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Abstract

Given a natural number k ≥ 2, we consider the k-submodular cover problem
(k-SC). The objective is to find a minimum cost subset of a ground set X
subject to the value of a k-submodular utility function being at least a certain
predetermined value τ . For this problem, we design a bicriteria algorithm
with a cost at most O(1/ǫ) times the optimal value, while the utility is at
least (1− ǫ)τ/r, where r depends on the monotonicity of g.

Keywords: k-submodular function; Submodular Cover; Approximation
Algorithms; Streaming Algorithms;

1. Introduction

Let R+ denote the set of all non-negative real numbers. Given a ground
set X , a set function g : 2X → R+ is called a submodular function if for any
subset S, T ⊆ X , g(S) + g(T ) ≥ g(S ∪ T ) + g(S ∩ T ). The study of sub-
modular set functions has attracted much attention due to their applications
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to problems arising in various areas, such as influence maximization [6, 23]
and recommendation system [19, 26]. A natural extension of a submodular
function is a k-submodular function, where an argument of a k-submodular
function is a collection of k disjoint subsets s = (S1, S2, . . . , Sk), rather than a
single set in the traditional subnmodular set function. Therefore, a submod-
ular function is a special case of k-submodular function when k = 1. Huber
and Kolmogorov [4] introduced the concept of a k-submodular function and
studied minimization of k-submodular functions. Due to its universality and
diminishing return property, k-submodular functions have many applications
in real world, such as k-topic influence maximization problem [15, 16, 17] and
sensor placement with k types of sensors [3, 12].

Maximization of k-submodular functions under various constraints have
also been studied in recent years. For the unconstrained problem, Ward and
Živný [28] first designed a deterministic 1/3-approximation algorithm and a
randomized 1/(1+a) approximation algorithm where a = max{1,

√

(k − 1)/4}.
Later, Iwata et al. [5] provided a 1/2 approximation randomized algorithm
for the non-monotone case and a k

2k−1
-approximation algorithm for the mono-

tone case. Using the framework of [5], Oshima [13] improved the approxi-
mation ratio to k2+1

2k2+1
for the non-monotone case if k ≥ 3. Ohsaka and

Yoshida [12] studied the total size (i.e., | ∪i∈[k] Si| ≤ B where B ≥ 0) and
individual size constraints (i.e., |Si| ≤ Bi where Bi ≥ 0 ∀i ∈ [k]) when a k-
submodular function is monotone, achieving 1

2
and 1

3
-approximation ratios,

respectively. Further, Xiao et al. [30] studied maximization of non-monotone
k-submodular functions under individual size constraints and presented an
algorithm with approximate ratio 1

maxi∈[k] Bi+4
. Sakaue [18] studied maximiza-

tion of a monotone k-submodular function under a matroid constraint and
provided a 1

2
-approximation algorithm. For a knapsack constraint, Tang [24]

gave a 0.4-approximation algorithm for the monotone case. This result was
improved to 1

2
− ǫ [26] using the multilinear extension method.

In applications, due to the increasing scale in data volumes and the na-
ture of problems, it is impractical to store all data and hence necessary to
design streaming algorithms that could process data as it arrives. Streaming
algorithms have the advantage of using limited memory and less time, but
still could return a reasonable solution. Pham et al. [14] studied stream-
ing algorithms for the k-submodular maximization under a knapsack con-
straint, achieving 1

4
− ǫ and 1

5
− ǫ approximation ratios for monotone and

non-monotone cases, respectively. Ene and Nguyen [3] extended the primal
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dual method for streaming submodular maximization under a matching con-
straint [7] to the monotone k-submodular maximization under an individual
size constraint and a partition matroid constraint; the approximation ratios
are both at least 0.25; and the approximation ratio asymptotically increases
to 0.2953 and 0.3178 as B tends to infinity where B = mini∈[k]Bi. Spaeh, Ene
and Nguyen [22] further used the local search method to design algorithms for
the non-monotone k-submodular maximization problem, achieving at least
0.125 and 0.175 approximation ratios for an individual size constraint and
a partition matroid constraint, respectively. The approximation ratio would
asymptotically increase to 0.1589 and 0.1921 as B tends to infinity.

So far, many researchers have developed algorithms for maximizing k-
submodular problems under various constraints. These problems model
many real-life applications. Inspired by these problems, Pham et al. [10]
proposed the k-submodular cover (k-SC) problem. This problem model the
problem of influence threshold with k topics [15]. Given a utility function
g, the k-SC problem is to find a solution such that its utility cost is at least
τ while minimizing the size of the solution. We extend the k-submodular
cover problem to the weighted k-submodular cover problem where the ob-
jective function is a weighted cost function. The definition of weighted k-
Submodular Cover is introduced as follows.

Definition 1. We are given a ground set X , a weighted cost function w :
X → R+, a k-submodular utility function g : (k + 1)X → R+, and a utility
threshold τ such that τ ≤ maxs∈(k+1)X g(s). Let w(x) =

∑

i∈[k]

∑

x∈Si
w(x),

where [k] = {1, 2, . . . , k}. Our goal is to find a solution x ∈ (k + 1)X such
that

min w(x)

s.t. g(x) ≥ τ

x ∈ (k + 1)X .

(1)

The Submodular Cover is a special case of k-SC; this problem and its vari-
ants have numerous literature due to their wide applications in real world,
e.g., [1, 8, 9, 11, 27, 29]. Since Submodular Cover is well-known to be NP-
hard, k-SC is also NP-hard. Some researchers designed algorithms from
the bicriteria perspective for the submodular cover problem because of the
method they used or the nature of submodular function. An algorithm is
called an (α, β)-bicriteria algorithm if it is satisfies w(S) ≤ αw(V ) and
g(S) ≥ βτ , where S is the output solution of the algorithm and V is the
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optimal solution. When g is a monotone DR-submodular function, where
the domain of a DR-submodular function is an integer lattice, Soma and
Yoshida [21] presented a threshold based greedy algorithm, and proved that
the algorithm has ((1 + 3ǫ)ρ(1 + ln d

β
), 1 − δ)-bicriteria approximation ratio

where 0 < ǫ, δ < 1, ρ is the curvature of w (for its definition, see [21]), d
and β are instance dependent parameters. For the streaming setting, [11]
designed a (2

ǫ
, 1 − ǫ)-bicriteria algorithm for the submodular cover problem

with uniform cost (i.e. w(x) = 1, ∀x ∈ X ). If g is non-monotone submod-
ular, using a γ-approximation algorithm for unconstrained non-monotone
submodular maximization problem as the subroutine, Crawford [1] designed
a one-pass algorithm with ((1+ ǫ)(4/ǫ2+1), γ(1− ǫ))-bicriteria approximate
ratio. Pham et al. [10] studied the k-Submodular Cover problem with uni-
form cost, achieving (1−ǫ2

2ǫ
, 1−ǫ

2
) approximation ratio.

Our Contribution. In this paper, we consider k-SC in the streaming
setting. We generalize the previous work [10] from the uniform cost to the
general non-negative weighted cost. Three algorithms are devised to resolve
this problem. The first algorithm is based on the assumption of knowing the
optimal solution value. Later, we provide Algorithm 2 with streaming twice
in the algorithm; such procedure could remove the assumption. We design
Algorithm 3 which only streams the data set only once, but still maintains
the bicriteria approximation ratio. We also analyze the memory and update
time of an element of the algorithms.

2. Preliminaries

Given a finite set X of size n and a positive integer k, we define [k] =
{1, 2, . . . , k}. Let (k+1)X = {(S1, S2 . . . Sk)|Si ⊆ X , Si∩Sj = ∅, for all i, j ∈
[k]} be the set of all k disjoint subsets of X . Each subset in (k + 1)X is
called k-set. We denote 0 as (∅, ∅, . . . ∅) for simplicity. Given a k-set s =
(S1, S2, . . . , Sk) ∈ (k + 1)X , let s(x) = i if x ∈ Si and i is called the position
in x; s(x) = 0 if x /∈ Si.

For k-sets s = (S1, S2 . . . Sk) and t = (T1, T2 . . . Tk) ∈ (k + 1)X , two
operations meet and join s ⊓ t and s ⊔ t is defined as following

s ⊓ t = (S1 ∩ T1, S2 ∩ T2, . . . , Sk ∩ Tk),

s ⊔ t = (S1 ∪ T1\
⋃

i 6=1

(Si ∪ Ti), . . . , Sk ∪ Tk\
⋃

i 6=k

(Si ∪ Ti)).
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A function g : (k+1)X → R+ is k-submodular if k-sets s and t ∈ (k+1)X ,
we have

g(s) + g(t) ≥ g(s ⊓ t) + g(s ⊔ t).

In this paper, we assume that g is non-negative and normalized, i.e., g(s) ≥ 0
for all s ∈ (k + 1)X and g(0) = 0. We also assume that an oracle is given
to access the k-submodular function; the oracle is a black box returning g(s)
for a given k-set s. We write s ⊑ t if and only if Si ⊆ Ti for each i ∈ [k].
A function g is monotone if for any s and t ∈ (k + 1)X with s ⊑ t, we
have g(s) ≤ g(t). Let E(s) = S1 ∪ S2 · · · ∪ Sk. Let (x, i) denote a pair
where x ∈ X and i is the position. Therefore, a k-set s can also be written
as s = {(x1, i1), (x2, i2), . . . , (xj , ij)} where xp ∈ E(s) and ip = s(xp) for
1 ≤ p ≤ j. Adding an element x /∈ E(s) to the Si can be written as s⊔ (x, i).
Define

∆x,ig(x) = g(s ⊔ (x, i))− g(s)

as the marginal gain. We introduce some basic but useful properties of a k-
submodular function which is crucial in the analysis of our algorithm. From
[28], a k-submodular function g has orthant submodularity, that is,

∆x,ig(s) ≥ ∆x,ig(t)

where s ⊑ t ∈ (k+1)X , x /∈ E(t) and i ∈ [k]. Also, a k-submodular function
has pairwise monotonicity, i.e., if x /∈ E(s), then

∆x,ig(s) + ∆x,jg(s) ≥ 0

for any i, j ∈ [k] with i 6= j.

Lemma 1. [24] Given a k-submodular function g, we have

g(t) ≤ g(s) +
∑

x∈E(t)\E(s)

∆x,t(x)g(s).

for any s, t ∈ (k + 1)X such that s ⊑ t.

Before presenting our algorithm for the k-submodular cover problem, we
first explain the limitation of finding a feasible solution for Problem (1).
The k-submodular cover problem has a connection with the unconstrained
k-submodular maximization problem (Uk-SM). Indeed, recently Crawford
[1] proved that for every ǫ > 0 and for every (α, β)-bicriteria approximation
of the former we could find a β − ǫ-approximation for Uk-SM. Thus, the
following holds.
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Theorem 1. [1] For any ǫ > 0, a polynomial time (α, β)-bicriteria algorithm
for the k-SC can be converted to a β-approximation algorithm for Uk-SM in
polynomial time.

If g is monotone, let β ≥ k+1
2k

+ǫ, then A could be converted to a (k+1
2k

+ǫ)-
approximation algorithm for the Uk-SM problem, while Iwata et al. [5]
proved that a (k+1

2k
+ ǫ)-approximation algorithm for Uk-SM problem would

requires an exponential number of queries. Therefore β ≤ k+1
2k

since ǫ can be
arbitrarily small. If g is non-monotone, then by setting β ≥ 1

3
+ ǫ, we can

get g(s) ≥ (1
3
+ ǫ)OPT , but Ward and Živný [28] gave a deterministic greedy

algorithm for non-monotone Uk-SM, achieving 1
3
-approximation ratio. They

also gave a tight instance that could achieve 1
3
-approximation ratio, therefore

β ≤ 1
3
for any instances since our algorithm is based on deterministic greedy

strategy.

3. Streaming Algorithm with Known Guess of Optimal Value

In this section, we present our greedy threshold streaming algorithm and
its theoretical analysis. This algorithm is Algorithm 1.

3.1. The streaming algorithm

Let v be an optimal solution of the Problem (1), that is,

w(v) = argmin{w(s)|g(s) ≥ τ, s ∈ (k + 1)X}.

Assume that a guessed value w(v) is known and satisfies w(v) ≤ w(v).
Algorithm 1 takes the guessed value w(v), ǫ ∈ (0, 1] and r as inputs. At the
beginning of Algorithm 1, it initialises an empty k-set x which pairs will be
added in the algorithm process. We denote θ as the threshold value and A
as the upper bound cost of x which means at the end of Algorithm 1, w(x)
is at most A. We use θ = ǫτ/w(v), A = 3−ǫ

2ǫ
w(v) and 4−ǫ

3ǫ
w(v) for monotone

and non-monotone cases, respectively. An element x is called big if it satisfies
w(x) ≤ A and maxi∈[k] g((x, i)) ≥ τ . When a new element arrives, Algorithm
1 first checks whether x is a big element or not. If x is big, then the algorithm
sets x = (x, i′) where i′ = argmaxi∈[k] g((x, i)). If it is not big, the algorithm
finds a position i′ ∈ [k] that maximizes ∆x,ig((x, i)) and inserts (x, i′) to the

current k-set x if
∆x,i′g(x)

w(x)
≥ θ and w(x) + w(x) ≤ A are satisfied. After all

elements of X are scanned over, Algorithm 1 returns x as the final solution.
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Algorithm 1

Input: τ , w(v) and ǫ ∈ (0, 1]

1: Set x := 0, θ := ǫτ/w(v)
2: Set A := 3−ǫ

2ǫ
w(v) if g is monotone; otherwise, A := 4−ǫ

3ǫ
w(v)

3: for x ∈ X do

4: i′ := argmaxi∈[k] g((x, i))
5: if w(x) ≤ A and g((x, i′)) ≥ τ then

6: x := (x, i′)
7: else

8: i′ := argmaxi∈[k]∆x,ig(x)

9: if
∆x,i′g(x)

w(x)
≥ θ and w(x) + w(x) ≤ A then

10: x := x ⊔ (x, i′)
11: end if

12: end if

13: end for

14: return x

3.2. Analysis of Algorithm 1

In the following, we give the performance guarantee of Algorithm 1 for
both monotone and non-monotone cases.

Lemma 2. Suppose that the output solution x of Algorithm 1 contains a
big element xb. If g is monotone, then w(x) ≤ 3−ǫ

2ǫ
w(v) and g(x) ≥ τ . If g is

non-monotone, then w(x) ≤ 4−ǫ
3ǫ

w(v) and g(x) ≥ τ .

Proof. Assume that g is monotone. Since E(x) contains a big element xb,
then from Line 5 of Algorithm 1, we have

w(xb) ≤ A and max
i∈[k]

g((xb, i)) ≥ τ.

That is, the single element satisfies the cover constraint. Moreover, w(x) ≤ A
also holds according to the condition in Line 9. Then we have

w(xb) ≤ w(x) ≤ A =
3− ǫ

2ǫ
w(v). (2)

The inequality holds due to the fact that xb ∈ E(x). And by monotonicity
of g we obtain

g(x) ≥ max
i∈[k]

g((xb, i)) ≥ τ.
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For the non-monotone case, since the k-submodular function has pairwise
monotonicity property, ∆x,ig(s) + ∆x,jg(s) ≥ 0 for any s ∈ (k + 1)X and
x /∈ E(s) with i 6= j, there is at most one position i such that ∆x,ig(s) < 0. By
the greedy rule of Algorithm 1, g(x) is non-decreasing during the algorithm
process. Hence, we obtain

w(x) ≤
4− ǫ

3ǫ
w(v) and g(x) ≥ τ.

Therefore, we now assume that X does not contain any big element. Since
the upper bound of w(x) is given in the algorithm, we only need to analyze
the value of g(x). First, we introduce additional notation as follows.

• Let |E(x)| = m.

• Let (xp, ip) be the p-th pair added to x in the algorithm where p =
1, . . . , m.

• Let xp = {(x1, i1), (x2, i2), . . . , (xp, ip)}, i.e., the first p pairs added to
x. Specifically, let x0 = 0 and xm = x.

• vp = (v ⊔ xp) ⊔ xp where p = 0, 1, . . . , m.

• vp− 1
2 = (v ⊔ xp) ⊔ xp−1 where p = 1, . . . , m.

• For any x ∈ X , let xmx denote x when x is considered in the algorithm.

By the definitions of {xp}mp=0, {v
p}mp=0 and {vp− 1

2}mp=1, it is easy to verify that

xp−1 ⊑ vp− 1
2 , vp− 1

2 ⊑ vp, xp ⊑ vp and xmx ⊑ x.

Lemma 3. [14] Given an optimal solution v for Problem (1), we have that

(a) if g is monotone, then

g(v)− g(vm) ≤ g(x). (3)

(b) if g is non-monotone, then

g(v)− g(vm) ≤ 2g(x). (4)

Lemma 4. If X does not contain any big element, then g(x) ≥ (1−ǫ)τ
2

if g is

monotone and g(x) ≥ (1−ǫ)τ
3

if g is non-monotone.
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Proof. Suppose that g is monotone. By orthant submodularity of g, Lemma
1 and Lemma 3, we have

τ − g(x) ≤ g(v)− g(x)

= g(v)− g(vm) + g(vm)− g(x)

≤ g(x) +
∑

x∈E(v)\E(x)

∆x,v(x)g(x).
(5)

For any element x ∈ E(v)\E(x), since it is not inserted into the k-set
x in the algorithm process, it does not pass the condition in Line 9. An
element x ∈ E(v)\E(x) is called good, if it satisfies maxi∈[k]

∆x,ig(xmx )

w(x)
< θ.

Otherwise, an element x ∈ E(v)\E(x) is bad, if it satisfies

max
i∈[k]

∆x,ig(x
mx)

w(x)
≥ θ and w(xmx) + w(x) > A.

We prove this lemma in two cases. First if the set E(v)\E(x) only con-
tains good elements, then we obtain

∑

x∈E(v)\E(x)

∆x,v(x)g(x) ≤
∑

x∈E(v)\E(x)

∆x,v(x)g(x
mx)

=
∑

x∈E(v)\E(x)

∆x,v(x)g(x
mx)

w(x)
w(x)

≤
∑

x∈E(v)\E(x)

max
i∈[k]

∆x,ig(x
mx)

w(x)
w(x)

≤
∑

x∈E(v)\E(x)

θw(x)

≤ θw(v).

(6)

The first inequality holds from orthant submodularity of g; and the third
inequality is true because x is good element. Combing the inequalities (5)
and (6) and w(v) ≤ w(v), we derive

g(x) ≥
τ − θw(v)

2
≥

(1− ǫ)τ

2
. (7)

Next, we consider the case that there exist bad elements in E(v)\E(x).
Suppose that x is a bad element and i′ = argmaxi∈[k]∆x,ig(x

mx). Then we

9



have

g(xmx ⊔ (x, i′)) = g(xmx) + g(xmx ⊔ (x, i′))− g(xmx)

=
mx
∑

p=1

[g(xp)− g(xp−1)] + g(xmx ⊔ (x, i′))− g(xmx)

=

mx
∑

p=1

∆xp,ipg(x
p−1)

w(xp)
w(xp) +

∆x,i′g(x
mx)

w(x)
w(x)

≥
mx
∑

p=1

θw(xp) + θw(x)

= θw(xmx) + θw(x)

= θw(xmx ⊔ (x, i′))

≥ θA.

The first inequality holds due to monotonicity of g; the second inequality
follows from the fact that when every pair (xp, ip) that is inserted into the
current k-set x should pass the condition in Line 9 of the algorithm and the
element x is bad. Therefore, we obtain

θA ≤ g(xmx ⊔ (x, i′)) ≤ g(xmx) + g((x, i′)) ≤ g(x) + max
i∈[k]

g((x, i)) (8)

We claim that maxi∈[k] g((x, i)) < τ . Otherwise, if maxi∈[k] g((x, i)) ≥ τ ,
since x ∈ E(v)\E(x) we have w(x) ≤ w(v) ≤ A, meaning that x is a
big element which contradicts that X contain no big element. Therefore,
maxi∈[k] g((x, i)) < τ must hold. Combing it with the inequality (8) and the
definitions of θ and A, we have

g(x) ≥ θA− τ =
(1− ǫ)τ

2
.

Combing the two cases, we derive that g(x) ≥ (1−ǫ)τ
2

if g is monotone. For

the non-monotone case, analogously, we have g(x) ≥ (1−ǫ)τ
3

.

�

Theorem 2. If g is a monotone k-submodular function, Algorithm 1 returns
a solution x such that w(x) ≤ 3−ǫ

2ǫ
w(v) and g(x) ≥ (1−ǫ)τ

2
. If g is a non-

monotone k-submodular function, then w(x) ≤ 4−ǫ
3ǫ

w(v) and g(x) ≥ (1−ǫ)τ
3

.
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Proof. Since A is an upper bound on the cost of w(x), if g is monotone,
we have

w(x) ≤
3− ǫ

2ǫ
w(v).

Also, for the non-monotone case, we have w(x) ≤ 4−ǫ
3ǫ

w(v). In Lemma 2 and

Lemma 4, we have shown that g(x) ≥ (1−ǫ)τ
2

and g(x) ≥ (1−ǫ)τ
3

for monotone
and non-monotone case, respectively.

�

4. The 2-pass streaming algorithm

We assume that the optimal value w(v) is known in Algorithm 1. In this
section, we present an algorithm that removes this assumption by streaming
the ground set X twice and provide a bicriteria approximation ratio. This
algorithm is Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2 first streams the ground set X in order to find wmin and
wmax, where wmin = minx∈X w(x) and wmax = maxx∈X w(x). Let γ = wmin

wmax

and l =
ln γ

n

ln(1−ǫ)
. Since wmin ≤ w(v) ≤ nwmax, we construct the guessed set Λ

in which every item in Λ is a guess of w(v). Here Λ is defined as

Λ = {(1− ǫ)jnwmax|j = 0, 1, . . . , l}.

Let λj = (1− ǫ)jnwmax. For each λj ∈ Λ, Algorithm 2 initializes an input of
Algorithm 1. Denote xj as the output solution of input (τ, λj, ǫ) of Algorithm
1. Let the threshold value corresponding to λj be θj = ǫτ

λj
. Let the upper

bound cost Aj = 3−ǫ
2ǫ

λj or 4−ǫ
3ǫ

λj depending on the whether g is monotonic
or not.

In the second streaming over X , each arriving element x would pass all
inputs of Algorithm 1 to construct the corresponding solution xj until the

streaming is over. Let H = {xj |g(xj) ≥ (1−ǫ)τ
r

, j = 0, 1, . . . , l} where r
depends on the monotonicity of g. Algorithm 2 outputs its solution x as
argminx∈H{w(x)}.

Theorem 3. Algorithm 2 is ( 3−ǫ
2ǫ(1−ǫ)

, 1−ǫ
2
) and ( 4−ǫ

3ǫ(1−ǫ)
, 1−ǫ

3
)-bicriteria approx-

imation for monotone and non-monotone cases, respectively. The algorithm

uses at most O(n
ln γ

n

ln(1−ǫ)
) memory and makes at most O(k

ln γ

n

ln(1−ǫ)
) queries per

element.
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Algorithm 2

Input: τ , ǫ
1: Set wmin := +∞ and wmax := −∞
2: for x ∈ X do

3: if w(x) < wmin then

4: wmin := w(x)
5: else if w(x) > wmax then

6: wmax := w(x)
7: end if

8: end for

9: Construct the guess set Λ according to wmin and wmax.
10: Initialize inputs (τ , λj, ǫ) of Algorithm 1 for all λj ∈ Λ.
11: for x ∈ X do

12: Pass x to all inputs (τ , λj , ǫ) of Algorithm 1
13: end for

14: Let xj denote the output solution (τ , λj, ǫ) of Algorithm 1

15: LetH := {xj|g(xj) ≥
(1−ǫ)τ

r
, j = 0, 1, . . . , l} where r = 2 if g is monotone;

otherwise, r = 3
16: x := argminx∈H w(x)
17: return x

Proof. Suppose that g is monotone. Instead of analyzing the output x,
we consider a specific λq here. Suppose that λq satisfies λq+1 ≤ w(v) ≤ λq.
Then, by Theorem 2

w(xq) ≤ Aq ≤
3− ǫ

2ǫ
λq =

3− ǫ

2ǫ

1

1− ǫ
(1− ǫ)q+1nwmax ≤

3− ǫ

2ǫ(1− ǫ)
w(v).

and g(xq) ≥
(1−ǫ)τ

2
holds if g is monotone. This means that H is not empty

since xq is a candidate solution. Also, for the non-monotone case, by a similar
argument, we obtain

w(xq) ≤
4− ǫ

3ǫ(1− ǫ)
w(v).

and g(xq) ≥
(1−ǫ)τ

3
holds.

The only thing left is to analyze the memory complexity and time com-

plexity of the algorithm. Since the guess set Λ has at most l =
ln γ

n

ln(1−ǫ)
guesses

of w(v). Hence, the algorithm would maintain at most l running inputs,
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where each input contains at most n elements. So the memory is at most

O(n
ln γ

n

ln(1−ǫ)
). The algorithm uses O(k) queries for each element, and hence at

most O(k
ln γ

n

ln(1−ǫ)
) queries per element.

5. One-pass streaming algorithm

In this section, we present a bicriteria approximation algorithm for Prob-
lem 1 which takes only one pass over the ground set X . The one pass al-
gorithm is more applicable in the real world where one streaming over the
ground set may never store the elements.

In Algorithm 2, it is easy to get an appropriate guess of the optimal
value of the Problem (1), but it is hard for single pass algorithm, since it is
difficult to efficiently determine a useful upper bound of w(v) without seeing
the ground set X . To tackle this difficulty, an upper bound B of w(v) is
taken as one of the input in [1, 11]. Based on B, we present a dynamic way
for guessing the optimal value of w(v) in Algorithm 3 to reduce the memory
and time complexities. The pseudocode for the single-pass streaming is listed
in Algorithm 3.

Algorithm 3 takes τ , B and ǫ as inputs. The algorithm first initializes
L = −∞ which denotes the lower bound of the guess of w(v). In particular,
L is updated to ǫτw(x)/g((x, i′)) if the new arriving element x satisfies that
L > ǫτw(x)/g((x, i′)) where i′ = argmaxi∈[k] g((x, i)). Then Algorithm 3
generates the guess set Λ := {(1 − ǫ)jB|L ≤ (1 − ǫ)jB ≤ U, j ∈ Z+}. For
each guess value λj in Λ, we also use the notation θj , Aj and xj which have
the same meanings as in Section 4. U is updated to λj if the corresponding xj

satisfies g(xj) ≥
(1−ǫ)τ

r
where r depends on the monotonicity of g. Therefore

U is non-increasing in the algorithm process. Algorithm 3 can be viewed
as running multiple instances of modified Algorithm 2 in parallel for each
λj ∈ Λ. If a guess λj is larger than U , it will be discarded from Λ in the
rest of algorithm precess. Once the ground set is scanned over the stream,
Algorithm 3 returns the argmax{g(xj)|λj ∈ Λ} as the solution.

Theorem 4. Algorithm 3 is a ( 3−ǫ
2ǫ(1−ǫ)

, (1−ǫ)τ
2

) and a ( 4−ǫ
3ǫ(1−ǫ)

, (1−ǫ)τ
3

)-approximation
algorithm for monotone and non-monotone cases, respectively. Let κ =

maxx∈X ,i∈[k] g((x, i))/w(x). Algorithm 3 uses
nln ǫτ

Bκ

ln(1−ǫ)
memory and requires

kln ǫτ
Bκ

ln(1−ǫ)
queries for a k-submodular function.
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Algorithm 3 Single-pass Algorithm

Input: τ , B and ǫ.
1: Set xj := 0, ∀j ∈ N

2: Set L := −∞, U := B.
3: for x ∈ X do

4: i′ := argmaxi∈[k] g((x, i))

5: if
g((x,i′))
w(x)

> ǫτ
L

then

6: L := ǫτw(x)
g((x,i′))

7: end if

8: Let Λ := {(1− ǫ)jB|L ≤ (1− ǫ)jB ≤ U, j ∈ N}
9: Construct θj , Aj by each λj in Λ and the monotonicity of g
10: for λj ∈ Λ do

11: if w(x) ≤ Aj and g((x, i′)) ≥ τ then

12: xj := (x, i′)
13: else

14: i′ := argmaxi∈[k]∆x,ig(xj)

15: if
∆x,i′g(xj)

w(x)
≥ θj and w(xj) + w(x) ≤ Aj then

16: xj := xj ⊔ (x, i′)
17: end if

18: end if

19: Let r = 2 if g is monotone; otherwise r = 3
20: if g(xj) ≥

(1−ǫ)τ
r

then

21: U := (1− ǫ)jB
22: end if

23: end for

24: end for

25: x = argmax{g(xj)|λj ∈ Λ}
26: return x

14



Proof. For any (1 − ǫ)jB if L > (1− ǫ)jB, when a new element x arrives,

if g((x,i′))
w(x)

≥ ǫτ
(1−ǫ)jB

holds where i′ = argmaxi∈[k] g((x, i)), then we obtain

g((x, i′))

w(x)
≥

ǫτ

(1− ǫ)jB
≥

ǫτ

L
.

It implies that (1 − ǫ)jB is a new lower bound for the guess of the w(v).

Then Algorithm 3 sets L = ǫτw(x)
g((x,i′))

. Thus (1 − ǫ)jB will be added to guess

set Λ. Therefore, the guess λq = (1 − ǫ)qB such that λq+1 ≤ w(v) ≤ λq will
be added to the guess set during the algorithm process since the assumption
is w(v) ≤ B. At the end of the algorithm, U is at most (1 − ǫ)qB and the

final solution x of Algorithm 3 satisfies g(x) ≥ (1−ǫ)τ
r

. The desired results
now follow from Theorem 3.

At the end of the Algorithm 3, L = ǫτ
κ
and so the guess set Λ has at most

ln ǫτ
Bκ

ln(1−ǫ)
guess values. Thus Algorithm 3 uses at most

nln ǫτ
Bκ

ln(1−ǫ)
memory and at

most
kln ǫτ

Bκ

ln(1−ǫ)
queries of a k-submodular function oracle.

6. Conclusion

We provide three streaming algorithms for the weighted k-Submodular
Cover problem with the theoretical guarantee of approximation ratio, mem-
ory and number of queries. The approximation ratio is O(1

ǫ
) for both mono-

tone and non-monotone case. The one-pass algorithm would use O(nln( ǫτ
Bκ

)/(ln(1−
ǫ))) memory and at most O(kln( ǫτ

Bκ
)/(ln(1−ǫ))) queries of the k-submodular

function oracle. In the unconstrained non-monotone k-submodular maxi-
mization problem, the best result is near 1

2
. But in our algorithm, β is 1−ǫ

3

when the function is non-monotone. In the future, we’d like to investigate
how to close this gap without increasing the performance cost too much.
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