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ABSTRACT
To meet the demand for large-scale high-dimensional vector ap-
proximate nearest neighbor search (ANNS), many graph-based
ANNS systems have been widely adopted due to their excellent
efficiency-accuracy trade-offs. Nevertheless, in dynamic scenarios
involving frequent vector insertions and deletions, existing systems
mitigate the overhead by employing batch update strategies, which
improve update performance by increasing the batch size. However,
excessively increasing the batch size leads to index update delays,
which, in turn, cause a significant degradation in query accuracy.
This work aims to improve the performance of graph-based ANNS
systems in small-batch update scenarios, achieving a balance be-
tween update efficiency and query accuracy. We identify two key
issues with existing batch update strategies during small-batch up-
dates: (1) significant data waste in disk read/write operations, and
(2) frequent triggering of large-scale pruning operations involving
high-cost vector computations by the incremental algorithm. To
address these issues, we introduce Greator, a disk-based system
with a novel graph-based index update method. The core idea of
Greator is to accumulate only a small number of vector updates
per batch to prevent excessive index degradation, while designing
an efficient fine-grained incremental update scheme that reduces
data wastage during I/O operations. Additionally, we introduce a
lightweight incremental graph repair strategy to reduce pruning
operations, thereby minimizing the expensive vector computations.
Based on extensive experiments on real-world datasets, Greator
can integrate continuous updates faster than the state-of-the-art
solutions, achieving up to 4.16× speedup, while maintaining stable
index quality to produce low query latency and high query accuracy
of approximate vector searches.

1 INTRODUCTION
Approximate nearest neighbor search (ANNS) for high-dimensional
vectors has become a critical component in modern data-driven
applications, with widespread usage in information retrieval [6,
37, 42, 53], recommendation systems [15, 36, 38, 43], and large
language models [18, 29, 30, 32]. Graph-based index demonstrates
an excellent trade-off between query efficiency and accuracy, even
in high-dimensional scenarios [7, 20, 33, 49, 50]. It has been widely
applied in a large number of vector search systems [12, 25, 26, 35, 44,
49]. However, the size of graph-based indexes always are too large
to fit in main memory. For example, constructing an HNSW index
for one billion 960-dimensional floating-point vectors requires over
3.5 TB of memory. As a result, many systems address this issue by
placing the index on disks with larger capacities [26].
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Figure 1: The update throughput (number of vectors pro-
cessed per second) and the recall10@10 of FreshDiskANN
vary with the size of the update batch.

Although existing graph-based vector search systems have
demonstrated excellent performance in query efficiency, query ac-
curacy, and scalability, they encounter significant performance bot-
tlenecks when handling streaming vectors, where the vectors are
inserted/deleted frequently. The root cause lies in the complexity of
updating the graph topology when deleting vectors. Graph indexes
are stored using directed graphs, where each vertex stores only its
outgoing neighbors, without information on incoming neighbors.
When a vertex (vector) is deleted, we first connect the incoming
and outgoing neighbors and then trim the edges [44]. Since the
incoming neighbors are not explicitly known, the entire graph must
be traversed to identify them, resulting in high I/O overhead.

To amortize I/O overhead, graph topology update operations are
usually performed after accumulating a batch of updates. However,
we find that the batch update strategies face a trade-off between
update efficiency and query accuracy. As shown in Figure 1, we eval-
uate a state-of-the-art batch-update ANNS system, FreshDiskANN,
on the GIST and SIFT datasets (details in Table 2). The experiment
shows that when the batch size increases from 0.1% to 1%, the up-
date throughput increases by 3.79×, but the recall drops by more
than 1%. This shows that blindly increasing the batch size to im-
prove update performance will actually sacrifice the accuracy of
the index. Is it possible to improve the throughput of graph index
updates, even with a small update batch?

In this work, we aim to improve the update performance of
graph-based index under small-batch updates, achieving an excel-
lent balance between update performance and query accuracy. To
achieve this goal, we comprehensively analyze and evaluate the
underlying reasons for the poor update performance of the batch
updates approach in existing systems under small-batch updates,
taking the state-of-the-art graph-based system, FreshDiskANN,
as an example (details are provided in Section 2.2). We observe
the following issues: (1) The existing update strategy leads to
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significant data waste in disk read/write operations. The exist-
ing batch updates approach adopts an out-of-place update strategy,
where each small-batch update merges the updates with the original
index file to generate a new file. However, in small-batch scenarios,
only a portion of the data in the index file needs to be modified. As
a result, while generating a new file takes advantage of the high
storage bandwidth provided by sequential I/O, it also causes a signif-
icant amount of unnecessary read/write I/O. In addition, to identify
the vertices affected by deleted vertices, i.e., the in-neighbors of
deleted vertices, it needs to traverse the entire unidirectional graph
topology. However, mainstream disk-based index [19, 26, 44, 49]
stores both the graph topology and vector data in the same in-
dex file for optimize query performance. This leads to significant
data waste during disk read/write operations as a large amount of
unnecessary vector data is read when scanning the graph topol-
ogy. (2) The existing incremental algorithm frequently triggers
expensive pruning operations. Existing incremental algorithms
repair affected vertices by reconstructing candidate neighborhoods.
However, this approach often produces oversized candidate sets
that exceed the neighbor capacity limit, leading to computationally
intensive pruning operations. Due to the large number of pairwise
distance computations between high-dimensional vectors, pruning
incurs substantial overhead and severely degrades update through-
put. Our key observation is that in small-batch processing scenarios,
most affected vertices typically insert or delete only a few neighbors.
This suggests that a lightweight incremental maintenance strategy
can strategically preserve an optimized neighborhood structure
while efficiently compensating for (or enhancing) connectivity lost
(or gained) due to neighbor deletions (or insertions), rather than
performing exhaustive reconstruction.

Based on the observations above, we design Greator, a disk-
based ANNS systemwith a novel Graph-based index update method
for high-dimensional stream vectors. The core idea of Greator is
to accumulate only a small number of vector updates per batch
to avoid excessive degradation of the index, while utilizing the
characteristics of small-batch updates to design an efficient fine-
grained incremental update scheme to support fast updates by
reducing both I/O and computational overhead.

Specifically, Greator incorporates several key designs to achieve
fast updates: (1) Fine-grained update mechanism. During the
update process, the fine-grained update mode modifies only the
index file blocks affected by the update, avoiding unnecessary data
reads during I/O operations. Additionally, we fully leverage the par-
allel random I/O capabilities of SSDs (solid-state drives) to support
an efficient implementation of fine-grained updates. (2) Redun-
dant topology design. It stores a redundant copy of the graph
topology to accelerate the identification of affected vertices, thus
avoiding the need to scan the entire index file. This is based on our
observation that the graph topology is typically much smaller than
the vector data, especially in high-dimensional datasets (e.g., in
GIST-960D, the topology accounts for only 3.32% of the total index
file size, when the neighbor limit 𝑅 = 32), so the additional storage
overhead is minimal while significantly reducing unnecessary disk
reads. (3) Lightweight incremental graph repair strategy. For
the deletion stage, we use a degree-aware similarity-based method
for vertices minimally affected by deletion, replacing them with a
few nearest similar vertices of the deleted vertex, thereby avoiding

the frequent triggering of expensive pruning operations. For in-
serted data, we introduce a relaxed neighbor limit to delay pruning
operations triggered by the addition of a few edges.

In summary, this paper makes the following contributions:
• A fine-grained update mechanism is employed to avoid signif-

icant data waste in disk read/write operations and fully utilize
the parallel random I/O capabilities of SSDs to achieve efficient
updates.

• A redundant topology design is used to accelerate the identifica-
tion of vertices affected by deleted vectors, taking advantage of
the fact that the graph topology is typically much smaller than
the vector data.

• A lightweight incremental graph repair strategy is used to avoid
the frequent triggering of expensive pruning operations.

• A large-scale streaming ANNS system, Greator, that supports
fine-grained incremental updates, and a comprehensive evalua-
tion to verify its efficiency. Experiments show that on all datasets,
Greator is up to 4.16× faster than the state-of-the-art system
FreshDiskANN.

2 BACKGROUND AND MOTIVATION
In this section, we first introduce the background of graph-based
ANNS and then provide a detailed analysis of the limitations in the
update performance of current graph-based indexes on disk.

2.1 Background of graph-based ANNS
Let 𝑋 = {𝑥1, 𝑥2, ..., 𝑥𝑛} ∈ R𝑑 denote the vector dataset of 𝑛 vectors,
where each element 𝑥𝑖 represents a𝑑-dimensional vector inR𝑑 . The
distance between any two vectors 𝑝 ∈ R𝑑 and 𝑞 ∈ R𝑑 is denoted
as 𝑑𝑖𝑠𝑡 (𝑝, 𝑞). The Euclidean distance is typically used, which is

denoted as 𝑑𝑖𝑠𝑡 (𝑝, 𝑞) =
√︃∑𝑑

𝑖=1 (𝑝𝑖 − 𝑞𝑖 )2, where 𝑖 is an integer and
1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑑 , and 𝑝𝑖 (𝑞𝑖 ) represents the value of vector 𝑝 (𝑞) in the 𝑖-th
dimension.

Approximate Nearest Neighbors Search (ANNS). Given a vector
dataset 𝑋 and a query vector 𝑞 ∈ R𝑑 , the goal of approximate
nearest neighbor search (ANNS) is to retrieve a set 𝑅𝑘𝑛𝑛 of 𝑘 vectors
from 𝑋 that is closest to 𝑞, although the retrieved results are not
guaranteed to be optimal.

Typically, the accuracy of the result 𝑅𝑘𝑛𝑛 is evaluated using the
recall, defined as 𝑘-recall@𝑘 =

|𝑅𝑘𝑛𝑛∩𝑅𝑒𝑥𝑎𝑐𝑡 |
𝑘

, where 𝑅𝑒𝑥𝑎𝑐𝑡 is the
ground-truth set of the 𝑘 closest vectors to 𝑞 from 𝑋 . The goal
of ANNS is always to maximize the recall while retrieving results
as quickly as possible, leading to a trade-off between recall and
latency.

Graph. Given a directed graph 𝐺 = (𝑉 , 𝐸), where 𝑉 is the set of
vertices, and 𝐸 ⊆ 𝑉 × 𝑉 is a set of edges. An edge between any
two vertices 𝑝 and 𝑞 is denoted as 𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒 (𝑝, 𝑞) ∈ 𝐸. 𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑝) and
𝑁𝑖𝑛 (𝑝) denote the out-neighbor set and in-neighbor set of 𝑝 , such
as 𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑝) = {𝑣 |𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒 (𝑝, 𝑣) ∈ 𝐸} and 𝑁𝑖𝑛 (𝑝) = {𝑣 |𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒 (𝑣, 𝑝) ∈ 𝐸}.
Graph Updates. Given a directed graph 𝐺 = (𝑉 , 𝐸), an insertion
vertex set 𝑁 , and a deletion vertex set 𝐷 , 𝑁 and 𝐷 represent update
operations on 𝐺 . After applying these updates to 𝐺 , the resulting
graph is 𝐺 ′ = (𝑉 ′, 𝐸′), where 𝑉 ′ = (𝑉 ∪ 𝑁 ) \ 𝐷 and 𝐸′ ⊆ 𝑉 ′ ×𝑉 ′.
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Figure 2: Illustrate the index update process for existing graph-based systems and Greator respectively.

Graph-based Vector Index. Given a vector dataset 𝑋 and a graph-
based vector index 𝐺 = (𝑉 , 𝐸) of 𝑋 , where 𝑉 is the set of vertices
with a size equal to |𝑋 |, each vertex in 𝑉 corresponds to a vector
in 𝑋 , i.e., 𝑥𝑝 denote the vector data associated with vertex 𝑝 , and
𝑑𝑖𝑠𝑡 (𝑥𝑝 , 𝑥𝑞) represent the distance between two vertices 𝑝 and 𝑞.
𝐸 is the set of edges constructed by a specific indexing algorithm
based on the similarity of the vectors corresponding to the vertices.

2.2 Graph-based Index Update Methods on Disk
and Their Limitations

Graph-based indexing demonstrates an excellent trade-off between
query performance and query quality, even in high-dimensional
scenarios [7]. It is widely used by high-tech companies, such as
Microsoft [12, 26], Yahoo [24]. However, achieving efficient dy-
namic updates in graph-based indexing is not straightforward. For
instance, when deleting a vector 𝑝 , the graph-based index needs
to repair the affected vertices, i.e., all incoming neighbors of the
deleted vector (𝑁𝑖𝑛 (𝑝)). These neighbors must disconnect their
edges pointing to the deleted vertex and construct new edges. How-
ever, querying the incoming neighbors of the deleted vertex 𝑝 in the
graph index typically requires traversing the entire graph topology
in the index, because, due to consistency and update performance
issues, graph-based indexes usually maintain a unidirectional graph
topology [55].

To improve the update performance of graph-based index, ex-
isting systems typically adopt batch update methods to reduce the
frequency of index updates [44, 48, 51]. For example, it would be
unacceptable to incur the overhead of traversing the entire index
file for each deleted vector. Therefore, these systems often accumu-
late a batch of updates and then incrementally merge them into
the original index, thus distributing the indexing overhead of each
update. Next, we will first review the index update process for ex-
isting graph-based systems [44], followed by a detailed analysis of
the issues related to update performance.

2.2.1 Existing Batch Updates on Graph-based Indexes. The batch
update process consists of three specific stages: deletion, insertion,
and patching, as shown in Figure 2. Each of these stages will be
explained in detail below.
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Figure 3: Breakdown of update and delete operations.

Deletion Phase. This phase repairs the outgoing neighbors of ver-
tices whose neighbors include the vertices in the deleted vertex set
𝐷 . Since graph-based indexes do not store the incoming neighbors
(i.e., 𝑁𝑖𝑛 (𝑝)) of each vertex, it cannot locate 𝑁𝑖𝑛 (𝑝) by the deleted
vertex 𝑝 . As a result, it is necessary to load the vertices and their
neighbors block by block from the disk, executes Algorithm 1 [26]
on the vertices within each block, and writes the modified blocks
to a temporary intermediate index file on the disk.

As shown in Algorithm 1, for each affected vertex 𝑝 , a new
candidate neighbor set C is constructed. The vertices in 𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑝)
that have not been deleted are added to C. Additionally, for each
deleted neighbor vertex 𝑣 in 𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑝), the vertices in 𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑣) that
have not been deleted are also added to C. If the size of C does not
exceed the user-specified neighbor limit 𝑅, C is assigned directly
as the new neighbor set of 𝑝 . Otherwise, C undergoes a pruning
process (i.e., the RobustPrune algorithm [44]), and the pruned result
is assigned as 𝑝’s new neighbor set. It is worth noting that the
RobustPrune algorithm [26] has a computational complexity of
𝑂 ( |C|2 × 𝑑), where 𝑑 is the dimension of the vector.

Insertion Phase. This phase is consistent with the index construc-
tion process, where each vertex in the insertion vertex set 𝑁 is
individually inserted into the temporary index structure. Specifi-
cally, for each inserted vertex 𝑝 , a greedy search (i.e.,𝐺𝑟𝑒𝑒𝑑𝑦𝑆𝑒𝑎𝑟𝑐ℎ
[44]) is performed on the graph, which requires random reads from
the index file. Based on the search results, the neighbors 𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑝)
of the vertex are constructed. Additionally, for all outgoing neigh-
bors of 𝑝 (i.e., 𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑝)), a reverse edge to 𝑝 needs to be added, i.e.,
{𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒 (𝑝 ′ , 𝑝) |𝑝 ∈ 𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑝)}. However, inserting the vector, neigh-
bors, and all reverse edges of vertex 𝑝 causes random writes. To
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Algorithm 1: Delete(𝐿𝐷 , 𝑅, 𝛼)
Input: Graph 𝐺 (𝑉 , 𝐸) with |𝑉 | = 𝑛, set of vertices to be

deleted 𝐿𝐷
Output: Graph on nodes 𝑉 ′ where 𝑉 ′ = 𝑉 \ 𝐿𝐷

1 begin
2 foreach 𝑝 ∈ 𝑉 \ 𝐿𝐷 s.t. 𝑁out (𝑝) ∩ 𝐿𝐷 ≠ ∅ do
3 D ← 𝑁out (𝑝) ∩ 𝐿𝐷 ;
4 C ← 𝑁out (𝑝) \ D ; // initialize candidate

list

5 foreach 𝑣 ∈ D do
6 C ← C ∪ (𝑁out (𝑣) \ D);
7 𝑁out (𝑝) ← RobustPrune(𝑝, C, 𝛼, 𝑅);

avoid this, this phase will store these updates in a temporary in-
memory structure Δ, as shown in Figure 2.

Patch Phase. This phase applies the updates stored in Δ from the
insertion phase to the temporary index file and generates a new
index file. Specifically, it sequentially retrieves all vertices 𝑝 from
the temporary index file on the SSD in blocks, adds the outgoing
edges of each vertex 𝑝 from Δ, and checks whether the new degree
|𝑁out (𝑝) ∪Δ(𝑝) | exceeds a given threshold (e.g., 𝑅). If the threshold
is exceeded, the neighbor list is pruned using the 𝑅𝑜𝑏𝑢𝑠𝑡𝑃𝑟𝑢𝑛𝑒
algorithm [44]. Finally, all updated blocks are written to the new
index file on the SSD.

2.2.2 Limitations of Existing Batch Updates on Graph-based Indexes.
As shown in Figure 1, graph-based index achieves high recall by
reducing batch sizes. However, its update performance degrades
significantly under small-batch updates. To explore the underlying
reasons, we take the state-of-the-art graph-based index system
FreshDiskANN [44] as an example to thoroughly evaluate and
analyze the update process of existing batch updates under small
batch conditions.

As introduced in Section 2.2.1, the update process is divided
into three stages: insertion, deletion, and patch. We breakdown
these stages. Specifically, in our experiments, we calculate the time
proportion of each stage during random insertions and deletions
of 0.1% of the vectors on three real-world datasets: SIFT1M, GIST,
and DEEP (see Table 2 for details). The results are shown in Figure
3a. From the results, we observe that the deletion stage accounts
for the largest portion of the total time, comprising approximately
60%. The patch stage follows, contributing around 30%, while the
insertion stage only accounts for 2%-6%. Overall, the deletion and
patch phases determine the update performance. Furthermore, in
Figure 3b, we present the time breakdown of the deletion phase,
showing the proportion of time spent on disk I/O and computation.
It is evident that both computation and I/O are significant factors
affecting performance during this phase.

Next, we summarize the main limitations that graph-based index
faces in terms of batch update performance under small batch
scenarios.

Limitation 1: The update strategy leads to significant data
waste in disk read/write operations. As described in Section
2.2.1, existing batch-based update systems read and write entire
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index files or temporary index files block by block in both the dele-
tion and patch phases. However, in an incremental update scenario,
only the data affected by updates needs to be modified. This ineffi-
ciency is particularly evident in small-batch updates, where only
a few blocks require modification. Consequently, The read/write
approach results in a large number of unnecessary blocks being
read and written, leading to significant data waste. According to
the above experiments, we quantify the proportion of unnecessary
modified blocks (i.e., unnec. block) versus necessary blocks (i.e.,
necessary block) that require modification during updates for each
dataset. As shown in Figure 4, the update strategy leads to 82%-97%
of index blocks being read and written unnecessarily, meaning up
to 82% of disk reads are wasted.

Limitation 2: The incremental algorithm frequently triggers
expensive pruning operations. As introduced in Section 2.2.1,
neighbor lists of affected vertices need to be updated in both the
deletion and patch phases. During this process, its incremental
algorithm constructs candidate neighbor lists, which may exceed
the neighbor limit and trigger an expensive pruning operation.
As shown in Algorithm 1, existing batch-based update systems
perform pruning operations every time it constructs candidate
neighbors during the deletion phase. Additionally, for the patch
phase, pruning is triggered only when the number of neighbors
exceeds the limit 𝑅. Based on our experiments in Section 2.2.2, we
find that the number of candidate neighbors constructed during
the patch phase often exceeds the neighbor limit 𝑅. Figure 5 shows
that 80-92% of vertices in the patch phase have candidate neighbor
counts that exceed the neighbor limit 𝑅 = 32, triggering pruning
operations. These frequent pruning operations, involving costly
vector distance calculations, severely limit the system’s update
performance.

3 OVERVIEW
Motivated by Section 2.2.2, we propose a new disk-based ANNS
system, Greator, which enables fast updates of graph-based index
structures in small-batch update scenarios. Its core idea is to lever-
age a small graph topology to quickly identify the affected vertices
in the graph, apply lightweight incremental graph repair strategy to
repair them, and utilize fine-grained updates mechanism to modify
only the affected disk data, thereby eliminating unnecessary read
and write I/O operations and reducing computational overhead.

Architecture. The architecture of Greator is shown in Figure 6,
built upon the foundation of FreshDiskANN. To enable fast updates
of graph-based indexes in small-batch update scenarios, Greator
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Figure 6: Greator architecture

incorporates several novel designs: 1) Lightweight Fine-Grained
Updater. It uses a fine-grained update mode to modify only the
affected index file blocks, to avoid the significant redundant I/O
overhead present in out-of-place updates. In addition, the update
process is divided into three phases: deletion, insertion, and patch,
with lightweight graph repair strategies designed for each phase to
reduce the triggering of expensive pruning operations. 2) Concur-
rency Controller. It adopts a vertex-level read-write lock design to
ensure read-write concurrency safety during in-place updates. 3)
I/O Controller. It fully leverage the parallel random I/O capabilities
of SSDs (solid-state drives) to support an efficient implementation of
fine-grained updates. 4) Cache Structure Δ𝐺 . It efficiently caches
updates using a block-grouped storage structure, merging identical
I/O requests to reduce the number of random I/O requests. 5)Graph
Topology File. It redundantly stores a copy of the graph topology
information from the disk index to quickly locate vertices affected
by deleted vertices. Moreover, since Greator focuses on dynamic
updates to the index, it reuses several modules from FreshDiskANN
(e.g., searcher module, in-memory index, and diks index), as shown
in the gray module in Figure 6.

Workflow. The update workflow of Greator is illustrated in Fig-
ure 2b. In Greator, when vector updates arrive, such as inserting
new vectors or deleting existing vectors, they are first added to
the in-memory index, which serves as a fast cache structure for
handling updates. As vector updates continue to accumulate, once
the memory index reaches its capacity limit (i.e., the batch size of
cached updates), it triggers the lightweight update controller to ap-
ply the cached updates to the disk-based index file. The lightweight
update controller completes the index file updates through three
stages: 1)Deletion Phase. This phase processes the deletion vectors
first. It scans a graph topology file that is much smaller than the
index file to locate the incoming neighbors affected by each deleted
vertex quickly. It then loads only the affected blocks from the in-
dex file and repairs the neighbors of these affected vertices using
a newly designed lightweight neighbor repair algorithm. Finally,
the updated blocks are written back to the index file. 2) Insertion
Phase. This phase processes the cached insertion vectors in the
memory index one by one. For each inserted vector, it performs a
search on the disk index and constructs the neighbors based on the
search results. These new vertices, along with their neighbors and
vector data, are written to the disk file. At the same time, the reverse
edges of the outgoing neighbors of the newly inserted vertices are

cached in Δ𝐺 . 3) Patch Phase. Using the information in Δ𝐺 , this
phase merges the reverse edges to be added for the same vertex. It
then reads only the blocks corresponding to the affected vertices,
updates their neighbors using a relaxed neighbor constraint, and
writes the updated blocks back to the index file.

4 LIGHTWEIGHT FINE-GRAINED UPDATE
DESIGN

This section presents the update strategy of Greator in detail. Its
goal is to efficiently incorporate vector updates (insertions and
deletions) stored in the memory index into the disk index while
maintaining the high quality of the disk index. The core idea is
to adopt a fine-grained update mechanism that modifies only the
affected data, eliminating data waste in disk read/write operations.
The update process is divided into three phases: deletion, insertion,
and patch. Each phase incorporates novel designs to further reduce
I/O overhead and mitigate computational costs.

4.1 Delete Phase
The deletion phase requires removing the data associated with the
deleted vertices in the index structure and repairing the neighbors of
vertices affected by these deletions. This phase is divided into three
steps: deleting vertices, locating vertices affected by the deletions,
and repairing affected vertices.

4.1.1 Deleting Vertices. This step involves removing the deleted
vertices cached in the in-memory index from the disk index. To
minimize random reads and writes on the disk index file, the data is
not directly erased from the index file. Instead, the systemmaintains
a mapping, 𝐿𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙_𝑀𝑎𝑝 , which records the location of each vertex
in the disk index file. To handle deletions, it is sufficient to remove
the corresponding entry from this mapping rather than modifying
the index file directly. Meanwhile, the space freed by the deleted
vertices is recorded in a recycling queue 𝐹𝑟𝑒𝑒_𝑄 , which can later
be used to store newly inserted vertices.

4.1.2 Locating vertices affected by the deletions. This step requires
identifying all vertices affected by the deleted vertices, specifically
those whose outgoing neighbors include the deleted vertices, which
are effectively the incoming neighbors of the deleted vertices. How-
ever, existing systems typically only store the outgoing neighbors
of each vertex, maintaining only a unidirectional graph topology.
This design choice stems from the fact that graph-based indexes
[17, 26, 34] restrict the maximum number of outgoing neighbors
(e.g., 32 or 64) during construction, making outgoing neighbors
easier to store and update. In contrast, incoming neighbors, with
highly variable counts, are often difficult to dynamically maintain
on disk. In addition, the consistency guarantees of bidirectional
graphs during concurrent updates also affect the update perfor-
mance.

As a result, systems like FreshDiskANN [44] resort to scanning
the unidirectional graph topology to locate the incoming neighbors
of the deleted vertices. To reduce random disk I/O during vector
queries, existing systems typically store the vectors and neighbors
of each vertex contiguously. However, this coupling of vector data
and graph topology results in scanning the entire index file when
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Figure 7: Illustrate the deleted neighbor repair process for baseline (FreshDiskANN) and FastFreshDiskANN respectively.

Table 1: Vector Size and Graph Topology Size

Dataset Vector Size Graph Topology Size
SIFT 79.50% 20.50%
DEEP 88.58% 11.42%
GIST 96.68% 3.32%

traversing the graph topology, which causes severe read amplifica-
tion. Specifically, in large-scale high-dimensional vector scenarios,
scanning the entire index file incurs significant and costly I/O over-
head.

Observation. We analyze the proportion of vector data and graph
topology in the index files constructed on three real-world datasets
(see Table 2 for details), with the number of neighbors limited to
32 by default. The results are shown in Table 1. It can be observed
that, for all three datasets, the graph topology accounts for no more
than 20% of the index file size. Specifically, for the high-dimensional
dataset (i.e., GIST with 960 dimensions), the graph topology occu-
pies only 3.32% of the index file, resulting in a 96.68% read ampli-
fication during graph traversal. This observation motivates us to
propose a redundant graph topology strategy to accelerate the iden-
tification of affected vertices while preserving query performance.

Leveraging Redundant Graph Topology for Accelerated Lo-
calization. Based on the above observations, we propose a re-
dundant graph topology strategy to accelerate the identification of
affected vertices while preserving query performance. As shown in
Figure 2, Greator stores an additional graph topology file on the
disk, which contains the same graph topology information as the
index file. Since it only stores the graph topology, its size is much
smaller than that of the index file. Therefore, during the deletion
phase, the system traverses this smaller topology file instead of the
whole index file to quickly identify vertices affected by deletions. It
is important to note that the graph topology file is used solely for lo-
cating the impact of deletions. As such, it does not require real-time
synchronization with the index file. Instead, the structural updates
from the index file can be synchronized to the topology file in
the background after the entire index update process is completed.
Since this synchronization occurs in the background and updates
only the affected data, it has a minimal impact on the overall system
performance.

4.1.3 Repairing Affected Vertices. For each vertex 𝑝 affected by
deletion updates, the repair process needs to repair its outgoing
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Figure 8: Distribution of the number of deleted and inserted neighbors.

neighbors 𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑝), which include vertices that have already been
deleted. The existing systems (such as FreshDiskANN [44]) adopt
an incremental approach (i.e., Algorithm 1) to repair the neighbor
set of each affected vertex. It constructs a candidate set C based
on existing neighborhood information to avoid graph traversal
searches. However, as analyzed in Section 2.2.1, if the candidate set
C exceeds the neighbor limit 𝑅, it still requires a pruning process
with a complexity of𝑂 ( |C|2×𝑑). Unfortunately, Algorithm 1 naively
includes all neighbors of the deleted vertices into the candidate set
C, which means that for almost every affected vertex, |C| exceeds
𝑅, triggering the expensive pruning process. As shown in Figure
3b, this results in significant computational overhead.

Example 1: Figure 7(a) illustrates a simple example of an origi-
nal graph-based index structure, where edge lengths represent the
distances between vectors, and the maximum number of neigh-
bors per vertex is limited to 𝑅 = 3. Figure 7(b) demonstrates the
process of Algorithm 1 repairing the neighbor set of vertex 𝑣0 af-
ter its neighbor 𝑣1 is deleted. First, the outgoing neighbors of 𝑣1,
𝑁out (𝑣1) = {𝑣4, 𝑣5, 𝑣6}, are added to the remaining neighbors of 𝑣0
as candidate neighbors. Since the size of 𝑣0’s candidate set becomes
5, exceeding the limit 𝑅, an expensive pruning process is triggered.
Ultimately, 𝑣0 selects the pruned result set {𝑣2, 𝑣3, 𝑣5} as its new
neighbors.

Observation. We conduct an in-depth investigation into the num-
ber of neighbors deleted for affected vertices in small-batch update
scenarios. Based on the experiments in Section 2.2.2, we analyze
the number of neighbors deleted for each affected vertex in the
real-world datasets. The results, as shown in Figure 8a, reveal that
96% of the vertices have only one neighbor deleted. However, as
illustrated in Figure 7a, even when only one neighbor is deleted,
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Algorithm 1 adds all neighbors of the deleted neighbor to the can-
didate set. This results in the size of the candidate set exceeding
the neighbor limit, triggering the expensive pruning process every
time.

Based on the observations above, we design a degree-aware
deletion repair algorithm DASR, which performs lighter repairs on
affected vertices by avoiding the triggering of expensive neighbor
pruning operations.

Intuition. When an affected vertex has only a few neighbors
deleted, it can still maintain good connectivity with other vertices
in the graph through its remaining neighbors. A lightweight incre-
mental algorithm should aim to reuse the existing neighborhood
information as much as possible, compensating only for the con-
nectivity information lost due to the deleted neighbors. A simple
and efficient approach is to replace the deleted vertex with its ap-
proximate neighbors, as approximate neighbors often share similar
connectivity information in graph-based indexes. Therefore, the
original neighborhood information of the deleted vertex can be
accessed directly or indirectly through its approximate neighbors.
However, deciding on the number of approximate neighbors to
replace a deleted vertex is challenging. Our primary goal is to avoid
triggering pruning operations when adding neighbors. Therefore,
the number of replacement neighbors for any deleted vertex must
not exceed the available slots (𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 ). Additionally, it is important
to consider the impact of the deletion. Intuitively, if a vertex has
a high original degree, the impact of deleting one of its neighbors
is relatively small, and fewer approximate neighbors can be used
to replace it. Conversely, if a vertex has a low original degree, the
impact of deleting a neighbor is more significant, requiring more
approximate neighbors to replace it. As a result, we design the
degree-aware approach described above to adaptively set the value
of 𝑘𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 for each deleted vertex.

Degree-Aware Similarity-Based Deletion Repair. Based on
the above observations, we design a degree-aware similarity-based
deletion repair algorithm, DASR, to achieve amore lightweight repair
of the affected vertices by avoiding the triggering of expensive
neighbor pruning operations. The core idea of DASR is to replace
deleted vertices with a small number of most similar vertices from
their neighbors instead of adding all neighbors. This approach
avoids exceeding the neighbor size limit and prevents the expensive
distance computations triggered by pruning. The pseudocode of
DASR is shown in Algorithm 2.

Specifically, for each affected vertex 𝑝 , DASR first retrieves its
deleted neighbors setD and the non-deleted neighbors set C. Then,
if the size of D is smaller than a user-defined threshold 𝑇 , the fol-
lowing steps are performed: First, the number of unfilled neighbor
slots in the neighbor space of vertex 𝑝 (i.e., 𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 ) is calculated. Next,
the number of similar neighbors to replace each deleted vertex
(i.e., 𝐾𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 ) is determined. The algorithm calculates 𝑘𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 based on
the current number of available slots (𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 ) and the original neigh-
bors of 𝑝 , as follows: 𝑘𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 ← max

( ⌊
𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡

|𝑁out (𝑝 ) |

⌋
, 1
)
. Then, for each

deleted neighbor 𝑣 ∈ D, the 𝑘𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 nearest undeleted vertices from
𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑣) are selected and added to C. By controlling the size of
𝑘𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 , it ensures that |C| ≤ 𝑅. After all the vertices in D have been
processed, C is used as the new 𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑝) for vertex 𝑝 . If the size of

Algorithm 2: DASR (𝐿𝐷 , 𝑅, 𝛼)
Input: Graph 𝐺 (𝑉 , 𝐸) with |𝑉 | = 𝑛, set of vertices to be

deleted 𝐿𝐷
Output: Graph on nodes 𝑉 ′ where 𝑉 ′ = 𝑉 \ 𝐿𝐷

1 begin
2 foreach 𝑝 ∈ 𝑉𝑎𝑓 𝑓 𝑒𝑐𝑡 do
3 D ← 𝑁out (𝑝) ∩ 𝐿𝐷 ;
4 C ← 𝑁out (𝑝) \ D ; // initialize candidate

list

5 if |D| < 𝑇 then
6 𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 ← |𝑅 | − |𝐶 | ; // number of unfilled

neighbor slots

7 𝑘𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 ←𝑚𝑎𝑥 (
⌊(

𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡
|𝑁out (𝑝 ) |

)⌋
, 1);

8 foreach 𝑣 ∈ D do
9 C ← C ∪ 𝑆𝑒𝑙𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑁𝑒𝑎𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡𝑁𝑒𝑖𝑔ℎ𝑜𝑟 (𝑁out (𝑣) \

D, 𝑘𝑠𝑙𝑜𝑡 );
10 𝑁out (𝑝) ← C;
11 else
12 foreach 𝑣 ∈ D do
13 C ← C ∪ (𝑁out (𝑣) \ D);
14 if |C| > 𝑅 then
15 𝑁out (𝑝) ← RobustPrune(𝑝, C, 𝛼, 𝑅);
16 else
17 𝑁out (𝑝) ← C;

Reverse Edges Block table Vertex table Edge set

Figure 9: Illustrate an example of storing reverse edges for
Δ𝐺 .

D is greater than or equal to 𝑇 , the same process as described in
Algorithm 1 is followed.

Example 2: Figure 7(c) illustrates the process of DASR repairing
the deletion of 𝑣1, a neighbor of 𝑣0, in the graph shown in Figure
7(a). First, DASR collects the remaining neighbors of 𝑣0, forming
the set C = {𝑣2, 𝑣3}. It then examines 𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑣1) to find the nearest
undeleted vertex to 𝑣1, which is 𝑣5. Finally, 𝑣5 is added to C as a
new neighbor of 𝑣0.

4.2 Insert Phase
The goal of the insertion phase is to insert each cached vector 𝑥𝑝 in
the memory index as a new vertex 𝑝 into the disk-based index. This
process is divided into three main steps: constructing neighbors for
the inserted vertex 𝑝 (i.e., 𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑝)), determining 𝑝’s position in the
index file and performing the write, and adding reverse edges for
𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑝).
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Figure 10: Illustrate the process of inserting a edge one at a time in two consecutive batches for the existing batch update
methods (such as FreshDiskANN) and Greator respectively.

Specifically, for each vector 𝑥𝑝 , its nearest neighbors are searched
on the disk-based index, and the set of traversed verticesV is col-
lected as the candidate set. If |V| ≥ 𝑅, the 𝑅𝑜𝑏𝑢𝑠𝑡𝑃𝑟𝑢𝑛𝑒 algorithm
[44] is applied to pruneV , resulting in𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑝) with |𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑝) | ≤ 𝑅.
Next, a free storage location in the disk index file is obtained from
𝐹𝑟𝑒𝑒_𝑄 ; if 𝐹𝑟𝑒𝑒_𝑄 is empty, a new location is allocated at the end
of the file by default. The relevant data of vertex 𝑝 , including 𝑥𝑝
and 𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑝), is then written to this storage location. Finally, follow-
ing the graph construction strategies of existing systems (such as
FreshDiskANN [44] and DiskANN [26]), reverse edges of 𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑝)
are added, i.e., {𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒 (𝑝′, 𝑝) |𝑝′ ∈ 𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑝)}. However, reverse edges
for each inserted vertex are not immediately added to the corre-
sponding vertices, as this would cause excessive random I/O. Similar
to existing batch update methods in Section 2.2.1, we first cache the
reverse edges of each inserted vertex in the in-memory structure
Δ𝐺 . Once all vertices are inserted, the patch phase will be executed
to handle these reverse edges.

Figure 9 illustrates the storage structure ofΔ𝐺 in Greator, which
caches all reverse edges from a batch of updates and merges those
with the same source vertex or the same block operation to reduce
redundant I/O. Specifically, for all reverse edges, their source ver-
tices are resolved to block IDs in the disk-based index file using
𝐿𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙_𝑀𝑎𝑝 . For example, 𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒 (𝑣0, 𝑣1) determines the target data
block as 𝑏𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑘0 based on the source vertex 𝑣0 and 𝐿𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙_𝑀𝑎𝑝 . Next,
the block ID is used to locate the corresponding vertex table in the
block table of Δ𝐺 . If no such vertex table exists, a new one is created.
Then, the source vertex ID is used to locate the associated edge
set in the vertex table. If the edge set does not exist, it is created.
Finally, the destination vertex ID of the edge is added to the edge
set.

It is worth noting that, unlike Δ of existing system
FreshDiskANN, our insertion phase stores only reverse edges in the
in-memory structure Δ𝐺 , while the data associated with each newly
inserted vector 𝑥𝑝 is immediately written to the disk file. This is
an advantage brought by the fine-grained update mode and effi-
cient I/O mode, allowing direct modifications to the original index
file. Compared to FreshDiskANN, our approach reduces memory
overhead by storing significantly less data in Δ𝐺 .

4.3 Patch Phase
The patch phase updates the neighbors of corresponding vertices
in the index file using the reverse edges stored in Δ𝐺 during the
insertion phase. The patch phase consists of two main operations:
reading/writing specific blocks in the index file and updating the
block data using Δ𝐺 . Specifically, the system begins by reading the

blocks that need to be updated, as indicated in the block table of Δ𝐺 .
For example, for𝑏𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑘0 of the block table in Figure 9, the system first
reads the data of 𝑏𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑘0 from the disk index file. Next, it retrieves
the vertex table corresponding to 𝑏𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑘0 from Δ𝐺 and iterates over
each vertex in the table. For instance, it first processes 𝑣0, reading
its edge set {𝑣1, 𝑣7}, which represents the reverse edges to be added.
By adding this edge set to 𝑁𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑣0) in 𝑏𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑘0, the updated neighbor
set 𝑁 ′𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑣0) is obtained. If |𝑁 ′𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑣0) | ≥ 𝑅, pruning is performed
to ensure the number of neighbors does not exceed 𝑅. Once the
neighbor update of 𝑣0 is completed, the process proceeds to the next
vertex 𝑣1 in the vertex table of 𝑏𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑘0. After all data in 𝑏𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑘0 is
updated, it is written back to the index file, overwriting the original
data.

Although the above approach achieves fine-grained updates by
leveraging Δ𝐺 , addressing the data waste issue in the patch phase
mentioned in Section 2.2.2, the constraint that the number of up-
dated neighbors must not exceed 𝑅 still leads to the computational
challenges described in Section 2.2.2.

Observation.We investigate the details of the pruning operation
triggered by adding reverse edges in small-batch scenarios. Based
on the experiments in Section 2.2.2, we count the number of reverse
edges added when pruning is triggered for all vertices in three
real-world datasets (see Table 2 for details). The results, shown in
Figure 8b, indicate that 90% of the pruning operations are triggered
by the addition of only a single edge. As illustrated in Figure 10a,
the existing batch update method (such as FreshDiskANN) enforces
a strict neighbor limit when adding reverse edges. When a vertex’s
neighbor set is full, adding even a single edge can cause the set to
exceed the limit 𝑅, triggering an expensive pruning process.

Relaxed Neighbor Limit. To reduce the significant computational
cost caused by adding a small number of reverse edges, we adopt a
relaxed neighbor limit during the addition of reverse edges. Specifi-
cally, each vertex’s neighbors are constrained by two parameters:
a strict neighbor limit 𝑅 and a relaxed neighbor limit 𝑅′, where
𝑅 ≤ 𝑅′. When storing the neighbors of each vertex on disk, 𝑅′ slots
are allocated, with 𝑅′ − 𝑅 reserved as additional space. Pruning is
triggered under the strict neighbor limit, ensuring that the num-
ber of neighbors does not exceed 𝑅. When adding reverse edges
to a vertex, the relaxed neighbor limit is applied, allowing up to
𝑅′ neighbors before triggering pruning. As shown in Figure 10b,
where 𝑅 = 3 and 𝑅′ = 4, vertex 𝑣0 initially has three neighbors
and one reserved slot in the first step. In the second step, a reverse
edge 𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒 (𝑣0, 𝑣4) is added, resulting in |𝑁out (𝑣0) | = 𝑅′. Thus, 𝑣0
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avoids pruning during this update. In the third step, another re-
verse edge 𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒 (𝑣0, 𝑣7) is added, causing |𝑁out (𝑣0) | > 𝑅′. Pruning
is then triggered, and the strict neighbor limit is applied, ensuring
|𝑁out (𝑣0) | ≤ 𝑅 after pruning.

As shown in Figure 10, adopting a relaxed neighbor limit during
the addition of reverse edges reduces the number of pruning op-
erations, thereby significantly lowering computational overhead.
Theoretically, the larger 𝑅′ − 𝑅 is, the fewer pruning operations
are triggered. However, it is important to note that if 𝑅′ − 𝑅 is too
large, it increases the neighbor count, which may result in higher
computational overhead during query processing due to the need
to traverse more neighbors. To balance these trade-offs, Greator
sets 𝑅′ based on the results in Figure 8b—where 90% of pruning
operations are triggered by the addition of a single edge—and de-
faults 𝑅′ to 𝑅 + 1. This setting significantly reduces the number of
pruning operations while minimally impacting query performance.

Additionally, adopting a relaxed neighbor limit increases the
neighbor storage space by 𝑅′ − 𝑅, potentially affecting the file size.
However, since 𝑅′ − 𝑅 is typically small, the reserved space consti-
tutes only a negligible portion of the total index size. Furthermore,
the disk-based index storage is page/block-aligned, and there is
usually some unused space in each page/block [14, 26, 44]. Our
experiments in Section 6.4 reveal that the space used for 𝑅′ − 𝑅
neighbors mostly comes from this unused space, resulting in no
noticeable increase in file size.

5 IMPLEMENTATION
5.1 Asynchronous I/O Control
For the fine-grained update mechanism of Greator, this paper
designs an efficient I/O controller based on the Linux asynchro-
nous I/O library (libaio). The controller utilizes asynchronous, non-
blocking, and parallel I/Omechanisms to enable efficient concurrent
access to specified index file blocks. Its core process consists of three
stages: request preprocessing, batch submission, and event polling.
First, asynchronous I/O control blocks (iocbs) are constructed us-
ing the io_prep_pread and io_prep_pwrite interfaces, with explicit
request parameters. Next, the io_submit system call is used to sub-
mit the batch requests to the kernel I/O scheduling queue in a
non-blocking manner, significantly reducing the context switch
overhead between user space and kernel space. This allows a single
thread to handle multiple I/O operations concurrently, thus improv-
ing overall throughput. Finally, the io_getevents interface is used
to actively poll the completion event queue, collect completed I/O
results in batches, and return them to the update module for updat-
ing the corresponding index blocks. This design not only optimizes
I/O performance but also provides efficient support for fine-grained
updates.

5.2 Block-Based Fine-Grained Concurrency
Control

Since Greator supports concurrent vector queries and vector up-
dates, ensuring the safety of these operations in a concurrent read-
write environment is crucial. In the fine-grained update mode, each
update operation typically involves small file blocks, and the up-
date operations for individual blocks are executed quickly. Based on
this, we design a block-based fine-grained concurrency controller

Table 2: Dataset description. 𝑇 and 𝐷 denote the dimension-
ality and data type of vectors.

Dataset 𝑇 𝐷 # Vector # Query Contents
GIST float 960 500,000 1,000 Image
DEEP float 256 1,000,000 1,000 Image
SIFT1M float 128 1,000,000 10,000 Image

that introduces a block-level read-write lock mechanism to ensure
the safety of system reads and writes. This controller manages
concurrent access at the block level, ensuring that when multiple
queries and update operations are performed simultaneously, data
contention and inconsistency issues are effectively avoided. This
design not only maintains system performance but also preserves
data integrity.

6 EVALUATION
6.1 Evaluation Setup.

Evaluation Platform. All experiments run on an AliCloud
ecs.i2.4xlarge instance, which contains 16 hyperthread vCPU cores,
128GB memory (33MB L3 Cache), and 2 SSDs of 1.7TB, which can
achieve up to 500MBps read/write sequential performance. The
instance runs Ubuntu 18.04 with Linux kernel version 4.15.0-173-
generic.

Datasets. We use three public real-world datasets in our experi-
ments, with detailed statistics as shown in Table 2, including Gist
[5], DEEP [56] and Sift1M [5]. These datasets cover diverse dimen-
sions, numbers and contents, and they have been widely used in
existing studies [17, 26, 34, 44, 48, 55] to benchmark ANNS systems.

Compared Systems and Parameters. In the experiments, we
compare the following two systems:
• FreshDiskANN [44] is currently the state-of-the-art graph-

based vector search system that supports dynamic scenarios
on SSDs, developed and open-sourced by Microsoft. It adopts
an out-of-place update strategy by incrementally repairing the
graph structure in the index and rebuilding the entire index file,
as introduced in section 2.2. In the experiments presented in
this paper, the parameter settings for FreshDiskANN follow the
original configuration. Specifically, the candidate neighbor limit
𝑀𝐴𝑋𝐶 for graph construction is set to 500, the neighbor limit
𝑅 for each point is set to 32, the insertion priority queue length
limit 𝐿_𝑏𝑢𝑖𝑙𝑑 during vertex insertion is set to 75, and the query
priority queue length limit 𝐿_𝑠𝑒𝑎𝑟𝑐ℎ during vertex insertion is
set to 120.

• Greator is our system, which adopts a fine-grained update strat-
egy. It reduces unnecessary I/O overhead through fine-grained
block read/write operations and employs a lighter incremental
repair algorithm to minimize computational costs. Greator is
developed based on FreshDiskANN, maintaining the same pa-
rameter settings, such as 𝑀𝐴𝑋𝐶 , 𝑅, and 𝐿_𝑏𝑢𝑖𝑙𝑑 . Additionally,
for Greator, the newly introduced deletion threshold 𝑇 and re-
laxed neighbor limit 𝑅

′
are set by default to 𝑇 = 2 and 𝑅

′
= 33,

unless otherwise specified.
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Figure 11: Throughput comparison of index updates.
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Figure 13: Pruning operation count comparison.

Metrics. Themain design goal of Greator is to achieve fast updates
to the index structure while maintaining efficient indexing func-
tionality (including both index quality and search performance).
Therefore, this paper focuses on the following two categories of
metrics:
• Update Performance. We measure the update performance of

different systems using throughput, which represents the number
of insertions/deletions the system can process per second.

• Index Quality. We measure the quality of the index structure
using k-recall@k, as introduced in Section 2, with k set to 10.
We measure the search performance using the average search
latency of all queries.

6.2 Update Performance
We first evaluate the update performance of different systems
on three publicly available real-world vector datasets (details are
shown in Table 2). Specifically, for each system, we first build a
static index as the base from each dataset and then perform random
insertions and deletions of 0.1% of the vectors from the dataset.

Throughput Comparison. To compare the update performance of
different systems, we compare the average throughput of their con-
tinuous execution of 50 updates, as shown in Figure 11. We observe

that Greator achieves higher throughput than FreshDiskANN
across all datasets, with an average speedup of 2.53× on differ-
ent datasets. The primary performance gains of Greator come
from our lighter-weight incremental design, such as reducing un-
necessary I/O overhead through fine-grained block reads/writes
and reducing computational overhead with a more lightweight
incremental repair strategy.

One notable detail in Figure 11 is that Greator achieve 1.37×,
2.06×, and 4.16× speedups on SIFT (128 dimensions), DEEP (256
dimensions), and GIST (960 dimensions), respectively. This demon-
strates that Greator performs increasingly better on datasets with
higher dimensions. This is primarily because as the vector dimen-
sionality increases, fewer vectors are stored in a single page or block,
and our fine-grained updates can avoid more unnecessary I/O reads
and writes. Furthermore, our redundant graph topology design
also provides greater benefits, as the proportion of vector storage
increases. We achieve greater gains by using smaller graph topol-
ogy files to locate deletion impacts, as opposed to FreshDiskANN,
which traverses the entire large index file (containing both graph
topology and vector data).

I/O Amount Compaction. We also measure the read and write
I/O amount generated by different systems during the update exper-
iments, as shown in Figure 12. We observe that Greator exhibits a
lower I/O amount across all datasets. This confirms the effectiveness
of Greator’s fine-grained update strategy in reducing unnecessary
read/write I/O operations in small-batch update scenarios. The re-
sult demonstrates similar performance trends to those shown in
Figure 12 and further validates that disk I/O is a significant factor
influencing update performance.

It cannot be ignored that the redundant topology design in
Greator increases the amount of read and write I/O during the
update process, because the redundant topology files need to be
maintained in real time. However, according to the experimental
results, Greator achieves as low as 23.71× and 11.99× lower av-
erage I/O amount than FreshDiskANN during the entire update
process on reading and writing, respectively. This means that the
additional I/O overhead generated by the redundant topology files
is acceptable.

Pruning Operation Count Compaction. We further compare the
proportion of pruning operations triggered in the delete and patch
phases of different systems, as shown in Figure 13. We can observe
that Greator achieves a lower proportion of pruning operation
triggering on all datasets. In the delete phase, Greator reduces the
proportion of pruning operations by an average of 98.36% compared
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Figure 14: Comparison of pruning operation count per batch.

to FreshDiskANN, achieved through the DASR. In the patch phase,
Greator further decreases the proportion of pruning operations
by an average of 37.66% compared to FreshDiskANN, leveraging
the relaxed neighbor limit strategy. A small number of pruning
operations only produce lower computational overhead, because
the computational overhead of the system is mainly reflected in the
pruning operation. This means that Greator reduces a lot of com-
putational overhead with its more lightweight incremental graph
repair strategy, and also verifies that the proportion of pruning
operation triggering in index updates is another important factor
affecting update performance.

In order to explore the stability of Greator’s lightweight incre-
mental graph repair strategy, we also count the changes in the
proportion of triggered pruning operations, as shown in Figure 14.
We observe that the pruning ratio of delete phase is stable at around
2%, and the pruning ratio of patch phase gradually tends to 30%
after 30 rounds. This shows that Greator’s lightweight incremental
graph repair strategy can stably reduce the triggering of pruning
operations.

Update Stability. Figure11 shows that Greator achieves 6.49ms
average update latency and stable tail latency. On the other hand,
FreshDiskANN suffers from unnecessary I/O and computation, re-
sulting in higher latency and lower throughput. It is worth noting
that the update throughput of Greator shows a trend of first in-
creasing and then leveling off, which is related to the trend that
the proportion of pruning operations triggered by Greator in the
patch phase first decreases and then levels off (see Figure 14). This
result once again verifies the effectiveness of Greator’s lightweight
incremental graph repair strategy.

6.3 Index Quality
Although Greator achieves significant improvements in update
performance with its lightweight graph update strategy, we now
need to evaluate whether it can maintain index quality similar to
FreshDiskANN. Based on the updated indexes after each update
in Section 6.2, we test the query performance of different systems
using the query vector sets provided with each dataset (details in
Table 2). The experimental results are presented in terms of search
accuracy and search latency.

Search Accuracy Comparison. Figure 15 shows that search
accuracy of different systems on continuously updated index
across different datasets. Greator’s search performance is bet-
ter than FreshDiskANN on DEEP and GIST, and is on par with

FreshDiskANN on SIFT. This confirms that Greator’s lightweight
incremental graph repair strategy can maintain similar or even
higher index quality than FreshDiskANN, and also means that
Greator has overcome the difficulty of FreshDiskANN in balanc-
ing high search accuracy and high update throughput.

Search Latency Comparison. Since Greator’s relaxed neighbor
limit strategy increases the number of neighbors of each vector by
𝑅
′
- 𝑅 compared to FreshDiskANN, it means that its search latency

may increase. To evaluate the search performance of Greator, we
measure the search throughput of different systems on the contin-
uously updated index across different datasets, as shown in Figure
16, and the tail (P90, P95, P99, P99.9) search latency on GIST (960
dimensions), as shown in Figure 17. The experimental results show
that search throughput of Greator on different datasets, as well as
the tail (P90, P95, P99, P99.9) search latency on the same dataset are
consistent with FreshDiskANN. This reflects that Greator’s relaxed
neighbor limit strategy has little impact on the search performance,
which also verifies the feasibility of this strategy.

6.4 Index Size
Although Greator reduces I/O and improves update performance
with its redundant topology design , we still need to evaluate
whether it consumes a large amount of disk resources. Therefore,
we count the index file size under different systems, as shown in
Figure 18. We observ that the index file size of Greator is 1.21×,
1.10× and 1.03× of FreshDiskANN on SIFT, DEEP and GIST. From
this, we draw the following two conclusions: 1) The size ratio of
the index file is close to 1, reflecting that the redundant topology
design of Greator does not occupy a lot of disk resources, and
2) The higher the dimension of the dataset, the closer the index
file size of Greator is to FreshDiskANN, further confirming the
superiority of Greator in high-dimensional scenarios.

7 RELATEDWORK

Vector Indexes. The widespread application of ANNS has led to
significant research in vector indexing [8, 9, 16, 17, 20, 21, 23, 26,
28, 34, 40, 41, 45, 58, 59], such as HNSW [34], IVFADC [28], and
Vamana [26]. Most of these algorithms focus on offline construct-
ing high-quality indexes for high precision and low-latency vector
queries. However, only a few algorithms address the online con-
struction and updating of index structures (including insertions
and deletions), such as R-tree [9, 21] and FreshVamana [44]. R-
tree indexes spatial data using multi-level bounding rectangles and
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Figure 15: Distribution of the number of deleted and inserted neighbors.
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Figure 16: Throughput comparison of vector search.
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supports efficient insertion and deletion operations within nodes,
enabling dynamic updates to the data. When data is inserted or
deleted, R-tree adjusts the size of bounding rectangles and reor-
ganizes nodes as necessary to maintain the efficiency and balance
of the index structure. Although R-tree [21] and its variants [9]
provide reasonable and effective update strategies, these algorithms
are only effective when the data dimensions are relatively low, and
their performance significantly declines in high-dimensional data
spaces [27, 57, 61]. FreshVamana [44] is the first graph-based index

to support insertions and deletions. It incrementally adjusts and
optimizes the index based on updates to avoid the expensive over-
head of rebuilding the graph index, while maintaining high index
quality.

Vector Search Systems. To meet the vector search performance
requirements in different real-world scenarios, numerous vector
search systems have been developed [2, 10, 12, 13, 19, 22, 25, 26,
35, 39, 44, 47, 49, 52, 54, 55, 62]. These systems typically optimize
vector search performance by combining specific index structures
and search algorithm characteristics. Some work further explores
combining disk and other external storage devices to support large-
scale vector search under limited memory (e.g., [13, 26]). However,
most of these works focus on query performance optimization in
static vector data indexing. Only a few systems support the dynamic
update (insertion and deletion) of index structures in dynamic vec-
tor scenarios, such as SPFresh [55] and FreshDiskANN [44]. As
introduced in Section 2.2, SPFresh [55] uses a cluster-based index
and performs poorly in high-dimensional vector scenarios, while
FreshDiskANN presents several opportunities for improvement in
update performance, which serves as the motivation for this work.

Vector Database. To efficiently manage vector data and support
complex query requirements in various scenarios, numerous vector
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databases have been developed [1, 3, 4, 11, 31, 46, 48, 51, 57, 60].
These vector databases can generally be categorized into two types:
generalized vector databases and specialized vector databases [61].
Generalized vector databases integrate vector data management
functionalities into existing relational database systems, such as
AnalyticDB-V [51] and PASE [57]. This allows them to reuse many
features of the existing systems, such as distributed architecture,
high availability guarantees, and SQL support. Additionally, gener-
alized vector databases provide more efficient implementation of
complex hybrid query tasks (e.g., combining vector and relational
data) by managing all data in a unified manner, while avoiding data
replication and reducing maintenance costs [57]. However, they
often sacrifice query performance to some extent due to the limita-
tions of traditional database components that hinder fine-grained
optimization of vector data [48]. Specialized vector databases, on the
other hand, are purpose-built data management systems specifically
for vector data, designed to efficiently store and search large-scale
vector data [1, 4, 31, 46, 48]. The key distinction from generalized
vector databases is that they treat vector data as a first-class cit-
izen, which allows them to optimize system performance more
effectively, typically achieving better performance. However, both
existing types of vector databases have functional or performance
limitations when it comes to executing vector updates, particularly
for deletions. They often require periodically rebuilding the entire
index to apply updates [55], which is costly. We believe that the
lightweight incremental update methods in our system can serve
as a valuable reference for them.

8 CONCLUSION
This paper introduces a new ANNS system, Greator, which lever-
ages the characteristics of small-batch updates to enhance update
performance while ensuring query quality. It employs three key
design strategies to improve the system’s update performance. First,
we propose an efficient fine-grained update mechanism that avoids
significant data wastage during disk read/write operations and fully
utilizes the parallel random I/O capabilities of SSDs for efficient
updates. Second, we introduce a redundant topology design that
accelerates the identification of vertices affected by deleted vec-
tors, leveraging the fact that graph topologies are typically much
smaller than vector data. Finally, we present a lightweight incre-
mental graph repair strategy to avoid frequently triggering costly
pruning operations. Evaluation results confirm the effectiveness
and efficiency of Greator.
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