

∑
q∈VH

∑
u,v∈VG

y∗ul(q)vqwG(u, v)wH(p, q)

=
1

128

∑
q∈VH

max
p∈VH

∑
u,v∈VG

y∗upvqwG(u, v)wH(p, q)

≥ 1

128

∑
q∈VH

1

|Wq|
∑
p∈Wq

∑
u,v∈VG

y∗upvqwG(u, v)wH(p, q)

=
1

128

∑
q∈VH

1√
n+ k + 1

∑
p∈Wq

∑
u,v∈VG

y∗upvqwG(u, v)wH(p, q)

=
1

128(
√
n+ k + 1)

∑
u,v∈VG

∑
q∈VH
p∈Wq

y∗upvqwG(u, v)wH(p, q)

=
1

128(
√
n+ k + 1)

· LP ∗
1 .

Note that we are considering the case k = O(
√
n) which implies

√
n + k + 1 =

O(
√
n). Therefore, we can conclude that E[Obj′(ML,MR)] ≥ LP ∗

1 /(128(
√
n +

k + 1)) = LP ∗
1 /O(

√
n) as desired. ⊓⊔

D Proof of Lemma 3

Lemma 3 can be demonstrated as follows:

Proof (Proof of 3). Let GL,HL, GR,HR and x∗
up be those obtained in Steps 1-2

of Algorithm 1, and let M
′(i)
L be the matching produced in Steps 3-5 of case i.

Obtain b random matchings between GR and HR, denoted by M
′(1)
rand, . . . ,M

′(b)
rand.

Define
bM ′

L :=

b⋃
i=1

M
′(i)
L and bM ′

rand :=

b⋃
i=1

M
′(i)
rand.

Lemma B2 provides us

Pr[(u, p) ∈ M
′(i)
L |u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL] ≥

x∗
up

2b
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and
Pr[(v, q) ∈ M

′(i)
rand|v ∈ GR, q ∈ HR] =

1

|GR|
≥ 2

n

for all i = 1, 2, ..., b. Note that the collection of 2b events “(u, p) ∈ M
′(i)
L ” and

“(v, q) ∈ M
′(i)
rand” above are mutually independent. Hence, given that u ∈ GL, p ∈

HL, v ∈ GR, and q ∈ HR, we have

Pr[(u, p) ∈ bM ′
L and (v, q) ∈ bM ′

rand]

= Pr[(u, p) ∈ bM ′
L] Pr[(v, q) ∈

bM ′
rand]

=
(
1− Pr[(u, p) /∈ bM ′

L]
)(
1− Pr[(v, q) /∈ bM ′

rand]
)

=
(
1−

b∏
i=1

Pr[(u, p) /∈ M
′(i)
L ]

)(
1−

b∏
i=1

Pr[(v, q) /∈ M
′(i)
rand]

)
≥

(
1− (1−

x∗
up

2b
)b
)(
1− (1− 2

n
)b
)

≥
(
1− (e−

x∗
up
2b )b

)(
1− (e−

2
n )b

)
= (1− e−

x∗
up
2 )(1− e−

2b
n )

≥
(
1− 1

e

)2

·
x∗
up

2
· 2b
n

=
(
1− 1

e

)2

·
bx∗

up

n
.

The last two inequalities follow from the fact that 1 + x ≤ ex for all x ∈ R and
1 − e−x ≥ (1 − 1/e)x for 0 ≤ x ≤ 1. Hence, by Lemma B3, we then have that
for any u, v ∈ VG and p, q ∈ VH ,

Pr[(u, v) ∈ bM ′
L and (v, q) ∈ bM ′

rand] ≥
(
1− 1

e

)2

·
bx∗

up

n
· 1

32
=

bx∗
up

c1n
.

where c1 = 32/(1−1/e)2. By the way of choosing bMR in Algorithm 2, for a cor-
responding bM ′

L and bML, we know that Obj′(bML,
bMR) ≥ Obj′(bM ′

L,
bM ′

rand).
Thus, E[Obj′(bML,

bMR)] ≥ E[Obj′(bM ′
L,

bM ′
rand)]. Furthermore, by a similar ar-

gument to which used for Lemma 1 together with the fact that |Up| ≥
√
n/

√
b

and
∑

q∈VH
yupvq ≤ bxup for all u, v ∈ VG and p ∈ VH , we have

E[Obj′(bM ′
L,

bM ′
rand)] ≥

b

c1n
·
√
n√
b
· 1
b

∑
u,v∈VG

∑
p∈VH

q∈VH\Up

wG(u, v)wH(p, q)y∗upvq

=
1

c1
√
bn

∑
u,v∈VG

∑
p∈VH

q∈VH\Up

wG(u, v)wH(p, q)y∗upvq

This implies E[Obj′(bML,
bMR)] ≥ (LP ∗

2 /(c1
√
bn)) = LP ∗

2 /O(
√
bn). ⊓⊔
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E Proof of Lemma 4

Lemma 4 can be demonstrated as follows:

Proof (Proof of Lemma 4). Recall the function l defined in the previous sec-
tion. Given GL,HL, GR,HR, and the solutions x∗

up and y∗upvq from Steps 1-2 of
Algorithm 2, define for each p ∈ VH

Sp
R := l−1(p) ∩HR.

Proceed to execute Algorithm C for b iterations on the corresponding sets, using

xup :=
x∗
up

b
and yupvq :=

y∗upvq
b2

for the relevant nodes. By the constraints of Relaxed LP2, these scaled values
xup and yupvq satisfy the feasibility requirements of Algorithm C. Let M

′(i)
L and

M
′(i)
star be the matchings produced in the i-th iteration, and define

bM ′
L :=

b⋃
i=1

M
′(i)
L and bM ′

star :=

b⋃
i=1

M
′(i)
star.

Following Lemma C3, we have

Pr[(u, p) ∈ M
′(i)
L and (v, q) ∈ M

′(i)
star|u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR, q ∈ Sp

R] ≥
y∗upvq
4b2

for all i = 1, 2, ..., b. Since each iteration is independent from each other, the col-
lection of the events “(u, p) ∈ M

′(i)
L and (v, q) ∈ M

′(i)
star” is mutually independent.

Thus, given that u ∈ GL, p ∈ HL, v ∈ GR, and q ∈ Sp
R, we have

Pr[(u, p) ∈ bM ′
L and (v, q) ∈ bM ′

star]

≥ Pr[
(
(u, p) ∈ M

′(1)
L and (v, q) ∈ M

′(1)
star

)
or

. . . or
(
(u, p) ∈ M

′(b)
L and (v, q) ∈ M

′(b)
star

)
]

= 1− Pr[
(
(u, p) /∈ M

′(1)
L or (v, q) /∈ M

′(1)
star

)
and

. . . and
(
(u, p) /∈ M

′(b)
L or (v, q) /∈ M

′(b)
star

)
]

= 1−
b∏

i=1

Pr[(u, p) /∈ M
′(i)
L or (v, q) /∈ M

′(i)
star]

≥ 1− (1−
y∗upvq
4b2

)b

≥ 1− (e−
y∗
upvq

4b2 )b

= 1− e−
y∗
upvq
4b

≥
(
1− 1

e

)
·
y∗upvq
4b

.
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Then by Lemma B3, for any u, v ∈ VG and p, q ∈ VH ,

Pr
[
(u, p) ∈ bM ′

L and (v, q) ∈ bM ′
star

∣∣ p = l(q)
]
≥

(
1− 1

e

)
·
y∗upvq
4b

· 1

32
=

y∗upvq
c2 b

,

where c2 := 128/(1− 1/e). Moreover,

Pr
[
(u, p) ∈ bM ′

L and (v, q) ∈ bM ′
star

∣∣ p ̸= l(q)
]
= 0,

by the construction of l. Using the same reasoning as in the proof of Lemma 3,
we obtain

E[Obj′
(
bML,

bMR

)
] ≥ E[Obj′

(
bM ′

L,
bM ′

rand

)
].

Following the same way of proof provided for Lemma 2 along with the fact
that 1/|Uq| ≥

√
b/(2

√
n), we also have

E[Obj′(bM ′
L,

bM ′
rand)] ≥

1

c2b
·
√
b

2
√
n

∑
u,v∈VG

∑
q∈VH
p∈Uq

y∗upvqwG(u, v)wH(p, q)

=
1

O(
√
bn)

∑
u,v∈VG

∑
q∈VH
p∈Uq

y∗upvqwG(u, v)wH(p, q)

Thus, we obtain E[Obj′(bML,
bMR)] ≥ LP ∗

1 /O(
√
bn) as desired. ⊓⊔


