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ABSTRACT

One of the goals of NASA funded project at IBM T. J.
Watson Research Center was to build an index for sim-
ilarity searching satellite images, which were character-
ized by high-dimensional feature image texture vectors.
Reviewed is our effort on data clustering, dimensional-
ity reduction via Singular Value Decomposition - SVD
and indexing to build a smaller index and more effi-
cient k-Nearest Neighbor - k-NN query processing for
similarity search. k-NN queries based on scanning of
the feature vectors of all images is obviously too costly
for ever-increasing number of images. The ubiquitous
multidimensional R-tree index and its extensions were
not an option given their limited scalability dimension-
wise. The cost of processing k-NN queries was further
reduced by building memory resident Ordered Partition
indices on dimensionality reduced clusters. Further re-
search in a university setting included the following:
(1) Clustered SVD was extended to yield exact k-NN
queries by issuing appropriate less costly range queries,
(2) Stepwise Dimensionality Increasing - SDI index out-
performed other known indices, (3) selection of optimal
number of dimensions to reduce query processing cost,
(4) two methods to make the OP-trees persistent and
loadable as a single file access.

1. INDEXING USING DIMENSIONAL

ITY REDUCTION AND CLUSTERING
We describe an aspect of a NASA-sponsored project

at IBM T. J. Watson Research Center. Similarity search
was to be carried out on images generated at a high vol-
ume (281 GB/day) by Earth Observing System - EOS
platforms launched in 1998 and 2000 [52].

Three options for conducting content search were con-
sidered and the third option adopted. 1-Flat files:
Each image treated as Binary Large OBject - BLOB.
Such databases do not scale well due to image sizes and a
large number of images. 2-Graph-based: The seman-
tics of each object extracted and stored in a graph [29].
3-Feature-based: Image texture, shape, and color ex-
tracted and stored as its attributes.
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Representing images by their feature vectors and search-
ing for similarity according to Euclidean distances of the
points representing them in high dimensional space via
k-nearest neighbor - k-NN queries to a target image is
a popular similarity search paradigm [12].
Query by Image Content - QBIC was an early project

in this area at IBM’s Almaden Research Center - ARC
[44]. QBIC utilized Content-Based Image Retrieval -
CBIR for similarity search [44]. Images were first char-
acterized by their features and similarity measures de-
fined. In a second step features such as color, texture,
and shape were extracted. Only texture was considered
in this project, although color is also applicable.
The similarity of images represented as points in high-

dimensional space is determined by k-NN queries which
are preferable to range queries, although they are more
expensive [47]. This is so since range queries with a
large (resp. small) radius may yield too many (resp.
too few) similar images.
The performance of similarity retrieval from satellite

image databases by using different sets of spatial and
transformed-based texture features comparison led to
the conclusion that the proposed feature set is superior
for the satellite images [36]. A benchmark consisting
of 37 satellite image clips from various satellite instru-
ments was used for the experiments. The result indi-
cated that more than 25% of the benchmark patterns
can be retrieved with more than 80% accuracy by using
Euclidean distances.
Feature extraction is a general term for methods of

constructing combinations of the variables to get around
problems, while still describing the data with sufficient
accuracy. Texture features extraction from satellite im-
ages is described in [53],[42],[24]. Gray Level Co-occurrence
Matrix - GLCM is formulated to obtain statistical tex-
ture features. A number of texture features may be
extracted from GLCM.
Higher dimensionality reduction is achieved by apply-

ing Singular Value Decomposition - SVD [26],[18],[49],[21]
to feature vectors in individual clusters, as quantified by
the Normalized Mean Square Error - NMSE given below
by Eq. (6). Significant improvement in processing cost
via Clustered SVD - CSVD vs SVD and no dimension-
ality reduction by sequential scan are quantified. Re-
cursive CSVD - RCSVD is a generalization of CSVD,
but clustering was applied once in our studies [57, 58,
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59]
The cost of processing k-NN queries is further reduced

by indexing structures suited for k-NN queries such as
the extendedOrdered-Partition - OP-tree [28] utilized in
[13] and the Stepwise Dimensionality Increasing - SDI-
tree index described and implemented in [62].

The paper is organized as follows. Nearest neighbor
queries are discussed in Section 2. Dimensionality re-
duction methods are discussed in Section 3. Clustering
methods for large and high dimensional datasets in Sec-
tion 4. Clustering methods combined with DVD are
discussed in Section 5. Steps taken to build a CSVD
index for k-NN queries are discussed in Section 6. NN
query processing with multiple clusters is discussed in
Section 7 Indexes for k-NN search on dimensionality re-
duced data are discussed in Section 8. OP-tree and SDI
indexes are discussed in Subsections 8.1 and 8.2. Con-
clusions and further work are discussed in Section 9

2. NEAREST NEIGHBOR QUERIES
k-NN queries are based on the Euclidean distance cor-

responding to p = 2 in Eq. (1) between a target point
(v) and points in a dataset (u) represented with n di-
mensions.

D2(u,v) =

[

n
∑

i=1

|ui − vi|p
]1/p

. (1)

Given precomputed norms, only requires the computa-
tion of the inner product of the vectors.

D2(u,v) = ||u||2 + ||v||2 − 2u× v

More complex distance functions such as Mahalanobis
distance [18] were not considered in this study.
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mahalanobis_distance

k-NN queries can be implemented by a sequential scan
of the dataset holding the feature vectors of all images
with running time O(MN), where M is the dataset car-
dinality (number of images) and N is the dimensional-
ity (number of features). Interestingly, sequential scan
may outperform multidimensional indexing methods for
higher dimensions, since a high number of pages are ac-
cessed and it is more efficient to access all pages sequen-
tially without incurring individual positioning time per
page. 1

Clustering combined with SVD attains higher CBIR
efficiency, since higher dimensionality reduction is at-
tained by taking advantage of local correlations in clus-
tered data [58]. Clustering potentially reduces the cost
of k-NN search by the number of clusters (H) on the av-
erage, given an almost equal number of points per clus-
ter and that one or just a few clusters need be searched.

We postulate that clusters can be represented by hy-
perspheres specified by their centroid, which is the mean
over all dimensions, and radius, which is the distance of
the farthest point in the cluster from the centroid. The
hyperspheres may intersect.

1Interestingly a reference to a page in a file results in
the prefetching of the whole file by some operating sys-
tems, making a measurement study difficult, but there
are ways to suppress prefetching.

A higher level index is used to select the clusters to be
visited, i.e., the cluster with the closest centroid or the
one with the closest hypersphere surface. The farthest
K-NN point from a query point constitutes its hyper-
sphere. When it intersects the hypersphere of another
cluster that cluster need be searched.
Most indexing structures, such as R-trees [22] perform

poorly for higher dimensions, since multiple Minimum
Bounding Rectangles - MBRs with possible overlap need
to be searched. According to [46] R-trees for fanout > 2
are robust for at least 20 dimensions
R∗-trees support point and spatial data at the same

time with implementation cost slightly higher than R-
trees guarantee 50% space efficiency [5]. The perfor-
mance of R∗-trees is compared with R-trees and shown
to be superior. R∗-trees were adopted in [44] attaining
70% space efficiency. The Karhunen-Loève Transform
(KLT) discussed in the next section was used in the
study for dimensionality reduction. Two other indexing
structures are considered in our studies OP-trees [28] in
[13] and the SDI-tree in [63].

3. DIMENSIONALITY REDUCTION
Principal Component Analysis (PCA), Singular Value

Decomposition (SVD), and KLT are related methods to
reduce the number of dimensions after rotating coor-
dinates to attain the minimal information loss (in the
form of variance) for the desired level of data compres-
sion [18],[11].
Consider matrix X whose M rows are feature vectors

of images. Each image has N features which constitute
the columns of X. The feature vectors are normalized
or studentized as

(Xi,j−x̄i)/si, 1 ≤ i ≤ N where siis the std deviation ,∀j.

The SVD of X is given as the product of three matrices
[18]:

X = UΣV T , (2)

where U is an M × N column-orthonormal matrix, V
is an N × N unitary matrix of eigenvectors, and Σ is
a diagonal matrix of singular values. Without loss of
generality we can arrange columns such that:

σi ≥ σi+1, i = 1, . . . , N − 1.

The rank of X is the number of singular values, which
are not zero or close to zero [18]. The cost of comput-
ing eigenvalues using SVD is O(MN2). PCA is based
on eigenvalue decomposition of the covariance matrix
defined as:

C =
1

M
XTX = V ΛV T , (3)

where V is the matrix of eigenvectors as in Eq. (2) and
the diagonal matrix Λ = λ1, . . . , lambdaN holds the
eigenvalues. Since C is positive-semidefinite itsN eigen-
vectors are orthonormal and its eigenvalues are nonneg-
ative [21].
In addition to the cost of computing C, which is

O(MN2) the cost of computing the eigenvalues isO(N3).

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mahalanobis_distance


Assuming that λi similarly to the singular values, are
in nonincreasing order, it follows from Eq. 4

λi = σ2
i /M and conversely σi =

√
Mλi, 1 ≤ i ≤ N.

C =
1

M
XTX =

1

M
(V ΣUT )(UΣV T ) =

1

M
V Σ2V T . (4)

The eigenvectors constitute the principal components
of X, hence the following transformation yields uncor-
related features:

Y = XV. (5)

Retaining the first n dimensions of Y maximizes the
fraction of preserved variance and minimizes the NMSE
for the given dimensionality reduction:

NMSE =

∑M
i=1

∑N
j=n+1 y

2
i,j

∑M
i=1

∑N
j=1 y

2
i,j

=

∑N
j=n+1 λj

∑N
j=1 λj

(6)

Dimensionally reduced data via SVD allows approxi-
mate processing of k-NN queries. The quality of approx-
imate retrieval is usually quantified with two metrics:
Recall R and Precision P.

Let A(q) denote the subset of the data set contain-
ing the k most similar objects to a query point q. To
account for the approximation, one may request a re-
sult set B(q) containing more than k elements. Let
C(q) = A(q) ∩B(q).

The precision P is the expected fraction of the re-
sult sets whose elements are among the desired k closest
points to q.

P = E[|C(q)|/|B(q)|].
Recall R is the expected fraction of the desired k

closest objects to q that are retrieved by the query, The
expectation E is taken with respect to the measure that
generated the data set):

R = E[|C(q|)
|(Bq)

|].

R can be increased at the expense of P by increasing
the size of B(q) and vice-versa. The number of results
that must be retrieved for a k-NN query to yield a pre-
cision P and recall R is K∗(k) = kR/P

Data reduction methods are surveyed in [4]. SVD was
used in [31] to compress data so that it can be fitted into
main memory for k-NN query processing. The SVD
code provided in “Numerical Recipes” [49] was used in
results presented in [58, 59], while the IBM’s Engineer-
ing and Scientific Subroutine Library - ESSL [25] was
used in [13]. In computing the Euclidean distance with
dimensionally reduced data, we used the method de-
scribed in the Appendix of [64], which is more efficient
method than the one in [31]

4. CLUSTERING METHODS FOR LARGE

AND HIGH DIMENSIONAL DATA
Cluster analysis partitions a set of objects specified by

multidimensional feature vectors into clusters. Clusters
can be specified simply by a centroid and a radius where

each hypersphere may intersect with one or more hyper-
spheres. Thus in higher dimensional spaces some points
assigned to a cluster may be inside the hypersphere of
multiple clusters.
Clustering of high dimensional data is classified as:

(1) subspace, (2) pattern-based, and (3) correlation clus-
tering in [34]. All clustering algorithms tend to break
down in high dimensional spaces, because of the inher-
ent sparsity of the points.
The problem clustering very large datasets and mini-

mizing I/O costs. was addressed in [72] which presents
the Balanced Iterative Reducing and Clustering using
Hierarchies - BIRCH method, and demonstrates that it
is especially suitable for very large databases. BIRCH
incrementally and dynamically clusters incoming multi-
dimensional metric data points to try to produce the
best quality clustering with the available resources While
a single scan of the data is usually adequate, the cluster-
ing quality improves with additional scans. According
to [30] BIRCH reduces the problem of clustering a very
large data sets into the one of clustering the set of “sum-
maries” which are potentially much smaller.
DBSCAN connects regions of sufficiently high den-

sities into clusters [16]. As such it does a better job
finding elongated clusters than most of the algorithms.
It uses an R∗ tree to achieve good performance.
STING is a hierarchical cell structure that stores sta-

tistical information (e.g., density) about the objects in
the cells [66]. Clustering can be achieved by using the
stored information with only one scan of the dataset,
but without recourse to the individual objects.
A spatial data mining algorithm Clustering Large Ap-

plications based upon RANdomized Search - CLARANS
on spatial data is presented in [43]. While it represents
a significant improvement on large data sets over tra-
ditional clustering methods its computational complex-
ity is quite high. While it is claimed that CLARANS
is linearly proportional to the number of points (M),
the algorithm is inherently at least quadratic, which
is because CLARANS applies a random search-based
method to find an “optimal” clustering. This observa-
tion is consistent with the results of experiments in [66]
and [16] which show that the performance of CLARANS
is close to quadratic in the number of points. More-
over, the quality of the results for large M can not be
guaranteed, since randomized search is used in the algo-
rithm. is addition CLARANS assumes that all objects
are stored in main memory, which limits the size of the
database to which CLARANS can be applied. A perfor-
mance comparisons of BIRCH versus CLARANS shows
that BIRCH is consistently superior.

5. COMBINED CLUSTERING AND SVD
Clustering allows SVD to take advantage of local cor-

relations, which result in a smaller NMSE versus apply-
ing SVD to the whole datasets. Consider points in three
ellipsoid surrounding nonintersecting straight lines in 3-
dimensions, where each can be specified by a single di-
mension after clustering, i.e., a 3-fold reduction in space
requirements and computational cost for k-NN queries.
Subspace clustering finds clusters in different lower-



Predicted Positive (PP) Negative (PN)
Actual

Positive (P) True +ve (TP) False -ive (FN)
Negative (N) False +ve (FP) True -ive (TN)

Table 1: A small confusion table.

dimensional subspaces of a dataset taking advantage
of the fact that many dimensions in high dimensional
datasets are redundant and hide clusters in noisy data
[34] A recent comprehensive survey of this topic is [50].

CLustering In QUEst - CLIQUE (a data mining
project at IBM’s ARC) combined density and grid based
clustering [3]. An a priori style Association Rule Mining
- ARM search method is used to find dense subspaces
[3]. Once the dense subspaces are found they are sorted
by coverage and only subspaces with the greatest cov-
erage are kept and the rest are pruned. The algorithm
then looks for adjacent dense grid units in each of the se-
lected subspaces using a depth first search. Clusters are
formed by combining these units using a greedy growth
scheme. The algorithm starts with an arbitrary dense
unit and greedily grows a maximal region in each di-
mension, until the union of all the regions covers the
entire cluster. The weakness of this method is that the
subspaces are aligned with the original dimensions.

Projected Clustering (ProClus) uses an algorith-
mic framework to determine the number of dimensions
in each such cluster-specific subspace [1]. ORiented
projected CLUSter (ORCLUS) differs in that sim-
ilarly to Clustered SVD (CSVD) [58] it looks for non-
axes parallel subspaces [2]. The algorithm can be di-
vided into three steps: (1) Assign phase assigns data
points to the nearest cluster centers. (2) Subspace de-
termination redefines the subspace associated with each
cluster by calculating the covariance matrix. for PCA.
(3) Merge phase merge clusters that are near each other.
The number of clusters and the subspace dimensional-
ity must be specified and a general scheme for selecting
suitable values is provided, A statistical measure called
the cluster sparsity coefficient is provided, which can
be inspected after clustering to evaluate the choice of
subspace dimensionality.

The confusion matrix as defined below for several ex-
periments is presented. The matrix allows visualiza-
tion of the performance of an algorithm. Each row of
the matrix represents the instances in an actual class,
while each column represents the instances in a pre-
dicted class. https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Confusion_matrix

Given a total population = P+N, where P stands for
Positive and N for Negative (as in cancer) we have Ta-
ble 1,

The accuracy of the clustering is determined by match-
ing of points in input of output clusters. One of the
weaknesses of this study is that it uses synthetic datasets.

Algorithm 4C - Computing Correlation Con-
nected Clusters in [6] combining PCA and density-
based clustering - DBSCAN paradigm was determined
to be robust against noise. 4C has superior performance
over competing methods such as DBSCAN, ORCLUS,
and Clustering in Quest - CLIQUE, which is a simple

grid-based method.
Local Dimensionality Reduction - LDR gener-

ates SVD-friendly clusters in an attempt to attain a
higher dimensionality reduction [14]. LDR takes advan-
tage of Lower Bounding Property - LBP [32] to attain
exact query processing. It produces fewer false alarms
by incorporating the reconstruction distance (the squared
distance of all dimensions that have been eliminated) as
an additional dimension with each point. It is shown
experimentally in [13] that CSVD outperforms LDR in
over 90% of cases. A succinct description of the LDR
method given in the Appendix of [13] was the basis of
an independent implementation. Exact processing of k-
NN queries on dimensionality reduced data is discussed
in [32] and the method used in [64] is described in Sub-
section 7.1.
Ratio of the number dimensions retained by SVD to

the number of dimensions retained (resp. volume) by
CSVD and LDR as a function of the NMSE is given by
Figure 4 (a) (resp. 4 (b) in [13] As the number of clusters
is increased CSVD shows significant improvement.
To deal with huge amounts of information generated

by Twitter requires a method of automatically detect-
ing topics. One such method is K-means clustering.
Given that the large dimensions become an obstacle to
applying clustering SVD was used to reduce the dimen-
sion of the data prior to clustering. The accuracy of
the combination of SVD and K-means Clustering meth-
ods showed comparative results, while the computation
time required is likely to be faster than the method of
K-means clustering without any reduction in advance.

6. CSVD INDEX FOR KNN QUERIES
The following steps are followed for combining SVD

and clustering in [13]:

Select an objective function: (1) Index Space Com-
pression - ISC which is the ratio of the the original
size, which is N ·M to the size attained after ap-
plying SVD to H clusters, denoted by V given by
Eq. 7; (2) NMSE given by Eq. (6); (3) desired
recall.

V = N ·H +

H
∑

h=1

(N · ph +mh · ph)), (7)

where mh is the number of points and ph the num-
ber of dimensions retained in the hth cluster after
rotating coordinates, denoted by Y(h) (refer to
Eq. 5). The first term Eq. 7 for the space re-
quired by the centroids of H clusters, while N · ph
is the space occupied by the projection matrix
and mh · ph is the space required by the projected
points.

Selecting the number of clusters: H can be speci-
fied by the user or determined by database size.
Some clustering algorithms determine the desired
number of clusters.

Partitioning: This step divides the row of table X into
H clusters: X(h), h = 1, . . . , H with m1, . . . ,mH

points. The k-means method does not scale well to

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Confusion_matrix


high dimensions. CSVD supports a wide range of
classical clustering methods such as Linde-Buzo-
Gray - LBG [40], The reported results were ob-
tained with a standard LBG clustering algorithm,
where the seeds were produced by a tree struc-
tured vector. For each cluster, this step deter-
mines the centroid µ(h), and the cluster radius
R(h), i.e., the distance of the farthest point from
the centroid. The coordinates of the centroid µ(h)

are subtracted from each group of vectors X(h).

Rotating partitions: ForX(h), h = 1, . . . , H the eigen-
vectors are computed according to Eq. (2) or Eq. (3)
for the partition. The coordinates of points in
partitions are rotated into uncorrelated frames of
reference separately for each cluster according to
Eq. 5.

Dimensionality reduction. This is a global proce-
dure, which depends on the selected objective func-

tion. The products of λ
(h)
i mh,∀i, ∀h are sorted in

ascending order to produce an ordered list L of
H ·N elements. Each element j of the list contains
the label κj of the corresponding cluster, and the
dimension ∂j associated with the eigenvalue. The
list L is scanned starting from its head. During
step j, the ∂th

j dimension of the κth
j cluster is dis-

carded. The process ends when the target value
of the objective function is reached:

Index space compression: The index volume is
computed using Eq. (7). and the NMSE is
recomputed using Eq. (8).

NMSE =

∑H
h=1

∑mh

i=1

∑N
j=nh+1(y

(h)
i,j )

2

∑H
h=1

∑mh

i=1

∑N
j=1(y

(h)
i,j )

2

(8)

=

∑H
h=1 mh

∑N
j=nh+1 λ

(h)
j

∑H
h=1 mh

∑N
j=1 λ

(h)
j

.

Ensuring recall: As dimensions are omitted an
experiment is run to determine the recall with
a sufficiently large number of sample queries
[13].

Constructing the within-cluster index: Build index
for cluster Y(h), 1 ≤ h ≤ H .

7. NEARESTNEIGHBORS QUERIES WITH

MULTIPLE CLUSTERS
k-NN queries follow a branch-and-bound algorithm.

At first the feasible region of the search problem is the
entire space and the partition is given by the clustering.
During the search the target function is upper-bounded
by the distance of the current kth neighbor. The fea-
sible regions are pruned by discarding clusters having
distance larger than the running upper-bound. The fol-
lowing steps are used in carrying out the k-NN queries:

Preprocessing and primary cluster identification.
The query vector qorig is preprocessed to yield q

For k-means and LBG the primary cluster is the
one with closest centroid.

Computation of distances from clusters: The dis-
tance between the preprocessed query point q and
cluster i is defined as:

max
{[

D(q, µ(i) −R(i)
]

, 0
}

.

The clusters are sorted in increasing order of dis-
tance in a list L with the primary cluster in first
position.

Searching the primary cluster: This step produces
a list of k-NN points ordered in increasing order of
distance. Let dmax be the distance of the farthest
point in the list.

Searching the other clusters: If the distance to the
next cluster in the list of clusters K does not ex-
ceed dmax, then the cluster is searched, otherwise,
the search is terminated. While searching a clus-
ter, if points closer to the query than dmax are
found, they are added to the list of k current best
results, and dmax is updated.

Precision P as a function of NMSE parameterized by
the number of clusters for R = 0.9 and R = 0.8 is
given in Figures 6(a) and 6(b). The number of clusters
is varied 1:32 and the improvement in precision is more
significant in the latter case.
Speedups attained by CSVD are given in [13] CSVD

with OP-tree indexes retrieves data between five and 20
times faster than with within-cluster sequential scan.

7.1 Exact versus Approximate kNN Queries
Post-processing to attain exact k-NN processing takes

advantage of the Lower-Bounding Property - LBP [18]
(also Lemma 1 in [32]):

Given that the distance of points in the sub-
space with reduced dimensions is less than
the original distance, a range query guar-
antees no false dismissals.

False alarms are discarded by referring to the original
dataset. Noting the relationship between range and k-
NN queries, the latter can be processed as follows [32]:
(1) Find the k nearest neighbors of the query point Q
in the subspace.
(2) Determine the farthest actual distance to Q among
these k-NN points, denoting it by dmax.
(3) Issue a range query centered on Q with radius dmax.
(4) For all points obtained in this manner find their
original distances to Q,
by referring to the original dataset and rank the points,
i.e., select the k-NNs.
The exact k-NN processing method was extended to

multiple clusters in [60], where we compare the CPU
cost of the two methods as the NMSE is varied. An of-
fline experiment was used to determine k∗, which yields
a recall R ≈ 1. The CPU time required by the exact
method for a sequential scan is lower than the approxi-
mate method, even for R = 0.8. This is attributable to



the fact that the exact method issues a k-NN query only
once and this is followed by less costly range queries.

Optimal data dimensionality reduction [38] is studied
in the context of the exact query processing [64]. At
one extreme retaining all dimensions does not require
post processing, while at the other extreme the cost of
the initial K-NN processing step is reduced with few
dimensions, but there is an increase in postprocessing
cost, so that a minimum CPU cost is observed as the
NMSE is varied.

8. HIGHDIMENSIONAL INDICES
Points are best represented by Point Access Methods

- PAMs, since otherwise Spatial Access Methods - SAMs
have MBRs with overlapping diagonal edges, so that the
space requirement for points is doubled [20]

Multidimensional indexing structures can be classi-
fied as Data Partitioning (DP), such as R-tree [22] and
its descendants, SS-tree [68], SR-trees [27] and Space
Partitioning (SP), such as KDB-tree [55], OP-tree [28],
hB-tree [41].

With the increasing dimensionality of feature vectors,
most multi-dimensional indices lose their effectiveness
due to so-called dimensionality curse [18, 12]. This re-
sults in an increased overlap among the nodes of the
index and a low fanout, which results in increased in-
dex height. In memory (resp. disk resident) indices
CPU time (resp. number of disk pages accesses) are
performance metrics of interest.

Indexing structures are discussed in [12],[56].

8.1 Ordered Partition (OP)Tree
The OP-tree index described in [28] for efficient pro-

cessing of k-NN queries recursively equi-partitions data
points one dimension at a time in a round-robin man-
ner until the data points can fit into a leaf node. The
two properties of OP-trees are ordering and partition-
ing. Ordering partitions the search space and parti-
tioning rejects unwanted space without actual distance
computation. A fast k-NN search algorithm by reduc-
ing the distance based on the structure is described in
[28].

An OP-tree with the following twelve data points with
one point per partition is shown in Figures 1. The struc-
ture of the trees is shown in Figure 2.
1 :(1, 2, 5), 2 :(3, 8, 7), 3 :(9, 10, 8),

4 :(12, 9.2), 5 :(8, 7, 20), 6 :(6.6.23),

7 :(0, 3, 27), 8 :(2, 13.9), 9 :(11, 11, 15),

10 :(14, 17, 13), 11 :(7, 14, 12), 12 :(10, 12, 3).

The original OP-tree index with one point per par-
tition was extended to allow multiple points per parti-
tion in [13]. The modified OP-tree recursively divides
the space into regions which contain approximately the
same number of data elements. Partitioning is carried
out with dimensions selected in a round-robin fashion.
Although probably not the optimum method, it has sev-
eral appealing properties:
(1) using dimensions in decreasing (non-increasing) or-
der of eigenvalues;
(2) it produces equal-sized buckets, which can be se-
lected to be a database page,
(3) each split has fixed fan-out;
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Figure 1: An OP-tree with 12 points with one
point per partition

A B C D E F G H I J K L

4 ways partition at
first dimension

3 ways partition at
second dimension

Figure 2: The corresponding linked-list hierar-
chical structure.

(4) splits are not constrained to be binary, between three
and five is best,
2 (5) the tree can be easily represented using an array
and searched efficiently,
(6) with the Euclidean distance, analyzing a node re-
quires at most two floating point operations (multiply-
add) and two tests; it is trivial to determine the distance
between the query point and the current hyperplane;
there is no overlap between the regions indexed by in-
ternal and leaf nodes. The OP-tree is 5-20 faster than
sequential scans [13].
The building of a persistent semi-dynamic OP-tree

index is presented in [61, 63]. Serialization is used to
compact the dynamically allocated nodes of the OP-tree
in main memory, which form linked lists, into contiguous
memory locations. Alternatively, the index can be build
directly to fulfill this condition. The index can then be
saved onto disk as a single file and loaded into main
memory with a single data transfer. This takes less
time than loading individual index pages one at a time,
because of the high positioning time which would be
incurred per page.
Disk access time is a sum of seek, rotational latency

and transfer time Seek time is improving slowly and
latency is one half of disk rotation time for small block

2It is said elsewhere “five is the default, since in experi-
ments, 4-way to 6-way splits yield better results”. Split
was probably 5-way.



accesses, i.e. 60,000/(2 RPM), e.g., 8.33 ms for 7200
RPM disks, and transfer times tends to be less than a
ms for small blocks, since there are ≈ 1000 512 B blocks
on a track, e.g. 8× (8.333/1000) ≈ 0.067

8.2 Stepwise Dimensionality Increasingtree
This index is aimed at reducing disk access and CPU

processing cost [62]. The index is built using feature
vectors transformed via PCA. Dimensions are retained
in nonincreasing order of their variance according to a
parameter p (discussed below). The SDI-tree shown in
Figure 3 is a disk-resident index with each node corre-
sponding to a disk page. Starting with a few features at
the highest level, the number of retained feature vector
elements is increased to include all of the dimensions.

SDI-tree

Figure 3: The SDI-tree representation

A node of the index is an array of entries EntrySize,
which is a function of the dimensionality. Given page
size S and nℓ ≤ N as the number of dimensions at level
ℓ the fanout at level ℓ is: Fℓ ≈ S/EntrySize(nℓ). The
nodes of the tree are organized as hyperspheres, with
both the centroid and the radius calculated based on nℓ

dimensions.
To determine the number of dimensions nℓ and the

fanout Fℓ at level ℓ, a parameter p specifying the frac-
tion of increased variance at successive levels of the in-
dex is employed, starting with the highest level, until
100% variance is achieved. The number of dimensions
selected at level ℓ ≥ 1 satisfies:

∑nℓ

k=1
λk/

∑N

k=1
λk ≥ min(ℓ× p, 1).

Figure 4(a) shows the cumulative normalized variance
versus the number of dimensions for dataset COLH64 in
[13]. With p = 0.20 the number of dimensions at level
one through five is 2, 4, 8, 16 and 64. Figure 4(b) shows
the case for dataset TXT55 with p = 0.30. The number
of dimensions at level one through four is 2, 8, 21, and
55.

The ∆-tree is a main memory index structure, which
represents each level with a different number of dimen-
sions [15]. The number of dimensions increases towards
the leaf level, which contains full dimensions of the data.
The SDI index differs from the ∆-tree in that it is a disk
resident index structure with fixed node sizes, while the
∆-tree is a main memory resident index with variable
node sizes and fixed fanouts.

The Telecsopic Vector - TV-tree is an indexing method
for high dimensional objects, which benefits from its

Figure 4: Cumulative variance v.s. number of
dimensions. (top) COLH64. (bottom) TXT55.

ability to dynamically use a variable number of dimen-
sions to distinguish between objects [39]. Since the num-
ber of required dimensions is usually small, the method
saves space and this leads to a larger fan-out. Fewer
disk accesses are required since the tree is shallow. The
SDI-tree differs from the TV-tree in that it uses a sin-
gle parameter, specifying the fraction of variance to be
added to each level, without the risk of having a large
number of active dimensions.
SDI trees are compared to VAMSR-trees and the VA-

file indexes in [62]. The VAMSR-tree uses the same split
algorithm as VAMSplit R-tree [69], but it is based on
an SR-tree structure. Experiments reported in [62] have
shown that SDI-trees access fewer disk pages and incur
less CPU time than SR-trees [27], VAMSR-trees, Vector
Approximation - VA-Files, and the iDistance method.
In CPU time SDI outperforms the sequential scan and
OMNI methods.

9. CONCLUSIONS AND FURTHER WORK
CSVD combines clustering with SVD providing high

efficiency in processing k-NN queries [10, 13].
Unlike B+ trees [51] and the R-tree, the OP-tree and

the SDI index have the drawback of not being dynamic,
i.e., not allowing additions, while deleted points can be



specified as such by a single bit. Given that the original
OP-tree is static, the OP-tree has to be rebuild in main
memory as new points are added.

Four methods supporting inserting new points in semi-
dynamic OP-trees and their performance and space ef-
ficiency is compared in Section 4.5.1 in [70] and [61, 63].

Techniques for performing SVD-based dimensionality
reduction in dynamic databases are discussed in [54],
The dynamic R∗ index in [54] allows point insertions
and deletions, but the issue is the degradation in query
precision, when the data distribution changes consider-
ably. The SVD transform incorporates existing index
structure, but recomputes the SVD-transform using ag-
gregate data from the existing index rather than the en-
tire data. This technique reduces the SVD-computation
time without compromising query precision. We explore
ways to efficiently incorporate the recomputed SVD-
transform in the existing index structure without de-
grading subsequent query response times. These tech-
niques reduce the computation time by a factor of 20.
The error due to approximate computation of SVD is
less than 10

Specialized Concurrency Control CC methods are re-
quired for updating index structures [33]. The CC method
is based on an extension of “the link” technique devel-
oped for B-trees [35], which avoids holding locks on the
nodes of a tree during I/Os. Repeatable read isola-
tion is achieved with an efficient hybrid locking mech-
anism, which combines traditional two-phase locking -
2PL with predicate locking [17]. Performance analysis
of various CC methods are presented in [65].

A scheme for approximate similarity search based on
hashing is examined in [23]. Hashing ensures that the
probability of collision is much higher for objects that
are close to each other than for those that are far apart.
The key idea in Locality-Sensitive Hashing - LSH is that
using several hash functions so as to ensure that, for
each function, the probability of collision is much higher
for objects, which are close to each other than for those
which are far apart. The algorithm retrieves k near-
est neighbors from ℓ clusters and merges them based
on distance. Significant improvement in running time
over high dimensions indexing methods (the SR-tree)
was observed Experimental results also indicate that our
scheme scales well even for a relatively large number of
dimensions (over 50). LSH results in a significant im-
provement in the number of disk accesses compared to
SR trees.

Solid-State Drives - SSDs based on NAND flash tech-
nology are replacing magnetic disks mainly due to their
high throughput/low latency. shock resistance, absence
of mechanical parts, low power consumption. Flash
aware indexing is discussed in [19], SSDs have idiosyn-
crasies, like erase-before-write, wear-out and asymmet-
ric read/write, which may lead to poor performance.
Indexing techniques designed primarily for HDDs need
reinvention for SDDs In addition to a concise overview of
the SSD technology and the challenges it poses. 62 flash-
aware indexes for various data types are analyzed and
their main advantages and disadvantages commented.
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