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Abstract

Low-distortional metric embeddings are a crucial component in the modern algorithmic
toolkit. In an online metric embedding, points arrive sequentially and the goal is to em-
bed them into a simple space irrevocably, while minimizing the distortion. Our first result
is a deterministic online embedding of a general metric into Euclidean space with distortion
O(logn) ⋅min{

√
logΦ,

√
n} (or, O(d) ⋅min{

√
logΦ,

√
n} if the metric has doubling dimension

d), solving affirmatively a conjecture by Newman and Rabinovich (2020), and quadratically
improving the dependence on the aspect ratio Φ from Indyk et al. (2010). Our second result
is a stochastic embedding of a metric space into trees with expected distortion O(d ⋅ logΦ),
generalizing previous results (Indyk et al. (2010), Bartal et al. (2020)).

Next, we study the problem of online minimum-weight perfect matching (MWPM). Here a se-
quence of 2n points s1, . . . s2n in a metric space arrive in pairs, and one has to maintain a perfect
matching on the first 2i points Si = {s1, . . . s2i}. We allow recourse (as otherwise the order of
arrival determines the matching). The goal is to return a perfect matching that approximates
the minimum-weight perfect matching on Si, while minimizing the recourse. Online matchings
are among the most studied online problems, however, there is no previous work on online
MWPM. One potential reason for this is that online MWPM is drastically non-monotone, which
makes online optimization highly challenging. Our third result is a randomized algorithm with
competitive ratio O(d ⋅ logΦ) and recourse O(logΦ) against an oblivious adversary, this result
is obtained via our new stochastic online embedding. Our fourth result is a deterministic al-
gorithm that works against an adaptive adversary, using O(log2 n) recourse, and maintains a
matching of total weight at most O(logn) times the weight of the MST, i.e., a matching of light-
ness O(logn). We complement our upper bounds with a strategy for an oblivious adversary
that, with recourse r, establishes a lower bound of Ω( logn

r log r
) for both competitive ratio as well

as lightness.
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1 Introduction

The traditional model of algorithms design solves problems where the entire input is given in ad-
vance. In contrast, online algorithms work under conditions of uncertainty, gradually receiving
an input sequence σ = σ1, σ2, . . . , σn (where σi is presented at step i). The algorithm has to serve
them in the order of occurrence, where the decisions are irrevocable, and without prior knowl-
edge of subsequent terms of the input. The objective is to optimize the total cost paid on the entire
sequence σ. The performance of an online algorithm ALG is measured using competitive analysis,
where ALG is compared to an optimal offline algorithm that knows the entire sequence in advance
and can provide the solution with optimum cost [BE98, Ch. 1]. The two most central adversarial
models in online algorithms are adaptive and oblivious. In the adaptive adversary model, the se-
quence of arriving points is determined “on the fly”, and may depend on the previous decisions
made by the algorithm. This is a restrictive model, and in particular, randomization is not helpful
in this model. An algorithm is k-competitive against an adaptive adversary if, for every sequence σ
of requests, the cost of the algorithm is at most k times the optimal offline solution.1 An oblivious
adversary assumes that the input sequence is determined in advance (however, unknown to the
algorithm). Here randomization can be useful. A randomized online algorithm is k-competitive
against an oblivious adversary if, for every sequence σ of requests, the expected cost of the algorithm
is at most k times the optimal offline solution.1

Online problems arise in various areas of computer science, such as scheduling, network op-
timization, data structures, resource management in operating systems, etc.; see [BN09, KVV90,
Alb03, BFK+17]. Some preeminent examples of online problems are k-server [BCR23], job schedul-
ing [LLMV20], routing [AAF+97], load balancing [Aza05], among many others.

One of the most fundamental and well-studied problems in the online algorithms world is
online matching. Starting with the seminal paper by Karp, Vazirani, and Vazirani [KVV90], a large
body of work on “online matchings” is devoted to the online maximum bipartite matching (server-
client model) problem, where one side of the bipartite graph (servers) is fixed and the vertices of the
other side (clients) are revealed one at a time: The objective is to maintain a maximum matching
(not necessarily a perfect matching). Since then, numerous variants of this problem have been
studied, see e.g. [AS22, BN09, DH09, GKM+19, GM08, KP98, MSVV07, SWW95].
Online Minimum-Weight Perfect Matching. In this paper, we study online minimum-weight
perfect matchings (MWPM) in metric spaces. Points s1, . . . s2n arrive sequentially from a metric
space (X,dX) (unknown in advance). For each new point si, we are given the distances to all
previous points: {dX(si, sj)}i−1j=1. 2 Denote by Si = {s1, . . . , s2i} the set of the first 2i points. The
goal is to maintain a perfect matching Mi on Si such that the difference between Mi and Mi+1 is
bounded by a constant or a polylogarithmic function of n, and the weight of Mi is as small as
possible.

A standard online algorithm can add edges to the matching, but the decisions are irrevocable,
and therefore no edge is ever deleted. In this setting, the matching is completely determined by
the order of points: M = {{s2i−1, s2i} ∶ i = 1, . . . , n}, and the weight of M may be arbitrarily far
from the optimum (see an example in Figure 1 (a)). For this reason, we allow recourse r: the online

1This paper is focused on minimization problems. In a maximization problem, an algorithm is k-competitive if for
every sequence σ, the cost of the algorithm is at least a k fraction of the optimal offline solution.

2Equivalently, there is an underlying complete weighted graph G = (V,E,w) with weight respecting triangle in-
equality. For each new vertex, we receive the edges to all previously arrived vertices.
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1 1
(a)

(b)

2 23 3 44 5 5n+ 1 n+ 1 n+ 2n+ 2 n+ 3 n+ 3 n+ 4n+ 4 n+ 5 n+ 5

Figure 1: (a) Example where the weight of an online matching is arbitrarily far form optimum assuming
irrevocable decisions (i.e., no recourse). The metric is the real line. We first receive the pairs {i,W + i}ni=1,
and then the pairs {i+ ε,W + i+ ε}ni=1, for sufficiently small ε and large W . The weight of the online perfect
matching (specified in the illustration) is 2n ⋅W , while the cost of the optimal perfect matching is 2ε ⋅ n.
(b) Example of the drastic non-monotonicity of minimum-weight perfect matching. The metric is the real
line, where each point {1,2 . . . ,2n} appears twice, while the points {0,2n+1} appear once. Then the weight
of a perfect matching is 2n + 1. After introducing the pair {0,2n + 1} (red in the figure), the weight of the
perfect matching drops to 0.

algorithm has to maintain a perfect matching on Si, and in each step, it can delete up to r edges.
Our primary focus is the trade-off between recourse and the weight of the matching Mi.

Surprisingly, even though matchings are one of the most meticulously studied online prob-
lems, essentially no previous results were known for the online minimum-weight perfect match-
ing problem with recourse.3 Note that the server-client model based online algorithms are signif-
icantly different from ours, and in general are not helpful for our problem. One natural difficulty
is that in contrast to other classical optimization problems, e.g., MST or TSP, the minimum weight
of perfect matching is drastically non-monotone:4 it can decrease from a large weight to 0 after
introducing a single new pair! (See Figure 1 (b) for an illustration.) This non-monotonicity is the
major bottleneck for maintaining a good approximation with limited recourse. We further discuss
related classical online optimization problems in Section 1.3.

For online MST, for example, Gu et al. [GGK16] achieve a competitive ratio of 2O(k) with a
single recourse for every k new points (that is fractional recourse, on average). However, for
MWPM we show (Proposition 1) that there is no competitive online algorithm if we are allowed
to use a single recourse per vertex pair, which already holds for a sequence of 8 points on a real
line, even if the sequence is known in advance. That is to say, online MWPM is a much more
challenging problem than online MST.
Online Metric Embeddings. Low-distortion metric embeddings are a crucial component in the
modern algorithmic toolkit with applications in approximation algorithms [LLR95], distributed
algorithms [KKM+12], online algorithms [BBMN15], and many more. A metric embedding is a
map f ∶ X → Y between the points of two metric spaces (X,dX) and (Y, dY ). The contraction and
expansion of the map f are the smallest ρ, t ≥ 1, respectively, such that for every pair x, y ∈X ,

ρ−1 ⋅ dX(x, y) ≤ dY (f(x), f(y)) ≤ t ⋅ dX(x, y) .

The distortion of the map is then ρ ⋅ t. The embedding is non-contractive (non-expansive) if ρ = 1
(t = 1). Such an embedding is also called dominating. Arguably, in the TCS community, the two
most celebrated metric embeddings are the following: (1) every n-point metric space embeds into

3The related problem of online minimum-weight perfect matching with delays [ACK17, DU23, EKW16] has been
studied previously; see Section 1.3.

4Due to the triangle inequality, the cost of an optimal TSP tour can only increase as new points arrive. The cost of
an MST could decrease after additional points arrive, but this could happen up to at most a factor of 2 (due to the fact
that the MST is a 2 approximation of the minimum Steiner tree).
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Euclidean space ℓ2 with distortion O(logn) [Bou85], and (2) every n-point metric space stochasti-
cally embeds into a distribution over tree metrics (in fact ultrametrics5) with expected distortion
O(logn) [FRT04] (see also [Bar96, Bar98, Bar04]). Specifically, there is a distribution D over pairs
(f,U), where U is an ultrametric, and f ∶ X → U is a dominating embedding, such that for all
x, y ∈X , we have E(f,U)∼D [dU(f(x), f(y)] ≤ O(logn) ⋅ dX(x, y).

While [Bou85, FRT04] enjoined tremendous success and have numerous applications, they
require to know the metric space (X,dX) in advance, and hence cannot be used in an online
fashion where the points are revealed one by one. In this paper, we first focus on online metric
embeddings:

Definition 1 (Online Embedding). An online embedding of a sequence of points x1, . . . , xk from a
metric space (X,dX) into a metric space (Y, dY ) is a sequence of embeddings f1, . . . , fk such that for
every i, fi is a map from {x1, . . . , xi} to Y , and fi+1 extends fi (i.e., fi(xj) = fi+1(xj) for j ≤ i). The
embedding has expansion α = maxi,j≤k

dY (fk(xi),fk(xj))
dX(xi,xj) , and contraction β = maxi,j≤k

dX(xi,xj)
dY (fk(xi),fk(xj)) .

The distortion of the online embedding is α ⋅ β. If β ≤ 1, we say that the embedding is dominating.
A stochastic online embedding is a distribution D over dominating online embeddings. A stochas-

tic online embedding D has expected distortion t if for every xi, xj , Efk∼D[dM(fk(xi), fk(xj))] ≤ t ⋅
dX(xi, xj). In an online embedding algorithm, the embedding fi can depend only on {x1, . . . , xi}.

For stochastic online embeddings, the sequence of points should be fixed in advance (but un-
known to the algorithm). That is, a deterministic online embedding can be used against an adap-
tive adversary, while stochastic online embedding can be used only against an oblivious adversary.

Indyk, Magen, Sidiropoulos, and Zouzias [IMSZ10] (see also [ERW10]) observed that Bartal’s
original embedding [Bar96] can be used in an online fashion to produce a stochastic embedding
into trees (ultrametrics) with expected distortion O(logn⋅logΦ), where Φ = maxx,y∈X dX(x,y)

minx,y∈X dX(x,y) is the as-
pect ratio (a.k.a. spread). Their original embedding had the caveat that the number of metric points
n and the aspect ratio Φ must be known in advance. Later, Bartal, Fandina, and Umboh [BFU20]
removed these restrictions. They also provided an Ω ( logn⋅logΦlog logn ) lower bound, showing this distor-
tion to be tight up to second order terms. For the case where the input metric space (X,dX) has
doubling dimension6 ddim (known in advance), Indyk et al. [IMSZ10] constructed a stochastic
online embedding into ultrametrics with expected distortion 2O(ddim) ⋅ logΦ.

In an attempt to construct an online version of Bourgain’s embedding [Bou85], Indyk et al.
[IMSZ10] constructed online stochastic embedding of an arbitrary n-point metric space into the
Euclidean space ℓ2 with expected distortion O(logn ⋅

√
logΦ) (again, n and Φ must be known in

advance), or with expected distortion 2O(ddim) ⋅ logΦ for the case where the metric space has dou-
bling dimension ddim (known in advance). Newman and Rabinovich [NR20] showed that every
deterministic embedding into ℓ2 must have distortion Ω(min{√n,

√
logΦ}). They conjectured7

that a similar upper bound holds:

Conjecture ([NR20]). Every sequence of n points in a metric space received in an online fashion can be
deterministically embedded into Euclidean space ℓ2 with distortion poly(n).

5An ultrametric is a metric space with the strong triangle inequality: ∀x, y, z, dX(x, y) ≤ max{dX(x, z), dX(z, y)}.
In particular, ultrametric can be represented as the shortest path metric of a tree graph. See Definition 2.

6A metric (X,d) has doubling dimension ddim if every ball of radius 2r can be covered by 2ddim balls of radius r.
7The conjecture appears in the full arXiv version (in the conference version, it is stated as an open problem).
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Online Minimum Perfect Matching Online Metric Embeddings

Embedding into
Euclidean space

Determinstic

MWPM
Oblivious Adversary

Adaptive
MWPM

Adversary

Stochastic Embedding
into HSTs

(Theorem 6)

(Theorems 3 and 9)

(Theorems 4 and 12)

(Theorems 1 and 2)

Figure 2: A “duet” between online metric embeddings and minimum-weight perfect matchings: a Venn diagram of
the relationship between the various results in this paper.

1.1 Our Results

The results in this paper are twofold: We study both online minimum-weight perfect matchings
and online metric embeddings. The connections between them are illustrated in Figure 2.

1.1.1 Metric Embeddings

Our results on online metric embeddings are summarized in Table 1. Our first result is a deter-
ministic online embedding with distortion O(ddim) ⋅ min{

√
logΦ,

√
n} into Euclidean space ℓ2

where the input metric has doubling dimension ddim. No prior knowledge (of any of n, Φ, and
ddim) is required. As every n-point metric space has doubling dimension O(logn), this result
simultaneously: (1) proves the conjecture by Newman and Rabinovich [NR20] (with an upper
bound of O(√n logn) ); (2) matches the lower bound up to second order terms; (3) exponentially
improves the dependence on ddim compared to [IMSZ10]; (4) quadratically improves the depen-
dence on Φ; (5) gives a deterministic distortion guarantee instead of expected distortion; and (6)
removes the requirement to know ddim and Φ in advance. In fact, the quadratic improvement in
the dependence on Φ answers an open question in [IMSZ10] (see Remark 2 in [IMSZ10]).

Theorem 1. For a sequence of metric points x1, . . . , xn arriving in an online fashion, there is a deterministic
online embedding into Euclidean space ℓ2 with distortion O(ddim) ⋅ min{

√
logΦ,

√
n}. Here Φ is the

aspect ratio, and ddim is the doubling dimension of {x1, . . . , xn}. No prior knowledge is required.

Our second result is a lower bound showing that for constant doubling dimension, Theorem 1
is tight. Our lower bound holds even for stochastic online embeddings with expected distortion
guarantees. This generalizes [NR20], where it was shown that there is a family of n-point metric
spaces with aspect ratio Φ = 2Ω(n) such that every deterministic embedding into ℓ2 requires dis-
tortion Ω(

√
logΦ) = Ω(√n) (however their family does not have bounded doubling dimension).

Theorem 2. For every n ∈ N, there is a familyMn of metric spaces with O(n) points, aspect ratio Φ = 4n,
and uniformly constant doubling dimension, where each metric (X,dX) ∈Mn constitutes a shortest path
metric of a series parallel (in particular, planar) graph, such that every stochastic online embedding into ℓ2
has expected distortion Ω(

√
logΦ) = Ω(√n).

4



Input space Host Space Distortion Reference Deter? Pri.Kno.
1. General

ℓ2

O(logn ⋅
√
logΦ) [IMSZ10] n,Φ

2. General Ω(min{√n,
√
logΦ}) [NR20] yes

3. Doubling 2O(ddim) ⋅ logΦ [IMSZ10] ddim,Φ

4. Doubling O(ddim ⋅
√
logΦ) Theorem 1 yes none

5. Constant ddim Ω(
√
logΦ) Theorem 2

6. General

HST

(ultrametric)

O(logn ⋅ logΦ) [IMSZ10, BFU20] none
7. General Ω̃(logn ⋅ logΦ) [BFU20]
8. Doubling 2O(ddim) ⋅ logΦ [IMSZ10] ddim,Φ

9. Doubling O(ddim ⋅ logΦ) Theorem 3 none
10. (Rd, ∥ ⋅ ∥2) O(

√
d ⋅ logΦ) Theorem 9 none

11. R Ω(min{n, logΦ}) [IMSZ10]
12. General

Tree
2n−1 [NR20] yes none

13. General Ω(2n
2 ) [NR20] yes

Table 1: Summary of new and previous result on online metric embeddings. Doubling stands for metric
space with doubling dimension ddim. The column “Deter?” indicates whether the embedding is determin-
istic (in particular works against adaptive adversary), or the guarantee is only in expectation (in particular
works only against oblivious adversary). The column “Pri.Kno” indicates what prior knowledge is required
by the embedding (applicable only for the upper bounds).

Our third result is a stochastic embedding into ultrametrics with expected distortion O(ddim ⋅
logΦ). This is a generalization of [BFU20] (as every metric space has doubling dimension O(logn)),
and an exponential improvement in the dependence on ddim compared with [IMSZ10].

Theorem 3. Given a sequence of metric points x1, x2, . . . arriving in an online fashion, there is a stochastic
metric embedding into an ultrametric (a 2-HST) with expected distortion O(ddim ⋅ logΦ), where ddim,Φ
are the doubling dimension and the aspect ratio of the metric space. No prior knowledge is required.

Remark 1. In fact, for a pair of points {xj , xk} where j < k, the expected distortion guarantee
provided by Theorem 3 is O(ddimj) ⋅ logΦj , where ddimj and Φj are the doubling dimension and
aspect ratio of the metric space induced by the prefix {x1, . . . , xj}. This is also known as prioritized
distortion. See [EFN18, BFN19, FGK20, EN22] for further details on prioritized distortion.

If the points arrive from Euclidean d-dimensional space, we obtain expected distortion O(
√
d ⋅

logΦ), which is a quadratic improvement in the dependence on the dimension (see Theorem 9).
Bartal et al. [BFU20] used their stochastic online embedding to design competitive online al-

gorithms for certain network design problems. Surprisingly, they showed that in many cases the
dependence on the aspect ratio can be avoided. One can improve some parameters by pluging in
our Theorems 3 and 9 into their framework. One example is the Subadditive Constrained Forest
problem [GW95], where we can improve the competitive ratio from O(log2 k) to O(ddim ⋅ log k),
(or O(

√
d ⋅ log k) for points in Euclidean d-space). See Appendix A for further discussion.
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1.1.2 Minimum Weight Perfect Matchings

Our results on online minimum-weight perfect matchings are summarized in Table 2.

Adversary Metric Recourse Approx. ratio Approx. type Reference
Adaptive General O(log2 n) O(logn) lightness Theorem 6
Oblivious General O(min{log3 n, logΦ}) O(ddim ⋅ logΦ) comp. ratio Theorem 4
Oblivious (Rd, ∥.∥2) O(min{log3 n, logΦ}) O(

√
d ⋅ logΦ) comp. ratio Theorem 12

Oblivious 2-HST O(min{log3 n, logΦ}) O(1) comp. ratio Lemma 11

Oblivious General r Ω( logn
r log r)

comp. ratio
& lightness

Theorem 5

Oblivious General 1 ∞ comp. ratio Proposition 1

Table 2: Summary of our online algorithms and lower bounds for online minimum weight perfect match-
ing with recourse. The input is n points in a metric space with aspect ratio Φ.

In Section 9, we design a randomized algorithm against an oblivious adversary that maintains
a perfect matching with competitive ratio O(ddim ⋅ logΦ) and recourse O(logΦ).

Theorem 4. There is a randomized algorithm that, for any sequence of metric points x1, . . . , x2n revealed
by an oblivious adversary in an online fashion with aspect ratio Φ and doubling dimension ddim (both
unknown in advance), maintains a perfect matching of expected competitive ratio O(ddim ⋅ logΦ) with
recourse O(logΦ). Alternatively, the recourse can be bounded by O(log3 n).

Moreover, we show that the competitive ratio can be further improved to O(
√
d ⋅ logΦ) if the

input points are from Euclidean d-space (see Theorem 12).
Note that, every n-point metric space has doubling dimension O(logn). For example, for the

shortest path metric of unweighted graphs, Theorem 4 provides a competitive ratio of O(log2 n).
Theorems 4 and 12 are proven by a reduction to hierarchically well-separated tree (HST, a.k.a.

ultrametric, see Definition 2) via Theorems 3 and 9, respectively. For an HST of height h, we
can maintain a minimum-weight perfect matching (i.e., an optimum matching) using recourse
O(h) (see Lemmas 7 and 8). Using heavy-path decomposition, we can also maintain a O(1)-
approximate minimum-weight matching with recourse O(log3 n) (see Lemma 11).

Next, we establish a lower bound using points on the real line (with linear aspect ratio) such
that the recourse times the competitive ratio must be Ω̃(logn). Note that for metric spaces with
polynomial aspect ratio, our Theorems 4 and 12 are tight up to a quadratic factor. 8

Theorem 5. For every r ≥ 2, every online algorithm for minimum-weight perfect matching problem with
recourse r, even for n points in the real line, has competitive ratio Ω ( logn

r⋅log r) against an oblivious adversary.
Furthermore r can depend on n.

8As we try to optimize simultaneously both the competitive ratio and the recourse, it is natural to define a new
parameter called performance, which equals competitive ratio times recourse. Thus for metric space with polynomial
aspect ratio and constant ddim, our Theorem 4 has performance O(log2 n), while by Theorem 5, the performance is at
least minr {r, logn

log r
} = Ω( logn

log logn
). Thus, ignoring second order terms, Theorem 4 is tight up to a quadratic factor.
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Finally, we design a deterministic algorithm against an adaptive adversary that maintains a
perfect matching of weight O(logn) ⋅Cost(MST)with recourse O(log2 n) in any metric space (The-
orem 6). The lightness of weighted graph G on a point set is the ratio Cost(G)

Cost(MST) of the weight of
G to the weight of an MST, and it is a popular measure in network optimization. The lightness
of a perfect matching may be arbitrarily close to zero, and it is always at most one9. However,
for 2n uniformly random points in a unit cube [0,1]d for constant d ∈ N, for example, the ex-
pected minimum weight of a perfect matching is proportional to the maximum weight of an
MST [SRP83, SS89]. Interestingly, in our lower bound (Theorem 5) the weight of the perfect match-
ing is Θ(diam) = Θ(MST). Thus, in particular, it implies that the product of the recourse and the
lightness of any oblivious algorithm is Ω̃(logn). Hence, our algorithm against an adaptive adver-
sary is comparable to the best possible oblivious algorithm w.r.t. the lightness parameter.

Theorem 6. For a sequence of points in a metric space (X,d), we can maintain a perfect matching of
weight O(log ∣Si∣) ⋅Cost(MST(Si)) using recourse O(log2 ∣Si∣) where Si is the set of the first 2i points.

1.2 Technical Ideas

Online Padded Decompositions and Online Embedding into HST. A (∆, β)-padded decomposi-
tion of a metric space (X,dX) is a random partition of X into clusters of diameter at most ∆ such
that for a ball B = BX(v, r) of radius r centered at v, the probability that the points of B are split
between different clusters is at most β ⋅ r∆ . A metric space is β-decomposable if it admits a (∆, β)-
padded decomposition for every ∆ > 0. Building on previous work [Bar96, Rao99, KLMN04],
the main ingredient in all our metric embeddings (in particular the deterministic Theorem 1) are
padded decompositions. Every n-point metric space is O(logn)-decomposable [Bar96], while
every metric space with doubling dimension ddim is O(ddim)-decomposable [GKL03, Fil19].
Roughly speaking, Bartal’s padded decomposition [Bar96] works using a ball growing technique:
Take an arbitrary order over the metric points x1, . . . , xn, sample radii R1, . . . ,Rn from exponen-
tial distribution with parameter Θ(logn), and successively construct clusters Ci = BX(xi,Ri ⋅∆)∖
⋃j<iCj . In words, there are n clusters centered in the points of X . Each point y joins the first
cluster Ci such that dX(y, xi) ≤ Ri ⋅∆. With high probability, it holds that maxRi ≤ 1

2 and thus the
diameter of all the resulting clusters is bounded by ∆. Further, consider a ball B = BX(v, r), and
suppose that u ∈ B is the first point to join a cluster Ci. Then Ri ≥ dX(xi,u)

∆ . By the triangle inequal-
ity, Ri ≥ dX(xi,u)

∆ + 2r will imply that all the points in B will join Ci. By the memoryless property
of the exponential distribution, the probability that Ri < dX(xi,u)

∆ + 2r is at most O(logn) ⋅ 2r∆ .
An HST (hierarchically separated tree, see Definition 2) is in essence just a hierarchical par-

tition. Bartal’s embedding into HST then works by creating separating decompositions for all
possible distance scales ∆i = 2i, i ∈ Z. That is, each i-level cluster is partitioned into (i − 1)-level
clusters using the padded decomposition described above. Let i be the first scale such that u and
v were separated, the distance between them in the HST will be 2i+1. Thus the expected distance

9The weight of an MST is at least as large as the weight of the minimum perfect matching. Indeed, following the
approach of Christofides algorithm, double each edge of the MST to obtain an Euler cycles C of weight 2Cost(MST).
Let x1, . . . , x2n be the order of the points in the order of their first occurrence along the tour. The two matchings M1 =
(x1, x2), . . . , (x2n−1, x2n) and M2 = (x2, x3), . . . , (x2n−2, x2n−1), (x2n, x1) combined have weight at most Cost(C) =
2Cost(MST). In particular, the weight of the minimum perfect matching is at most Cost(MST).
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between u, v is bounded by10

∑
i≥log dX(u,v)

2i+1⋅Pr[u, v are separated at level i] ≤ ∑
i≥log dX(u,v)

2i+1⋅O(logn)⋅dX(u, v)
2i

≤ O(logΦ⋅logn) .

(1)
Indyk et al. [IMSZ10] observed that, given metric points x1, . . . , xn in an online fashion, we can
still preform Bartal’s padded decomposition, since the order of the points were arbitrary. How-
ever, [IMSZ10] required prior knowledge of n and the aspect ratio Φ (in order to determine the
parameter of the exponential distribution, and the relevant scales). Later, Bartal et al. [BFU20] ob-
served that sampling Rj using exponential distribution with parameter O(log j) will still return a
padded decomposition, and thus removed the requirement to know n in advance. To remove the
requirement to know Φ in advance, [BFU20] simply forced R1 to be Ω(1), and thus ensuring that
all the partitions above a certain threshold are trivial.

Gupta, Krauthgamer, and Lee [GKL03] showed that every metric space with doubling dimen-
sion ddim is O(ddim)-decomposable. Their decomposition follows the approach from [CKR04],
which samples a global permutation to decide where to cluster each point. Later, Filtser [Fil19]
used the random shifts clustering algorithm of Miller, Peng, and Xu [MPX13] to obtain a similar
decomposition with strong diameter guarantee.11 However, both these decompositions are cru-
cially global and centralized, and it is impossible to execute them in an online fashion. Indyk et
al. [IMSZ10] studied online embeddings of doubling metrics into ultrametrics. However, lacking
good padded decompositions for doubling spaces, they ended up using a similar partition based
approach, which lead to an expected distortion 2O(ddim) ⋅ logΦ.

We show that one can construct a padded decomposition with padding parameter O(ddim)
using the ball growing approach of Bartal [Bar96]: Sample the radii using an exponential distri-
bution with parameter O(ddim). This is crucial, as such a decomposition can be executed in an
online fashion. Furthermore, one does not need to know the doubling dimension in advance. It
is enough to use the doubling dimension of the metric space induced on the points seen so far.
Interestingly, even if the doubling dimension eventually will turn out to be O(logn), the decom-
position will have the optimal O(logn) parameter. Using these decomopsitions, we construct an
HST in an online fashion and obtain Theorem 3 by replacing the O(logn) factor in inequality (1)
by O(ddim).
Online Deterministic Embedding into Euclidean Space. Bourgain’s [Bou85] optimal embedding
into Euclidean space with distortion O(logn) is a Fréchet type embedding. Specifically, it samples
subsets uniformly with different densities, and sets each coordinate to be equal to the distance
to a certain sampled subset. This is a global, centralized approach that cannot be executed in
an online fashion. In contrast, Rao’s [Rao99] classic embedding of the shortest path metric of
planar graphs into ℓ2 with distortion O(

√
logn) is based on padded decompositions. Indyk et al.

[IMSZ10] followed the padded decomposition based approach of Rao [Rao99]. Roughly speaking,
Rao’s approach is to create padded decompositions P for all possible distance scales, where we
have a distinct coordinate for each partitionP . For every cluster C ∈ P , assign a random coefficient

10Bartal [Bar96] obtains expected distortion O(log2 n) by contracting all pairs at distance at most ∆i
poly(n) before pre-

forming the decomposition at scale i. The effect of this contraction on pairs at distance Θ̃(∆i) is negligible, while the
contraction ensures that u, v have nonzero probability of being separated in only O(logn) different scales.

11Given an edge-weighted graph G = (V,E,w) and a cluster C ⊆ V , the (weak) diameter of C is maxu,v∈C dG(u, v) the
maximum pairwise distance in C w.r.t. the shortest path metric of G. The strong diameter of C is maxu,v∈C dG[C](u, v)
the maximum pairwise distance in C w.r.t. the shortest path metric of the induced subgraph G[C].
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αC ∈ {±1}. Finally, for every x ∈ C, assign value αC ⋅ hC(x), where hC(x) is the distance from x
to the “boundary” of C. One can show that the distance in every coordinate is never expanding,
while for two points x, y, in the scale dX(x, y), with constant probability, x, y will be separated,
and x will be at least Ω(dX(x,y)logn ) away from the boundary of its cluster—thus we will get some
contribution to the distance. By sampling many such decompositions, one can get concentration,
and thus an embedding with distortion O(logn ⋅ logΦ) against an oblivious adversary. Indyk et
al. did not suggest any way to cope with an adaptive adversary. Newman and Rabinovich [NR20]
provided an Ω(√n) lower bound for such an embedding, and conjectured that poly(n) distortion
should always suffice. However, they did not suggest any way to achieve it.

Next Indyk et al. [IMSZ10] moved to embedding doubling spaces. Lacking good online padded
decompositions, they observed that an isometric embedding of ultrametric into ℓ2 can be main-
tained in an online fashion, and thus getting expected distortion 2O(ddim) ⋅ logΦ against an obliv-
ious adversary. Plugging in our new padded decomposition into Rao’s approach, one can get
(worst case w.h.p.) distortion O(ddim ⋅

√
logΦ) against an oblivious adversary. But how can one

construct deterministic embedding to cope with an adaptive adversary?
Our solution is to create a “layer of abstraction”. The previous ideas provide an embedding

with expected distortion O(ddim ⋅
√
logΦ). Specifically, we get expansion O(

√
logΦ) in the worst

case, and contraction O(ddim) in expectation. The only randomness is over the choice of radii in
the ball growing that creates the padded decompositions (and some additional boolean parame-
ters). Given a new point xi, the expected squared distance Ef [∥f(xi) − f(xj)∥22] can be computed
exactly, as it only depends on the points that have arrived so far, with no randomness involved.
In a sense, instead of mapping a metric point xi into a vector in ℓ2, we map it into a well-defined
function fi ∶ (r1, r2, . . . , ri)→ ℓ2. These functions are in the function space L2, and the distance

∥fi − fj∥2 = (∫
r1,...,ri

∥fi(r1, . . . , ri) − fj(r1, . . . , rj)∥22)
1
2

equals the expected distance by the random metric embedding. However, we want to return
vectors and not complicated functions. In fact, the only required information is the L2 distance
between these functions, which define an Euclidean distance matrix. Given such a matrix, one can
find a set of vectors implementing it (which is unique up to rotation and translation). Furthermore,
these vectors can be efficiently and deterministically computed in an online fashion!
Online Minimum-Weight Perfect Matchings in Metric Spaces. Given a sequence of metric points
s1, . . . , s2i in an online fashion from an unknown metric space, we use the online embedding al-
gorithm to embed them into an ultrametric or the real line (with some distortion), and maintain
a matching with recourse on the embedded points. If we can maintain a good approximation for
the online MWPM in an ultametric (or in R), then we can maintain the same approximation ratio,
with the distortion of the embedding as an overhead, for the online MWPM problem.
Optimal Matchings on Trees: Inward Matchings. An ultrametric is represented by an hierarchi-
cally well-separated tree T , a rooted tree with exponentially decaying edge weights. As points
arrive in an online fashion, the online embedding algorithm may successively add new leaves to
T ; and the points are embedded in the nodes of T . We show that a simple greedy matching is
optimal (i.e., has minimum-weight) in an ultrametric, and can easily be updated with recourse
proportional to the height of T (Lemmas 7–8). Specifically, an inward matching, introduced here,
maintains the invariant that the points in each subtree induce a near-perfect matching. When a
pair of new points arrive, we can restore this property by traversing the shortest paths between the
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corresponding nodes in T . Consequently, an inward matching can be maintained with recourse
O(h), where h is the height of T . We have h ≤ O(logΦU), where ΦU is the aspect ratio of the ultra-
metric U , which in turn is bounded by O(logΦX), the aspect ratio of the metric space X induced
by the input points seen so far.
Heavy-Path Decomposition on HSTs. Bartal et al. [BFU20] showed that the distortion of any
online metric embedding algorithm into trees depends on the aspect ratio Φ, in particular, the
factor logΦ in our distortion bounds in Theorems 3–9 is unavoidable. It is unclear whether any
dependence on Φ is necessary for the bounds for the online MWPM problem. We can eliminate the
dependence on Φ for the recourse, while maintaining the same approximation guarantee (which,
however, still depends on the distortion, hence on Φ).

Instead of an optimal matching on the HST T , we maintain an 2-approximate minimum-
weight perfect matching. We use the classical heavy-path decomposition of the tree T , due to Sleator
and Tarjan [ST83], which is a partition of the vertices into subsets that each induce a path (heavy
path); the key property is that every path in T intersects only O(logn) heavy paths, regardless
of the height of h. The heavy path decomposition can be maintained dynamically with O(logn)
split-merge operations over the paths.

We relax the definition of inward matchings such that at most one edge of the marching can
pass between any two adjacent heavy paths, but we impose only mild conditions within each
heavy path. A charging scheme shows that the relaxed inward matching is a 2-approximation of
the MWPM (Lemma 11). On each heavy path, we maintain a matching designed for points on a
real line, with O(log2 n) depth12, which supports split-merge operations in O(log2 n) changes in
the matching (i.e., recourse). Overall, we can maintain a 2-approximate minimum-weight match-
ing on T with worst-case recourse O(log3 n).
Minimum-Weight Matching on a Real Line: Reduction to Depth. We reduce the online MWPM
problem to a purely combinatorial setting. For a set of edges E on a finite set S ⊂ R, we say that E
is laminar if there are no two edges a1b1 and a2b2 such that a1 < a2 < b1 < b2 (i.e., no two interleaving
or crossing edges). Containment defines a partial order: We say that a1b1 ⪯ a2b2 (resp., a1b1 ≺ a2b2)
if the interval a2b2 contains (resp., properly contains) the interval a1b1. The Hasse diagram of a
laminar set E of edges is a forest of rooted trees F (E) on E, where a directed edge (a1b1, a2b2) in
F (E)means that a2b2 is the shortest interval that strictly contains a1b1. The depth of E is the depth
of the forest F (E); equivalently, the depth of E is the maximum number of pairwise overlapping
edges in E. Based on this, we show that for a dynamic point set S on R, one can maintain a laminar
near-perfect matching of depth O(logn) such that it modifies (adds or deletes) at most O(log2 n)
edges in each step.

Importantly, the laminar property and the depth of the matching depend only on the order
of the points in S, and the real coordinates do not matter. While it is not difficult to maintain a
laminar near-perfect matching. However, controlling the depth is challenging. We introduce the
notion of virtual edges, which is the key technical tool for maintaining logarithmic depth. We main-
tain a set of invariants that ensure that, for a nested sequence of edges yields a nested sequence
of virtual edges with the additional property that they have exponentially increasing lengths. We
argue that if a near-perfect matching with virtual edges satisfies the invariants then the depth of
such matching is logarithmic.

We reduce the case of general metric space to a line metric using a result by Gu et al. [GGK16]:
Given a sequence of metric points, one can maintain a spanning tree of weight O(Cost(MST)) in

12The depth of a matching on n points in R (or a path) is the maximum number of pairwise overlapping edges.
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an online fashion (insertion only), with constant recourse per point. We maintain an Euler tour13

E(T ) for the tree T produced by their algorithm. The Euler tour E(T ) induces a Hamilton path
P(T ) (according to the order of first appearance). Intuitively, we treat the metric points as if they
were points on a line ordered according to P(T ). We show that each edge deletion and each edge
insertion in the forest F incurs O(1) edge insertions or deletions in the tour E(T ) and path P(T ),
a very limited change! Thus we can use our data structure for the line (Section 7) to maintain a
near-perfect matching for the points w.r.t. P(T ). As the total weight of this path is O(Cost(MST)),
we obtain a perfect matching of weight O(logn) ⋅Cost(MST) using recourse O(log2 n).
Lower Bounds for Competitive Ratio and Recourse on Minimum-Weight Matchings. For inte-
gers r ≥ 2 and n ≥ 10 r, we show (Lemma 12) that an adaptive adversary can construct a sequence
Sn of integer points on the real line such that any deterministic online perfect matching algorithm
with recourse r per arrival maintains a perfect matching of weight Ω (diam(Sn) logn

r log r ). The adver-

sary presents points in k = Θ ( logn
r log r) rounds. In round 0, the points are consecutive integers. In

subsequent rounds, the number of points decreases exponentially, but the spacing between them
increases. If the algorithm matches new points among themselves in every round, the weight of
the resulting matching would be Ω(k ⋅OPT). The weight could be improved with recourse, how-
ever, the number of new points rapidly decreases, and they do not generate enough recourse to
make amends: We show that the weight increases by Ω(OPT) in every round. There is one twist in
the adversarial strategy, which makes it adaptive: If the matching Mi−1 at the beginning of round i
could possibly “absorb” the points of round i (in the sense that the weight would not increase by
Ω(OPT)), then we show that Mi−1 already contains many long edges and Cost(Mi−1) ≥ Ω(i⋅OPT):
In this case, the adversary can simply skip the next round.

In fact, this lower bound construction extends to oblivious adversaries by skipping some of
the rounds randomly. Moreover, since, for a set of points in the real line, the minimum weight
of a perfect matching is trivially bounded by the diameter of the point set, we conclude that the
lightness and competitive ratio of any online algorithm with constant recourse is Ω(logn); and an
O(1)-competitive algorithm would require recourse at least r = Ω(logn/ log logn).

1.3 Related Work

Online Minimum-Weight Perfect Matching with Delays. Similarly to our model, Emek et
al. [EKW16] considered online minimum-weight perfect matchings in a metric space. However,
they allow delays instead of recourse: The decisions of the online matching algorithm are irrevo-
cable, but may be delayed, incurring a time penalty of ti if a point si remains unmatched for ti
units of time. The objective is to minimize the sum of the weight and all time penalties. Emek
et al. [EKW16] show that a randomized algorithm (against an oblivious adversary) can achieve a
competitive ratio O(log2 n + logΦ) in this model, where Φ is the aspect ratio of the metric space
(which can be unbounded as a function of n). Later, Azar et al. [ACK17], improved the compet-
itive ratio to O(logn). Ashlagi et al. [AAC+17] studied the bipartite version of this problem; and
Mari et al. [MPRS23] considered the stochastic version of this problem where the input requests
follow Poisson arrival process. Recently, Deryckere and Umboh [DU23] initiated the study of on-
line problems with set delay, where the delay cost at any given time is an arbitrary function of

13A DFS traversal of a tree T (starting from an arbitrary root) defines an Euler tour E(T ) that traverses every edge of
T precisely twice (once in each direction).
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the set of pending requests. However, time penalties cannot be directly compared to the recourse
model. An advantage of the recourse model is that it allows us to maintain perfect matching ex-
plicitly at all times, as opposed to the delay model where some points might remain unmatched
at every step.

Online algorithms with recourse have been studied extensively over the years; see [IW91,
MSVW16, GGK16, GGK+22, BGW21, BHR19]. The question is, given the power of hindsight,
how much one can improve the solution of an online algorithm [GGK16].
Online MST with Recourse. In the online minimum spanning tree (MST) problem, points in a
metric space arrive one by one, and we need to connect each new point to a previous point to
maintain a spanning tree. Without recourse, Imase and Waxman [IW91] showed that a natural
greedy algorithm is O(logn)-competitive, and this bound is the best possible (see also [AA93,
DT07]). They also showed how to maintain a 2-competitive tree with recourse O(n3/2) over the
first n arrivals for every n. Therefore, the amortized budget, i.e., the average number of swaps per
arrival, is O(√n). Later, Megow et al. [MSVW16] substantially improved this result. They gave an
algorithm with a constant amortized budget bound. In a breakthrough, Gu et al. [GGK16] showed
that one can maintain a spanning tree of weight O(Cost(MST))with recourse O(1) per point.

When new points arrive in the online model, the weight of the MST may decrease. However,
it cannot decrease by a factor more than 1

2 . Indeed, the decrease is bounded by the Steiner ra-
tio [GP68], which is the infimum of the ratio between the weight of a Steiner tree and the MST for
a finite point set, and is at least 1

2 in any metric space. Similarly, in the online traveling salesman
problem (TSP), where the length of the optimal TSP tour increases monotonically as new points
arrive, one can maintain an O(1)-competitive solution with constant recourse (see Section 1.3).
Online TSP. In the online traveling salesman problem (TSP), points of a metric space arrive one
by one, and we need to maintain a traveling salesman tour (or path) including the new point.
Rosenkrantz et al. [RSI77] showed that a natural greedy algorithm with one recourse per point
insertion (replacing one edge by two new edges) is O(logn) competitive, and there is a lower
bound of Ω(logn/ log logn) even in Euclidean plane [Aza94, BKP94]. However, as an Euler tour
around an MST 2-approximates the weight of a TSP tour, the online MST algorithm by Gu et
al. [GGK16] immediately yields a O(1)-competitive algorithm with recourse O(1).

Kalyanasundaram and Pruhs [KP94] studied a variant of online TSP, where new cities are
revealed locally during the traversal of a tour (i.e., an arrival at a city reveals any adjacent cities
that must also be visited). Jaillet and Lu [JL11] studied the online TSP with service flexibility,
where they introduced a sound theoretical model to incorporate “yes-no” decisions on which
requests to serve, together with an online strategy to visit the accepted requests.
Greedy Matchings. Online algorithms with or without recourse often make greedy choices. For
the online MWPM, the following greedy approach with constant recourse seems intuitive: Sup-
pose points p1 and p2 arrive when our current matching on Si is Mi. Then we find a closest
neighbor for p1 and p1, resp., say a1 and a2 in Si+1, delete any current edges a1b1, a2b2 ∈ Mi, and
add all edges of a minimum-weight matching on {a1, a2, b1, b2, p1, p2} to the matching.

An online greedy approach would, at best, “approximate” an offline greedy solution. The
offline greedy algorithm successively adds an edge ab between the closest pair of vertices and re-
moves both a and b from further consideration. Reingold and Tarjan [RT81] showed, however,
that the greedy algorithm on 2n points in a metric space achieves an O(nlog 3

2 )-approximation,
where log 3

2 ≈ 0.58496, and this bound is the best possible already on the real line. Frieze, McDi-
armid, and Reed [FMR90] later showed that for integers Sn = {1,2, . . . ,2n} ⊂ R, the offline greedy
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algorithm returns an O(logn)-approximation, and this bound is tight (if ties are broken arbitrarily
when multiple point pairs attain the minimum distance).
Metric Embeddings. There is a vast literature on metric embeddings that we will not attempt to
cover here. We refer to the extended book chapter [Mat13], and some of the recent papers for an
overview [AFGN22, FGK20, Fil21, FL21]. See also the recent FOCS22 workshop. In the context of
online embeddings, embeddings into low dimensional ℓ1, ℓ2, and ℓ∞ normed spaces were studied
[IMSZ10, NR20]. In particular, every tree metric admits an isometric (with distortion 1) online
embedding into ℓ1 [NR20]. A significant part of the metric embeddings literature is concerned
with the embedding of topologically restricted metric spaces, such as planar graphs, minor free
graphs, and graphs with bounded treewidth/pathwidth [Rao99, KLMN04, Fil20, FKS19, CFKL20,
FL22]. However, at present, these embeddings do not have online counterparts. The reason is
perhaps the lack of a good online version of a padded decompositions for such spaces [KPR93,
FT03, AGG+19, Fil19]. Designing online padded decompositions for such spaces is a fascinating
open problem.

2 Preliminaries

Ultrametrics. An ultrametric (X,d) is a metric space satisfying a strong form of the triangle
inequality, that is, for all x, y, z ∈ X , d(x, z) ≤ max{d(x, y), d(y, z)}. A related notion is a k-
hierarchically well-separated tree (k-HST).

Definition 2 (k-HST). A metric (X,dX) is a k-hierarchically well-separated tree (k-HST) if there
exists a bijection φ from X to leaves of a rooted tree T in which:

1. each node v ∈ T is associated with a label Γv such that Γv = 0 if v is a leaf, and Γ(v) ≥ kΓ(u) if v is
an internal node and u is any child of v;

2. dX(x, y) = Γ(lca(φ(x), φ(y))) where lca(u, v) is the least common ancestor of any two given nodes
u, v in T .

It is well known that any ultrametric is a 1-HST, and any k-HST is an ultrametric (see
[BLMN05]). Note that a 1-HST induces a laminar partition of the metric space. For an internal
node v ∈ T , denote by Xv the set of leaves in the subtree rooted at v. We will use the terms
ultrametric and 1-HST interchangeably throughout the paper.

Doubling Dimension. The doubling dimension of a metric space is a measure of its local
“growth rate”. A metric space (X,d) has doubling constant λ if for every x ∈ X and radius
r > 0, the ball B(x,2r) can be covered by λ balls of radius r. The doubling dimension is de-
fined as ddim = log2 λ. A d-dimensional ℓp space has ddim = Θ(d), and every n point metric
has ddim = O(logn). Even though it is NP-hard to compute the doubling dimension of a metric
space [GK13], in polynomial time, one can compute an O(1)-approximation [HM06, Theorem 9.1].
The following lemma gives the standard packing property of doubling metrics (see, e.g., [GKL03,
Proposition 1.1].).

Lemma 1 (Packing Property). Let (X,d) be a metric space with doubling dimension ddim. If S ⊆ X
is a subset of points with minimum interpoint distance r that is contained in a ball of radius R, then
∣S∣ ≤ 2ddim⋅⌈log 2R

r
⌉ .
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3 Online Padded Decompositions

3.1 Online Net Construction

Hierarchical nets in metric spaces were adapted to dynamic point sets in the early 2000s [GGN06,
KL04]. In particular, in the semi-dynamic (insert-only) setting, these data data structures only
insert (but never delete) points into each net, and so they can be used in online algorithms (with
irrevocable decisions). For completeness, we show how to construct hierarchical nets online.

Given a metric space (X,dX), a ∆-net N ⊆ X is a set of points at pairwise distance at least ∆,
such that for every point x ∈ X there is a net point within distance ∆. Given a sequence of points
in an online fashion, one can easily construct a ∆-net using a greedy algorithm (add xj to N if N
does not contain any net point at distance at most ∆ from x). For our usage, we will need nets for
all possible distance scales. Storing greedy nets for an n-point metric space for all possible distance
scale might require large space (as nets in consecutive scales might differ greatly). Instead, we will
create a nested sequence of nets for all the distance scales simultaneously, in an online fashion.

Lemma 2. There is an algorithm that, for a sequence of points in a metric space (X,dX) arriving in an
online fashion, maintains a nested sequence of nets ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ⊇ N (j)−2 ⊇ N

(j)
−1 ⊇ N

(j)
0 ⊇ N (j)1 ⊇ N (j)2 ⊇ . . . , where

N
(j)
i denote the i’th net after the algorithm has seen x1, . . . , xj . Furthermore, it holds that:

1. The algorithm is online, that is, once a point joins Ni, it remains there forever.

2. For every i, j, we have N (j)i ⊆ N (j+1)i .

3. For every x, y ∈ N (j)i , we have dX(x, y) > 2i.
4. For every xi and every i, there is y ∈ N (j)i such that dX(x, y) < 2i+1.

Proof. The construction is incremental: We need to show how to maintain all required properties
after the arrival of each point. Consider the sequence x1, x2, . . . of metric points. The first point,
x1, belongs to every net. Denote by N

(j)
i the i’th-net after we have seen x1, . . . , xj . Next xj+1

arrives. Let ĩ be the maximum number such that dX(xj+1,N (j)i ) > 2i for every i ≤ ĩ. In other
words, dX(xj+1,N j

ĩ+1) ≤ 2ĩ+1, and for every i ≤ ĩ there is no net point in N
(j)
i at distance 2i from

xj+1. We set

N
(j+1)
i =

⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

N
(j)
i i > ĩ

N
(j)
i ∪ {xj+1} i ≤ ĩ

.

That is, we added xj+1 to all the nets N
(j+1)
ĩ

,N
(j+1)
ĩ−1 ,N

(j+1)
ĩ−2 , . . . . Clearly, the nets are nested at

every point in time (and could be stored with O(n) machine words). In addition, by definition,
for every x, y ∈ N (j+1)i , dX(x, y) > 2i. We prove the final property of the nets by induction on j

and i. Consider xj+1, for i ≤ ĩ it holds that dX(xj+1,N (j+1)i ) = 0 < 2i+1. For i = ĩ + 1, it holds
that dX(xj+1,N (j+1)i ) = dX(xj+1,N (j)i ) ≤ 2i < 2i+1. Assume that the hypothesis holds for i, and
consider i + 1. There is a point xj′ ∈ N (j+1)i such that dX(xj+1, xj′) < 2i+1. If xj′ ∈ N (j+1)i+1 , then
clearly dX(xj+1,N (j+1)i+1 ) ≤ dX(xj+1, xj′) < 2i+1 < 2i+2. Else, N (j

′)
i is the maximal net xj′ belongs to,

and hence there is a point xj′′ ∈ N (j
′)

i+1 for which dX(xj′ , xj′′) < 2i+1. We conclude

dX(xj+1,N (j+1)i+1 ) ≤ dX(xj+1, xj′′) ≤ dX(xj+1, xj′) + dX(xj′ , xj′′) < 2
i+1 + 2i+1 = 2i+2 ,

as required.
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3.2 Online Low Diameter Decompositions

This subsection is devoted to constructing low diameter decomposition for doubling spaces:

Theorem 7. Consider a sequence of metric points x1, x2, . . . arriving in an online fashion, given by an
oblivious adversary. Given a parameter ∆ > 0, there is an online algorithm sampling a partition P of
X = {x1, x2, . . .} in an online fashion (i.e. once a points joins a cluster it remains there forever) such that:

1. Every cluster has diameter at most ∆.

2. For every xj and R > 0, the probability that the points of the ball BX(xj ,R) belong to different
clusters is bounded by O(ddimj) ⋅ R∆ , where ddimj is the doubling dimension of the metric space
induced by x1, . . . , xj (not required to be known in advance).

In addition, the ball B(x1, ∆4 ) is guaranteed to be fully contained in a single cluster.

Property 2 above is called the padding property.

Truncated Exponential Distributions. Similarly to previous clustering algorithms (e.g. [Bar96,
ABN11, AGG+19, Fil19, BFU20]), we will use a truncated exponential distribution. That is, ex-
ponential distribution conditioned on the event that the outcome lies in a certain interval. The
[θ1, θ2]-truncated exponential distribution with parameter λ is denoted by Texp[θ1,θ2](λ), and the

density function is: f(y) = λe−λ⋅y
e−λ⋅θ1−e−λ⋅θ2 , for y ∈ [θ1, θ2].

Points arrive one by one x1, . . . , xj , . . . in an online fashion, and for each new point the dis-
tances to previous points are revealed. We will maintain a net N with minimum pairwise distance
at least ∆

8 such that every point has a net point at distance at most ∆
4 . The set N will increase

monotonically (once a point joins N , it will remain there forever). Such a set can be constructed
greedily, see Lemma 2.

We will maintain an estimate estjddim of the doubling dimension of the metric space induced
by {x1, . . . , xj}. There is a polynomial-time algorithm, providing a constant approximation of the
doubling dimension [HM06]. Here estjddim will be a positive integer for every j. 14 In addition,
we will ensure that the estimates are monotonically non-decreasing. That is, estjddim will be the
maximum estimate returned by the [HM06] algorithm on any prefix. Note that it is possible that
the doubling dimension of a sub-metric {x1, . . . , xk} is larger than the doubling dimension of the
metric itself {x1, . . . , xn}. However, the the doubling dimensions can decrease by at most a con-
stant factor (for details, see e.g. the comment after Definition 3.2 in [GK13]). We can (implicitly)
blow up the [HM06] estimate by this constant factor, and conclude the following:

Claim 1. For every input prefix {x1, . . . , xk} defining a sub-metric of doubling dimension ddimk, it holds
that ddimk ≤ estkddim ≤ O(ddimk).

For every newly arriving point xj joining N , let λj = 4 ⋅ estjddim. We will sample a radius
parameter rj ∼ Texp[1,2](λj). Note that all the sampled radii for all metric points are in [1,2], while
the parameter λj of the truncated exponential distribution is monotonically non-decreasing. We

14By definition, every metric space with a single point has doubling dimension 0, while every metric space with two
different points has doubling dimension 1. We ignore the issue of doubling dimension 0, in any case, our algorithm
will provide distortion (worst case) O(1)w.r.t. x1.
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define a partition Pj as follows: P j
1 = BX(x1, ∆4 ⋅r1) is all the previously revealed points at distance

at most ∆
4 ⋅ r1 from x1. Generally,

P j
q =
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

∅ if xq ∉ N,

BX(xq, ∆4 ⋅ rq) ∖⋃q′<q P
j
q′ if xq ∈ N.

(2)

In words, each net point xq ∈ N creates a cluster which is the ball of radius ∆
4 ⋅ rq around xq, minus

all the previously created clusters. Note that the cluster center xq does not necessarily belong to
the cluster P j

q it defines. Furthermore, the clusters defined w.r.t. the entire metric space (X,dX),
even though so far we have seen only j points. In particular, if a point joins a cluster, it will stay
there forever. The diameter of each cluster is at most 2 ⋅ ∆4 ⋅maxq rq ≤ 2 ⋅ ∆4 ⋅2 =∆. The ball of radius
∆
4 around x1 is fully contained in the cluster P1. Finally, every (revealed) point xj belong to some
cluster in Pj . Indeed, this is as N contains a point xq at distance ∆

4 from xj , thus xj will join P j
q if

it has not joined any previous cluster.
We next prove the padding property. Consider a point xk, and parameter R > 0 such that R ≤

∆
2⋅λk

, and let B = BX(xk,R). Note that for larger parameter R there is nothing to prove, as clearly
the probability that the points in B belong to different clusters is bounded by O(ddimk) ⋅ R∆ ≥ 1.

Denote by Qj the event that ∆
4 ⋅ rj ≥ dX(xj , xk) −R. Note that if Qj has not occurred, then no

point of B will join Pj . Denote by Fj = Qj ∩⋂j′<jQj′ the event that j is the first index such thatQj

occurred. Denote by Cj the event that Fj occurred and ∆
4 ⋅ rj < dX(xj , xk) +R. That is, for every

j′ < j,Qj′ has not occurred, and ∆
4 ⋅rj ∈ [dX(xj , xk) −R,dX(xj , xk) +R). We first show that if none

of the events {Cj}j occurred, then B is contained in a single cluster.

Claim 2. Denote by Ξ the event that the points of the ball B belong to different clusters. Then Ξ ⊆ ⋃j≥1 Cj .

Proof. Assume that none of the events {Cj}j has occurred. We want to show that all the points in
B belong to a single cluster. Let j be the index such that Fj occurred. For every j′ < j, it holds that
∆
4 ⋅rj′ < dX(xj′ , xk)−R. In particular, for every y ∈ B, we have dX(xj′ , y) ≥ dX(xj′ , xk)−dX(xk, y) ≥
dX(xj′ , xk) −R > ∆

4 ⋅ rj′ . It follows that B ∩ Pj′ = ∅. As Fj occurred but Cj did not, then it holds
that ∆

4 ⋅ rj ≥ dX(xj , xk) + R. In particular, for every y ∈ B, dX(xj , y) ≤ dX(xj , xk) + dX(xk, y) ≤
dX(xj , xk) +R ≤ ∆

4 ⋅ rj . It follows that y ∈ Pj = BX(xj , ∆4 ⋅ rj) ∖⋃j′<j Pj′ , and thus B ⊆ Pj . Hence Ξ
has not occurred, as required.

Let N ′ = {xi ∈ N ∣ i ≤ k and dX(xi, xk) ≤ ∆
2 + R} be all the net points arriving before xk,

at distance at most ∆
2 + R from xk. Since N is a net, there is a point xq ∈ N such that q ≤ k

and dX(xi, xk) ≤ ∆
4 ; then we have xq ∈ N ′ and in particular N ′ is nonempty. Note that Fj will

necessarily occur for some xj ∈ N ′. Indeed, if xk ∉ ⋃j<q Pj , then xk will join Pq. Furthermore, for
every net point xq ∈ {x1, . . . , xk}∖N ′ it holds that ∆

4 ⋅ rq ≤
∆
2 < dX(xq, xk)−R, and thus Fq will not

occur. It follows that for every xj ∉ N ′, Fj = Cj = ∅.

Claim 3. Let γ = 8R
∆ . Then for every j, we have Pr [Cj] ≤ (1 − e−λj ⋅γ) (Pr [Fj] + 1

eλj−1
).

Proof. If one of the events {Qj′}j′<j has occurred, then Cj = ∅ and we are done. We thus can assume
that none of them occurred. Similarly, we can assume that xj ∈ N ′ (as otherwise Pr[Cj] = 0). Let
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ρ = 4
∆ ⋅ (dX(xj , xk) −R). Note that ρ is the minimal value such that if rj ≥ ρ, then Fj will occur. As

xj ∈ N ′, necessarily ρ ≤ 4
∆ ⋅ (

∆
2 +R −R) = 2. Set ρ̃ =max{ρ,1}. It holds that

Pr [Fj] = Pr [rj ≥ ρ] = Pr [rj ≥ ρ̃] = ∫
2

ρ̃

λj ⋅ e−λj ⋅y

e−λj − e−2λj
dy = e−λj ⋅ρ̃ − e−2λj

e−2λj − e−2λj
.

Event Cj occurs if and only if rj ≥ ρ, and rj < 4
∆ ⋅ (dX(xj , xk) +R) = ρ+

4
∆ ⋅2R = ρ+γ. It follows that

Pr [Cj] = Pr [ρ ≤ rj < ρ + γ] ≤ Pr [ρ̃ ≤ rj < ρ̃ + γ]

= ∫
min{2,ρ̃+γ}

ρ̃

λj ⋅ e−λj ⋅y

e−λj − e−2⋅λj
dy

≤ e−λj ⋅ρ̃ − e−λj ⋅(ρ̃+γ)

e−λj − e−2⋅λj

= (1 − e−λj ⋅γ) ⋅ e−λj ⋅ρ̃

e−λj − e−2⋅λj

= (1 − e−λj ⋅γ) ⋅ (Pr [Fj] +
e−2⋅λj

e−λj − e−2⋅λj
)

= (1 − e−λj ⋅γ) ⋅ (Pr [Fj] +
1

eλj − 1
) .

The probability that at least one of the events {Cj}j occurred is thus

Pr
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎣
⋃
j

Cj
⎤⎥⎥⎥⎦
= ∑

xj∈Nv

Pr [Cj] ≤ ∑
xj∈N ′

(1 − e−λj ⋅γ) ⋅ (Pr [Fj] +
1

eλj − 1
)

≤ (1 − e−λk ⋅γ) ⋅
⎛
⎝
1 + ∑

xj∈N ′

1

eλj − 1
⎞
⎠
, (3)

where the second inequality holds as λj is monotonically non-decreasing in j, and the events
{Fj}xj∈N ′ are mutually disjoint. Denote by Ns = {xj ∈ N ′ ∣ estjddim = s} the subset of net points in
N ′ that used s as their doubling dimension estimate. By the packing property (Lemma 1), as all
the points in Ns have pairwise distances at least ∆

8 , contained in a ball of radius ∆
4 ⋅ 2 + R < ∆

centered at xq, and lie in a space with doubling dimension at most ddimj ≤ estjddim = s, it holds
that

∣Ns∣ ≤ 2
s⋅⌈log 2∆

∆/8 ⌉ = 24s = es⋅ln(16).

Denote by λ̃s = 4s the Texp parameter used by all the points in Ns. We have

∑
xj∈N ′

1

eλj − 1
=∑

s≥1
∑

xj∈Ns

1

eλ̃s − 1
=∑

s≥1

∣Ns∣
eλ̃s − 1

≤∑
s≥1

es⋅ln(16)

eλ̃s − 1
.

Note that
es⋅ln(16)

eλ̃s − 1
= e−s ⋅ es⋅ln(16e)

eλ̃s − 1
(∗)
< e−s ⋅ (eλ̃s − 1)

eλ̃s − 1
= e−s ,
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where the inequality (∗) holds as λ̃s = 4s. It follows that,

∑
xj∈N ′

1

eλj − 1
≤∑

s≥1
e−s = 1

e − 1 < e
− 1

2 ≤ e−λk ⋅γ .

Continuing from Equation (3), and using Claim 1, we have

Pr
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎣
⋃
j

Cj
⎤⎥⎥⎥⎦
= ∑

xj∈Nv

Pr [Cj] ≤ (1 − e−λk ⋅γ) ⋅ (1 + e−λk ⋅γ)

= 1 − e−2γ⋅λk ≤ 2γ ⋅ λk = λk ⋅
8R

∆
= O(ddimk) ⋅

R

∆
. (4)

Theorem 7 now follows by Claim 2.

3.3 Online Low Diameter Decompositions for Euclidean Space

This subsection is devoted to maintaining low-diameter decomposition for Euclidean spaces:

Theorem 8. Consider a sequence of points x1, x2 ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ∈ Rd arriving in an online fashion, given by an
oblivious adversary. Given a parameter ∆ > 0, there is an online algorithm sampling a partition P of Rd in
an online fashion (i.e., once a points joins a cluster it remains there forever) such that:

1. Every cluster has diameter at most ∆ w.r.t. ℓ2.

2. For every pair of points {xj , xk}, the probability that xj and xk belong to different clusters is bounded
by O(

√
d) ⋅ ∥xj−xk∥2

∆ .

In addition, the ball B(x1, ∆4 ) is guaranteed to be fully contained in a single cluster.

Proof. Charikar et al. [CCG+98] constructed a partition of Rd into clusters of diameter ∆ such
that for every pair of points u, v ∈ Rd, the probability that u and v belong to different clusters is
bounded by O(

√
d) ⋅ ∥xj−xk∥2

∆ . This decomposition works by simply picking points y1, y2, . . . , u.a.r.
and setting the clusters to be Ci = B2(yi, ∆2 )∖⋃j<iB2(yj , ∆2 ). The crux of this decomposition is the
fact that the ratio between the volumes of the union and the intersection of two balls is bounded
by

Vol (B2(yi, ∆2 ) ∩B2(yj , ∆2 ))
Vol (B2(yi, ∆2 ) ∪B2(yj , ∆2 ))

≥ 1 − 2
√
d ⋅ ∥yi − yj∥2

∆
.

The points yi and yj will be clustered together if and only if the first center to be chosen from
B2(yi, ∆2 )∪B2(yj , ∆2 ) belongs to B2(yi, ∆2 )∩B2(yj , ∆2 ). This probability equals to the ratio between
the volumes as above.

This decomposition was later used to create locality sensitive hashing [AI08], locality-sensitive
ordering [Fil23], and consistent hashing [CFJ+23] (a.k.a. sparse partitions). In particular, it is
known [CFJ+23] that a partition of the entire space Rd (without any bounding box) can be sampled
using only poly(d) space (that is, a function that given a point returns its cluster center).

Our contribution here is the last point guaranteeing that the ball B2(x1, ∆4 ) will belong to a
single cluster. This is obtained by a slight modification of [CCG+98]. We treat the [CCG+98]
decomposition as a black box. The partition is created as follows: sample a radius r ∈ [∆4 ,

∆
2 ]
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uniformly at random. All the points in B2(x1, r) belong to a single cluster. The remaining points
are partitioned into clusters according to [CCG+98]. Formally, let P be the partition created by
[CCG+98]. Our partition is B2(x1, r) ∪ {P ∖B2(x1, r) ∣ P ∈ P}.

Clearly, every cluster has diameter at most ∆, and the ball B(x1, ∆4 ) is guaranteed to be fully
contained in a single cluster. It remains to bound the probability that two points belong to different
clusters. Consider two points xj , xk, and suppose w.l.o.g. that ∥x1 − xj∥2 ≤ ∥x1 − xk∥2. The points
xj , xk will belong to different clusters only if either only one of them belong to B(x1, r), of if they
are separated by [CCG+98]. By the union bound and the triangle inequality, it follows that:

Pr [xj , xk are separated] ≤ Pr [r ∈ [∥x1 − xj∥2, ∥x1 − xk∥2)] +Pr [xj , xk are separated by [CCG+98]]

≤ ∥x1 − xk∥2 − ∥x1 − xj∥2
∆/4 + 2

√
d ⋅ ∥xj − xk∥2

∆
= O(

√
d) ⋅ ∥xj − xk∥2

∆
.

4 Online Stochastic Embedding into Ultrametrics:
Proofs of Theorem 3 and Theorem 9

We restate Theorem 3 for convenience.

Theorem 3. Given a sequence of metric points x1, x2, . . . arriving in an online fashion, there is a stochastic
metric embedding into an ultrametric (a 2-HST) with expected distortion O(ddim ⋅ logΦ), where ddim,Φ
are the doubling dimension and the aspect ratio of the metric space. No prior knowledge is required.

Proof of Theorem 3. For every i ∈ Z, set ∆i = 2i. Using Lemma 2, we maintain a nested sequence
of nets ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ⊆ N−2 ⊆ N−1 ⊆ N0 ⊆ N1 ⊆ N2 ⊆ . . . in an online fashion, where Ni has minimum
pairwise distance ∆i

8 = 2
i−3, and such that every point has a net point at distance at most ∆i

4 = 2
i−2.

Following Theorem 7, we will maintain an estimate of the doubling dimension, and use it to
sample parameters rj ∼ Texp[1,2](λj) for every newly arriving point xj . For every i ∈ N , following
Theorem 7 and using the sampled radii and nets, we will obtain a low diameter decomposition
Pi. Note that we use a single radii rj for all distance scales. Furthermore, all the nets we use are
nested. Hence storing all the net-information and the radii will take us only O(n) words. As a
result, we obtain partitions for all possible scales {Pi}i∈Z. It is important that we assume infinitely
many partitions, as we do not know the aspect ratio in advance. However, as all the points in
BX(x1, ∆4 ) are contained in a single cluster (for every scale ∆), starting from some scale and up,
we will have only a single cluster containing all points. Similarly, due to the diameter bound,
starting from some scale and down, our partition will be into singletons.

An ultrametric is defined by a hierarchical (laminar) partition. However, even though the
partitions {Pi}i∈Z are highly correlated, they are not necessarily nested. Finally, we will force these
partitions to be nested in the natural way to obtain laminar partitions {P̃i}i∈Z. Formally, x, y ∈ X
will belong to the same cluster of P̃i if and only if they belong to the same cluster in both Pi and
P̃i+1. In particular, Pi is a refinement of P̃i, and thus the diameter of each cluster in P̃i is bounded
by ∆i as well. Clearly {P̃i}i∈Z are laminar, and naturally define an ultrametric U , where every
cluster C ∈ P̃i is associated with an internal node with label ∆i. This finishes the construction of
the ultrametric. Note that storing the nested nets, sampled radii, and the resulting ultrametric all
take O(n) space.

Once a point xj joins a cluster in P̃i, it will remain there forever. It follows that no pairwise
distance is ever changed, and hence our embedding is online. Further, consider a pair of points
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xj , xj′ for which we defined dU(xj , xj′) = 2i. It holds that both xj and xj′ belong to the same i-
level cluster in P̃i, and hence also in Pi. As each such cluster has diameter 2i, dX(xj , xj′) ≤ 2i =
dU(xj , xj′), the resulting embedding is dominating. It remains to show the expected distortion
property.

Consider a pair of points xk, xk′ where k < k′. Denote by Ψi the event that xk, xk′ are separated
in Pi. Note that the event that xk, xk′ are separated in P̃i is ⋃i′>iΨi′ . Then dU(xk, xk′) =∆i+1 = 2i+1,
where i is the maximal index such that Ψi holds (this is, lca(xk, xk′)will be associated with an i+1
level cluster). Let imax = ⌈log (4 ⋅max{dX(x1, xk), dX(x1, xk′)})⌉. By Theorem 7, for every i ≥ imax

all the points at distance ∆i

4 ≥
∆imax

4 ≥ max{dX(x1, xk), dX(x1, xk′)} from x1 are contained in a
single cluster. In particular xk, xk′ will be contained in the same cluster, and thus Ψi cannot occur.

Denote by c a constant such that Theorem 7 bounds the probability that the points of the ball
BX(xk,R) belong to a different cluster in Pi by c ⋅ ddimk ⋅ R2i . If the ball of radius dX(xk, xk′)
around xk is contained in a single Pi cluster, then it must hold that xk, xk′ belong to a single
cluster, and thus Ψi did not occur. by Theorem 7 it follows that Pr[Ψi] ≤ c ⋅ ddimk ⋅ dX(xk,xk′)

2i
.

Denote imin = ⌈log (c ⋅ ddimk ⋅ dX(xk, xk′))⌉. It holds that

E [dU(xk, xk′)] =∑
i

Pr [Ψi and ∪i′≥iΨi′] ⋅ 2i+1

≤ ∑
i<imin

Pr [Ψi and ∪i′≥iΨi′] ⋅ 2i+1 +
imax−1
∑

i=imin

Pr [Ψi] ⋅ 2i+1

≤ 2imin+2 +
imax−1
∑

i=imin

c ⋅ ddimk ⋅
dX(xk, xk′)

2i
⋅ 2i+1

= 4 ⋅ 2imin + 2c ⋅ ddimk ⋅ (imax − imin) ⋅ dX(xk, xk′)
= O (ddimk ⋅ logΦ) ⋅ dX(xk, xk′) ,

where the last equality holds as imax − imin ≤ 1 + log (4⋅max{dX(x1,xk),dX(x1,xk′)}
c⋅ddimk ⋅dX(xk,xk′)

) ≤ O(logΦ), where
Φ is the aspect ratio.

Consider the case where all the input points are from the Euclidean space Rd. Following the
exact same lines as in the proof of Theorem 3, where we replace Theorem 7 by Theorem 8, we
obtain a quadratic improvement in the dependence on the dimension. For space considerations
note that it is enough to store the partition from Theorem 8 only for a single scale ∆ = 1. This is as
the only argument in the proof combining different scales is the union bound. Hence we can use
the same partition (up to scaling) for all distance scales. We conclude that the ultrametric can be
computed, and maintained using only poly(n, d) space.

Theorem 9. Given a sequence of points x1, x2, . . . in Euclidean d-space (Rd, ∥ ⋅ ∥2) arriving in an online
fashion, there is a stochastic metric embedding into an ultrametric (a 2-HST) with expected distortion
O(
√
d ⋅ logΦ), where Φ is the aspect ratio (unknown in advance).

5 Online Embedding into Euclidean Space: Proof of Theorem 1

This section is devoted to proving Theorem 1. We refer to Section 1.2 for intuition regarding the
proof. We restate the theorem for convenience.
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Theorem 1. For a sequence of metric points x1, . . . , xn arriving in an online fashion, there is a deterministic
online embedding into Euclidean space ℓ2 with distortion O(ddim) ⋅ min{

√
logΦ,

√
n}. Here Φ is the

aspect ratio, and ddim is the doubling dimension of {x1, . . . , xn}. No prior knowledge is required.

Let X = {x1, x2, . . .} be the metric points according to the order of arrival. We will begin
by describing a random embedding f ∶ X → ℓ2 where each index i ∈ Z will have an associ-
ated coordinate. Here fi(xj) is a random variable responsible for the scale 2i. Specifically, f(x1)
will equal 0 in all the coordinates, and in general f(xj) will also equal 0 for all but O(j) coor-
dinates. Our goal is to eventually obtain a deterministic embedding. This will be achieved by
letting Dj,k = E [∥f(xj) − f(xk)∥22]. This represents real Euclidean distances (squared), from which
a deterministic embedding can be reconstructed.

Using Lemma 2, we maintain a nested sequence of nets {Ni}i∈Z in an online fashion. For ev-
ery i ∈ Z, following Theorem 7, we create partitions {Pi}i∈Z. These partitions are not necessarily
laminar. Specifically, we maintain an estimate estjddim of the doubling dimension of the prefix
{x1, . . . , xj}, and for every arriving point xj we sample a radius rj ∈ Texp[1,2](λj). The i’th parti-
tion is then defined to be

Pi =
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩
P i
q =
⎛
⎝
BX (xq,

∆i

4
⋅ rq) ∖ ⋃

q′<q
P i
q′
⎞
⎠

⎫⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎭xq∈Ni

,

where ∆i = 2i. In addition, we will sample independent boolean parameters αj ∈ {0,1}, getting
each of the two values with probability 1

2 . These parameters will be used to “zero” out some
clusters, which will ensure that each vector f(xj) is nonzero only in linearly many coordinates.
Specifically, for every cluster P i

q , we define parameters αq,i as follows. Let α1,i = 0 for every i

(deterministically). In general, for q > 1, let ĩq be the maximum index such that xq ∈ Nĩq
(recall that

xq ∈ Ni for i ≤ ĩq). We then set

αq,i =
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

αq for i ≥ ĩq − 2,
0 for i ≤ ĩq − 3.

.

Intuitively, for i > ĩq, αq,i will be irrelevant (as xq ∉ Ni and thus P i
q = ∅), for the scales {̃iq−2, ĩq−1, ĩq}

it will be either 0 or 1, randomly, and for all the scales bellow ĩq − 3 it will be “zeroed” out.
The coordinate fi(xj) will be created using the partition Pi, the boolean variables {αj,i}xj∈Ni ,

and the paddedness parameter which we define next. Consider a point xj , and the partition Pi,
where xj ∈ P i

q joins the cluster centered at xq ∈ Ni. The paddedness of xj represents the smallest
possible distance from xj to a point outside of the cluster P i

q , including points that might arrived
in the future. Let N q

i = Ni ∩ {x1, . . . , xq} be all the net points arriving before xq (the center of the
cluster to which xj joined). Then the paddedness is set to be

∂i(xj) ∶= min
xk∈Nq

i

∣rk ⋅
∆i

4
− dX(xk, xj)∣ ,

see Figure 3 for an illustration. Note that as xj joined the cluster centered at xq ∈ Ni, it holds
that dX(xq, xj) ≤ rq ⋅ ∆i

4 . As rq ≤ 2, it follows that ∂i(xj) ≤ ∣rq ⋅ ∆i

4 − dX(xq, xj)∣ ≤ rq ⋅ ∆i

4 ≤
∆i

2 . In
addition, note that the paddedness is defined in the same way for all points in P i

q , regardless of
their arriving time (index). In a sense, this ensures that the paddedness is “continuous” in each
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x2

x4

x5 x6

x7
x3

x1

Figure 3: Illustration of the partition of a single scale ∆ = 2i and the paddedness of each point. The
source metric here (X,dX) is induced by the Euclidean plane. The net points Ni, and cluster centers are
{x1, . . . , x7}, where their respective clusters P i

1, . . . , P
i
7 are colored orange, violet, grey, turquoise, purple,

green, and blue. The rest of the metric points represented by smaller unnamed dots. The paddedness is the
distance to the boundary of the cluster each point belongs to. In the figure, the paddedness of each point is
equal to the length of the dart originating from it.

cluster. We will actually prove something stronger. In particular, Claim 5 below shows that the
paddedness is a Lipschitz function (w.r.t. all the points).

The i’th coordinate fi(xj) is defined to be:

fi(xj) ∶= αq,i ⋅ ∂i(xj)

That is, xj is either sent to its paddedness parameter, or set to 0, where this decision is consistent
in each cluster. Note also that all the points in the cluster centered at x1 are always sent to 0 (as
α1 = 0). This ensures that fi(xj) = 0 for every index i such that ∆i

4 ≥ dX(x1, xj) (equivalently, for
all i ≥ log dX(x1, xj) + 2 ). In Claim 4 and Claim 5 below, we prove that fi ∶ X → R≥0 is Lipschitz
(regardless of the random choices).

Claim 4. For every i ∈ Z and xj ∈ P i
q ∈ Pi, it holds that ∂i(xj) ≤ minxj′∉P i

q
dX(xj , xj′), where the

minimum is taken over all the points xj′ ∈X ∖ P i
q (including points xj′ arriving after xj).

Proof. Consider xj′ ∈ P i
q′ for q′ ≠ q. We distinguish between two cases:

• If q′ < q, as xj ∉ P i
q′ and xj′ ∈ P i

q′ it holds that dX(xq′ , xj′) ≤ rq′ ⋅ ∆i

4 < dX(xq′ , xj), where the
second inequality holds as xj “considered” joining P i

q′ . Thus

∂i(xj) ≤ dX(xq′ , xj) − rq′ ⋅
∆i

4
≤ dX(xq′ , xj) − dX(xq′ , xj′) ≤ dX(xj , xj′) .

• Else q′ > q, as xj ∈ P i
q and xj′ ∉ P i

q it holds that dX(xq, xj) ≤ rq ⋅ ∆i

4 < dX(xq, xj′), where the
second inequality holds as xj′ “considered” joining P i

q . Thus

∂i(xj) ≤ rq ⋅
∆i

4
− dX(xq, xj) ≤ dX(xq, xj′) − dX(xq, xj) ≤ dX(xj , xj′) .
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Claim 5. For every i ∈ Z, and xj , xj′ , it holds that ∣fi(xj) − fi(xj′)∣ ≤ dX(xj , xj′).

Proof. Let q, q′ ∈ Ni such that xj ∈ P i
q and xj′ ∈ P i

q′ . Suppose first that q ≠ q′, that is, xj and xj′

belong to different clusters in Pi. Then by Claim 4, we have

∣fi(xj) − fi(xj′)∣ = ∣αq,i ⋅ ∂i(xj) − αq′,i ⋅ ∂i(xj′)∣ ≤max{∂i(xj), ∂i(xj′)} ≤ dX(xj , xj′) .

Else, q = q′, and thus xj and xj′ belong to the same cluster P i
q ∈ Pi. In particular N q

i = N
q′
i . Suppose

w.l.o.g. that ∂i(xj) ≥ ∂i(xj′). It holds that

∣fi(xj) − fi(xj′)∣ = ∣αq,i ⋅ ∂i(xj) − αq,i ⋅ ∂i(xj′)∣ ≤ ∣∂i(xj) − ∂i(xj′)∣ = ∂i(xj) − ∂i(xj′) .

Let xs ∈ N q
i be the net point realizing the minimum in the definition of paddedness of xj′ , that is,

∂i(xj′) = ∣rs ⋅ ∆i

4 − dX(xs, xj′)∣. Suppose first that s ≠ q. Since s ∈ N q
i , then s ≤ q. Hence both xj and

xj′ had the opportunity to join P i
s , but joined P i

q . It follows that dX(xs, xj), dX(xs, xj′) > rs ⋅ ∆i

4 . It
holds that

∂i(xj) − ∂i(xj′) = min
xk∈Nq

i

∣rk ⋅
∆i

4
− dX(xk, xj)∣ − (dX(xs, xj′) − rs ⋅

∆i

4
)

≤ (dX(xs, xj) − rs ⋅
∆i

4
) − (dX(xs, xj′) − rs ⋅

∆i

4
) ≤ dX(xj , xj′) .

Otherwise, if s = q, it holds that

∂i(xj) − ∂i(xj′) = min
xk∈Nq

i

∣rk ⋅
∆i

4
− dX(xk, xj)∣ − (rq ⋅

∆i

4
− dX(xq, xj′))

≤ (rq ⋅
∆i

4
− dX(xq, xj)) − (rq ⋅

∆i

4
− dX(xq, xj′)) ≤ dX(xj , xj′) .

In both cases, we have shown that ∣fi(xj) − fi(xj′)∣ ≤ dX(xj , xj′), as required.

In the next claim we show that with high enough probability, the paddedness will be of a
“significant” size (which will be crucial for the lower bound side of our proof).

Claim 6. For every i ∈ Z and xj , let ddimj be the doubling dimension of the metric space induced by the
prefix {x1, . . . , xj}. There exists a universal constant c such that Pr[∂i(xj) ≥ c ⋅ ∆i

ddimj
] ≥ 7

8 .

By Theorem 7, the probability that the points in the ball BX(xj ,Θ( ∆i

ddim)) belong to different
clusters is at most 1

8 (for an appropriate constant inside the Θ in the definition of R). Intuitively,
this should be enough to prove the claim. Unfortunately, for a formal proof, we will need to
inspect the proof of Theorem 7 more closely.

Proof. Recall the proof of Theorem 7. Set R = Θ( ∆i

ddim). Using the terminology used in the proof of
Theorem 7, Cq is the event that for every k < q, we have ∆

4 ⋅ rk < dX(xj , xk)−R and dX(xj , xq)−R ≤
∆
4 ⋅ rq < dX(xj , xq) +R. Observe that if none of the events {Cq}q occurred, then ∂i(xj) > R. Indeed,
in this case, suppose xj ∈ P j

q . For k < q, as Ck has not occurred, dX(xk, xj) − rk ⋅ ∆i

4 > (rk ⋅
∆i

4 +R) −
rk ⋅∆i

4 = R. From the other hand, as Cq has not occurred, rq ⋅∆i

4 −dX(xq, xj) > rq ⋅
∆i

4 −(
∆
4 ⋅ rq −R) = R.

It follows that ∂i(xj) ∶=minxk∈Nq
i
∣rk ⋅ ∆i

4 − dX(xk, xj)∣ > R.
By Equation (4), it holds that Pr [⋃j Cj] = O(ddimk) ⋅ R∆i

≤ 1
8 , where the last equation holds for

an appropriate constant in the definition of R.
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Claim 5 and Claim 6 are already enough to prove that our embedding has expected distortion
O(ddim⋅logΦ). However, as Φ may be unbounded, we will also bound the distortion by a function
of n.

Claim 7. For each j, f(xj) is nonzero in at most 3j coordinates.

Proof. Fix q ≤ j, and let Iq = {i ∈ Z ∣ xj ∈ P i
q and αq,i = 1} be the set of scales i such that xj belongs

to the cluster P i
q centered at xq where αq,i ≠ 0. We first argue that ∣Iq ∣ ≤ 3.

Following the definition of αq,i, recall that ĩq is the maximum scale such that xq ∈ Nĩq
. For

every i > ĩq, as xj joins a cluster centered in a net point, clearly xj ∉ P i
q . For i ≤ ĩq − 3, by definition

αq,i = 0. Thus there are exactly three scales in which xj could potentially join P i
q , where αq,i could

possibly equal 1.
The claim now follows, as the subset of coordinates i where fi(xj) ≠ 0 is a subset of⋃q≤j Iq.

The next lemma bounds the expected distortion.

Lemma 3. Consider two points xj , xq, and let ddim be the doubling dimension of the metric space (X,dX).
It holds that

• ∥f(xj) − f(xq)∥22 = O (min{logΦ, n}) ⋅ d2X(xj , xq), regardless of random choices; and

• E [∥f(xj) − f(xq)∥22] = Ω( 1

ddim2 ) ⋅ d2X(xj , xq).

Proof. We begin by proving the upper bound w.r.t. logΦ. Let

imax = ⌈log (4 ⋅max{dX(x1, xj), dX(x1, xq)})⌉ .

By Theorem 7, for every i ≥ imax all the points at distance ∆i

4 ≥ max{dX(x1, xj), dX(x1, xq)} from
x1 are contained in the cluster P i

1. In particular xj , xq ∈ P i
1. As α1,i = 0 by definition, it follows that

fi(xj) = fi(xq) = 0. Thus the contribution of all these coordinates is 0.
Let imin = ⌈log dX(xj , xq)⌉. Now Claim 5 yields

∥f(xj) − f(xq)∥22 = ∑
i≤imin

∣fi(xj) − fi(xq)∣2 +
imax

∑
i=imin+1

∣fi(xj) − fi(xq)∣2

≤ ∑
i≤imin

(∆i

2
)
2

+
imax

∑
i=imin+1

(dX(xj , xq))2

= O(1) ⋅ 22imin + (imax − imin) ⋅ (dX(xj , xq))2

= O(logΦ) ⋅ (dX(xj , xq))2 , (5)

where the last equality holds as imax−imin ≤ log (4⋅max{dX(x1,xj),dX(x1,xq)}
dX(xj ,xq) )+1 ≤ O(logΦ). It follows

that ∥f(xj) − f(xq)∥22 ≤ O(logΦ) ⋅ d2X(xj , xq).
Next we prove the second part of the upper bound. Let I ⊂ Z be the set of scales where either

fi(xj) or fi(xq) is nonzero. Claim 7 yields ∣I ∣ ≤ (j + q) ⋅ 3 < 6n. Then Claim 5 implies that

∥f(xj) − f(xq)∥22 =∑
i∈I
∣fi(xj) − fi(xq)∣2 ≤∑

i∈I
(dX(xj , xq))2 ≤ 6n ⋅ (dX(xj , xq))2 . (6)

The combination of eqs. (5) and (6) yields ∥f(xj) − f(xq)∥22 = O (min{logΦ, n}) ⋅ d2X(xj , xq).
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Finally, we prove the lower bound. Let

i∗ = ⌊log dX(xj , xq)
2

⌋ .

Note that ∆i∗ = 2i
∗ > 2log

dX (xj,xq)
2

−1, or dX(xj , xq) < 4 ⋅∆i∗ , and ∆i∗ ≤ 2log
dX (xj,xq)

2 = dX(xj ,xq)
2 . As

the partition Pi is ∆i∗-bounded, xq and xj will belong to different clusters. Let xsj , xsq ∈ Ni∗ be the
net points such that xj ∈ P i∗

sj and xq ∈ P i∗
sq .

Let Ψα be the event that αsj ,i∗ ≠ αsq ,i∗ . We argue that Pr[Ψα] = 1
2 , regardless of the centers xsj

and xsq (which are determined by the choice of the radii). Recall that αsq ,i∗ (resp., αsj ,i∗) equals 1

with probability 1
2 iff i∗ > ĩq − 3 (resp., i∗ > ĩj − 3). If i∗ >max{̃iq, ĩj} − 3, then clearly Pr[Ψα] = 1

2 . If
(w.l.o.g.) ĩq − 3 < i∗ ≤ ĩj − 3, then αsj ,i∗ = 0 while αsq ,i∗ equals 1 with probability 1

2 , as required. The
only problematic case is when i∗ ≤ min{̃iq, ĩj} − 3. In that case, however, we have xsq , xsj ∈ Ni∗+3,
while the triangle inequality yields

dX(xsj , xsq) ≤ dX(xsj , xj) + dX(xj , xq) + dX(xq, xsq)

≤ ∆i∗

2
+ 4∆i∗ +

∆i∗

2
= 5∆i∗ < 2i

∗+3 ,

which contradicts the assumption that Ni∗+3 is a 2i
∗+3-net.

Let Ψj (resp., Ψq) be the event that ∂i(xj) ≥ c ⋅ ∆i

ddim (resp., ∂i(xq) ≥ c ⋅ ∆i

ddim ), where c is the
constant from Claim 6. Then by Claim 6, Pr[Ψj],Pr[Ψq] ≥ 7

8 . Let Ψ be the event that all three
events Ψα,Ψj ,Ψq occur simultaneously. Then by union bound Pr [Ψ] ≤ Pr [Ψα]+Pr [Ψj]+Pr [Ψq] ≤
1
2 +

1
8 +

1
8 =

3
4 , implying that Pr [Ψ] ≥ 1

4 .
If the event Ψ indeed occurred, then

∥f(xj) − f(xq)∥2 ≥ ∣fi∗(xj) − fi∗(xq)∣ = ∣αsj ⋅ ∂i∗(xj) − αsq ⋅ ∂i∗(xq)∣

≥min{∂i∗(xj), ∂i∗(xq)} ≥ c ⋅
∆i∗

ddim
= Ω( 1

ddim
) ⋅ dX(xj , xq) .

We conclude that

E [∥f(xj) − f(xq)∥22] ≥ E [∥f(xj) − f(xq)∥22∣Ψ] ⋅Pr [Ψ] ≥ Ω(
1

ddim2
) ⋅ d2X(xj , xq) ,

as required.

For every j, q ∈ [n], set Dj,q = E [∥f(xj) − f(xq)∥22].
Claim 8. {Dj,q}j,q∈[n] is an Euclidean distance matrix. That is, there are some points y1, . . . , yn ∈ ℓ2 of
some arbitrary dimension (at most n − 1) such that Dj,q = ∥yj − yq∥22.

Proof. For every point xj , define a function gj ∶ [1,2]n × {0,1}n → ℓ2 as follows: given {rj}j∈[n] ∈
[1,2]n and {αj}j∈[n] ∈ {0,1}n, gj ({rj}j∈[n],{αj}j∈[n]) equals to f(xj) as defined above. It holds
that

Dj,q = E [∥f(xj) − f(xq)∥22]

= ∫
{rk}k,{αk}k

∥gj({rk}k,{αk}k) − gq({rk}k,{αk}k)∥22 dr1 . . . drndα1 . . . dαn

= ∥gj − gq∥22 ,
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where the measure used in the integration is according to the truncated exponential distribution
used to sample the radii. Thus we obtain a Hilbert space over functions, and {Dj,q}j,q∈[n] repre-
sents the squared distances between functions in this space. As any n points in every Hilbert space
can be isometrically embedded into Euclidean Rn−1 space, the claim follows.

The values Dj,q can be computed (e.g., using conditional expectation). From the Euclidean dis-
tance matrix {Dj,q}j,q∈[n], one can compute points y1, . . . , yn ∈ ℓ2 in Claim 8 using orthgonalization
(e.g., compute an orthonormal basis using the Gram-Schmidt process, and express x1, . . . , xn in
that basis). Furthermore, the embedding is extendable in an online fashion (as the Gram-Schmidt
process successively computes orthonormal bases for the subspaces spanned by prefixes y1, . . . , yi,
for i = 1, . . . , n). Our embedding is naturally defined: The point xj is mapped to yj ∈ ℓ2. After
embedding x1, . . . , xn−1 to y1, . . . , yn−1 ∈ ℓ2, given a new metric point xn, the squared distances
{Dj,n}j∈[n] are now defined, and a point yn ∈ ℓ2 can be computed using orthogonalization. The
distortion guarantee holds by Lemma 3.

6 Lower Bound for Distortion in Online Euclidean Embedding

In a classic lower bound construction, Newman and Rabinovich [NR03] showed that there ex-
ists an n-vertex planar graph G (for arbitrarily large n), such that every embedding of G into ℓ2
will suffer from distortion Ω(

√
logn). The example they used is the diamond graph. However,

the diamond graph has large doubling dimension. Later, Gupta, Krauthgamer, and Lee [GKL03]
used a similar Laakso graph [Laa02], to obtain a metric family with uniformly constant doubling
dimension, and showed that it requires distortion Ω(

√
logΦ) in order to be embedded into ℓ2.

Recently, Newman and Rabinovich [NR20], used similar arguments to [NR03] (and the same di-
amond graphs) to show that there is a family of metric spaces such that every online embedding
into ℓ2 requires distortion Ω(

√
logΦ). In this section we similarly adapt the construction from

[GKL03] to exhibit a family of metric spaces, all with uniformly constant doubling dimension,
such that every online embedding into ℓ2 requires distortion Ω(

√
logΦ).

The lower bound from [NR20] is against a deterministic online embedding algorithm. Our
lower bound here is stronger, as it holds also against a random online embedding (that succeeds
on all vertex pairs with positive constant probability).

Theorem 2. For every n ∈ N, there is a familyMn of metric spaces with O(n) points, aspect ratio Φ = 4n,
and uniformly constant doubling dimension, where each metric (X,dX) ∈Mn constitutes a shortest path
metric of a series parallel (in particular, planar) graph, such that every stochastic online embedding into ℓ2
has expected distortion Ω(

√
logΦ) = Ω(√n).

Note that our Theorem 1 on this familyM will guarantee expansion O(
√
logΦ) and contrac-

tion Ω(1). As this is an embedding into ℓ2, given the family M in advance, we can scale and
obtain a non-contractive embedding with expansion O(

√
logΦ). Thus Theorem 2 implies that our

Theorem 1 is tight in its dependence one the aspect ratio Φ; and advance knowledge of n or Φ, or
even the fact that the metric is a shortest path metric of a series parallel graph, would not help.

Proof of Theorem 2. The Laakso graph is a family of graphs {Gn}n≥0. The graph G0 consists of a
single edge of weight 1; G1 consists of a 4-cycle with two additional leafs, all of edge weight 4−1,
illustrated in Figure 4. In general, the level k Laakso graph, Gk, is obtained from Gk−1 by replacing
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G1 = H1 = A1

G2

G3

H2A2

H3

A3

s a

b
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d

t

Figure 4: The Laakso Graph. On the left represented the Laakso graphs G1,G2,G3. On the right is our version where
only a single edge is replaced.

each edge in Gk−1 by a copy of G1, where all edges in Gk have weight 4−k. One can embed
isometrically (w.r.t. shortest path distance) the vertices of Gk−1 into Gk. The Laakso graphs are
planar (in fact series parallel) with constant doubling dimension [LP01] (see also [Laa00, Laa02]).
Nonetheless, it is known [GKL03] that every embedding of the k-Laakso graph Gk into ℓ2 has
distortion at least

√
k. As Gk contains n < 6k vertices, it is an example of a doubling metric

for which every embedding into ℓ2 has distortion Ω(
√
logn) (and this bound is tight [GKL03,

KLMN04]).
We construct a family of graphs, denoted {Hk}k≥0, constructed in a similar manner to the

Laakso graphs, however in the recursive step, instead of replacing every edge with a copy of G1,
we replace only a single random edge with a copy of G1. In particular, Hk is a random variable.
More formally, H0 = G0 and H1 = G1 are the same as the Laakso graphs. In the graph Gk, we
will have a single copy of G1 with weights 4−k, we will denote this copy by Ak, and its vertices by
sk, ak, bk, ck, dk, tk according the labeling in Figure 4. To obtain Gk+1, we will sample a single edge
from Ak, where the edges {sk, ak} and {ck, tk} are each sampled with probability 1

4 , and each of
the other 4 edges is sampled with probability 1

8 . Denote this distribution by µk. Let {xk, yk} be
the sampled edge of weight 4−k. We delete the edge {xk, yk}, and add a copy of G1 with weights
4−(k+1) (this copy denoted Ak+1), by identifying xk with sk+1, and yk with tk+1. Note that the
distances between vertices formerly in Hk remain unchanged. The graph family, or more precisely
the distribution over the graphs Hk is now well defined. See Figure 4 for illustration. Note also
that every graph Hk is series parallel (in particular planar), and could be embedded isometrically
into Gk. It follows that the shortest path metric in every Hk has constant doubling dimension (as
it is a sub-metric of a metric space with constant doubling dimension). The number of vertices in
Hk is 4k + 2.

Consider an online algorithm receiving metric points and producing an online non-contractive
embedding f into ℓ2. We present metric points to the algorithm as follows: first present the vertices
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of H0, then those of H1 ∖H0, and in general after showing it Hk−1, we will present the vertices of
Hk∖Hk−1. Denote by Xk a random variable denoting the squared distance between the embedded
end points of an edge in Ak sampled w.r.t. µk. Specifically

Xk = ∥f(xk) − f(yk)∥22
E[Xk] =

1

4
⋅ (∥f(sk) − f(ak)∥22 + ∥f(ck) − f(tk)∥

2
2)

= + 1

8
⋅ (∥f(ak) − f(bk)∥22 + ∥f(bk) − f(ck)∥

2
2 + ∥f(ck) − f(dk)∥

2
2 + ∥f(dk) − f(ak)∥

2
2) .

We will show by induction that E [Xk] ≥ (k + 4) ⋅ 4−2k−1. The base case k = 0 is immedi-
ate as for every non-contractive embedding f , for the first two points, x0 and y0 it holds that
∥f(x0) − f(y0)∥22 ≥ (dH0(x0, y0))

2 = 1 = (0 + 4) ⋅ 4−2⋅0−1. Given the graph Hk−1, we sample an edge
{xk, yk} according to µk−1 and replace it with the copy Ak with the vertices sk, ak, bk, ck, dk, tk. We
will use the following Poincaré inequality, which states that for every s, t, a, b, c, d ∈ ℓ2,

∥s − t∥22 + ∥b − d∥22 ≤ 4 ⋅ (∥a − s∥22 + ∥c − t∥22) + 2 ⋅ (∥a − b∥22 + ∥b − c∥22 + ∥c − d∥22 + ∥d − a∥22) .

Thus for every embedding f it holds that

E [Xk] = E[
1

4
⋅ (∥f(sk) − f(ak)∥22 + ∥f(ck) − f(tk)∥

2
2)

+ 1

8
⋅ (∥f(ak) − f(bk)∥22 + ∥f(bk) − f(ck)∥

2
2 + ∥f(ck) − f(dk)∥

2
2 + ∥f(dk) − f(ak)∥

2
2) ]

≥ 1

16
⋅E [∥f(sk) − f(tk)∥22 + ∥f(bk) − f(dk)∥

2
2] .

Note that sk and tk are sampled according to µk−1 from Ak−1. Hence E [Xk−1] =
E [∥f(sk) − f(tk)∥22]. Furthermore, dHk

(bk, dk) = 2 ⋅ 4−k, using the induction hypothesis, and the
fact that f must be non-contractive, we have:

E [Xk] ≥ 4−2 ⋅ (E [Xk−1] + (dG(bk, dk))2)
≥ 4−2 ⋅ ((k + 3) ⋅ 4−2k+1 + 4−2k+1) = (k + 4) ⋅ 4−2k−1 ,

which completes the induction step.
Denote by ρ the expected distortion guaranteed by the online embedding algorithm. For every

pair {xn, yn} ∈ supp{µn}, we have dHn(xn, yn) = 4−n, and thus Ef [∥f(xn) − f(yn)∥22] ≤ ρ2 ⋅ 4−2n. It
follows that

(n + 4) ⋅ 4−2n−1 ≤ Ef,µn [Xn] ≤ ρ2 ⋅ 4−2n ,

Hence ρ ≥
√

n+4
4 = Ω(

√
logΦ), as required.

7 Light Perfect Matchings for Points in a Line

In this section, we consider a fully dynamic point set S on the real line (i.e., both insertions and
deletions are allowed). Our point set S is not always even, and so we maintain a near-perfect
matching, which covers all but at most one point in S. We establish Theorem 10, that we restate for
convenience.
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Theorem 10. There is a data structure that maintains, for a dynamic finite point set S ⊂ R, a near-perfect
matching of weight O(log ∣S∣) ⋅ diam(S) such that each point insertion or deletion incurs O(log2 ∣S∣) edge
deletions and insertions in the matching.

We reduce the problem to a purely combinatorial setting. We need some definitions. Let E be
a set of edges on a finite set S ⊂ R. We say that E is laminar if there are no two edges a1b1 and
a2b2 such that a1 < a2 < b1 < b2 (i.e., no two interleaving or crossing edges). Containment defines
a partial order: We say that a1b1 ⪯ a2b2 (resp., a1b1 ≺ a2b2) if the interval a2b2 contains (resp.,
properly contains) the interval a1b1. The Hasse diagram of a laminar set E of edges is a forest of
rooted trees F (E) on E, where a directed edge (a1b1, a2b2) in F (E)means that a2b2 is the shortest
interval that contains a1b1. The depth of M is the depth of the forest F (E). (Equivalently, the
depth of E is the maximum number of pairwise overlapping edges in E.) With this terminology,
we establish the following theorem.

Theorem 11. There is a data structure that maintains, for a dynamic point set S on the Euclidean line R, a
laminar near-perfect matching of depth O(log ∣S∣) such that it modifies (adds or deletes) at most O(log2 ∣S∣)
edges in each step.

Clearly, every laminar matching of depth d on a point set S has weight at most d ⋅ diam(S),
and so Theorem 11 immediately implies Theorem 10. Importantly, the laminar property and the
depth of the matching depend only on the order of the points in S, and the real coordinates do
not matter. We would like to represent a set of k points on the line by integers [k] ∶= {1,2, . . . , k}.
However, this representation does not easily support the insertion of new points.

To support insertions, we maintain a collection of finite sets C = {A1, . . . ,At}, where each set
consists of consecutive integers; and a laminar near-perfect matching of depth O(log ∣Aj ∣) on each
set Aj (that is, we allow an unmatched point in each odd set in the collection). Our data structure
supports four operations: create, delete, merge, and split. Specifically, we define the operations

• create: insert a 1-element set into C;

• delete: remove a 1-element set from C;

• merge(Aj ,Aj′): concatenate the sets Aj = {1, . . . , ∣Aj ∣} and Aj′ = {1, . . . , ∣Aj′ ∣} into the set
{1, . . . , ∣Aj ∣ + ∣Aj′ ∣};

• split(Aj , k): split the set Aj = {1, . . . , ∣Aj ∣} into two sets, {1, . . . , k} and {k + 1, . . . , ∣Aj ∣};

It is easy to see how these operations support point insertions and deletions: Suppose that
we want to insert a new point into Aj = {1, . . . , ∣Aj ∣} between elements k and k + 1. Then the
split(Aj , i) operation splits Aj between k and k+1 into [k] and [∣Aj ∣−k]; the create operation
creates a singleton [1], and finally two merge operations concatenate [k], [1], and [∣Aj ∣ − k] into a
single set [∣Aj ∣ + 1]. It remains to maintain a near-perfect matching on each set in C.

Lemma 4. There is a data structure that maintains a laminar near-perfect matching M(Aj) of depth
O(log ∣Aj ∣) for each set Aj in the collection C = {A1, . . . ,At} of intervals. For each merge(Aj ,Aj′) oper-
ation, it modifies O(log ∣Aj ∣ + ∣Aj′ ∣) edges; and for each split(Aj , k) operation, it modifies O(log2 ∣Aj ∣)
edges.
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Virtual edges. The remainder of this section is dedicated to the proof of Lemma 4. It is not
difficult to maintain a laminar near-perfect matching. However, controlling the depth is chal-
lenging. Virtual edges are the key technical tool for maintaining logarithmic depth. For each
edge ab ∈ M(Aj), with a < b, we maintain a virtual edge ξ(ab) with ab ⪯ ξ(ab). We define the
length of a virtual edge ξ(ab) = cd as ℓ(ab) ∶= ∣c − d∣. Then the length of a virtual edge is an inte-
ger in {1, . . . , ∣Aj ∣ − 1}. Invariants (I1)–(I4) below will ensure that for a nested sequence of edges
a1b1 ≺ . . . ≺ akbk yields a nested sequence virtual edges ξ(a1b1) ⪯ . . . ⪯ ξ(akbk) with the additional
property that they have exponentially increasing lengths. For new edges we usually set ξ(ab) ∶= ab;
and ab ≠ ξ(ab) indicates intuitively that the algorithm created edge ab as a replacement for some
previous edge ξ(ab), and we keep a record of the deleted edge ξ(ab) for accounting purposes.

Note that every edge and virtual edge is an interval in R; we say that an edge ab, where a < b,
contains a vertex c if a ≤ c ≤ b.

Data Structure. Consider a collection C = {A1, . . . ,At} of sets of consecutive integers. For each
set Aj , our data structure maintains a laminar matching M(Aj) (which is not necessarily perfect
or near-perfect); and a virtual edge ξ(ab) for each edge ab ∈M(Aj). The set of all virtual edges is
Ξ(Aj) = {ξ(ab) ∶ ab ∈M(Aj)}. Furthermore, the matching M(Aj) and its virtual edges satisfy the
following invariants.

(I1) M(Aj) ∪Ξ(Aj) is laminar.

(I2) For every ab ∈M(Aj), there is no edge e ∈M(Aj) ∪Ξ(Aj) such that ab ≺ e ≺ ξ(ab).

(I3) None of the unmatched points in Aj is contained in any edge in M(Aj) ∪Ξ(Aj).

(I4) If a1b1, a2b2 ∈M(Aj) and a1b1 ≺ a2b2, then ℓ(a1b1) ≤ 1
2 ℓ(a2b2).

Lemma 5. If a matching M(Aj)with virtual edges satisfies Invariants (I1)—(I4), then the depth of M(Aj)
is O(log ∣Aj ∣).

Proof. By invariant (I1), M(Aj) is laminar. If its depth is k, then M(Aj) contains a nested sequence
of edges a1b1 ≺ . . . ≺ akbk. By (I4), the lengths of the corresponding virtual edges increase exponen-
tially (by factors of 2). The maximum (resp., minimum) length of a virtual edge is ∣Aj ∣ − 1 (resp.,
1). Consequently, k ≤ ⌈log ∣Aj ∣⌉, as claimed.

For the implementation of our merge and split operations, maintaining invariant (I4) re-
quires some attention. Indeed, if we add a new edge a2b2 between two unmatched points, such
that there are no other unmatched points between a2 and b2, and set ξ(a2b2) ∶= a2b2, then in-
variants (I1)–(I3) are automatically maintained, but (I4) might be violated. We say that an edge
a2b2 ∈M(Aj) violates invariant (I4) if there exists another edge a1b1 ∈M(Aj) such that a1b1 ≺ a2b2
but ℓ(a1b1) > 1

2 ℓ(a2b2). The following algorithm greedily replaces edges that violate invariant (I4).

Algorithm repair(M). Input: Aj = {1, . . . , ∣Aj ∣}, matching M = M(Aj) with virtual edges
satisfying (I1)–(I3). While M does not satisfy (I4), do: Let a2b2 ∈M be a maximal edge that violates
(I4). Furthermore, let a1b1 ∈ M be an edge with the longest virtual edge such that a1b1 ≺ a2b2
but ℓ(a1b1) > 1

2 ℓ(a2b2). We may assume w.l.o.g. that a1 < b1 and a2 < b2. Modify M as follows:
delete both a1b1 and a2b2 from M , and add new edges a2a1 and b1b2. If ∣a1 − a2∣ ≤ ∣b1 − b2∣, then let
ξ(a2a1) ∶= ξ(a2b2) and ξ(b1b2) ∶= b1b2, see Figure 5; else let ξ(a2a1) ∶= a2a1 and ξ(b1b2) ∶= ξ(a2b2).

30



a1 b1a2 b2 a1 b1a2 b2

ξ(a1b1)

ξ(a2b2)
ξ(a2a1)

ξ(b1b2)

Aj Aj

Figure 5: One iteration of repair(M) replaces edges a1b1 ≺ a2b2 with a2a1 and b1b2.

Lemma 6. Algorithm repair(M) maintains invariants (I1)–(I3). If M contains k edges that violate
(I4) and they are pairwise non-overlapping, then the algorithm terminates after O(k log ∣Aj ∣) iterations; in
particular it modifies O(k log ∣Aj ∣) edges in M .

Proof. First we show that each iteration of Algorithm repair(M) maintains invariants (I1)–(I3).
Consider one iteration of the algorithm where edges a1b1 and a2b2, with a1b1 ≺ a2b2, are re-
placed by a2a1 and b1b2. Assume that M satisfies (I1)–(I3) before the replacement. Then M ∪ Ξ
is laminar at the beginning of the iteration. The two new edges, a2a1 and b2b1, do not cross.
Suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that one of them crosses an existing edge e ∈ M ∪ Ξ,
e ∉ {a1b1, a2b2, ξ(a1b1), ξ(a2b2)}. Since M ∪ Ξ is laminar, then e crosses neither a1b1 nor a2b2. It
follows that a1b1 ≺ e ≺ a2b2. By (I2), we may further assume that ξ(a1b1) ≺ e ≺ a2b2.

We distinguish between two cases: If e ∈ M , then it has a virtual edge ξ(e) with e ⪯ ξ(e).
Transitivity yields ξ(a1b1) ≺ ξ(e), and so the virtual edge ξ(e) is longer than ξ(a1b1), contradicting
the choice of a1b1. Otherwise, e ∈ Ξ, and e is the virtual edge of some edge e′ ∈M with e′ ≺ ξ(e′) = e.
In this case, the virtual edge ξ(e′) = e is longer than ξ(a1b1), contradicting the choice of a1b1 again.
We conclude that M ∪Ξ is laminar at the end of the iteration, and invariant (I1) is maintained.

For invariant (I2), assume w.l.o.g. that ∣a1 − a2∣ ≤ ∣b1 − b2∣, and so the algorithm assigned virtual
edges ξ(a2a1) = ξ(a2b2) and ξ(b1b2) = b1b2. Then b1b2 clearly satisfies (I2). Since M ∪ Ξ remains
laminar after one iteration, there is no edge e ∈ M ∪ Ξ such that a1b1 ≺ e ≺ a2b2. By invariant (I2)
for edge a2b2, there is no edge e ∈M ∪Ξ with a2b2 ≺ e ≺ ξ(a2b2). This implies that at the end of the
iteration, there is no edge e ∈M ∪Ξ such that a2a1 ≺ e ≺ ξ(a2b2) = ξ(a2a1), as required.

For invariant (I3), notice that both new edges, a2a1 and b1b2, are contained the a2b2, which
in turn does not contain any unmatched point by (I3). The set of unmatched points remains the
same, hence the new edges do not contain unmatched points, either. We have shown that each
iteration maintains invariants (I1)–(I3).

We now prove the second statement in Lemma 6, about the number of iterations. Assume that
M contains k edges that violate (I4) and they are pairwise non-overlapping. Consider again one
iteration where edges a1b1 and a2b2 are replaced by a2a1 and b1b2; and w.l.o.g. ∣a1−a2∣ ≤ ∣b1−b2∣. We
claim that b1b2 is the only edge that may become a violator in this iteration. Indeed, ∣a1−a2∣ ≤ ∣b1−b2∣
implies that ∣a1 − a2∣ ≤ 1

2 ∣a2 − b2∣ ≤ ℓ(a2b2) = ℓ(a2a1). For any edge e ∈ M with e ≺ a1a2, we have
e ⪯ ξ(e) ⪯ a2a1 by invariant (I2), which implies ℓ(e) ≤ ∣a1 − a2∣. Overall, ℓ(e) ≤ 1

2 ℓ(a2a1) for all
edges e ∈M where e ≺ a2a1, that is, a2a1 is not a violator.

It follows that in the course of Algorithm repair(M), the number of violators can only de-
crease and the violators remain pairwise non-overlapping. Furthermore, in each iteration, either
the number of violators decreases by one, or one violator e is replaced by another violator e′ such
that ℓ(e′) ≤ 1

2ℓ(e). Since ℓ(e) is an integer in {1, . . . , ∣Aj ∣}, a violator may recursively be replaced
O(log ∣Aj ∣) times. Summation over k initial violators yields an overall bound of O(k log ∣Aj ∣) on
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the number of iterations.

We can now describe how Algorithm repair(M) supports split and merge operations.

Merge operation. Assume that M(Aj) and M(Aj′) are near-perfect matchings with virtual
edges satisfying invariants (I1)–(I4). Let A = merge(Aj ,Aj′). If Aj or Aj′ is even, then let
M(A) = M(Aj) ∪M(Aj′) with the same virtual edges. Then M(A) is a near-perfect matching;
and it is easily verified that it satisfies invariants (I1)–(I4).

Assume now that both Aj and Aj′ are odd, which means that they each contain one unmatched
point, say a ∈ Aj and b ∈ Aj′ with a < b in A = {1, . . . , ∣Aj ∣+∣Aj′ ∣}. Let M(A) =M(Aj)∪M(Aj′)∪{ab}
with the same virtual edges for all edges in M(Aj) ∪M(Aj′) and with ξ(ab) ∶= ab. Note that
M(A) satisfies invariants (I1)–(I3). Indeed, by invariant (I3), a and b are not contained in any
edge in M(Aj) ∪ Ξ(Aj) and M(Aj′) ∪ Ξ(Aj′), and so the set of edges remains laminar when we
add ab. Since ξ(ab) = ab, the new edge satisfies (I2); and (I3) holds vacuously since M(A) is a
perfect matching. Furthermore, the only possible violator to (I4) is the new edge ab. By Lemma 6,
Algorithm repair(M(A)) returns a perfect matching that satisfies (I1)–(I4), and modifies only
O(log ∣A∣) edges.

Split operation. Assume that M(Aj) is a near-perfect matching with virtual edges satisfying
invariants (I1)–(I4), and 1 < k < ∣Aj ∣ is an integer. For an operation split(Aj , k), we delete all
edges ab ∈M(Aj) such that the virtual edge ξ(ab) is between {1, . . . , k} and {k + 1, . . . , ∣Aj ∣}. Since
the depth of M(Aj) ∪ Ξ(Aj) is O(log ∣Aj ∣), there are O(log ∣Aj ∣) such edges. Sort the unmatched
vertices in {1, . . . , k} and {k + 1, . . . , ∣Aj ∣}, respectively, in increasing order and greedily match
consecutive pairs (leaving at most one vertex unmatched in each set). Denote by M1 and M2 the
resulting matchings. For each new edge ab ∈ M1 ∪M2, we define the virtual edge as ξ(ab) = ab;
and let Ξ1 and Ξ2 denote the corresponding virtual edges.

After the first step, when we delete edges from M(Aj), the unmatched vertices are not con-
tained in any remaining edges in M(Aj) ∪ Ξ(Aj) due to invariants (I1) and (I3). Then the greedy
algorithm on the unmatched points in {1, . . . , k} and {k + 1, . . . , ∣Aj ∣}, resp., produces pairwise
noncrossing edges that do not cross any surviving edges in M(Aj) ∪Ξ(Aj), either. Consequently,
both M1 ∪ Ξ1 and M2 ∪ Ξ2 are lateral. This establishes (I1). The new edges clearly satisfy (I2), and
any remaining unmatched point satisfies (I3), as well. Finally, note that only the new edges may
violate invariant (I4). There are O(log ∣Aj ∣) new edges and they are pairwise noncrossing by con-
struction. By Lemma 6, Algorithms repair(M1) and repair(M2) return near-perfect matchings
that satisfy (I1)–(I4), and modify only O(log ∣Aj ∣ ⋅ (log k + log(∣Aj ∣ − k)) ≤ O(log2 ∣Aj ∣) edges.

This completes the proof of Lemma 4. Since we can handle an insertion or deletion with a
constant number of split and merge operations, our data structure can dynamically maintain a
matching satisfying invariant (I1)–(I4) with recourse O(log2 n). By Lemma 5, this matching has
depth O(logn), as required; completing the proof of Theorem 11.

8 Light Perfect Matchings for General Metrics

Recall that the online algorithm by Gu et al. [GGK16] maintains a spanning tree of weight
O(Cost(MST)) with constant recourse per point for a sequence of points in a metric space. Com-
bined with Theorem 10, we obtain the proof of Theorem 6. We restate the theorem for convenience.
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Theorem 6. For a sequence of points in a metric space (X,d), we can maintain a perfect matching of
weight O(log ∣Si∣) ⋅Cost(MST(Si)) using recourse O(log2 ∣Si∣) where Si is the set of the first 2i points.

Proof. Let Si = {s1, . . . , s2i} be the set of the first 2i points in (X,d). As noted above, Gu et
al. [GGK16] maintains a spanning tree Ti of weight O(Cost(MST(Si))) for the set Si, such that
Ti is obtained from Ti−1 by deleting and adding O(1) edges. W.l.o.g. we may assume that the
update involves O(1) edge deletions, followed by O(1) edge insertions. In intermediate stages of
the update, we maintain a spanning forest of O(1) trees.

A DFS traversal of a tree T (starting from an arbitrary root ϱ) defines an Euler tour E(T ) that
traverses every edge of T precisely twice (once in each direction). By omitting repeated vertices
in E(T ), we also obtain a Hamilton path P(T ) on the vertices of T , starting from the root ϱ. The
triangle inequality implies Cost(P(T )) ≤ Cost(E(T )) ≤ 2Cost(T ).

Consider the dynamic forest F produced by the algorithm by Gu et al. [GGK16]. We wish to
maintain an Euler tour E(T ) and a Hamilton path P(T ) for each tree in F . We need to show that
each edge deletion and each edge insertion in the forest F incurs O(1) edge insertions or deletions
in the tours E(T ) and paths P(T ).
Edge deletion. Suppose an edge uv is deleted from a tree T rooted at ϱ, where u is closer to
the root than v. The deletion of uv splits T into two trees, say, T1 and T2, rooted at ϱ1 = ϱ and
ϱ2 = v, respectively. By deleting both occurrences of uv from E(T ), the tour breaks into two paths;
we can recover E(T1) and E(T2) by identifying the two endpoints of each path. The deletion of
both occurrences of uv from P(T ) breaks it into up to three paths, corresponding to the following
subpaths along E(T ): (1) from ϱ to u, (2) from v to v, and (3) from v to ϱ. The union of the 1st and
3rd paths is P(T1), and the 2nd path is P(T2).
Edge insertion. Suppose an edge uv is inserted between trees T1 and T2, with roots ϱ1 and ϱ2,
respectively. We may choose the root of the resulting tree T to be ϱ = ϱ1. We can merge E(T1)
and E(T2) into E(T ) by adding edges uv and vu. To construct the Hamilton path P(T ), we break
P(T1) (resp., P(T2)) into two paths at u (resp., v); and concatenate the resulting four paths into
P(T ).

The data structure in Section 7 maintains a near-perfect matching of depths O(logn) on the
paths P(T ); using O(log2 n) changes in the matching for each edge deletion and insertion in the
forest. Since Ti is a spanning tree on an even vertex set Si, then the data structure produces a
perfect matching of weight O(logn) ⋅ Cost(MST(Ti)) using O(log2 n) changes in the matching,
hence it uses recourse O(log2 n).

9 Competitive Ratio — Oblivious Adversary

9.1 Ultrametrics

Consider a set A ⊆ X of 2n points x1, x2, . . . , x2n in an ultrametric. A matching M is called inward
if for every node v ∈ T , the number of internal edges is exactly ⌊ ∣Xv∩A∣

2 ⌋. In particular, at most one
point of Xv ∩ A is matched to a point outside Xv (if and only if ∣Xv ∩ A∣ is odd). We argue that
every inward solution is optimal. To simplify our argument, we will analyze also the case where
the set Y has an odd size. Here, a perfect matching has to be of size ⌊ ∣A∣2 ⌋.

Lemma 7. Consider a 1-HST (X,dX) with an associated tree T and a set Y = {x1, x2, . . . , xl} of l points
in X . Then every inward matching is a minimum-weight perfect matching.
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Proof. The proof is by induction on the height of the HST T . In the base case where the height is 1,
the metric dX is uniform, and all matchings have the same weight. Consider an HST T of height
h + 1, with root vertex v, and children v1, v2, . . . , vk. Assume w.l.o.g. that ∣Xvi ∩A∣ is odd for i ≤ s,
and even for i ≥ s + 1 (s ∈ [0, k]). Let MOPT be a perfect matching of minimum weight, and M INW

be an arbitrary inward matching. By definition, M INW consist of ⌊ s2⌋ edges e1, . . . , e⌊ s
2
⌋ with one

endpoint in each of the sets Xvi for i ≤ s (perhaps one set missing), and inward matchings M INW
i

restricted to Xvi . Note that M INW
i matches all the points (other than exactly 1 for i ≤ s) in Xvi

internally. From the other hand, MOPT consist of k matchings MOPT
i = MOPT ∩Xvi restricted to

the sets Xvi , and in addition edges e′1, e
′
2, . . . , e

′
r between different sets, where r ≥ ⌊ s2⌋. For every

set Xvi , let Ai ⊆Xvi be the subset of points matched to points outside of Xvi by MOPT.
We create a new matching M from MOPT as follows: we delete all edges e′1, e

′
2, . . . , e

′
r, and

add new edges ẽ1, ẽ2, . . . , ẽr which are a perfect matching over ⋃k
i=1Ai, where each set Ai has at

most one point matched out of Ai. All the other edges in MOPT stay intact. Clearly Cost(M) ≤
Cost(MOPT), as we replaced only edges of maximal possible weight. Denote by Mi = M ∩Xvi

the matching restricted to the sets Xvi . Note that Mi is a perfect matching over A ∩Xvi . By the
induction hypothesis, Cost(M INW

i ) ≤ Cost(Mi) (as both are perfect matchings on Xi ∩A). Denote
by ∆ the label of v. We conclude:

Cost(M INW) = s ⋅∆ +
k

∑
i=1

Cost(M INW
i ) ≤ s ⋅∆ +

k

∑
i=1

Cost(M i) = Cost(M) ≤ Cost(MOPT) ,

the lemma now follows.

Next, we show that an inward solution can be maintained with recourse proportional to the
height of the HST.

Lemma 8. In any HST (U,dU) of height h, one can maintain an inward matching with 2h recourse.

Proof. Consider an HST represented by a labeled tree T of height h. A non-inward matching M is
called i-problematic due to a node v at height i if the following holds:

• For every internal node u, at most one point in Xu is matched to a point out of Xu.

• For every internal node u which is not an ancestor of v, the number of internal edges in Xu

is ⌊ ∣Xu∩A∣
2 ⌋. In particular, at most one point Xu is unmatched to any point in Xu.

• The number of internal edges in Xv is ⌊ ∣Xv∩A∣
2 ⌋−1. Moreover, Xv contains exactly two points

unmatched to a points in Xv (implying that ∣Xv ∩A∣ is even).

• For every internal node u which is an ancestor of v, the number of internal edges in Xu is at
least ⌊ ∣Xu∩A∣

2 ⌋ − 1. Moreover, Xu contains at most two points unmatched to any other point
in Xu.

Note that an i-problematic matching is almost inward matching. In particular, consider an inward
matching M over a set A, and let A′ = A ∪ {x}. Let v be the ancestor of x of minimal height i such
that ∣Xv ∩ A∣ is odd. Then the matching M will be i-problematic w.r.t. A′ due to v. If there is no
such a node v, then the matching M will remain inward.
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We argue by induction on h − i, that an i-problematic matching could be transformed into an
inward matching by deleting h − i edges. The base case is when we are given an h-problematic
matching M . Let r be the root of T . Then the matching M contains ⌊ ∣Xr∩A∣

2 ⌋ − 1 = ⌊ ∣A∣2 ⌋ − 1 edges,

while each child v of r contains ⌊ ∣Xv∩A∣
2 ⌋ edges. We can simply add an edge between a pair of

unmatched points and obtain an inward matching as required.
In general, consider an i-problematic matching due to a node v at height i. Then Xv contains

exactly two points x, y ∈ Xv such that M does not match x and y to points inside Xv. We continue
by cases analysis:

• If both x, y are unmatched in M , we simply add the edge {x, y} to M . As a result, M is an
inward matching, and we are done.

• If x is matched to x̂ while y is unmatched. Let v̂ be the minimal height internal node such
that x, x̂ ∈ Xv̂, and suppose that v̂ is at height î > i. Delete the edge {x, x̂} from M and
add the edge {x, y} to M . Denote the new matching by M̂ . The matching M̂ might be only
i′-problematic due to an node v′ of height i′ which is ancestor of v̂ (it is also possible that we
obtain an inward matching). By the induction hypothesis, by deleting h − i′ edges from M̂
(and adding others), we obtain an inward matching as required.

• If y is matched to ŷ while x is unmatched, the solution is symmetric to the previous case.

Note that the fourth case where both x, y are matched outside v is impossible.
Next we turn for the actual algorithm for ultrametrics. We maintain an inward matching,

which is optimal by Lemma 7. When a new pair of points x, y arrive, we first insert x. This might
cause the matching to be i problematic for some 1 ≤ i ≤ h, which we can fix with h− i ≤ h deletions.
Then we add y, which again can cause the matching to be i′ problematic for some 1 ≤ i′ ≤ h, and
we fix it again. Overall, the algorithm used recourse 2h.

9.2 Heavy-Path Decomposition to Support Updates with Recourse O(log3 n)
Heavy-path decomposition was introduced by Sleator and Tarjan [ST83]. Let T be a rooted tree,
where the weight w(v) of a node v equals the number of leaves in the subtree rooted at v. An edge
of T between a parent u and child v is heavy if w(v) > 1

2w(u), otherwise it is light. The heavy edges
form a set of descending paths in T , called heavy paths; the collection of heavy paths form the
heavy-path decomposition of T . If T has n nodes, every descending path intersects O(logn) heavy
paths; in particular, if we contract all heavy edges, the height of the resulting tree T̃ is O(logn).

Heavy-Path Inward Matching. We define a “relaxed” inward matching on an HST, and then
show that it is a 2-approximate minimum-weight perfect matching, and it can be maintained with
recourse O(log3 n). Let T be the HST on n nodes, associated with the ultrametric X . Let H be the
collection of heavy paths in T , and for every heavy path P ∈ H, let t(P ) be the vertex of P closest
to the root (i.e., the top node of P ).

Consider a set A ⊆ X of l points A = {x1, x2, . . . , xl}. We may assume w.l.o.g. that every point
in A corresponds to a unique leaf in T . A matching M on A is heavy-path inward (HP-inward, for
short) if the following conditions are satisfied:
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1. for a heavy path P = (u1, u2, . . . , um)with u1 = t(P ), at most one point in Xu1 ∩A is matched
to a point outside Xu1 (if and only if ∣Xu1 ∩A∣ is odd); and

2. if a point p ∈Xu1 ∩A is matched to a point outside Xu1 , then p ∈Xu1 ∖Xui∗ for the minimum
integer i∗ ≥ 2 such that (Xu1 ∖Xui∗ ) ∩A is odd (where Xum+1 ∶= ∅).

Note that every inward matching is HP-inward, but an HP-inward matching is not necessarily
inward. In particular, there is no restriction on the matching along a heavy path.

u1 = t(P )

u2

u3

u4 = ui∗

u5

um−1

um

v1 v2

v3 v4 v5 v6

v10 v11

vℓ−5vℓ−4vℓ−3

vℓ−2vℓ−1vℓ

v7

v8 v9

Figure 6: Illustration of the proof of Lemma 9. The heavy path P = (u1, . . . , um) is depicted using
a bold line. The light edges from P node ui towards children with odd number of leafs depicted
using black lines (and the children denoted vj), while edges towards children with even number
of leafs depicted using gray lines (children are unnamed). The leafs are depicted in red. ui∗ is the
first node along P such that (Xu1 ∖Xui∗ ) ∩A is odd.

Lemma 9. Consider an ultrametric (X,dX) with an associated tree T and a set A = {x1, x2, . . . , xl} of
l points in X . For every HP-inward matching MHPI, we have Cost(MHPI) ≤ 2Cost(MOPT), where
MOPT is a minimum weight near-perfect matching on A.

Proof. Let MOPT be a minimum-weight near-perfect matching for A, and let MHPI be an HP-
inward matching. Recall that for a matched pair {x, y} ⊂ A, we have Cost({x, y}) = dX(x, y) =
Γlca(x,y), where lca(x, y) is the least common ancestor of x and y in T . We say that a matched pair
{x, y} is associated with the node lca(x, y) of T .

For every node u of T , let MOPT
u = {{x, y} ∈MOPT ∶ lca(x, y) = u}, that is, the pairs in MOPT

associated with u; and similarly let MHPI
u = {{x, y} ∈MHPI ∶ lca(x, y) = u}. For every heavy path

P ∈ H, let MOPT
P = ⋃u∈P MOPT

u and MHPI
P = ⋃u∈P MHPI

u . These are the pairs in the two matchings
whose least common ancestors are in P . We claim that for every P ∈H, we have

Cost(MHPI
P ) ≤ 2Cost(MOPT

P ) . (7)

Summation of inequality (7) over all heavy paths P ∈ H will immediately imply the lemma. To
prove (7), consider a heavy path P = (u1, . . . , um) with u1 = t(P ); refer to Figure 6. Let N =
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{v1, . . . , vℓ} be the set of nodes of T such that for every i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}, there exists a light edge ujvi
for some j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, where vi is a child of uj and ∣Xvi ∩ A∣ is odd. Assume that the nodes in
N are labeled such that if ujvi and uj′vi′ are light edges and i < i′, then j < j′. Every node vi ∈ N
is the top node of some heavy path in H, and both MOPT and MHPI matches exactly one point in
Xvi ∩A to some point outside of Xvi . Let MOPT

N be a matching on N such that {vi, vj} ∈MOPT
N if

and only if MOPT matches a point in Xvi to a point in Xvj ; and define MHPI
N analogously. Note

that both MOPT
N and MHPI

N are near-perfect matchings on N . We also define the cost function
Cost({vi, vj}) ∶= Γ(u), where u = lca(vi, vj). Note that u = parent(vmax{i,j}). With these costs, we
have Cost(MHPI

P ) = Cost(MHPI
N ) and Cost(MOPT

P ) = Cost(MOPT
N ).

First assume that ∣Xu1 ∩A∣ is even. Then ∣N ∣ is even, and so both MOPT
N and MHPI

N are perfect
matchings on N . W comprate Cost(MHPI

N ) and Cost(MOPT
N )with the following charging scheme:

We charge each matched pair {vi, vj} ∈ MHPI
N to the pair {v′i, v′j} ∈ MOPT

N that includes vmax{i,j}.
Note that Cost({vi, vj}) = Γ(parent(max{i, j})) ≤ Γ(parent(max{i′, j′})), that is, we charge each
edge in MHPI

N to an edge in MOPT
N of the same or largest cost. Clearly, each edge in MOPT

N receives
charges from at most two edges of MHPI

N . Consequently, we obtain

Cost(MHPI
N ) = ∑

{vi,vj}∈MHPI
N

Cost({vi, vj}) (8)

= ∑
{vi,vj}∈MHPI

N

Γ(parent(vmax{i,j}))

≤ 2 ∑
{vi,vj}∈MOPT

N

Γ(parent(vmax{i,j}))

= 2 ∑
{vi,vj}∈MOPT

N

Cost({vi, vj}) = 2Cost(MOPT
N )

Next assume that ∣Xu1 ∩A∣ is odd, and so ∣N ∣ is odd, as well. By condition 1 in the definition
of HP-inward matching, both MOPT and MHPI matches exactly one point in Xu1 ∩ A to a point
outside of Xu1 . That is, both MOPT

N and MHPI
N keep one node in N unmatched. If the same node

is unmatched in both MOPT
N and MHPI

N , then the charging scheme and inequality (8) carries over.
Let i∗ ≥ 1 be the smallest integer such that (Xu1 ∖ Xui∗ ) ∩ A is odd. By condition 2 in the

definition of HP-inward matching, MOPT and MHPI each match exactly one point in (Xu1∖Xui∗ )∩
A to a point outside of Xu1 . In particular, a child of some node ui, 1 ≤ i < i∗, is unmatched in
MHPI

N . We show that for all i < i∗ − 1, node ui has an even number of children in N . Indeed,
suppose otherwise and consider the smallest i < i∗ where ui has an odd number of children;
then (Xu1 ∖ Xui+1) ∩ A is odd, contradicting the choice of i∗). Similarly, node ui∗−1 has an odd
number of children (or else i∗ would not be minimal). Note that a minimum-weight near-perfect
matching MOPT

N is not necessarily unique: There may be several choices for the unmatched node.
Let us construct MOPT

N such that a child of ui∗−1 ∈ P is unmatched, and MOPT
N is perfect matching

among the (evenly many) children of ui for all i < i∗ − 1. Now inequality (8) carries over and
completes the proof of (7).

Summation of (7) over all heavy paths inH yields

Cost(MHPI) = ∑
P ∈H

Cost(MHPI
P ) ≤ ∑

P ∈H
2Cost(MOPT

P ) = 2Cost(MOPT).

It remains to show that we can maintain an HP-inward matching with recourse O(log3 n) for a
sequence of n leaf insertions arriving in an online fashion. Let H denote the set of heavy edges in
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a tree T with n nodes. As noted above, the tree obtained by contracting all heavy edges has height
O(logn). We show that the arrival of a new node in T incurs only O(logn) changes in H .

Lemma 10. The insertion of a new leaf into T , incurs O(logn) insertions and deletions in the set H of
heavy edges of T .

Proof. Assume that a new leaf ℓ is inserted into T . The weight of any subtreee of T can only
increase; and the weight of a subtree Tu rooted at a node u increases if and only if u is an ancestor
of ℓ. If both u and v are ancestors of ℓ, and uv is a heavy edge (i.e., in uv ∈ H), then uv remains a
heavy. The path from ℓ to the root contains O(logn) edges that are not in H ; any of these edges
may become heavy; and if an edge uv becomes heavy, where u is a parent of v, then at most one
edge incident to u may become light. Overall, the set H of heavy edges can be updated with
O(logn) insertions and deletions.

Lemma 11. In k-HST with n nodes, where new nodes are added in an online fashion, one can maintain an
2-approximate minimum-weight perfect matching with recourse O(log3 n).

Proof. We maintain a heavy path decomposition of T (i.e., the collection H of heavy paths in T ).
By Lemma 10, H can be maintained by O(logn) operations per new node, where each operation
either splits a heavy path into two, or merges two heavy paths into one.

For each P ∈ H, we maintain a near-perfect matching using the 1D data structure in Section 7.
Specifically, for every heavy path P ∈H, we maintain the sequence N(P ) = (v1, . . . , vℓ) of children
of the nodes in P that ∣Xvj ∩A∣ is odd, sorted in increasing order along P .

By Lemma 4, we can maintain near-perfect matchings of depth O(logn) on the lists N =
{N(P ) ∶ P ∈ H}, with O(logn) changes in the matching per merge operation, and O(log2 n)
changes per split operation. Specifically, when ∣N(P )∣ is even, we maintain a perfect match-
ing on N(P ), which satisfies both conditions of HP-inward mathcings for P . When ∣N(P )∣ is
odd, then condition 2 of HP-inward matchings specifies a node vj ∈ N that must be matched to
some node outside of N(P ). We can easily modify the merge and split operations described
in Section 7 to specify the unmatched node in N(P ) when ∣N(P )∣ is odd, using the following
post-processing step: Split N = (v1, . . . , vℓ) into three parts N−1 = (v1, . . . , vj−1), N0 = (vj), and
N+ = (vj+1, . . . , vℓ, and then combine the near-perfect matchings on N− and N+ into a perfect
matching on N−∪N=(v1, . . . , vj−1, vj+1, . . . , vℓ) by pairing up any unmatched nodes in N− and N+.
With this modification, the data sturucre in Section 7 maintains an HP-inward matching on T with
recourse O(log2 n) per operation.

A node insertion in T incurs O(logn) merge and split operations on the heavy paths in H,
hence on the lists N = {N(P ) ∶ P ∈ H} (cf. Lemma 10). Consequently, we can maintain an HP-
inward matching with recourse O(log3 n).

9.3 Oblivious Solution for General Metric

Our main tool in this section will be stochastic metric embeddings into ultrametrics, specifically,
Theorems 3 and 9. We will use the following observation in our algorithm:

Observation 1. Consider a metric space (X,dX), and let U be an ultrametric produced using Theorem 3.
Then the diameter of the resulting HST is equal to the diameter of {x1, . . . , xn}, up to an O(1) factor.
The same observation holds for Theorem 9, as well.
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Proof. The ultametric in Theorem 3 was created by constructing a padded decomposition for every
scale ∆i = 2i using Theorem 7. By the properties of Theorem 7, for every scale i such that ∆i ≥ 4 ⋅
diam(X), it holds that the partition at scale i contains only a single cluster containing all the points
(centered in x1). In particular the resulting diameter of the ultrametric is bounded by 4 ⋅ diam(X).

The same property for Theorem 8, and thus for Theorem 9, as required.

Note that Observation 1 implies that the height of the resulting ultrametric is bounded by the
logarithm of the aspect ratio. We are now ready to prove Theorem 4 (restated for convenience):

Theorem 4. There is a randomized algorithm that, for any sequence of metric points x1, . . . , x2n revealed
by an oblivious adversary in an online fashion with aspect ratio Φ and doubling dimension ddim (both
unknown in advance), maintains a perfect matching of expected competitive ratio O(ddim ⋅ logΦ) with
recourse O(logΦ). Alternatively, the recourse can be bounded by O(log3 n).

Proof. As we cope with an oblivious adversary, the metric space (X,dX), as well as the order
of arriving points x1, x2, . . . , x2n−1, x2n, . . . is fixed in advance (even though unknown to the al-
gorithm). Denote by Φ2n the aspect ratio of the metric induced by x1, x2, . . . , x2n−1, x2n. Using
Theorem 3 we will maintain a probabilistic embedding f2n of x1, . . . , x2n into an ultrametric U2n.
Note that U2n is dominating: for all x and y, dX(x, y) ≤ dU2n(f2n(x), f2n(y)), has small expected
distortion: for all x and y, E(f2n,U2n) [dU2n(f2n(x), f2n(y))] ≤ O(ddim ⋅ logΦ2n) ⋅ dX(x, y), and that
(f2n, U2n) is an extension of (f2n−2, U2n−2). We will run the algorithm from Lemma 8 or Lemma 11
on the evolving ultrametric. That is, in the n-th step we will feed it with f2n(x2n−1), f2n(x2n). Let
MU2n = {{yi, zi}}

n
i=1 be the matching produced by the algorithm of Lemma 8 or Lemma 11 for the

ultrametric U2n. We will maintain a matching for the metric space: M2n = {{f−12n (yi), f−12n (zi)}}
n

i=1.
Clearly it is a perfect matching, and in addition, uses at most the same amount of recourse as the
algorithm on the ultrametric. In Lemma 8 the recourse is bounded by the height of the ultrametric,
which is O(logΦi) by Observation 1; and in Lemma 11 the recourse is bounded by O(log3 n) using
a heavy-path decomposition of the associated 2-HST.

Let CostX and CostU2n be weight functions of the matchings in the metric space and ultramet-
ric, respectively. It is simply the sum of pairwise distances between the matched points. Next we
bound the competitive ratio. Let MOPT

2n = {{ai, bi}}ni=1 be a minimum-weight perfect matching
for x1, x2, . . . , x2n−1, x2n. That is,MOPT

2n minimizes CostX (M2n) over all perfect matchingsM2n.
Consider the matchingMOPT,f

2n = {{f2n(ai), f2n(bi)}}ni=1 in the ultrametric. Its expected weight is
bounded by

E(f2n,U2n) [CostU2n(M
OPT,f
2n )] =

n

∑
i=1

E(f2n,U2n) [dU2n(f2n(ai), f2n(bi))]

≤ O(ddim ⋅ logΦ2n) ⋅
n

∑
i=1

dX(ai, bi)

= O(ddim ⋅ logΦ2n) ⋅CostX (MOPT
2n ) .

The matching produced by Lemma 8 has minimum weight in the ultrametric, and the matching
produced by Lemma 11 is a 2-approximation of the minimum-weight matching. In both cases,

CostU2n (MU2n) ≤ 2 ⋅CostU2n (M
OPT,f
2n ) .
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We conclude that

E(f2n,U2n) [CostX (MU2n)] = E(f2n,U2n) [
n

∑
i=1

dX(f−12n (yi), f−12n (zi))]

≤ E(f2n,U2n) [
n

∑
i=1

dU2n(yi, zi)]

= E(f2n,U2n) [CostU2n (MU2n)]

≤ E(f2n,U2n) [2 ⋅CostU2n (M
OPT,f
2n )]

≤ O(ddim ⋅ logΦ2n) ⋅CostX (MOPT
2n ) .

Following the exact same lines (while replacing Theorem 3 with Theorem 9), we conclude:

Theorem 12. There is a randomized algorithm such that given points x1, . . . , x2n ∈ Rd revealed by an
oblivious adversary in an online fashion with aspect ratio Φ = maxi,j ∥xi−xj∥2

mini,j ∥xi−xj∥2 (unknown in advance), main-

tains a perfect matching of expected competitive ratio O(
√
d ⋅ logΦ) with recourse O(logΦ). Alternatively,

the recourse can be bounded by O(log3 n).

10 Lower Bounds for Competitive Ratio and Recourse

10.1 One Recourse per Point Pair is Not Enough

It is clear that without any recourse, the competitive ratio for the online minimum-weight perfect
matching is unbounded (see example in Section 1). Can we bound the competitive ratio if we allow
one recourse per point pair? That is, for each new point pair, we allow the algorithm to delete one
edge when it updates a perfect matching. For online MST, for example, Gu et al. [GGK16] achieve
a competitive ratio of Ω( 1k)with one recourse for every k new points.

Proposition 1. Given a single recourse per vertex pair, there is no competitive online algorithm. This
already holds for a sequence of 8 points in R, even if the sequence is known in advance.

0 1 s s+ 1
1 + ε s+ εε s+ 1 + ε

s+ 1

Figure 7: A sequence of eight points: 0, 1, s, s + 1, followed by 1 + ε, s + ε, and then ε s + 1 + ε.

Proof. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that there is an algorithm with competitive ratio k ≥ 1.
Fix s = k + 1 and ε < 1

4k . The first four arriving points are {0,1, s, s+ 1}; see Figure 7. The algorithm
must then have the perfect matching M2 = {(0,1), (s, s + 1)} of weight 2, or else the weight of
the matching would be at least 2s > 2k, a contradiction. Next, the pair {1 + ε, s + ε} arrives. The
algorithm updates its matching. However, as the algorithm is allowed to delete only one edge,
the new matching can contain at most one edge from (1,1 + ε), (s, s + ε). Finally, the algorithm
introduces the final pair of points: {ε, s + 1 + ε}. As the algorithm is allowed to add only two new
edges, the resulting matching M2 can contain at most three edges out of the optimum matching
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(0, ε), (1,1 + ε), (s, s + ε), (s + 1, s + 1 + ε). In particular, M4 will contain at least one other edge
of weight at least 1 − ε. It follows that the weight of M4 is at least 1 − ε + 3 ⋅ ε > 1, while the
optimum matching has weight 4ε. We conclude that the competitive ratio is greater than 1

4ε > k, a
contradiction.

10.2 Lower Bounds for Competitive Ratio and Lightness (Proof of Theorem 5)

In this section, we prove Theorem 5. we first present a strategy for an adaptive adversary that
runs in O(logr n) stages (Lemma 12). Afterwards, we will strengthen it so that it could be used by
an oblivious adversary as well.

Lemma 12. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer; and let ALG be a deterministic online perfect matching algorithm with
recourse r for each arriving point pair. Then for every integer n ≥ 10 r, an adaptive adversary can construct
a sequence Sn of 2n points in R such that ALG returns a matching of weight Ω (diam(Sn) logn

r log r ).

Proof. Let q = 10 r. Fix an integer k such that qk ≤ n < qk+1. Note that k = Θ(logq n) =
Θ(logn/ log q) = Θ(logn/ log r). An adaptive adversary will present at most n points to ALG.
For i = 0,1, . . . , k, let Qi = {j ⋅ qi ∶ j = 1, . . . , qk−i}, that is, Qi contains positive multiples of qi up to
qk = qk−i ⋅ qi. Note that Q0 ⊃ Q1 ⊃ . . . ⊃ Qk and ∣Qi∣ = qk−i for all i.

General strategy. The adversary proceeds in k rounds: In round 0, it presents the points Q0∖Q1 in
an arbitrary order. In round i ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}, in general, it will present either no new points or the
points in Qi ∖Qi+1, as described below. The diameter of the point set is at most ∆ = qk − 1 = Θ(qk)
at all times. Note also that all new points that arrive after round i are in Qi+1. That is, at most
∣Qi+1∣ = qk−(i+1) = qk−i

10r points arrive after round i, and so ALG can delete at most r
2 ⋅ ∣Qi+1∣ = qk−i

20
edges after round i.

For the analysis, let Mi denote the perfect matching maintained by ALG at the end of round
i; and let M = Mk−1 be the matching at the end of the process. We will specify edge sets
E(0), . . . ,E(k − 1)with the following properties:

• E(i) ⊆Mi,

• ∣E(i)∣ ≥ qk−i
10 ,

• every edge e ∈ E(i) has weight Cost(e) ≥ qi

4r .

As noted above, ALG can delete at most qk−i
20 edges after round i. Consequently, for all i ∈ {0, . . . , k−

1}, we can find subsets E′(i) ⊂ E(i) of size ∣E′(i)∣ = qk−i
20 such that the edges in E′(i) survive

until the end of the process and are in M . Note that E′(0), . . . ,E′(k − 1) need not be disjoint.
We can choose disjoint subsets as follows: For i = 0, . . . , k − 2, let E′′(i) = E′(i) ∖ (⋃i<j E

′(j)),
and E′′(k − 1) = E′(k − 1). Since the cardinalities of the sets E′(i) decay exponentially, then
∣E′′(i)∣ > 4

5 ∣E
′(i)∣ > 1

25 q
k−i. Since E′′(0), . . . ,E′′(k − 1) are disjoint subsets of M , then

Cost(M) ≥
k−1
∑
i=0

Cost(E′′(i)) ≥ k ⋅ q
k−i

25
⋅ q

i

4r
= Ω(k ⋅ qk−1) = Ω( logn

log r
⋅ ∆
r
) = Ω(diam(Sn) logn

r log r
) . (9)

It remains to present the adversary’s strategy in rounds i = 1, . . . , k − 1, and choose sets
E(0), . . . ,E(k − 1) that satisfy the three properties above.
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Round i = 0. At the end of round 0, algorithm ALG has a perfect matching M0 on the current
point set Q0 ∖Q1. The size of this matching is ∣M0∣ = 1

2(q
k − qk−1) = 1

2 (1 −
1
q) ⋅ q

k > qk

32 . Each edge in
M0 has weight at least 1. Let E(0) =M0. Clearly, E(0) satisfies all three required properties.

Strategy in round i = 1, . . . , k−2. As noted above, the adversary will present either no new points
or the points in Qi ∖Qi+1, based on Mi−1. We distinguish between two cases:

Case 1: Mi−1 contains at least qk−i
10 edges of length at least qi

4r . Then the adversary does not present any
new points in round i. Therefore, there are no recourse, and Mi = Mi−1. Let E(i) be the set of all
edges in Mi of length at least qi

4r . It is clear that E(i) satisfies all three required properties.

Case 2: Mi−1 contains fewer than qk−i
10 edges of length at least qi

4r . Then the adversary presents the points
in Qi∖Qi+1 in an arbitrary order, and ALG computes Mi. It remains to specify E(i) and show that
it satisfies the three required properties.

0
qi 2 qi 3 qi 4 qi

A1 A3A2 A4

. . .

Mi−1

0
qi 2 qi 3 qi 4 qi

A1 A3A2 A4

. . .

Mi

Figure 8: A schematic figure of matchings Mi−1 and Mi with r = 2. In round i, dashed edges are
deleted (Mi−1 ∖Mi), and red edges are inserted (Mi ∖Mi−1).

In round i, ALG may delete up to r
2 (q

k−i−qk−(i+1)) edges, but it has to cover the endpoints of all
deleted edges by the end of round i—we say that these points are re-matched in round i. For each
points p ∈ Qi ∖Qi+1, we define the open intervals Ap = (p − qi

2 , p +
qi

2 ), centered at the points p; see
Figure 8. Note that these intervals are pairwise disjoint. We call an interval Ap good if it contains
less than 2r re-matched points and it does not contain the endpoint of any edge in Mi−1 that has
length qi/(4r) or more; otherwise the interval Ap is bad. By the assumption in Case 2, fewer than
2 ⋅ 1

10 q
k−i = 1

5 q
k−i intervals Ap contain an endpoint of some edge of Mi−1 of length at least qi/(4r).

Since qk−i − qk−(i+1) new points arrive in round i, then this is the number of intervals Ap, and there
are at most r ⋅ (qk−i − qk−(i+1)) re-matched points. On average, an interval Ap contains at most r re-
matched points. By Markov’s inequality, at most 1

2(q
k−i − qk−(i+1)) intervals Ap contain 2r or more

re-matched points. By the union bound, fewer than 1
5 q

k−i + 1
2(q

k−i − qk−(i+1)) = 7
10q

k−i − 1
2q

k−(i+1)

intervals are bad; hence more than 3
10 q

k−i − 1
2q

k−(i+1) = ( 3
10 −

1
20r
) qk−i > qk−i

5 intervals are good.
The symmetric difference Mi−1 △Mi is the union of alternating cycles and paths: Each path

connects two points inserted in round i (i.e., centers of intervals). All interior vertices of a path are
points that are re-matched in round i; and the edges along each path alternate between Mi ∖Mi−1
(i.e., edges inserted) and Mi−1 ∖Mi (i.e., edges deleted).

Let Ap be a good interval centered at p, and consider the path in Mi−1 △Mi that starts from p.
This path ends at the center p′ of another interval Ap′ , p ≠ p′. Consider the initial part of this path,
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from p to the first vertex outside of Ap: It has at most 2r edges, since Ap is good, and its length
is at least 1

2 diam(Ap) = qi

2 ; and so it must have an edge of length at least qi

4r . This edge cannot be
in Mi−1 ∖Mi since Ap is good. In summary, for each good interval Ap, the initial part of the path
starting at p contains an edge in Mi ∖Mi−1 of length at least qi

4r . Each such edge belongs to at most

two good intervals. Summation over all good intervals yields at least 1
2 ⋅

qk−i
5 =

qk−i
10 such edges. Let

E(0) be the set of all such edges. It is now clear that E(i) satisfies all three required properties.
This completes the analysis in Case 2 and hence the proof of the theorem.

Next, we extend the strategy of Lemma 12, so that it could be used by an oblivious adversary.
The idea is to perform each stage according to a random bit string. Lemma 13 implies, already for
n points on a line, that any O(1)-competitive algorithm (against an oblivious adversary) requires
recourse Ω(logn/ log logn); and any algorithm with recourse O(1) must have a competitive ratio
(resp., lightness) Ω(logn).

Lemma 13. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer; and let ALG be an online perfect matching algorithm with recourse r
for each arriving point pair. Then for every n ≥ 10 r, an oblivious adversary can construct a collection S of
nO(1/ log r) sequences, each of 2n points in R such that for a sequence S selected uniformly at random from
S, ALG returns a matching of expected weight Ω (diam(S) lognr log r ).

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 12, let q = 10 r and fix k such that qk ≤ n < qk+1. Note that
k = Θ(logn/ log r). Let x = (x1, . . . , xk−1) ∈ {0,1}k−1 be vector of k bits. Each vector x encodes a
sequence S(x) of points in R in k − 1 rounds as follows: S(x) starts with the elements of Q0 ∖Q1

in arbitrary order; and in round i = 1, . . . , k − 1, we append the elements of Ai ∖ Ai+1 iff xi = 1.
Overall, we construct a collection S of 2k−1 = nΘ(1/ log r) sequences.

Let x ∈ {0,1}k−1 be a uniformly random vector. Denote by Mi the perfect matching computed
by ALG after round i, for i = 0, . . . , k − 1; with M =Mk−1 the matching at the end.

We say that a round i ∈ {0, . . . , k − 1} is heavy if we can find an edge set E(i) ⊂ Mi such that
∣E(i)∣ ≥ qk−i

10 and every edge e ∈ E(i) has weight Cost(e) ≥ qi
4r . We show below that the expected

number of heavy rounds is Ω(k). Similarly to the proof of Lemma 12, from all heavy rounds, we
can choose disjoint subsets E′′(i) ⊂ E(i) ∩M of weight Cost(E′′(i)) ≥ Ω(diam(S(x))/r). Summa-
tion over the heavy rounds yields E[Cost(M)] ≥ Ω (k ⋅ diam(S(x))r ) = Ω (diam(Sn) logn

r log r ).
It remains to bound the expected number of heavy rounds. In round 0, we can choose E(0) =

M0, so this round is always heavy. Consider rounds i = 1, . . . , k − 1. To find edge sets E(i) ⊂ Mi,
we consider the two cases from the proof of Lemma 12:

Case 1: Mi−1 contains at least qk−i
10 edges of length at least qi

4r . If xi = 0, then the sequence S(x)
does not contain the points in Qi ∖Qi+1, and we find a subset E(i) ⊂Mi−1 =Mi.

Case 2: Mi−1 contains fewer than qk−i
10 edges of length at least qi

4r . If xi = 1, then the sequence
S(x) contains all the points in Qi ∖Qi+1, and we find a subset E(i) ⊂Mi ∖Mi−1.

In both cases, round i is heavy with probability at least 1
2 , as Pr(xi = 0) = 1

2 and Pr(xi = 1) = 1
2 .

By linearity of expectation, at least half of the rounds i = 1, . . . , k − 1 are heavy, so the expected
number of heavy rounds is Ω(k), as required.

Theorem 5 is now an immediate corollary of Lemma 13 (restated for convenience).
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Theorem 5. For every r ≥ 2, every online algorithm for minimum-weight perfect matching problem with
recourse r, even for n points in the real line, has competitive ratio Ω ( logn

r⋅log r) against an oblivious adversary.
Furthermore r can depend on n.

Proof. For a multiset Sn of 2n points in the plane, the MST is a path of weight diam(Sn), and the
minimum weight of a perfect matching is trivially bounded by OPT ≤ diam(Sn).

Theorem 5 shows that with recourse r = O(1), the lightness and competitive ratio of any on-
line algorithm against oblivious adversary is Ω(logn); and an O(1)-competitive algorithm would
require recourse at least r = Ω(logn/ log logn).

11 Conclusions

We introduced the problem of online minimum-weight perfect matchings for a sequence of 2n
points in a metric space. In contrast to the online MST and TSP, where O(1)-competitive algo-
rithms with recourse O(1) are known, we showed that the competitive ratio or the recourse must
be at least polylogarithmic. We also devised polylogarithmic upper bounds for the competitive
ratio and lightness, resp., against oblivious and adaptive adversaries, using polylogarithmic re-
course. Closing the gaps between the upper and lower bounds are obvious open problems, both
in general metrics and in special cases such as Euclidean spaces or in ultrametrics. We highlight a
few specific open problems.

1. We have shown (Proposition 1) that recourse r = 1 per point pair is not enough for a com-
petitive algorithm. Is there a competitive algorithm with recourse r = O(1)?

2. What is the minimum recourse for an O(1)-competitive algorithm against an adaptive (resp.
oblivious) adversary? Our Lemma 13 gives a lower bound of Ω(logn/ log logn), but we are
unaware of any nontrivial upper bound.

3. Are the optimal trade-offs different for competitive ratio and for lightness? Does it take more
recourse to maintain a perfect matching of weight O(ϱ ⋅OPT) than one of weight O(ϱ ⋅MST)
for any ratio ϱ ≥ 1? Our lower bound (Lemma 13) do not distinguish between competitive
ratio and lightness, but in general the ratio MST

OPT is unbounded.

4. For maintaining a minimum-weight near-perfect matching on a fully dynamic point set
(with insertions and deletions), what are the best possible trade-offs between the approxima-
tion ratio (or lightness) and the number of changes in the matching? Our 1D data structure
(Theorem 10) can handle both point insertions and deletions, and maintains a matching of
lightness O(logn), but the problem remains open in other metric spaces.

5. Consider the adversarial model, sometimes called prefix-model, which is weaker than the
oblivious model. Here, the metric space (X,δ) and the entire sequence of arriving points
x1, x2, . . . , x2n are known in advance. The goal is to construct a sequence of n matchings
M1,M2, . . . ,Mn, where Mi is a perfect matching for Si = {x1, . . . , x2i}, while minimizing the
competitive ratio maxi

Cost(Mi)
OPT(Si) , and the maximum recourse maxi ∣Mi ∖Mi+1∣. Note that our

lower bound from Proposition 1 holds in this model, as well, and thus a single recourse is
not enough for a competitive algorithm. Clearly, we can use the same algorithm we used for
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oblivious routing (Theorem 4), while using the embedding of [FRT04] instead of [BFU20],
and thus improving the competitive ratio to O(logn). Is it possible to further improve on
either the competitive ratio or the recourse?

6. Online Decomposition of Minor-Free Graphs. Consider the shortest path metric of a fixed
minor-free graph (e.g., planar graphs). Such metrics enjoy a good padded decomposi-
tion scheme [KPR93, AGG+19, Fil19], and therefore also better embeddings into Euclidean
space, compared to general metric spaces [Rao99]. However, no online version of such
a decomposition is known, even for subfamilies such as planar graphs, and bounded
treewidth/pathwidth graphs. Note that, given such a decomposition, the framework in
this paper will imply good online metric embeddings into both HST and Euclidean spaces.
Thus we find the construction of such decompositions to be a fascinating open problem. One
might be tempted to think that the KPR [KPR93] decomposition can be easily implemented
in an online fashion. This would make sense as the choice of a center in every ring in the de-
composition is arbitrary. However, unfortunately only the first rings/chops are constructed
w.r.t. the original metric. All the other steps are preformed w.r.t. induced subgraphs. It is
unclear how to obtain distances, or even an approximation in an induced subgraph defined
by a chop in an online fashion.

7. Krauthgamer et al. [KLMN04] showed that every metric space with doubling dimension
ddim can be embedded into Euclidean space with distortion O(

√
ddim ⋅ logn); and this

bound is known to be tight [JLM11]. In contrast, our online embedding has distortion
O(ddim ⋅

√
logΦ). In Theorem 2 we showed that the dependence on the aspect ratio Φ is

tight. It would be interesting to see whether the dependence on the doubling dimension can
be improved to

√
ddim.
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[MSVW16] Nicole Megow, Martin Skutella, José Verschae, and Andreas Wiese. The power of
recourse for online MST and TSP. SIAM J. Comput., 45(3):859–880, 2016. doi:10.
1137/130917703. 12

[NR03] Ilan Newman and Yuri Rabinovich. A lower bound on the distortion of embedding
planar metrics into Euclidean space. Discret. Comput. Geom., 29(1):77–81, 2003. doi:
10.1007/s00454-002-2813-5. 26

[NR20] Ilan Newman and Yuri Rabinovich. Online embedding of metrics. In Proc. 17th Scan-
dinavian Symposium and Workshops on Algorithm Theory (SWAT), volume 162 of LIPIcs,
pages 32:1–32:13. Schloss Dagstuhl, 2020. Full version available at arXiv:2303.15945.
doi:10.4230/LIPIcs.SWAT.2020.32. 3, 4, 5, 9, 13, 26

[Rao99] Satish Rao. Small distortion and volume preserving embeddings for planar and Eu-
clidean metrics. In Proc. 15th Symposium on Computational Geometry (SoCG), pages 300–
306. ACM, 1999. doi:10.1145/304893.304983. 7, 8, 13, 45

[RSI77] Daniel J. Rosenkrantz, Richard Edwin Stearns, and Philip M. Lewis II. An analysis of
several heuristics for the traveling salesman problem. SIAM J. Comput., 6(3):563–581,
1977. doi:10.1137/0206041. 12

[RT81] Edward M. Reingold and Robert Endre Tarjan. On a greedy heuristic for complete
matching. SIAM J. Comput., 10(4):676–681, 1981. doi:10.1137/0210050. 12

[SRP83] Kenneth J. Supowit, Edward M. Reingold, and David A. Plaisted. The travelling sales-
man problem and minimum matching in the unit square. SIAM J. Comput., 12(1):144–
156, 1983. doi:10.1137/0212009. 7

[SS89] J. Michael Steele and Timothy Law Snyder. Worst-case growth rates of some classical
problems of combinatorial optimization. SIAM J. Comput., 18(2):278–287, 1989. doi:
10.1137/0218019. 7

[ST83] Daniel Dominic Sleator and Robert Endre Tarjan. A data structure for dynamic trees.
J. Comput. Syst. Sci., 26(3):362–391, 1983. doi:10.1016/0022-0000(83)90006-5.
10, 35

[SWW95] David B. Shmoys, Joel Wein, and David P. Williamson. Scheduling parallel ma-
chines on-line. SIAM Journal on Computing, 24(6):1313–1331, 1995. doi:10.1137/
S0097539793248317. 1

[Umb23] Seeun William Umboh. Personal communication, May 2023. 53

52

https://doi.org/10.1145/2486159.2486180
https://doi.org/10.1145/1284320.1284321
https://doi.org/10.1145/1284320.1284321
https://doi.org/10.1137/130917703
https://doi.org/10.1137/130917703
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00454-002-2813-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00454-002-2813-5
 https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2303.15945
https://doi.org/10.4230/LIPIcs.SWAT.2020.32
https://doi.org/10.1145/304893.304983
https://doi.org/10.1137/0206041
https://doi.org/10.1137/0210050
https://doi.org/10.1137/0212009
https://doi.org/10.1137/0218019
https://doi.org/10.1137/0218019
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-0000(83)90006-5
https://doi.org/10.1137/S0097539793248317
https://doi.org/10.1137/S0097539793248317


A Network Design Problems

Bartal et al. [BFU20] used their stochastic online embedding to design competitive online
algorithms for network design problems. Surprisingly, they showed that in many cases
the dependence on the aspect ratio can be avoided. Specifically, Bartal et al. [BFU20]
showed that in cases where the problem admits a min-operator [ABM93], and has α-
competitive solutions on ultrametrics, one can obtain an algorithm with competitive ratio
O (α ⋅ log k ⋅min{log(kαλρ), log k ⋅ log(kα)}) against an oblivious adversary, where λρ is the level
of subadditivity of the target function, and k is the number of points. We refer to [BFU20] for
the definition of the network design problem (and the parameter λρ). In particular, it follows
[Umb23] from the proof in [BFU20], that a similar embedding into ultrametric with distortion
β ⋅ logΦ (coming from paying β in logΦ different scales) will yield an algorithm with competitive
ratio O (α ⋅ β ⋅min{log(kαλρ), log k ⋅ log(kα)}) against an oblivious adversary.

Corollary 1. Consider an abstract network design problem. If it admits a min operator and if there exists
an algorithm that is α-competitive on instances where the input graph is an ultrametric, then there exists a
randomized algorithm that, on every instance that induces a metric space of doubling dimension ddim, has
competitive ratio O (α ⋅ ddim ⋅min{log(kαλρ), log k ⋅ log(kα)}) against an oblivious adversary.

Note that if the points in the network design problem are coming from a d-
dimensional Euclidean space, the competitive ratio can be further improved to
O (α ⋅

√
d ⋅min{log(kαλρ), log k ⋅ log(kα)}). Bartal et al. [BFU20] showed several applica-

tions for their meta-theorem. Corollary 1 implies improvements in all of them for the case where
the input metric has doubling dimension o(logn). One example is the Subadditive Constrained
Forest problem [GW95], where Corollary 1 improves the competitive ratio from O(log2 k) to
O(ddim ⋅ log k), (or O(

√
d ⋅ log k) for points in Euclidean d-space).
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