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Abstract

TOBU is a novel mobile application that cap-
tures and retrieves ‘personal memories’ (pic-
tures/videos together with stories and context
around those moments) in a user-engaging AI-
guided conversational approach. Our initial
prototype showed that existing retrieval tech-
niques such as retrieval-augmented generation
(RAG) systems fall short due to their limita-
tions in understanding memory relationships,
causing low recall, hallucination, and unsat-
isfactory user experience. We design TOBU-
Graph, a novel graph-based retrieval approach.
During capturing, TOBUGraph leverages large
language models (LLMs) to automatically cre-
ate a dynamic knowledge graph of memories,
establishing context and relationships of those
memories. During retrieval, TOBUGraph com-
bines LLMs with the memory graph to achieve
comprehensive recall through graph traversal.
Our evaluation using real user data demon-
strates that TOBUGraph outperforms multiple
RAG implementations in both precision and re-
call, significantly improving user experience
through improved retrieval accuracy and re-
duced hallucination.

1 Introduction

In today’s digital age, people increasingly use mo-
bile applications to capture meaningful life mo-
ments, storing images, videos, and audio to pre-
serve their digital ‘personal memories’. In 2024,
an estimated 1.94 trillion photos will be taken glob-
ally, averaging 5.3 billion photos daily, with the av-
erage American capturing 20 photos per day (Broz,
2024). However, the current software offerings
such as Apple photo and Faceboook only provide
very basic multimedia storage and organization,
falling short in capturing true ‘memories’, missing

Memory Capture Memory Repository Memory Experience

Where did I celebrate Halloween this year

This year, you had a fantastic trick-or-treating 
experience for the first time in your 
neighborhood! It was on the 31st of October, 
and you celebrated it with your family. You really 
enjoyed the Halloween festivities and the spirit 
of the day!

Figure 1: TOBU app lets users capture, store and recall
digital memories, powered by conversational AI.

the rich contextual details and narratives around
the pictures such as events and sentiments. In addi-
tion, they provide very limited retrieval capabilities.
For example, users need to manually add details
through tagging people and providing captions and
comments. When retrieving a memory, users are
confined to basic search and filter functionalities,
making it difficult to perform natural searches like
“family trips with both David and John in the moun-
tains”. Instead, memory retrieval often involves
inefficient scrolling through chronological feeds
manually or relying on simple keyword searches.

TOBU’s mission is to address these limitations,
and help users capture and preserve context-rich
memories, organize them based on their relation-
ships, just as the human brain organizes memories.
In addition, TOBU aims to enable effortless and
accurate memory retrieval as how humans recall
relevant memories. We designed and launched a
mobile application shown in Figure 1, currently
commercially available with a wide user base. Un-
like current software solutions, TOBU presents
novel capabilities to capture and retrieve memo-
ries through conversations with an AI assistant in
a user-engaging manner, extracting rich context

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

05
44

7v
1 

 [
cs

.L
G

] 
 6

 D
ec

 2
02

4



around pictures and enabling much more accurate
and satisfactory memory retrieval.

Designing such a system involves addressing
key challenges such as extracting the context
and relationships about memories and enabling
accurate memory retrievals. In conversational
AI applications, retrieval is often implemented
through Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG)
(Asai et al., 2023; Gao et al., 2024) or structured
knowlege graph retrieval(Su et al., 2024; Chen
et al., 2024). Both approaches have significant
limitations for our use case. RAG stores unstruc-
tured data in a vector database and retrieves it using
embeddings. While RAG is effective for document-
based retrieval, experiments with our initial proto-
type implemented using RAG show that it faces sev-
eral limitations when applied to memory retrieval:

• RAG’s performance heavily depends on
chunking configuration, often leading to low
recall.

• Across our experiments of various embed-
ding strategies, the low embedding quality for
‘memories’ often leads to low precision or low
recall.

• When related memories do not exist, Large
Language Models (LLMs) may hallucinate
non-existent data.

• Chunks from unrelated memories can com-
bine into incorrect or mixed results.

• Vector embeddings do not adequately capture
complex relationships between memories.

An alternative approach for information organi-
zation and retrieval is through knowledge graphs,
which structure data through explicit relationships
(Su et al., 2024). Knowledge Graphs address some
of these RAG challenges by enabling fine-grained
retrieval through graph traversal. However, their
construction and management are labor-intensive
and lack adaptability to dynamic, user-generated
data.

To address the limitations of both RAG and
knowledge graph-based approaches, we propose
TOBUGraph, a novel dynamic conversational
graph-based memory retrieval technique that we
ultimately adopted in the TOBU app. Our approach
transforms pictures and conversations about a mem-
ory into a structured memory graph using LLMs.
The graph consists of semantic nodes representing
key features of each memory, and interest nodes as
common themes between various memories. These
nodes are dynamically created and interlinked, en-

abling the system to capture nuanced relationships
between memories. Unlike traditional knowledge
graphs, TOBUGraph leverages LLMs for intelli-
gent graph formation and traversal, eliminating the
manual effort and facilitating comprehensive and
efficient memory retrieval. This method also ad-
dresses the limitations of RAG through structured
graph nodes, improving recall and precision while
minimizing hallucinations.

Using real-world data from the existing user
base of the TOBU app, we evaluated the memory
retrieval technique of the TOBUGraph approach
against multiple RAG baseline implementations.
TOBUGraph outperforms the baseline approaches
in retrieval accuracy, efficiency, and user satisfac-
tion, achieving 92.86% precision (vs. 78.58%
best baseline), 93.33% recall (vs. 80% best base-
line), and 93.09% F1 (vs 81.48% best baseline).
It also demonstrated around 20% improvement in
user experience and satisfaction over the next-best
baseline in human study, with consistently higher
preference ratings in human evaluations across di-
verse memory recall scenarios.

The main contributions of this paper are as fol-
lows.

1. A novel memory capturing approach using
dynamic graph structures.

2. An LLM-powered extractor for dynamic, com-
plex relationships across memories.

3. A novel graph-based memory retrieval system
for enhanced user interaction.

4. A Comprehensive evaluation against RAG sys-
tems using real-world user data.

2 TOBUGraph

In this section, we present TOBUGraph, a novel
graph-based retrieval approach we integrated into
the TOBU app. TOBUGraph addresses two main
limitations of RAG and knowledge graph ap-
proaches.

During capturing (Figure 2), TOBUGraph lever-
ages a LLM and automatically extracts semantics
from user-provided pictures to create context rich
memories. In addition, it also extracts and estab-
lishes relationships among those memories and
creates a dynamic, contextually relevant memory
graph. This graph generation process is fully auto-
matic, reducing the manual effort of creating knowl-
ege graphs in prior work.

During retrieval(Figure 3), user can interact with
TOBU through a conversational AI assitant. TO-
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Figure 2: Memory capturing workflow in TOBUGraph
framework.

BUGraph combines LLMs with the memory graph,
efficiently navigating the graph to achieve compre-
hensive recall through graph traversal, providing su-
perior retrieval performance over RAG approaches.
The following sections outline each step of the TO-
BUGraph process.

2.1 Memory Input Data Collection

TOBU app uses both automatic image analysis
and conversational AI assistant to help users create
memory entries. When users provide multimedia
inputs, such as images, videos, or audio, TOBU app
first applies object recognition, emotion detection,
scene recognition and geolocation estimation to au-
tomatically extract semantic and context around the
media. TOBU AI assistant then initiates a conver-
sation with the user, gathering further details. This
interactive process is designed to be user-engaging,
fun and not labor-intensive.

2.2 Memory Graph Construction

Memory Graph Construction Engine processes the
extracted semantics and conversational data to cre-
ate a graph-based structure as illustrated in Figure
2.

Semantic Extraction Module: In addition to
the image analysis described earlier, the extraction
module leverages an LLM to process the user-AI
conversation, augmenting and updating with future
details such as participants, activities, stories, and
sentiment. Each of semantic details the system
extracted is stored in a dedicated semantic node
linked to the memory node. A summary of the
memory is also generated and stored as a distinct
semantic node.
Basic Memory Graph Structure: The initial
memory graph can be represented as G = (V,E)
where V = M ∪ S represents memory nodes
M = {m1,m2, ...,mn} and semantic nodes S =
{s1, s2, ..., sk}. The edge set E ⊆ M×S connects
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How I celebrated 
Halloween this year?"

This year, you had a 
fantastic trick-or-treating 
experience for the first 
time in your 
neighborhood! It was on 
the 31st of October, and 
you celebrated it with 
your family. You really 
enjoyed the Halloween 
festivities and the spirit of 
the day!

Figure 3: Memory retrieving workflow in TOBUGraph
framework.

memory nodes to their semantic nodes. For each
memory node mi ∈ M while connected semantic
nodes are defined as Si = {sj |(mi, sj) ∈ E}.

2.3 Relational Memory Graph: Augmenting
with Relationship Information

After the basic memory graph is constructed,
TOBUGraph will interconnect multiple memory
graphs of each user into one unified structure called
the Relational Memory Graph (RMG) as in Figure
2. This structure captures the relationships across
memories using interest nodes that serve as central
points, enabling the system to access all memories
linked to a specific interest.
Relation Extraction Module Using LLMs, we
analyze each memory graph independently to ex-
tract users’ various ‘interests’ from the memories.
These interests are common themes capturing key
topics and aspects that the memories are often cen-
tered around, such as hobbies, locations, activities,
preferences, important dates, or people mentioned.
For each identified interest, a dedicated unique in-
terest node is created and connected to all the rel-
evant memory nodes. Therefore, those memories
with each common theme are connected through
the shared interest node, creating a graph with in-
terconnected memories.
Augmented Graph Formulation: The RMG ex-
tends the basic graph G to G′ = (V ′, E′) where
V ′ = M ∪ S ∪ I includes interest nodes I =
{i1, i2, ..., ip}. The extended edge set E′ ⊆ (M ×
S)∪ (M × I) connects memory and interest nodes.
For each memory node mi, connected semantic
nodes are Si = {sj |(mi, sj) ∈ E′}, and connected
interest nodes are Ii = {ij |(mi, ij) ∈ E′}.

2.4 Memory Retrieval

TOBUGraph enables users to recall memories
through an integrated conversational AI assistant



Table 1: Comparison of Baseline RAG Implementation Variants.

Notations: M : set of memories, mi: individual memory, n: total memories, C: set of chunks, ci: individual chunk, l: fixed chunk length
Baseline Input Processing Chunking Strategy

RAGv1 Memory summaries generated during TOBUGraph Fixed-size chunks with specified overlap
approach in section 2.2. ci = split(summary(M)), |ci| = l and |C| > |M |

RAGv2 Memory summaries as in RAGv1. Memory-boundary aligned chunks
ci = summary(mi), |C| = |M | = n

RAGv3 Raw user-assistant conversations captured during memory Memory-boundary aligned chunks
input in TOBUGraph approach in section 2.1. ci = conversation(mi), |C| = |M | = n

that interacts with the user’s RMG as shown in Fig-
ure 3. When a user initiates a memory retrieval
request, the system first identifies all interest nodes
connected to the RMG and generates a prompt com-
bining the user request with the content of these
nodes. This prompt is processed by an LLM to
filter and identify the most relevant interests related
to the user’s request. The system then traverses the
RMG through the identified interest nodes to re-
trieve associated memory nodes and their semantic
content.

The conversational AI analyzes semantic nodes
of retrieved memories, to generate targeted re-
sponses. If the user’s request contains sufficient
details, the response is direct, avoiding unneces-
sary follow-up questions.Otherwise, the AI assis-
tant requests clarification. As this conversation pro-
gresses, the system continuously refines its traver-
sal of the RMG, ensuring increasingly accurate
memory retrieval that enhances the user’s experi-
ence.
Retrieval Process Formalization: The memory
retrieval process can be formalized as:

1. Interest relevance: f(q, I) → I ′ ⊆ I , where
f identifies relevant interest nodes I ′ for a
given query q.

2. Memory retrieval: g(I ′, G′) → M ′ ⊆ M ,
where g retrieves memory nodes M ′ con-
nected to I ′ in the RMG G.

3. Response generation: h(q,M ′, S′) → r,
where S′ = ∪Si|mi ∈ M ′, and h generates
the response r based on q,M ′ and S′.

3 Evaluation

3.1 Baselines

To evaluate our proposed TOBUGraph approach,
we implement three versions of naive RAG sys-
tems using LangChain and ChromaDB as baseline
approaches. The basic RAG pipelines consists of
four sequential steps: (1) memory storage docu-
ment chunking, (2) vector embedding of chunks
and vector database storage, (3) retrieval of k most

relevant chunks based on user request, and (4) re-
sponse generation by combining user request and
retrieved chunks using LLM (Wu et al., 2024).

The three implementations differ primarily in
their chunking strategies and input data sources as
represented in Table 1. RAGv1 processes memory
summaries by splitting them into fixed-size chunks
with specified overlap. RAGv2 also uses memory
summaries but creates chunks aligned with memory
boundaries, where each chunk corresponds to one
memory summary. RAGv3 diverges by using raw
user-assistant conversations instead of summaries,
splitting the input at memory boundaries so each
chunk contains one complete conversation.

3.2 Dataset Construction
Using real memory data from five highly active
TOBU app users, we selected four unique mem-
ory retrieval conversations per user, utilizing the
TOBUGraph memory retrieval technique. For com-
parison, we applied the same memory retrieval
requests to generate conversations using baseline
RAG approaches where the only difference be-
tween TOBUGraph and baseline approaches being
the retrieval technique.

3.3 Quantitative Analysis
3.3.1 Retrieval Metrics Evaluation

Table 2: Precision, Recall and F1 − Score for TO-
BUGraph approach and baseline approaches.

TOBU RAGv1 RAGv2 RAGv3
Precision 92.86% 71.42% 78.57% 78.57%
Recall 93.33% 76.92% 84.61% 80%

F1− Socre 93.09% 74.07% 81.48% 79.28%

To evaluate TOBUGraph against the baseline ap-
proaches discussed in Section 3.1, we use standard
information retrieval metrics: Precision (percent-
age of retrieved memories that were actually rel-
evant), Recall (percentage of relevant memories
that were successfully retrieved), and F1− score
calculated using the dataset described in Section
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Figure 4: Human evaluation results analysis.

3.2. The results are presented in Table 2. As
shown in the table, TOBUGraph demonstrates sig-
nificant performance improvement across all met-
rics, achieving the highest Precision, Recall, and
F1−score. This indicates that TOBUGraph signif-
icantly outperforms RAGv1, RAGv2, and RAGv3
both in accurately retrieving relevant memories and
avoiding irrelevant retrievals, with an average im-
provement of approximately 14% in overall effec-
tiveness in F1 − score compared to RAGv2, the
next-best performing approach.

3.3.2 User Experience Evaluation

We then conducted a human-based study to quanti-
tatively analyze user experiences across different
approaches. Using the dataset outlined in Section
3.2, we applied a double-blind pairwise compar-
ison method via crowd-sourcing, leveraging the
SLAM tool. This tool facilitates pairwise match-
ups of responses to a single query (Irugalbandara
et al., 2024). A total of 240 evaluators participated,
each evaluating exactly 10 pairwise comparisons.
To ensure unbiased results, no evaluator reviewed
pairs involving the same request, and all pairs were
evaluated equally.

An analysis of the evaluator preferences across
the 20 user requests in Figure 4a reveals that prefer-
ences for the best approach vary depending on the
type of memory recall request. TOBUGraph consis-
tently leads, with preference rates often exceeding
40% in most cases. In contrast, RAGv1 consistently
performs poorly, reflecting limited user satisfaction.
RAGv2 and RAGv3 show more variability, with
RAGv3 occasionally matching TOBUGraph’s per-
formance and RAGv2 gaining moderate success in
specific instances. This indicates TOBUGraph’s

adaptability and effectiveness in delivering an en-
hanced user experience across diverse scenarios.

By examining the results of the evaluator pref-
erence probability for each approach, a clear trend
emerges favoring the TOBUGraph approach, as
illustrated in the Figure 4b. TOBUGraph con-
sistently achieves higher preference probabilities,
with a median around 0.75, indicating that the ma-
jority of users found it effective. On the other hand,
RAGv1 demonstrates the lowest median 0.25, high-
lighting its lower favorability. RAGv2 and RAGv3
show more balanced distributions, with peaks in
the mid-range probabilities, suggesting moderate
preferences. These findings highlight the TOBU-
Graph’s effectiveness in delivering a more satisfy-
ing user experience compared to the baseline RAG
approaches.

3.4 Qualitative Analysis

To evaluate TOBUGraph approach against baseline
RAG models using the dataset created in Section
3.2, we also conducted a qualitative analysis. Key
observations are summarized in Table 3, with de-
tailed discussion below.

Table 3: Qualitative comparison between memory re-
trieval techniques.

Qualitative Observations RAGv1 RAGv2 RAGv3 TOBU
Graph

(I1) Low recall due to top k chunk limitation
(I2) Low recall due to embedding quality
(I3) Memory fragmentation due to chunking
(I4) Hallucinations during memory retrieval failures

Worst Medium Best

(I1) Low recall due to top k chunk limitation:
In baseline RAG approaches, only the top k most
relevant chunks are retrieved. Because of this all



How many memories are there related to California?

RAGv1TOBU RAGv2 RAGv3

User :

There are five memories related to California 
in your database. Here is a brief summary of 
each:
1. Proposal in Napa: You proposed to your 
wife in Napa, California, in 2012, with 
friends Bill and Amy present. It was a joyful 
and surprising moment for her.  
2. Briggsie's Birthday: Celebrated on June 
9th, 2024, at Grandpa's house in Lakewood, 
California. You, Dan, Winnie, Catherine, 
Clyde, and Sebby were there, and the 
highlight was playing in the pool with a 
greased watermelon.  
3. First Day of Preschool: Your son started 
preschool in California on September 4th, 
2022. He was excited but got scared when it 
was time to leave, giving you a big hug.  
4. High School Basketball Achievement: 
Your high school team was selected as one 
of the top eight teams in Southern 
California basketball on February 4th, 2024.  
5. UCLA Beach Volleyball Tournament: On 
March 19th, 2023, you attended the UCLA 
East Meets West Beach Volleyball 
Tournament at the Manhattan Beach Pier, 
meeting your favorite player and others.
Would you like more details on any of these 
memories, or is there anything else you'd like 
to add?  

Based on the retrieved information, there are 
several memories related to California. Here 
are some highlights:  
1. You celebrated Briggsie's birthday in 
California, where you felt joyful.  
2. Your son started his first day of 
preschool in California on September 4th.  
3. You were with your wife, Bill, and Amy in 
Napa, California, feeling nostalgic.  
4. You proposed to your wife in Napa, 
California, in 2012.  
5. You were at Grandpa's house in 
Lakewood, California, with Clyde and 
Sebby.   
Would you like more details about any specific 
memory?

I3

I3

I3

I1
There are four memories related to California:
1. Proposing to Your Wife in Napa, 
California: In 2012, you proposed to your 
wife in Napa, accompanied by your friends 
Bill and Amy. She was very surprised by 
the proposal.
2. Your Son's First Day of Preschool: On 
September 1, 2022, you were in California 
with your son for his first day of preschool. 
He was excited but a bit scared when it was 
time to leave.
3. High School Basketball Team 
Achievement: On February 4, 2024, your 
high school basketball team was selected 
as one of the top eight teams in Southern 
California, which was an exciting moment 
for you.
4. Meeting a Favorite Player at a Volleyball 
Tournament: On March 19, 2023, at the 
UCLA East Meets West Beach Volleyball 
Tournament at the Manhattan Beach Pier, 
you met your favorite player and felt 
excitement.
Would you like more details about any of these 
memories?

I1
Based on the retrieved information, there are 
four memories related to California:
1. Proposal in Napa, California (2012): You 
proposed to your wife in Napa, California, 
in 2012. You were accompanied by your 
good friends, Bill and Amy. Your wife was 
surprised by how you managed to sneak 
the ring without her noticing.
2. Son's First Day of Preschool (September 
4th, 2022): Your son's preschool is in 
California. On his first day, he was excited 
but got a little scared when it was time to 
leave, giving you a big hug.
3. High School Basketball Teams in 
Southern California: A picture of the top 
eight high school basketball teams in 
Southern California was taken after the 
teams were announced online. Your high 
school team was selected as one of the top 
eight.
4. UCLA East Meets West Beach Volleyball 
Tournament (March 16th, 2024): The event 
took place at the Manhattan Beach Pier. 
Winnie posed with Perry Brennan's mom's 
dog. Dane Selznick, Perry's mom, and the 
UCLA beach volleyball team played against 
Florida State. Winnie met her favorite 
player, Devin Newberry.
Would you like more details on any of these 
memories?

I1

(a)

RAGv1

You attended the inaugural Women's Gold Cup final on 
March 10, 2024, at Snapdragon Stadium in San Diego. 
You were with Lypha and Zoey, and you felt excited 
throughout the event. Zoey was cheering for the US 
team, and they won the match 1-0, with the goal 
happening right in front of you. Would you like to know 
more details about this memory?

RAGv2

What happened when we attended the inaugural 
Women's Gold Cup final?User :

TOBU

You attended the inaugural women's Gold Cup final 
with Lypha and Zoey at Snapdragon Stadium in San 
Diego. The event took place on March 10, 2024. Zoey 
was cheering for the US team, and they won 1-0, with 
the goal happening right in front of you. Would you like 
to know more details or add anything else to this memory?

It seems like you went to the inaugural Women's Gold 
Cup final after your trip to California. It was an exciting 
experience. You even got a chance to meet one of the 
players after the match. Would you like to know more 
details about this visit?

RAGv3

It sounds like you're recalling the inaugural Women's 
Gold Cup final at Snapdragon Stadium in San Diego 
with Lypha and Zoey. It was an exciting match, and 
Zoey cheered enthusiastically for the US team, who 
won 1-0. The goal happened right in front of you! 
Would you like to know more about this memory or any 
other specific details?

I4

(b)

During your family trip to Disneyland in August 
2023, you felt excitement and had several 
memorable experiences. On August 2, 2023, 
you were at Disneyland with your family, 
where you met Mickey Mouse and dined at 
an amazing restaurant. You also watched a 
spectacular water show at night called 
"The Way" . of Color"  and enjoyed a 
delicious burger 

Does this match your memory, and would you 
like to know more details about this trip?

Can you tell me about family trips to Disney parks in August 2023 where you felt excitement, met characters, dined at amazing restaurants, or saw a special show?

Based on your request, here are the 
relevant memories of your family trips to 
Disney parks in August 2023: 

1. Disney World Trip: You went to Disney 
World with your family in the summer 
before last. During this trip, you met 
Mickey and dined at an amazing 
restaurant, although you couldn't recall 
the name. The experience was filled with 
excitement.  
2. Disneyland Trip: You visited 
Disneyland with your family on August 2, 
2023. You watched a nighttime water 
show called "The Way of Color"  and 
enjoyed a delicious burger at the 
Galactic Grill. This trip was also marked 
by excitement.  

Would you like more details on any of these 
memories, or is there anything else you'd 
like to add?  

TOBU RAGv1 RAGv2 RAGv3

It seems like you visited Disneyland with 
your family on August 2, 2023. You felt 
excitement as you watched the water show 
called "The Way of Color"  at night and 
enjoyed a delicious burger at the Galactic 
Grill.  
 
Would you like to know more details about this 
visit?

Based on the retrieved memory, it seems that 
you went to Disneyland with your family 
and experienced a memorable event in 
August 2023. You watched a water show at 
night called "The Way of Color"  and 
enjoyed a delicious burger at the Galactic 
Grill.  
Does this match your memory of the family 
trip to Disney parks in August 2023? Would 
you like to know more details or is there 
anything else specific you remember from this 
trip?

User :

Are there any other visits to Disney parks?

Yes, there was another visit to a Disney park. 
You went to Disney World with your family 
in the summer before last. During that trip, 
you also met Mickey Mouse and dined at 
an amazing restaurant.
Does this match your memory, and would you 
like to know more details about this trip?

Are there any other visits to Disney parks?

The memory database does not have any 
other visits to Disney Park visits. Would 
you like to specify any other visit to Disney 
park?

Are there any other visits to Disney parks?

It seems that the retrieved memories are 
primarily about your trip to the Grand 
Canyon with your butler Claude in April, 
rather than additional visits to Disney parks.  
To help you better, could you specify if there 
were any other specific Disney parks you 
visited or any particular events or 
experiences you remember from those trips? 

I3

I2 I2

(c)

Figure 5: Example conversations from the dataset discussed in section 3.2 where (a) having issues I1 and I2, (b)
representing hallucination as in I4 while (c) demonstrating issues I2 and I3 from Table 3.

relevant memories will not get retrieved if there
are more memories exceeding k value. This issue
is highlighted as I1 in Table 3. In Figure 5a, five
memories relevant to the user request are success-
fully retrieved using TOBU. However, as labeled
in I1, RAGv1, RAGv2, and RAGv3 fail to retrieve
all five memories. Although RAGv1 retrieves five
memories, two of them are redundant due to mem-
ory fragmentation, which is discussed further in
I3. Moreover, RAGv2 and RAGv3 retrieve only
four relevant memories missing the memory num-
bered as ‘2’ in TOBU. As TOBUGraph approach
utilizes graph traversal to eliminate this limitation,
retrieving all related memories.

(I2) Low recall due to embedding quality:
RAG approaches rely on the embedding quality
of the chunks for precise retrieval. However, in
our use case, the quality of a chunk’s embedding
depends on its length when using a constant embed-
ding model. Hence, the embedding quality sequen-
tially diminishes from RAGv1 to RAGv3. This
degradation impacts retrieval performance, causing
baseline RAG approaches to occasionally fail in

retrieving all relevant memories. This limitation is
illustrated in Table 3, with the color gradient for
I2. As shown in I2 in Figure 5c, TOBU success-
fully retrieves both relevant memories, whereas
RAGv2 and RAGv3 retrieve only one memory,
even after a follow-up query, omitting the "Dis-
ney World" memory included in TOBU’s response.
While RAGv1 manages to retrieve both memories,
this occurs only after a follow-up question. Hence,
TOBU outperforms all the baseline approaches in
this regard due to its graph-based retrieval mech-
anism which captures complex relationships be-
tween memories.

(I3) Memory fragmentation due to chunking:
RAGv1 faces two notable challenges: missing key
details of memories and misinterpreting a single
memory as multiple distinct ones due to fragmen-
tation of memories during memory chunking. This
is not present in other baseline RAG approaches as
they perform chunking at memory boundaries, as
depicted under I3 in Table 3. TOBU also avoids
such a behavior due to its graph implementation.
In Figure 5a, memories numbered ‘3’ and ‘4’ in



RAGv1 are actually the same memory in the mem-
ory database. However, due to fragmentation into
two chunks, they are incorrectly treated as separate
memories. A similar issue is seen with memories
numbered ‘1’ and ‘5’ annotated with with I3 anno-
tation. Additionally, in Figure 5c, the first memory
retrieved by RAGv1 lacks the correct name of the
water show, as the strike-through content is absent
in the response.

(I4) Hallucinations during memory retrieval fail-
ures: When no specific memory relevant to user
request is available, an LLM may sometimes fab-
ricate responses,leading to harmful hallucinated
digital memories. RAG implementations are sup-
posed to mitigate this effect (Béchard and Ayala,
2024). However, in our use case, baseline RAG ap-
proaches still hallucinate in certain cases perform-
ing worse than TOBUGrapgh approach as shown
in Table 3. An example of this can be shown in
Figure 5b at I4, where a nonexistent memory in
the database was fabricated without retrieving the
relevant memory.

4 Related Works

Digital memory capture and organization is an ex-
tensively researched topic (Hodges et al., 2006;
Sellen and Whittaker, 2010). Traditional methods
rely on recording life events using audio and image
devices, while recent advancements incorporate
LLMs and machine learning models (Min et al.,
2021; Zulfikar et al., 2024). Our approach captures
memories as conversations, storing them in graph-
based formats. Leveraging the structured storage
capabilities of graph structures (Chen et al., 2024;
Su et al., 2024; Zhang et al., 2022; Kim et al., 2024),
we utilize pre-trained LLMs to generate and man-
age memory graphs. Memory retrieval techniques
often use RAG, a state-of-the-art method (Asai
et al., 2023; Gao et al., 2024; Wu et al., 2024; Guu
et al., 2020; Karpukhin et al., 2020; Wang et al.,
2024). However, RAG systems face limitations
such as difficulty in capturing relationships, in-
complete retrieval, and hallucination risks. Graph-
based retrieval methods utilizing knowledge graphs
offer solutions to these issues (Su et al., 2024; Chen
et al., 2024; Zhang et al., 2022; Peng et al., 2024;
Zhang et al., 2024; Kim et al., 2024). By inte-
grating graph-based retrieval, we improve accuracy
and contextuality while automating memory graph
generation and management.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we introduced TOBUGraph, a novel
framework for digital memory capture and retrieval
that combines dynamic graph structures with LLM-
powered extraction to establish intelligent relation-
ships between memories. TOBUGraph outper-
formed three RAG baseline implementations in
both quantitative and qualitative evaluations. By
addressing key limitations of traditional RAG sys-
tems, such as fragmentation and hallucinations,
TOBUGraph delivers a more reliable and cohesive
memory experience. Its successful deployment in
a production mobile application underscores its
practical viability and paves the way for future ad-
vancements in digital memory systems.
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