(2)















A )
100 90 70 60
B
100 80 50 10 >
C

100 30 0 O

0 /0 7 30

D
10 0 J
ﬁ ﬁ) 100 j

100










100
OS¢
50 2 50

OGN, 5
N
K 0 e

G2
o 7o\



100 | 80 | 40
90 | 100 | 70
100 | 70 | 50
100 | 60 | 80
100 | 90 | 10
50 | 100 | 90




() 100

() 1 100 0
















A < (>-<)
5 = ()

N
O

O
—
A
e




v

Men’s pgeference lists Women’s preference lists
favors

m 76432 wi 765432
m 1456 wo 14567
ms 13567 w3 6531
mg 65421 ws 421
ms 5321 ws 234567
me 1235 We 12347
m; 6521 wy 31
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(2) ?












- m, prefers w, to w,, —

WhHh Wk
M O0——{

- w; prefers my, to m,,

Wi
MHh

Mk

(Ratier 1996)

W1 W2 W3 Wa W5 Wg W7

2

The arcs implied by transitivity are omitted.



O =) O-E __or E

SUccessor

W1 W2 W3 W4 Ws Wg W7 W1 W2 W3 Wi Ws Wg W7

Blocking
pair

] L
(Stable matching) (Unstable matching)




W1 W2 W3 Wa4 W5 Wg W7




Both have the same set of stable matching

W1 W2 W3 Ws4 W5 Wg W7

mji
> ma
Reduction ms3
Algorithm m
(Ratier1996) 4

or Ms
Extended
G.-S.
—{ algorithm M7

Me

W1 W2 W3 Wg W5 Wg W7

l:the man-best stable
matching I,

(Ratier1996)






i { g
al 2 10
b1 3 30
c 3 28
d 2 425
e 2 55
f 3 51
g4 32
h 4 5 12
1 4 6 40
] 5 625
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