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Abstract

Nearest neighbour search over dense vector collections has im-
portant applications in information retrieval, retrieval augmented
generation (RAG), and content ranking. Performing efficient search
over large vector collections is a well studied problem with many
existing approaches and open source implementations. However,
most state-of-the-art systems are generally targeted towards scenar-
ios using large servers with an abundance of memory, static vector
collections that are not updatable, and nearest neighbour search in
isolation of other search criteria. We present Micro Nearest Neigh-
bour (MicroNN), an embedded nearest-neighbour vector search
engine designed for scalable similarity search in low-resource en-
vironments. MicroNN addresses the problem of on-device vector
search for real-world workloads containing updates and hybrid
search queries that combine nearest neighbour search with struc-
tured attribute filters. In this scenario, memory is highly constrained
and disk-efficient index structures and algorithms are required, as
well as support for continuous inserts and deletes. MicroNN is an
embeddable library that can scale to large vector collections with
minimal resources. MicroNN is used in production and powers a
wide range of vector search use-cases on-device. MicroNN takes
less than 7 ms to retrieve the top-100 nearest neighbours with 90%
recall on publicly available million-scale vector benchmark while
using ≈10 MB of memory.

CCS Concepts

• Information systems→ Data management systems; Nearest-
neighbor search; Top-k retrieval in databases.
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1 Introduction

Advances in modern machine learning models are enabling rich
representation of text, images, and other assets as dense vectors
that capture semantically meaningful information [16, 25]. These
embedding models are trained to produce numerical vectors that
are similar (according to a given metric) if the underlying text
or images are similar. For example, two pictures of a similar car
would both have embedding vectors that are similar. In a joint text
and image embedding space, such as those produced by a CLIP
model [34], a picture of a black cat playing with yarn would pro-
duce an embedding vector that is similar to the embedding vector

produced by a the sentence “a black cat playing with yarn”. Embed-
dings encode semantics in a latent representation and similarity
search over these vectors is becoming an integral part of indus-
trial search engines [7, 10, 12, 14, 15, 32] and recommendations
systems [21, 23, 28, 29, 40] over multi-modal data.

In this work, we focus on the design and implementation of an
embedded vector search engine for powering applications that run
on users’ personal devices. These personal devices are a rich source
of information that very often cannot leave the device. Therefore,
contextualized search and recommendation applications require
vector search capability that can operate within the constraints of
the device’s environment (details in Section 2.1). Such use-cases
can range from interactive sematic search over dynamic datasets
to batch analytics workload involving structured attribute filters
for constructing topically-related groups of assets. State-of-the-art
vector data management systems [30] generally targets scenarios
where large servers with an abundance of memory are available;
vector collections are static and inserts and deletes are not sup-
ported; and vector similarity search often happens in isolation
of other search criteria such as filters over structured attributes.
They lack the necessary optimizations to support scalable on-device
vector search use-cases that need to operate in low-resource envi-
ronments, while supporting updates and hybrid search queries that
combine vector similarity search with structured attribute filters.

In this paper, we present MicroNN, an embedded vector search
engine that implements disk-resident vector indexing and vector
search algorithms that are both memory efficient and performant
(Figure 1). To the best of our knowledge, MicroNN is the first on-
device vector search engine addressing the system and algorithmic
challenges for supporting both exact K-nearest neighbour (KNN)
and approximate K-nearest neighbour (ANN) search with struc-
tured attribute filters, and streaming inserts and deletes with ACID
semantics for resource constrained environments. In particular, we
make the following contributions:

Disk-resident Vector Index and ANN Search: MicroNN
leverages an inverted-file-based (IVF) index that enables high-recall
ANN search over large vector collections with interactive latency. It
uses relational storage to ensure strong durability and consistency
of the underlying data. The index is constructed using a memory
efficient variation of the 𝑘-means clustering algorithm [35] with
balanced partition assignment [22] to create clusters from the data
vectors. At query time, the 𝑛 nearest clusters (based on distance
from the query vector to the cluster centroids) are scanned to ap-
proximate the K nearest neighbours. This data partition pruning
approach is parameterized to allow clients to trade-off latency for
recall. One of our key contributions is the efficient movement of
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Figure 1: MicroNN system architecture. Open arrows denote

request flow, filled arrows denote read/write access.

index partitions between disk and memory to use both resources
effectively for striking a balance between memory usage and ANN
search latency. In addition, we leverage SIMD accelerated floating
point operations during query processing for performance, and
implement efficient parallel heap structures for maintaining and
merging result candidates during query processing. As a result of
these optimizations, MicroNN takes less than 7 ms for performing
top-100 ANN search with 90% recall on publicly available million-
scale vector benchmark while using ≈10 MB of memory.

Hybrid Search:MicroNN supports structured attribute filters
over user defined attributes that are combined with the vector simi-
larity search by leveraging two query plans depending on attribute
filter’s selectivity. We have implemented a novel hybrid query opti-
mizer that chooses between query plans for yielding the best ANN
search latency while not sacrificing on search recall.

Batch Query Optimization: MicroNN implements a batch
query processing algorithm that incorporates multi-query optimiza-
tion techniques in order to optimize I/O for query batches, giving
significant gains in amortized latency per query as a function of
batch size.

StreamingUpdates:MicroNN supports streaming inserts (with
upsert semantics) and deletes by leveraging a delta-store that is
periodically incorporated into the main index. We employ an in-
cremental IVF index update mechanism to reduce disk I/O when
incorporating updates from the delta-store.

2 On-device Vector Similarity Search

2.1 Use-cases and requirements

Personal devices contain a wide variety of private information that
can be used for contextualized search and recommendation. Very
often user data needs to stay within user devices, necessitating
the use of on-device indexing and search architectures for these

search and recommendation applications. Furthermore, even for
non-private data, on-device indexing can improve search latency
and enable offline experiences even when network connectivity is
poor. As mentioned earlier, nearest neighbour search over dense
vector embeddings is a crucial component of on-device search and
recommendation systems, however, implementing efficient vector
indexing and search on-device poses a number of unique challenges:

(1) Resource-constrained environment: User devices have
varying capabilities; consequently, the deployed indexing
and query processing algorithms must be capable of pro-
viding sufficient performance on environments with a wide
range of memory and processing power.

(2) Multi-tenancy:Hardware resources are shared across mul-
tiple applications, leading to strict memory constraints. Ad-
ditionally, the index cannot be buffered in memory unless it
is serving an active use-case, requiring indexing and search
system to be disk-resident.

(3) The need for IO efficiency: Disk I/O is a crucial factor
in both the performance of disk-based algorithms and the
lifespan of flash-based storage devices, as high volumes of
writes over time contribute to disk wear.

In addition to the environment constraints above, on-device
use-cases for vector similarity search can have a wide range of
workload characteristics. Consider the following two personalized
experiences built on vector similarity search:

Example 1 (Interactive Semantic Search:). Consider a sce-
nario in which a large number of images on a mobile device have
vector embeddings computed, and a user would like to search these im-
ages. First, retaining all of these embeddings in-memory is infeasible
due to the burden this would put on the shared memory of the device.
Second, as new images are added and others get deleted, the index
needs to be maintained in real-time so that new images appear in
searches and deleted ones do not. Furthermore, background processing
on the image collection (e.g., sync’ing inserts and deletes from the
user’s other devices) may produce concurrent reads and writes on the
index. Third, the searches may be combined with structured attribute
filters, such as date ranges or location. Finally, the search must have
low-enough latency to be used in a real-time search experience, while
having high enough recall to produce quality results.

Example 2 (Visual Analytics). Analyzing images plays an im-
portant role in understanding the relationship between sets of assets
in order to improve search or find related assets for constructing col-
lections. A key part of visual analytics is in finding related items to
a target asset. Such a workload would process many target assets in
large batches to construct topically-related groups of assets. These
searches may also involve structured attribute constraints, such as
filters on timestamps or media types.

As exemplified above, supporting such on-device personalized
experiences imposes the following requirements on the vector in-
dexing and search algorithms:

(1) Updatability: The continuously changing nature of per-
sonal data on user devices requires the vector index to
support dynamic updates.

(2) Consistency: Interactive on-device experiences that use
embedding vectors for contextual search should reflect the
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current state of the system. Each reader should see a con-
sistent state of the index at all times, including reading
concurrently with writes and index maintenance opera-
tions.

(3) Attribute predicates: Many applications of nearest neigh-
bour search are done within the context of some other
search criteria. As described above, on-device experiences
often have additional metadata associated with each data
item, and the similarity search needs to be done alongside
other attribute constraints.

(4) Diverse workloads: In addition to providing interactive
latencies, some workloads require high throughput when
executing a large number of queries. The solution should
support efficient execution of large query batches.

2.2 Limitations of Existing Methods

Despite the growing interest in systems and algorithms for vector
similarity search (see [30] for a recent survey of vector database
management systems), existing approaches face fundamental limi-
tations that prevent their practical on-device deployment. We cat-
egorize these limitations into the following four key aspects and
analyze how current systems are affected by them.

2.2.1 Designed for abundant memory. The varying capabilities and
multi-tenant nature of user devices require that memory usage
of any application must be constrained, and an index cannot be
buffered in memory unless it is actively serving a use-case. How-
ever, designed for cloud-based deployments for web-scale datasets
in mind, the majority of existing approaches rely heavily on the
availability of abundant memory and target main memory indices.
For instance, most LSH-based methods require substantial memory
due to their inherent need for high redundancy [39, 44]. Similarly,
commonly used vector similarity search libraries such as FAISS[18]
and HNSWlib[24] are main memory only implementations. Based
on the assumption that all vector can be stored in memory, these
approaches focus on minimizing the number of distance compar-
isons. Disk residency also requires optimizing the number of disk
accesses. DiskANN [17] is one exception that provides SSD-based
vector indices. However, it still requires a compressed version of
all vectors to be buffered in main memory which is not suitable for
our scenarios.

2.2.2 Lack of updatability & consistency guarantees. Current sys-
tems predominantly optimize for read-only workloads, and the
continuously changing nature of personal data on user devices
poses challenges to existing vector similarity search approaches.
Tree-based methods [5, 8] suffer from quality degradation due to
imbalances as existing vectors are deleted and new vectors are in-
serted. Similarly, graph-based methods such as HNSWlib [24] and
NSG [9] are negatively affected due to perturbations in the graph
structure, and they incur high computational costs due to random
access required by graph modifications. Partition-based techniques
(such as FAISS-IVF[18]) are amenable to efficient updates. How-
ever, as vectors are added, deleted, or updated, the pre-computed
centroids no longer reflect the state of vectors in the clusters. As
re-clustering the data on every insert is infeasible due to the high

latency of the clustering algorithms and the amount of I/O it gener-
ates, most existing systems rely on periodically rebuilding the entire
index. Although it can be acceptable for applications with static or
slowly changing datasets, it can result in stale search results as the
updates between rebuilds are not reflected in the index.

FreshDiskANN[38] and SPFresh[43], notable exceptions that
support real-time updates, are able to handle concurrent reads and
writes without significant degradation in index quality. However,
their memory-resident index structures makes them impractical for
our on-device scenarios where the index size is significantly larger
than the available memory.

2.2.3 Batch query optimizations. In addition to providing individ-
ual search latencies for interactive applications, on-device vector
similarity search algorithms should support efficient execution of
large query batches, such as performing concurrent KNN or ANN
search for multiple vectors, or computing distances against all vec-
tors in the index. Such batch settings provide opportunities for
multi-query optimization. However, to the best of our knowledge,
most existing systems aim to reduce the latency of individual online
queries and do not optimize for throughput. In particular, tree- and
graph-based indices are inherently challenging for multi-query op-
timization due to graph traversal-based search algorithms. Hence,
graph-based indices such as HNSWlib [24] and DiskANN [17] de-
fault to processing each query in a batch individually without pro-
viding multi-query optimizations. In contrast, partitioned data lay-
out in IVF-based indices present opportunities for computation
sharing and parallelization. HQI [27] first introduced multi-query
optimizations for vector similarity search. However, it does not
support updates as it is designed for static, memory-resident work-
loads.

2.2.4 Limited support for hybrid queries. Although the primary
focus of most vector data management system is to optimize vector
similarity search, many industrial applications of nearest neighbour
search are done within the context of some other search criteria.

As an example, consider the scenario in Example 1, and assume
that the user has 100,000 photos in their image collection. If the
user lives in New York, but once took a trip to Seattle and took
15 photos there, then a mere 0.015% of the photos will satisfy the
predicate location = “Seattle”. This is called a “high selectivity pred-
icate”. If, on the other hand, the user lives in Seattle and 95% of
their photos match the predicate location = “Seattle”, then this is
called a “low selectivity predicate”. The ideal query plans for high
and low selectivity predicates are very different, and running the
wrong query plan can result in very long search latency or very low
recall (often with empty result sets). In addition, most real-world
applications exhibit queries with complex attribute constraints; yet,
the support for attribute constraints in existing systems [11, 41] are
limited to numerical comparisons or exact text matches.

2.3 Capabilities of Existing Approaches

Table 1 summarizes the capabilities of existing approaches com-
pared to MicroNN. The “Constrained memory” column indicates
whether the approach can run with less memory than the size of the
index (or conversely, if it requires the index to be fully loaded into
memory for query processing.) “Updatability” indicates whether
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Table 1: An overview of existing approaches for vector indexing and search, and characteristics based on the requirements

from Section 2.1

Type Name Constrained memory Updatability Consistency Hybrid queries Batch queries

LSH
PLSH [39] × ✓ ✓ × ×

PM-LSH [44] × ✓ ✓ × ×
HD-Index [2] ✓ ✓ ✓ × ×

Tree kd-tree [8] × ✓ ✓ × ×
Annoy [5] ✓ ✓ ✓ × ×

Graph
HNSWlib [24] × × NA × ×

DiskANN [17, 38] × ✓ × ✓ ×
ACORN [31] × × NA ✓ ×

Partitioned

FAISS-IVF [18] × × NA ✓ ✓
Milvus [41] × ✓ ✓ ✓ ×
SPANN [6] ✓ × NA × ×
SP-Fresh [43] ✓ ✓ ✓ × ×
MicroNN ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

or not the approach allows updates without fully rebuilding the
index. “Consistency” indicates whether or not the approach guar-
antees consistent snapshots under concurrent reads and writes (i.e.,
transaction isolation.) The “Hybrid queries” column shows if the
approach supports nearest neighbour queries with structured at-
tribute constraints. Finally, the “Batch queries” column indicates
whether or not the approach supports a batch query interface.

While some approaches can run in constrained memory envi-
ronments, they do not support updates, hybrid queries, and batch
queries. Other approaches support hybrid queries and batch query
interfaces, but rely on the index being fully loaded into memory.
All of these capabilities are required in order to support the wide
range of workloads described in Section 2.1.

3 MicroNN

We introduce MicroNN (Micro Nearest Neighbours), an ANN
search system purpose-built for on-device vector similarity search.
MicroNN indexing and search algorithms are disk-resident, and
efficiently and seamlessly utilize SSD storage to satisfy strict mem-
ory constraints, making it suitable for on-device deployments. In
addition, MicroNN’s indexing algorithms supports real-time up-
dates, and introduces optimizations for batch query processing and
hybrid-query processing. MicroNN is implemented as a software
library that can be linked by any application to create their own
local vector index.

Figure 1 shows the architecture of MicroNN. We adopt a rela-
tional storage architecture and leverage a SQLite relational database
for efficient storage of vectors and their associated metadata. For
indexing, we implement an Inverted File (IVF) index [19], where the
vector space is partitioned into clusters using a variation of k-means
algorithm optimized for low-resource environments [35]. The re-
sulting clusters constitute the partitions of the index. By storing
vectors in a clustered manner on disk, MicroNN aims to improve
locality and I/O efficiency when accessing a partition. Additionally,
MicroNN supports real-time updates using a delta-store, enabling
concurrent reads and writes. The use of a relational data store also
enables index rebuilds to be performed concurrently with transac-
tionally consistent reads. An index monitor is used to track index
quality upon updates, and triggers re-indexing when necessary.

MicroNN also implements a simple query optimizer to find an
efficient execution strategy for hybrid queries which combine ANN
search with structured attribute filters. For these hybrid queries,
the query optimizer relies on selectivity estimations for choosing
between pre- and post-filtering query execution plans.

For batch workloads, we implement a multi-query optimization
technique to amortize partition scan costs and reduce I/O.

In the following section, we describe the components of MicroNN
in detail and highlight the contributions that enable MicroNN to
address the challenges and requirements of on-device deployments
described in Section 2.

3.1 Vector Indexing

Inverted File (IVF) is a commonly used index structure in vector
databases, where a vector quantization algorithm (e.g., k-means) is
used to partition a set of vectors. Such clustering results in similar
vectors being assigned to the same cluster and these clusters are
used as the data partitions of the index [19].

Despite widespread adoption of IVF indexes in vector databases,
[3, 4, 6, 13, 20, 42], out-of-the-box IVF implementations are not
suitable for on-device deployments due to two main issues. First,
the most of the quantization algorithms used for clustering (the
most typical one being k-means) require the entire vector set to be
buffered in memory, which is not feasible for on-device workloads
where memory is constrained. Second, the clustering algorithm
may produce clusters of various sizes. As shown in [26], partition
imbalance is an indicator of query performance for partitioned
indexes, i.e., uneven size distribution of partitions adversely affects
the query processing performance.

To address the aforementioned issues, we implement a varia-
tion of the k-means algorithm optimized for resource-constrained
environments. In brief, MicroNN’s indexing algorithm is based
on mini-batch k-means [35] for reducing memory footprint of in-
dexing, and it implements flexible balance constraints to reduce
variation in partition sizes [22].

Algorithm 1 outlines the clustering used during indexing in
MicroNN. First, the value of 𝑘 , (the number of clusters) is de-
termined based on the size of the vector dataset and the target
cluster size. This can be tuned per use case, by default we target 100
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Algorithm 1:MicroNN Clustering Algorithm
Input: Input vector set X, target cluster size 𝑡 , mini-batch

size 𝑠 , number of iterations 𝑛
Output: Set of centroids C, cluster assignment P : X→ C

1 𝑘 ← |X|
/
𝑡 // # of clusters

2 𝐶 ← {𝑐0, 𝑐1, · · · 𝑐𝑘−1} // Initialize each cluster

centroid c with a random x ∈ X
3 v← ∅ // Store cluster sizes

4 d← ∅ // temp cluster assignments

5 for 𝑖 = 1 to 𝑛 do

6 𝑀 ← 𝑠 examples picked randomly from X
7 for x ∈ M do

8 𝑑 [x] ← 𝑁𝐸𝐴𝑅𝐸𝑆𝑇 (C, v, d, x) // find the
nearest centroid for x within balance
constraints

9 for x ∈ M do

10 𝑐 ← 𝑑 [x] // Retrieve cached center for x
11 𝑣 [𝑐] ← v[𝑐] + 1 // Update per-center counts

12 𝜂 ← 1
v[𝑐 ] // Compute per-center learning

rate

13 𝑐 ← (1 − 𝜂)c + 𝜂x // Update centroid position

14 𝑃 ← 0 // Initialize partition assignments

15 for x ∈ X do

16 P[x] ← 𝑔(C, x) // Assign nearest center to x
17 return C (centroids) & P (partitions)

vectors per cluster. During each iteration of Algorithm 1, cluster
centroids are computed over a batch of size s that is uniformly
randomly sampled from X [35]. By performing cluster assignments
in small batches, MicroNN eliminates the need to buffer all vectors
in memory. In order to ensure balanced partitioning, the function
𝑁𝐸𝐴𝑅𝐸𝑆𝑇 , which finds the nearest centroid for a given vector 𝑋 ,
uses a penalty term for large clusters. As such, the resulting in-
dex has more balanced clusters, and vectors are spread out among
nearby clusters instead of creating a few “mega” clusters.

During clustering, Algorithm 1 computes the similarity between
vectors and the cluster centroids, which is a CPU intensive opera-
tion for high-dimensional vectors. We optimize vector similarity
computations during index construction by representing a batch of
vectors as a matrix and use an hardware accelerated linear algebra
library that utilizes SIMD operations.

After Algorithm 1 produces the final clustering, cluster centroids
are persisted and the vectors’ partition assignments are updated in
the underlying database.

3.2 Physical Storage

MicroNN is designed as middleware for on-device vector indexing
and search, and uses a relational database for storage. We opt to
use SQLite as it is a self-contained, reliable, small relational data-
base engine with strong durability and isolation guarantees. Using
an existing relational database engine for physical storage has a
number of benefits:

• concurrency: building on SQLite’s concurrency control,
MicroNN allows concurrent clients: a single writer (per-
forming upserts, deletes, and index rebuilds) and multiple
readers across threads and processes;

• performance: SQLite provides scan throughput on-par
with native file access;
• clustering support: the IVF index layout can easily be

reflected by using a clustered primary index;
• maturity: MicroNN inherits proven durability, isolation,

and recoverability of its data artifacts without needing to re-
invent a transactionally consistent storage layer to underpin
the vector index.

MicroNN directly manages the underlying SQLite database in
order to control how the vectors and their metadata are stored on
disk. In particular, MicroNN stores the vectors as blobs in a rela-
tional table, with the partition ID (given by the IVF clustering), asset
ID (given by the client to denote which asset produced this vector),
and vector ID (generated internally) as the primary key. A clustered
index ensures that the rows of the vector table are clustered on
disk, giving data locality to vectors in the same partition. After
a (re)clustering operation is performed by the index construction
process, the partition IDs in the vector table are updated.

Centroids are stored in a separate table. This table is significantly
smaller than the vector table and can be scanned to find the nearest
centroids to the query vector. To scale to even larger collections,
the centroid table itself could also be indexed. We have found this
to be unnecessary for the workloads MicroNN currently supports.

The use-case specific attributes are stored in a separate attribute
table. Each vector can have its own attribute values, and nearest
neighbour queries can include relational constraints over these
attributes (see Section 3.3).

Figure 2 shows the relational tables for an example MicroNN
database. The IVF clustering performed by Algorithm 1 (Section
3.1) in this example produces three clusters. The centroid vectors
for these clusters, along with an auto-generated partition ID are
stored in the Centroids table. Each vector stored in the Vectors table
uses the partition ID as the clustering key, providing data locality
on disk for the vectors that belong to the same partition.

3.3 Vector Similarity Search

MicroNN supports both exact K-nearest neighbour (KNN) and
approximate K-nearest neighbour (ANN) search. The former is a
trivial but resource intensive operation as it requires exhaustive
scan of the entire Vectors table. ANN search, on the other hand,
enables MicroNN to control the trade-off between query latency
and recall (the percentage of vectors in the approximate top-K
present in the exact top-K vectors). Here, we describe the search al-
gorithm adopted in MicroNN, followed by the query optimizations
MicroNN implements.

MicroNN adapts the traditional IVF search algorithm to include
delta-store scans and utilizes a number of engineering optimiza-
tions to ensure run-time performance. The ANN search algorithm
is parameterized by a query vector 𝑞, query limit 𝑘 , and a number
of partitions to scan 𝑛. As shown in Algorithm 2, vector search
operation is optimized through a two-level approach instead of
comparing the query vector against every vector in the database.
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Centroids Vectors Attributes

Figure 2: Relational schema and example scan result. Centroid vectors are scanned to find the 𝑛-nearest centroids to the query

vector (partition 0 and 2). The corresponding vectors with partition 0 or 2 are scanned from the Vectors table, which is clustered

on Partition ID for data locality. The Vectors table is joined with the Attributes table, which has a filter constraint on the user

defined indexed attribute attribute 1 = “foo”. Vectors 1 and 3 are returned as the nearest neighbours that also satisfy the attribute

constraint.

First, the list of cluster centroids are scanned and and their distance
to the query vector is calculated. Then, Algorithm 2 selects the 𝑛
nearest partitions based on the distance between the query vector
and centroid. The similarity between the query vector and all data
vectors in this partition are computed while scanning each partition,
and the top 𝑘 nearest vectors are maintained in a heap. The delta
partition is always included in addition to the 𝑛 selected partitions.
This ensures that any newly inserted vectors are also considered in
the result. This significantly reduces the number of distance com-
putations compared to exhaustive search, while still maintaining
high accuracy by focusing on the most relevant partitions. Finally,
the algorithm returns the 𝑘 most similar vectors sorted by their
similarity scores.

Algorithm 2:MicroNN ANN Search Algorithm
Input: Query vector 𝑞, limit 𝐾 , # of partitions to scan 𝑛
Output: 𝐾 nearest vectors and their distances to 𝑞

1 P← 𝑐𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑟𝑜𝑖𝑑𝑠 // cluster centroids form the index

2 {R} ← ∅ // initialize a set of max heaps, one for

each worker thread

3 C← FindNearestCentroids(P, 𝑞, 𝑛) ∪ deltaPartition
// Parallel iteration over 𝑛 + 1 partitions

4 for {𝑐𝑖 } ∈ C do

// scan the clusters

5 for 𝑣 𝑗 ∈ Scan(𝑐𝑖 ) do
6 𝑑𝑖 = ComputeDistance(𝑣 𝑗 , 𝑞)

// maintain top-𝐾

7 if R𝑖 .size() < 𝐾 then

8 R𝑖 .Enqueue(𝑣 𝑗 , 𝑑𝑖 )
9 if 𝑑𝑖 < R𝑖 .Peek().distance then
10 R𝑖 .replaceMax(𝑣 𝑗 , 𝑑𝑖 )
11 return Sort(∪𝑖 R𝑖 .𝑣𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑜𝑟𝑠 , R𝑖 .𝑑𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒𝑠)

A higher value of𝑛 provides higher recall as more data is scanned,
but with longer latency. An optimal value for 𝑛 depends on the
workload, data distribution, and database size.

To accelerate query processing,MicroNN also includes a number
of engineering optimizations. First, data partitions are scanned in
parallel to ensure we fully utilize the available disk bandwidth. The
distance calculations are assigned to a number of threads in order

to leverage mutli-core CPUs. Each thread maintains its own heap
of its current top-𝑘 vectors, and an efficient parallel heap merge
is performed once all threads finish processing their partitions.
Finally, distance computations are done over batches of vectors.
Each vector in a batch is inserted into a matrix where SIMD opera-
tions can be leveraged to parallelize the query to vector distance
calculations. By storing the vector blobs in the database using the
format expected by the matrix multiplication library, we eliminate
expensive data marshalling operations and minimize the number
of copy operations performed on the vectors. Figure 3 illustrates
the query processing pipeline, including concurrent processing for
𝑞 query batches which we describe in Section 3.4

3.4 Batch Query Processing

In addition to interactive ANN search, on-device analytics work-
loads such as image analyses described in Example 2 require high
throughput processing of a batch of queries. A naïve approach
to processing a batch of queries is to simply dispatch the queries
concurrently, but process them independently. Although function-
ally correct, such an approach results in unnecessary computation
as multiple queries might re-scan the same partition. Relational
databases have long implemented approaches to multi-query op-
timization (MQO). Multi-query optimization reuses data artifacts
required by concurrently running queries (base table scans, index
scans, or even intermediate results). In our prior work we demon-
strated that MQO can significantly improve batch ANN query pro-
cessing the throughput over partitioned indexes such as IVF [27].

Inspired by HQI [27], MicroNN implements a variation of MQO
for processing a batch of queries. Given a batch of queries,MicroNN
first identifies the set of clusters that each query needs to access,
and groups queries per partition. Then, instead of scanning a par-
tition multiple times for each query, distances between queries
and the vectors in the partition is calculated via a single matrix
multiplication. This amortizes the cost of scanning a partition over
a batch queries; greatly reduces I/O, and yields significant improve-
ments in amortized aggregate throughput. Based on our empirical
evaluation on an internal analytics workload for a recommendation
use-case, individual query latency is cut down by more than 30%
when queries are executed in batch of 512 queries.
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Figure 3: Query processing pipeline

3.5 Hybrid Query Support

MicroNN supports processing of hybrid queries [27] by allowing
user-defined attributes to be stored along side the vector data and
attribute constraints in the form of relational predicates to be ap-
plied. For example, find the 10 most similar assets to the embedding
of the phrase ”black cat playing with yarn” with the constraint
location = “Seattle”. In this example, the user of MicroNN would
have defined location as a filterable attribute and MicroNN sup-
ports standard relational operators over the defined attributes (>,
<, =, !=). Client defined attributes are indexed using sqlite’s b-tree
implementation making search over attributes efficient. In addition,
MicroNN allows a full-text index (FTS) to be created over filterable
attributes. Clients can combine nearest neighbour search with text
search using SQLite’s FTS5 search syntax.

MicroNN implements two different algorithms for nearest neigh-
bour search combined with attribute filtering.

Post-filtering first processes the nearest neighbour search com-
puting up to k results. The results are then joined against the At-
tributes table with the constraints applied to filter the result list.
This approach is efficient (a small operation after the ANN search),
but may affect recall as the result list is filtered. An important opti-
mization here is that when the IVF partitions with vector blobs are
retrieved from the database, we apply the join and filter over the At-
tributes table. Vectors in the requested partitions that don’t satisfy
the predicate filter are therefore filtered before being considered in
the top-K computation.

Pre-filtering evaluates the predicate filter before conducting the
vector similarity search. From the Attributes table, we evaluate
the attribute filter and produce a set of matching asset ids. For
every asset id that satisfies the attribute filter, the algorithm fetches
the vectors from the Vector table, computes similarity against the
query vector, and maintains the top-K results in a heap. Pre-filtering
scans all vectors that satisfy the attribute filter. This is a brute force
nearest neighbour search over the subset of the data qualified by

the filter which guarantees 100% recall. However, the latency of the
pre-filtering depends on how many results satisfy the filter, also
known as predicate selectivity.

3.5.1 AQueryOptimizer for HybridQueries. Given these two query
plans, we can reason about choosing one or the other by computing
estimates of selectivity [36]. Selectivity Factor 𝐹 is the ratio of rows
which are qualified by a given predicate to the total size of the
relation 𝑅:

𝐹 =
|𝜎𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑑𝑖𝑐𝑎𝑡𝑒 (𝑅) |

|𝑅 | (1)

We say a predicate is highly selective when it has a low selectivity
factor (i.e., it qualifies very few rows). A predicate has low selectivity
when it has a high selectivity factor (i.e., it qualifies many rows).

If a predicate has a low selectivity factor then pre-filtering is the
optimal query plan. It has 100% recall, and since very few results are
returned from the filter, the brute force nearest neighbour search
is efficient. Revisiting our “black cat playing with yarn” in Seattle
query example, if someone took a small number of photos when
visiting Seattle and uses that location as a filter during search, then
that predicate will be highly selective. It will qualify only a small
fraction of the photos out of the entire photo library. In this scenario,
pre-filtering is very efficient and would yield 100% recall.

If a predicate has a high selectivity factor then post-filtering is
the optimal query plan. Pre-filtering would be inefficient since it
will perform brute force nearest neighbour search over the qualified
results, and high selectivity factor means a large result set. Post
filtering on the other hand, will use ANN search then discard any
results which do not satisfy the predicate. The number of results
discarded is proportional to the selectivity of the predicate. Con-
tinuing the example from above, when the attribute filter location
= “Seattle” is applied over a photos collection where the user lives
in Seattle and 95% of the photos qualify for the predicate, then
the predicate has very low selectivity as it will qualify most of the
photos.

MicroNN implements a simple query optimizer based on pred-
icate selectivity estimates. Different from a traditional relational
optimizer, the choice of query plan for vector search affects recall
as well as latency. We can view the IVF search as a predicate that
filters the partition id column, and estimate its selectivity based on
the number of partitions we will scan and each partition’s target
size. Given the number of IVF partitions 𝑛 and a target partition
size 𝑝 , an estimate of the selectivity factor of our IVF predicate filter
𝐹IVF is:

𝐹IVF =
𝑛 · 𝑝
|𝑅 | (2)

If we estimate that the selectivity of the actual attribute filter is
below 𝐹𝐼𝑉 𝐹 , it’s better to apply pre-filtering, as the attribute filter
itself narrows our search space more than the IVF index. If our
estimated selectivity is above 𝐹IVF, the IVF index constrains the
search space more the attribute filter, and post-filtering is the better
strategy. This optimization strategy ensures the latency of the query
will match either pre-filtering or post-filtering. It is always possible
for a client to dynamically change the number of probes to increase
recall at the expense of latency.
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To estimate selectivities, we estimate the cardinality of applying
each predicate of the attribute filters independently. For simplicity,
we assume independence of the predicates and take the minimum
over conjunctions and a sum over disjunctions to estimate the total
selectivity of all attribute filters together. We denote the final cardi-
nality derived from this procedure as |𝜎̂𝑓 𝑖𝑙𝑡𝑒𝑟𝑠 (𝑅) |. Our selectivity
factor estimate 𝐹𝑓 𝑖𝑙𝑡𝑒𝑟𝑠 for all the attribute filters is then:

𝐹𝑓 𝑖𝑙𝑡𝑒𝑟𝑠 =
min( |𝜎̂𝑓 𝑖𝑙𝑡𝑒𝑟𝑠 (𝑅) |, |𝑅 |)

|𝑅 | (3)

The query optimizer then selects the pre-filtering query plan if
𝐹𝑓 𝑖𝑙𝑡𝑒𝑟𝑠 < 𝐹IVF, otherwise it selects post-filtering. We recognize
that the wealth of research in query optimization and selectivity
estimates could be leveraged to further improve the optimizer, and
leave exploration of more sophisticated optimization techniques
for future work.

3.6 Updates

MicroNN supports inserts (with “upsert” semantics in case the asset
ID already exists in the database) and deletes. MicroNN supports
multiple readers scanning the IVF index in a snapshot isolated
way. The writes, including adding, updating, and deleting assets,
as well as index rebuilds are fully serialized. MicroNN configures
the underlying SQLite database to operate in write-ahead logging
(WAL) mode for enabling ACID properties and protecting the stored
vectors from corruption.

Inserts are processed by inserting into a “delta-store”. The delta-
store is a set of recent vectors that have not yet been assigned a
partition. Newly inserted vectors are staged in the delta-store until
the IVF index is rebuilt. The delta-store is fully scanned on every
query. This means that query latency can grow if the delta-store
grows too large, therefore, requires periodic index rebuilds to flush
delta-store content into the IVF index.

While delta-store is logically different from the IVF index, in
our implementation of MicroNN, the delta-store is physically co-
located with the IVF index. The delta-store is represented by as-
signing a reserved partition identifier, in this way vectors assigned
to the delta-store can be represented in the same way as vectors
assigned to the IVF index partitions. Adopting the same physical
layout also brings in the advantage of ensuring data locality of
the vectors assigned to the delta-store. Therefore, during nearest
neighbour search, the delta-store is simply an additional partition.

A key challenge in incorporating the changes in delta-store into
the IVF index is to do that in a way that does not block interactive
applications, and also ensure unnecessary I/O is avoided to protect
solid-state storage devices commonly found in user devices. In a
separate work, we dive deep into the design space of what metrics
can be tracked for assessing the query recall and latency character-
istics of an IVF index, and what actions can be taken to mitigate
degradation of these metrics over time [26]. For implementation
purposes, we use a simplified form of incremental index mainte-
nance that flushes vectors from the delta-store by assigning them
to the IVF index partition with the closest centroid and updates
the centroids to reflect the partition content [1]. This approach
of vector assignment can lead to partition sizes growing, conse-
quently, leading to increased query latency. We prevent unbounded

Table 2: Datasets used in the evaluation

Dataset Dimension Vectors Queries Metric
MNIST 784 60k 10k L2
NYTimes 256 290k 10k cosine
SIFT 128 1M 10k L2

GLOVE 200 1.18M 10k L2
GIST 960 1M 1k L2

DEEPImage 96 10M 10k cosine
InternalA 512 150k 1k cosine

growth of query latency by allowing clients to put a threshold on
average partition size growth. When average partition size reaches
its growth limit, MicroNN will trigger a full index rebuild.

4 Empirical Evaluation

We empirically evaluate MicroNN using both publicly available
and internal workloads and compare against a number of different
approaches for ANN search. We first describe our experimental
setup, we present end-to-end evaluation of MicroNN followed
by a number of micro benchmarks evaluating specific technical
contributions. The highlights of the evaluation are:

• MicroNN can perform ANN search with latency on-par
with a full in-memory indexing approach while using two
orders of magnitude less memory.

• MicroNN uses 4× - 60× less memory during index con-
struction compared to constructing a k-means based IVF
index while maintaining similar index quality.

• For queries with attribute predicates, MicroNN’s optimizer
can find an efficient execution plan by estimating predicate
cardinality using per-column histograms.

• MicroNN exhibits sub-linear scaling w.r.t. batch size.

4.1 Experiment Setup

4.1.1 Datasets. We use a number of publicly available datasets
with sizes varying from tens of thousands to millions of vectors of
varying dimensionality. We also use an internal workload used for
a search and recommendation use-case containing approximately
150k 512-dimensional training vectors and 1000 test vectors. Char-
acteristics of the datasets used are described in Table 2.

4.1.2 Execution Environment. MicroNN is designed for edge en-
vironments with limited compute and memory. We run the ex-
periments on multiple edge devices representing commonly used
personal and portable computing devices. These devices have one
or more CPU cores and memory capacity varying from a few gi-
gabytes to a few tens of gigabytes. In the following we use Small

and Large to refer to device under test (DUT) with single digit and
a few tens of Gigabyte of main memory, respectively.

4.1.3 Evaluation Metrics. Our evaluation is primarily focused on
measuring the following:

• Query processing latency: the time needed to perform
top-100 nearest neighbour search at 90% recall for a dataset.

• Index construction time: the time needed to construct
an IVF index from scratch.



MicroNN: An On-device Disk-resident Updatable Vector Database

• Memory usage: total memory usage during (i) query pro-
cessing, and (ii) index construction.

Unless otherwise specified, we report query processing latency and
memory usage for finding top-100 nearest neighbours at 90% recall.
In most experiments, we use an average cluster size of 100 when
building the index for each dataset. We then identify 𝑛, the number
of IVF index partitions to scan to reach a recall of 90% or higher.
We report the average value of the metrics over the query set and
use error bars to donate standard deviation where applicable.

4.1.4 Compared Approaches. We compare our proposed approach
against a main memory-only variation of MicroNN in order to
keep all implementation aspects fixed and evaluate the effect of a
disk-resident index. We also evaluate MicroNN against short- and
long-lived application patterns to demonstrate the impact of cold
start. Details of the compared approaches are as follows:

• InMemory: A completely memory resident variation of
the MicroNN IVF index. This baseline gives a lower-bound
on latency for our IVF implementation, while illustrating
the memory requirements to achieve this latency.

• MicroNN-ColdStart: MicroNN where all cached disk
pages are purged from memory before running the bench-
marks, and measurement is taken only for a single query.
This variation demonstrates the impact of cold database
cache. We repeat the evaluation for 100 randomly sampled
queries from benchmark datasets and report the mean of
the metric values along with standard error. This scenario
represents short-lived applications or an application’s boot-
strap scenario.

• MicroNN-WarmCache: MicroNN where the database
caches are pre-warmed by running batches of queries prior
to taking measurement of the subsequent benchmark. This
scenario represents the commonly found pattern in long-
lived applications that persist database connections.

We evaluate all three scenarios for demonstrating the end-to-end
performance. The microbenchmark results represent the one from
MicroNN-WarmCache scenario unless otherwise specified.

4.2 End-to-end Performance

We first demonstrate MicroNN’s capability to perform ANN search
using a substantially small fraction of memory compared to a com-
pletely memory resident ANN system while exhibiting competitive
query latency. We use all the datasets listed in Table 2. Note that
the GIST and DEEPImage datasets could not be evaluated for the
InMemory scenario on the Small DUT due to the device’s physical
memory limitations. This shows that MicroNN is able to effectively
utilize the disk and the memory to both build the ANN index and
use the index for ANN search, even for the largest datasets.

4.2.1 Query Latency & Memory Usage. Figure 4 shows the mean
ANN search latency at 90% recall@100 for InMemory, MicroNN-
ColdStart, and MicroNN-WarmCache scenarios on a Large DUT.
As expected, MicroNN-ColdStart’s latency in all datasets is an
order of magnitude higher than the rest due to the cold centroid
and database caches. However, as the database cache warms up,
and the centroids get cached in memory, MicroNN-WarmCache
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Figure 4: Query latency for 90% recall@100.

provides ANN search latency comparable to InMemory, while using
two orders of magnitude less (as shown in Figure 5).

4.2.2 Index Construction Time & Memory Usage. The mini-batch
k-means algorithm used in MicroNN brings small batches of the
embedding vectors from disk to memory while training the disk
resident quantizer for the IVF index. In contrast, the InMemory
approach needs to buffer all vectors in memory and thus has a
significantly larger memory footprint as shown in Figure 6b. In
addition, Figure 6a compares the index construction time of both
approaches. We observe that memory and disk I/O has a negligible
impact in index construction time as it is a compute intensive
operation. These results highlight the benefits of a disk resident
index construction mechanism for on-device deployments, where
the index can be constructed using a fraction of memory without
storing all vectors in memory.

4.3 Microbenchmarks

4.3.1 Effectiveness of hybrid query optimizer. We evaluate our
query optimizer on the Big-ANN Filtered Search dataset [37], which
contains 10M CLIP [33] embeddings of Flickr images. Each embed-
ding is associated with a bag of tags. Each query for the benchmark
contains a query embedding and a set of query tags, all of which
must be associated with embeddings returned by the search.



Pound et al.

SIFT MNIST
NYTIMES

GLOVE
InternalA

DEEPImageGIST

Dataset

5
10
25
50

100
200
375
750

1500
3000
6000

M
em

or
y 

Us
ag

e 
(M

iB
)

InMemory MicroNN

(a) Large DUT

SIFT MNIST
NYTIMES

GLOVE
InternalA

DEEPImageGIST

Dataset

5
10
25
50

100
200
375
750

1500

M
em

or
y 

Us
ag

e 
(M

iB
)

InMemory MicroNN

(b) Small DUT

Figure 5: Memory usage during query processing

We encode the tags as a whitespace separated string, then store
the string as a string column in the Attributes table (from Figure 2).
An inverted index is built on this column, such that each tag is
represented as a token. The attribute filters for each query is then
a conjunction of MATCH filters on the string column, ensuring that
the results must contain the query tags. Because the column is
of string type, we use the string selectivity estimation method
outlined in Section 3.5.1 to estimate selectivity for hybrid query
plan optimization. We set 𝑛 to 40 and use an average partition size
of 500 for the IVF index.

From the provided queries, we measure the true predicate se-
lectivity factor of each bag of query tags by executing the filters
of the query and counting the number of rows in the result. We
then bin the queries by their predicate selectivity factor order of
magnitude, then sample 10 queries from each order of magnitude
bin. We then execute these queries using the pre-filtering, post-
filtering, and query optimizer based approaches, computing the
average latencies and recall@100 within each bin. The results of
this benchmark is presented in Figure 7.

Post-filtering is an order of magnitude faster than pre-filtering.
We see that both methods get slower as they need to consider
more vectors. However, post-filtering remains consistently faster
relative to pre-filtering, as it is computing vector distances over a
much smaller fraction of the total index. This can happen either
because the predicate qualifies more vectors for pre-filtering than
the post-filtering approach considers from the number of partitions

SIFT MNIST
NYTIMES

GLOVE
InternalA

DEEPImageGIST

Dataset

1

5
10
20
40
80

160
320
640

1500
3000
6000

In
de

x 
co

ns
tru

ct
io

n 
tim

e 
(s)

InMemory MicroNN

(a) Index construction time

SIFT MNIST
NYTIMES

GLOVE
InternalA

DEEPImageGIST

Dataset

1

5
10
20
40
80

160
320
640

1500
3000
6000

M
em

or
y 

us
ag

e 
(M

iB
)

InMemory MicroNN

(b) Memory usage during index construction

Figure 6: MicroNN’s index construction performance

scanned, or because many of the vectors scanned by post-filtering
are filtered out by the attribute constraint and therefore no distance
calculations are done on those vectors.

While post-filtering is an order of magnitude faster, it suffers
from very low recall for highly selective queries. This is because the
IVF partitions, after applying the predicate filters, have significantly
fewer vectors than the index expects to scan to achieve a reasonable
recall. Because it scans and computes distances over fewer vectors,
it is significantly faster than the pre-filtering strategy, however only
few of the vectors scanned make their way into the top-K.

In contrast, pre-filtering has reasonably low latencies for highly
selective queries while maintaining 100% recall. As the number of
vectors satisfying the filter increases, the latency of pre-filtering
increases proportionally. At this point the recall of post-filtering
becomes competitive at much lower latencies.

The query optimizer is able to effectively navigate this latency
and recall trade-off. It achieves 100% recall for highly selective
queries, while being able to switch to the post-filtering strategy for
less selective queries. This capability to switch to the appropriate
plan leads to faster latencies than a pre-filtering only strategy, and
higher recall than a post-filtering only strategy.

4.3.2 Impact of memory usage on Index quality. We evaluate the
impact of using mini-batch k-means algorithm for training the IVF
index’s quantizer as opposed to using a k-means algorithm that
considers all training vectors at once when training the quantizer.
For this evaluation, we use the InternalA dataset and we vary the
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Figure 7: Effectiveness of Hybrid Query Optimizer

batch size used during training as the percentage of the dataset size
and show how recall and memory usage during index construction
are impacted as batch size changes. For recall computation, we
identify the 𝑛 parameter (i.e., the number of clusters to probe) to
achieve 90% recall on the index trained using the smallest batch
size and use that 𝑛 throughout to ensure we perform roughly the
same number of vector similarity computations.

As Figure 8a shows, there is little to no impact on recall as we
vary the batch size from 0.04% to all the way up-to 100% of the
training vectors, which resembles a regular k-means algorithm.
Using a batch size of 0.04% of the vectors still maintains a 90% recall
while using only 25 MiB of memory on the Small and 100 MiB of
memory on the Large DUT, respectively. The difference in memory
usage on the two device types is due to how they were configured
for virtual memory page allocation as well as the SQLite page
cache pool configuration. In contrast, a regular k-means algorithm
(represented by 100% mini-batch size) would use more than 1.6 GiB
of memory for creating a clustering with similar quality.

4.3.3 Batch Query Execution. We employ multi-query optimiza-
tion techniques from [27] to batch execute multiple queries that
need to compute similarity with vectors within the same IVF index
partition. As such, MicroNN can eliminate redundant scanning
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Figure 8: Impact of mini-batch k-means batch size on recall

and memory usage

of IVF partitions and amortize data movement cost over a batch
of queries. In addition, it takes advantage of vector instruction
sets available on most modern CPUs for computing the similarities
between a batch of query vectors and the vectors within an IVF
partition. Figure 9a shows the impact of our multi-query optimiza-
tion on query latency for each of the datasets in Table 2. If queries
were processed one after another, then theocratically the total time
to process a batch would scale linearly as the batch size (shown
by the dashed line in Figure 9a). However, with the multi-query
optimization in place, the total time for processing a query batch
consistently less than processing each query in the batch one at a
time. For instance, on InternalA, a batch size of 1024 is processed
within 1.7 seconds achieving 90% recall@100. Which results in an
average latency of 1.7 ms per query, which is 33% less compared to
running queries one at a time.

We observe that the gain diminishes as the matrix of query batch
and cluster centroids grows larger. For instance, for the DEEPImage
dataset with ≈100k centroids, the overhead of large matrix multipli-
cation for a batch of 1024 outweighs the gains. This is an example
of a scenario (mentioned earlier in Section 3.2) where additional
indexing over the centroids would reduce the overhead of centroid
scan, which is beyond the scope of this paper. For the other bench-
marks, we see a larger batch size significantly improves completion
time of analytical workloads.
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Figure 9: Impact of Multi-Query Optimization

4.3.4 Index Updates. We emulate the behavior of a growing vector
collection by bootstrapping the IVF index using 50% of the InternalA
dataset, followed by inserting 3% of the remaining dataset vectors
into the index at each epoch. We compute recall at each epoch
and use a query batch of size 128. We compare against an ideal
scenario in which the index is fully rebuilt after each epoch. For our
incremental update approach, we set a threshold of 50% increase in
average partition size to trigger a full index rebuild. Due to increase
in average partition size, the number of vectors scanned increases
if 𝑛 is fixed, which also increases the recall. In our experiments, we
keep updating 𝑛 to keep the target number of vectors scanned same
throughout. Results are presented in Figure 10.

Since𝑛 is adjusted throughout the experiment, the average single
query latency remains comparable with the full rebuild approach
(Figure 10a). For both approaches, the query latency before index
rebuild was high due to exhaustive scanning of the delta-store
during query processing. The impact in this case is more on recall
of top-100 search (Figure 10b). With both approaches it is expected
that query recall will drop after the delta-store is flushed since
we are now performing ANN search over the vectors previously
in the delta-store. As the index is updated, incremental rebuild
mechanism keeps deviating from the ideal recall of a full rebuild.
However, the deviation remains small and is corrected as soon as
a full rebuild is triggered. This small loss in recall is compensated
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Figure 10: Comparison between full and incremental index

rebuild approaches on InternalA dataset

by the faster index build time (Figure 10c) and the significantly
smaller I/O footprint (<2% of full rebuild) of the incremental update
approach (Figure 10d). We see the incremental rebuild approach
has comparable rebuild cost to full rebuild at the 10th epoch when
the full rebuild criteria is triggered.

5 Conclusion

We have presentedMicroNN, an on-device embedded vector search
engine that supports scalable similarity search under strict memory
constraints. MicroNN uses a disk-resident index and query pro-
cessing algorithm, and includes support for updates, hybrid search
queries with structured attribute filters, and optimizations for batch
query processing all over the same index instance.

We have shown that the overhead of a disk-resident vector index
can be mitigated by mapping vector partitioning schemes onto rela-
tional database support for clustered indices, providing competitive
recall and query latencies with orders of magnitude less memory
usage. We have also demonstrated adaptations to traditional IVF
indexing approaches that allows constructing and maintaining the
index with minimal memory and disk I/O. We showed how a sim-
ple query optimizer can efficiently navigate pre- and post-filtering
query plans, and how multi-query optimization techniques can be
leveraged to accelerate batch query processing.
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