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Abstract—Vector databases typically manage metadata as flat
scalar attributes, which limits their ability to express hierarchical
directory semantics commonly used to organize code repositories,
enterprise documents, and agent memories. As a result, directory-
scoped retrieval and structural updates are often implemented
as application-layer workarounds, making recursive scope res-
olution expensive and directory maintenance difficult to keep
consistent. This paper studies native directory semantics as a
first-class capability for vector databases. We formalize two core
operators: Directory-Semantic Query (DSQ) for hierarchically
scoped retrieval, and Directory-Semantic Maintenance (DSM) for
structural updates. We then evaluate three implementation strate-
gies: query-time path expansion (PE-ONLINE), ingestion-time
path expansion (PE-OFFLINE), and a Trie-based Hierarchical
Index (TRIEHI). Our analysis exposes the fundamental limita-
tions of expansion-based designs: flattening the hierarchy incurs
high recursive-query latency in PE-ONLINE and unscalable
write amplification during structural changes in both expansion
strategies. In contrast, TRIEHI keeps the directory topology as
a native prefix tree, enabling efficient recursive retrieval through
tree traversal and reducing maintenance cost through topological
node manipulation. We benchmark these design points within
ByteDance’s Viking vector search engine and release two large-
scale datasets', WIKI-Dir and ARXIV-Dir, to support future
research on directory-semantic vector search. Finally, TRIEHI
has been integrated into OpenViking®, an open-source context
database for AI agents, where it supports filesystem-style context
organization and directory-recursive retrieval.

I. INTRODUCTION

Vector databases [1]-[6] have become a core data-
management substrate for Retrieval-Augmented Generation
(RAG) and Al-agent systems. They allow Large Language
Models (LLMs) to retrieve external context from large cor-
pora, including enterprise knowledge bases [7], public article
archives such as Wikipedia [8] and arXiv [9], and code
repositories [10]. Since generation quality depends heavily on
the relevance and consistency of retrieved context [11]-[14],
the basic vector-database pipeline—embedding data, indexing
vectors, and executing k-nearest neighbor search—now sits
on the critical path of systems such as Claude Code [15],
OpenClaw [16], and Hermes [17].

As these systems move from document collections to oper-
ational knowledge bases, retrieval requires more than nearest-
neighbor similarity. The valid search space is often determined
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Fig. 1: Knowledge bases with hierarchical directory structures.

by structural scope: a project directory, a versioned documen-
tation branch, a user-memory namespace, or an agent-skill
repository. Current vector databases address part of this need
through hybrid search and metadata filtering [18]-[21]. These
mechanisms combine dense retrieval with sparse keyword
matching [22]-[25] and scalar predicates [26]-[28], such as
category = “finance” or price < 100. They are effective for
flat attributes, but they do not model the hierarchical topology
that defines many real retrieval scopes.

Directory structures are the most common such topol-
ogy. Code repositories, corporate wikis, personal file sys-
tems, and agent context stores are all organized as nested
namespaces, as illustrated in Figure 1. In these settings, a
path is not merely a string-valued attribute. A file such as
/src/core/payment .py inherits meaning from its ances-
tors (e.g., /src/ and /src/core/), and a query scoped to
a directory must usually include or exclude entire subtrees.
Flattening paths into scalar metadata discards this topology.
The result is a recurring mismatch between semantic similarity
and contextual validity: a query for “architecture design” may
retrieve both current documents under /docs/v2.0/ and
obsolete documents under /archive/v1.0/, while relevant
material under /docs/ may be diluted by semantically sim-
ilar but irrelevant files under /1ogs/. These failures are not
ranking artifacts alone; they arise because the database lacks
native operators for hierarchical scope.

Today, directory semantics are usually implemented outside
the vector database. To search recursively under /src/, an
application first enumerates descendant paths from an external
metadata store and then submits a vector query with a large
disjunctive predicate, such as path IN [‘‘/src/a/’',
... 1. This workaround has two consequences. On the read
path, recursive scope resolution becomes an opaque pre-
processing step, preventing the database from co-optimizing
structural pruning with vector search and often inflating la-
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tency. On the write path, directory mutations such as MOVE
or MERGE require coordinated updates across an external
directory store and vector metadata. A logical subtree oper-
ation degenerates into many document- or path-level updates,
causing write amplification and exposing consistency hazards.
These issues stem from keeping directory structure outside the
vector database.

This paper argues that directory semantics should be first-
class operations in vector databases. We formalize two prim-
itives. Directory-Semantic Query (DSQ) scopes vector search
by directory topology, supporting recursive subtree confine-
ment, non-recursive directory access, and branch exclusion.
Directory-Semantic Maintenance (DSM) captures structural
mutations, including moving and merging subtrees. Together,
DSQ and DSM provide the basic interface for expressing
directory-semantic operations over vector data.

We study this design space by building a native directory-
semantic module in ByteDance’s Viking vector search engine.
The module is decoupled from the underlying Approximate
Nearest Neighbor (ANN) index, allowing directory semantics
to be evaluated as a pluggable scope-resolution layer. We
implement and compare three strategies: Online Path Expan-
sion (PE-ONLINE), Offline Path Expansion (PE-OFFLINE),
and a native Trie-based Hierarchical Index (TRIEHI). The
expansion-based strategies expose the limits of flattening: for
recursive queries, PE-ONLINE pays high query-time expan-
sion cost, while PE-OFFLINE shifts the cost to ingestion. Both
remain vulnerable to subtree-wide maintenance amplification.
TRIEHI instead stores the hierarchy as a prefix tree, enabling
recursive scope resolution through tree traversal and structural
maintenance through tree-local operations.

TRIEHI has also been integrated into OpenViking?, an
open-source context database for Al agents. In OpenViking,
TRIEHI serves as the directory substrate for two core context-
management functions: organizing memories, resources, and
skills, and supporting directory-recursive retrieval that first
locates promising directories and then searches their relevant
descendants. Section IV-C describes this integration, and Sec-
tion V-F evaluates its effect on agent-memory and knowledge-
base Question Answering (QA) workloads.

Our main contributions can be summarized as follows:

e We formulate directory semantics as a first-class vector-
database abstraction. We define DSQ and DSM to capture
hierarchy-scoped retrieval and topology-preserving main-
tenance, clarifying the requirements that cannot be repre-
sented by flat metadata filters alone.

e We develop a pluggable directory-semantic layer in vector
databases and instantiate three designs: PE-ONLINE, PE-
OFFLINE, and TRIEHI. The first two capture the natural
expansion-based baselines, while TRIEHI preserves the
directory topology in a native prefix tree. We analyze their
costs and trade-offs across query processing, storage, and
structural maintenance.

e We construct and release WIKI-Dir and ARXIV-Dir,
two large-scale benchmarks with hierarchical directory

topologies!. Using these datasets, we evaluate the three de-
signs under recursive/non-recursive DSQ, DSM operations,
and indexing/storage overheads with both graph-based and
partition-based vector indexes.

e We integrate TRIEHI into the open-source OpenViking
context database, where it supports filesystem-style orga-
nization over memories, resources, and skills, as well as
directory-recursive retrieval. We evaluate this integration on
user-memory and knowledge-base QA workloads.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II
formalizes directory-semantic operations. Sections III and IV
present the expansion-based designs and TRIEHI, respectively.
Section V reports the experimental results. Section VI reviews
related work, and Section VII concludes the paper.

II. BACKGROUND
A. Vector Database Execution Model

Vector databases manage vectorized entries and execute
similarity search through ANN indexes. A query vector is
evaluated against an index such as a proximity graph (PG)
or an inverted file (IVF), and the system returns the top-
k entries by vector similarity. Modern vector databases [5],
[29], [30] also support metadata filtering, a scalar predicate is
resolved into a valid entry set, and the vector executor ranks
only candidates that satisfy the predicate.

This execution model is a natural substrate for directory
semantics. A directory constraint can be viewed as a scope
predicate that determines entries eligible for vector ranking.
The key difference from ordinary scalar filtering is that the
predicate is topological rather than flat: resolving a path may
require traversing ancestors, descendants, or sibling branches.
Our goal is therefore not to replace ANN indexes, but to
provide a directory-semantic scope-resolution layer that can
feed valid candidate sets to existing vector-search executors.
In our implementation, this layer is integrated into Viking, the
vector search engine underlying VikingDB [31], [32], which
provides the PG and IVF indexes used in our experiments.

B. Directory-Structured Knowledge Bases

Hierarchical directories are a common organization model
for human-generated and agent-managed knowledge [33]-
[35]. A path is an ordered sequence of segments, and
each prefix denotes a directory scope. For example,
/src/core/payment .py is not merely a string identifier:
the prefixes /src/ and /src/core/ encode structural
context that distinguishes the entry from similarly named items
in other branches. Figure 2 shows a simplified enterprise
knowledge base used as a running example. The same ab-
straction applies to code repositories, file systems, and agent
context stores. Each leaf entry has a vector payload, while each
internal directory defines a scope over all entries in its subtree.
A directory-aware vector database must therefore support both
retrieval over such scopes and maintenance of the underlying
topology as the namespace evolves.
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Fig. 2: Example of a directory-structured knowledge base.

C. Directory-Semantic Operations

We define two classes of operations over directory-
structured vector data.

e Directory-Semantic Query (DSQ): read-path operations that
convert directory constraints into valid candidate scopes for
vector search.

e Directory-Semantic Maintenance (DSM): write-path opera-
tions that mutate the directory topology while preserving
the intended namespace semantics for subsequent DSQs.

DSQ Primitives. We focus on two base query primitives. A
recursive query searches all entries under a target directory,
including entries in descendant directories. For example, a
query anchored at /HR/ considers both doc_1 and doc_2; a
query anchored at /HR/Policies/ considers doc_2 while
excluding relevant entries outside that subtree, such as doc_7
under /Archive/HR/. A non-recursive query searches only
entries directly bound to the target directory. For instance, a
non-recursive query over /HR/ includes doc_1 but excludes
doc_2, which resides in a child directory.

These two primitives are sufficient to express common
derived operations. An exclusion query can be represented
by subtracting the recursive scope of a branch. Sibling and
ancestor queries can be reduced to combinations of directory
traversal and recursive/non-recursive scope resolution. Accord-
ingly, our design and evaluation focus on the two base DSQ
primitives as the core execution workload.

DSM Primitives. We use two structural mutations to charac-
terize maintenance cost. A directory move relocates an entire
subtree to a new parent. In Figure 2, moving /Dept_A/
under /Dept_B/ changes the namespace of Dept_A and
all descendants while preserving their internal structure. A
directory merge consolidates a source subtree into a target
subtree and reconciles name conflicts recursively. For example,
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Fig. 3: Comparison of ingestion workflows. PE-ONLINE (top)
indexes only the exact parent path; PE-OFFLINE (bottom) pre-
computes and indexes all ancestral paths.

merging /Dept_A/ into /Dept_B/ transfers doc_5 into
the target branch and recursively reconciles the overlapping
OKR directories containing doc_8 and doc_9.

MOVE and MERGE capture the main challenge in directory
maintenance: a single logical namespace operation may af-
fect many descendants. Other lifecycle operations, such as
directory creation, deletion, and renaming, can be modeled as
simpler variants of these primitives. We therefore use MOVE
and MERGE as representative DSM workloads.

D. Design Requirements

A directory-semantic layer for vector databases must satisfy
four requirements. First, it should provide scope correctness:
DSQ must resolve the intended recursive or non-recursive di-
rectory scope before vector ranking. Second, it should provide
query efficiency: resolving a directory scope should not require
scanning or expanding a large subtree on every query. Third,
it should provide maintenance efficiency: structural mutations
should avoid rewriting every entry or materialized path in the
affected subtree whenever possible. Fourth, it should preserve
ANN-index independence: directory semantics should act as a
scope-resolution module that can work with different vector
indexes, rather than requiring changes to the ANN algorithm.

III. PATH EXPANSION STRATEGIES

Path expansion is the most direct way to implement direc-
tory semantics on top of a scalar-filtering vector database. The
hierarchy is represented by path strings, and a directory con-
straint is rewritten into one or more scalar path predicates. For
example, a recursive DSQ anchored at /HR/ can be expanded
into the path keys /HR/ and /HR/Policies/. This strategy
keeps the ANN index unchanged and places all directory-
specific logic in a metadata scope-resolution layer. The central
design choice is when to expand the directory scope: at query
time, by enumerating descendant paths, or at ingestion time,
by materializing ancestor memberships. We study these two
choices as Online Path Expansion (PE-ONLINE) and Offline
Path Expansion (PE-OFFLINE). Figures 3 and 4 illustrate the
corresponding ingestion and recursive-query workflows using
the running example in Figure 2.
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tom) uses a single lookup for a pre-computed set.

A. Online Path Expansion (PE-ONLINE)

PE-ONLINE materializes only exact directory membership
and defers recursive expansion to query time. It is there-
fore a time-for-space design: ingestion and storage remain
lightweight, but recursive queries must dynamically enumerate
and combine the paths in the target subtree.

Storage and Indexing. The metadata layer maintains three
structures. First, an entry-to-directory mapping records the
logical parent directory of each vectorized entry. Second, a
parent-path inverted index maps each directory path key to
the set of entries stored directly under that directory. Third,
an auxiliary directory index stores all directory path keys and
supports prefix enumeration and direct-child lookup. These
structures are independent of the ANN index; they only
compute the valid candidate set supplied to vector search.
As shown in Figure 3 (top), when doc_2 is inserted under
/HR/Policies/, PE-ONLINE records its parent directory,
inserts doc_2 only into the parent-path posting list for
/HR/Policies/, and registers the path key in the auxiliary
directory index if it is new. No ancestor posting lists are
updated. Thus, each entry contributes one path posting.

DSQ. A DSQ first resolves the directory constraint into a
candidate entry set, and the ANN executor then ranks vectors
within that set. In PE-ONLINE, the resolution procedure
depends on whether the query is recursive.

Recursive Query. For a recursive DSQ anchored at path
p, PE-ONLINE enumerates all directory keys in the subtree
of p using the auxiliary directory index. In the running
example, a recursive DSQ over /HR/ returns the key set
K = {“‘/HR/'’, ‘/HR/Policies/’’}. The system
then retrieves the path posting list for each key in K and
unions the resulting sets, yielding Set{doc_1, doc_2}. The
recursive scope of p is the union of path sets over all directory
keys in the subtree of p.

Let m, denote the number of directory keys returned by this
subtree enumeration. The metadata work is linear in m,: one
enumeration step that returns m, keys, up to m, path lookups,
and a union over the returned posting lists. Thus, PE-ONLINE
is sensitive to broad or shallow directory scopes.

Non-Recursive Query. A non-recursive DSQ over path p
does not expand the subtree. It directly looks up the path
posting list for p. For example, a non-recursive DSQ over
/HR/ returns Set{doc_1} and excludes doc_2 because
doc_2 is stored under the child directory /HR/Policies/.
This operation requires one path-key lookup plus the cost of
reading the corresponding posting list.

DSM. DSM operations in PE-ONLINE update the path-key
space maintained by the auxiliary and parent-path inverted
indexes. The important point is that the update is performed
at the directory-key level: entries remain attached to their
logical parent directories, but the scalar path keys used by
the metadata indexes must be remapped or merged when the
namespace changes. Therefore, the cost scales with the number
of affected directory keys, not necessarily with the number of
vectorized entries in the subtree.

Directory Move. Consider moving /Dept_A/ under
/Dept_B/. PE-ONLINE first enumerates the affected source
keys, such as /Dept_A/ and /Dept_A/OKR/, from the
auxiliary directory index. It then computes the corresponding
target keys by replacing the source prefix with the destination
prefix. For each source-target key pair, the parent-path posting
list is remapped from the old key to the new key, and the
auxiliary directory index is updated by deleting the old key
and inserting the new one. After these updates, future DSQs
resolve the moved subtree through the new path keys.

The dominant metadata cost is O(m,,), where m,, is the
number of directory keys in the moved subtree. This includes
enumerating the affected keys, computing their target names,
remapping parent-path posting lists, and updating the auxiliary
directory index.

Directory Merge. To merge /Dept_A/ into /Dept_B/,
PE-ONLINE enumerates all source keys under /Dept_2/ and
computes their target keys under /Dept_B/. For each source-
target pair, the system retrieves the source posting list and the
existing target posting list, unions them when they share the
same path name, writes the merged posting list under the target
key, and removes the source key. In the running example, the
source key /Dept_A/OKR/ is merged into the target key
/Dept_B/OKR/, combining {doc_8} and {doc_9}.

The merge also performs O(m,) metadata updates over
source directory keys, with additional set-union work for
target-key conflicts. This makes MERGE no cheaper than
MOVE, and potentially more expensive when many source
paths collide with existing target paths.

B. Offline Path Expansion (PE-OFFLINE)

PE-OFFLINE makes the opposite design choice. Instead of
expanding a subtree at query time, it materializes ancestor
memberships during ingestion. Each entry is indexed not only
under its exact parent directory, but also under every ancestor
directory. This is a space-for-time design: recursive DSQ can
be resolved by one path-key lookup, while ingestion, storage,
non-recursive DSQ, and DSM become more expensive.

Storage and Indexing. The metadata layer remains inde-
pendent of the ANN index. It maintains: (1) an entry-to-



TABLE I: Performance trade-offs of expansion-based designs. m, is the number of directory keys in the queried subtree, m,,
is the number of directory keys in the mutated subtree, ¢ is the relevant directory depth or affected-ancestor bound, and c is

the number of immediate child directories.

PE-ONLINE

Aspect ) .
(Query-Time Expansion)

PE-OFFLINE
(Ingestion-Time Expansion)

Index Storage Low: one parent posting list per entry

High: ¢ ancestor posting lists per entry

Ingestion Work

Low: one posting update plus one auxiliary key update

High: ¢ posting updates plus one auxiliary key update

Recursive DSQ lookups, and set union

High metadata work: subtree enumeration, up to m, posting list

Low metadata work: one parent-path posting list lookup

Non-Recursive DSQ

Low metadata work: one parent-path posting list lookup

High metadata work: one parent-path posting list lookup, ¢ child-path
posting list lookups, and set difference

MOVE

High maintenance work: O(m,,) path-key remapping

High maintenance work: O(m,) path-key remapping plus O(t)
ancestor updates

MERGE

unions

High maintenance work: O(m, ) path-key merging, plus conflict

High maintenance work: O(m,) path-key merging plus O(t)
ancestor updates, plus conflict unions

directory mapping for the logical parent directory of each
vectorized entry; (2) an auxiliary directory index over all
directory path keys, used for direct-child lookup and DSM
path-key enumeration; (3) a path expander that maps an exact
parent path to its ancestor path sequence; and (4) an ancestor-
materialized inverted index mapping each directory key to the
set of entries located at or below that directory.

Figure 3 (bottom) illustrates the ingestion of doc_2 under
/HR/Policies/. The path expander generates the ances-
tor sequence [/’ ", **/HR/'', *Y/HR/Policies/' "],
and doc_2 is inserted into the posting list of each key.
The auxiliary directory index registers the exact parent path
if it is new. Therefore, an entry at depth ¢ contributes ¢
ancestor postings. This replication is what makes recursive
DSQ resolution cheap in metadata lookups, but it also means
high-level directory keys, such as '/’ ', materialize large
descendant sets.

DSQ. As before, DSQ first resolves a directory constraint into
a candidate entry set and then passes the set to the ANN
executor. Because PE-OFFLINE stores ancestor posting lists,
recursive and non-recursive DSQ have opposite cost profiles.

Recursive Query. A recursive DSQ over path p is resolved
by a single lookup of the ancestor posting list for p. For ex-
ample, querying /HR/ directly returns Set{doc_1, doc_2},
because both entries were inserted into the /HR/ posting list
at ingestion.

Non-Recursive Query. For a non-recursive DSQ, the exact-
parent entries under p must be separated from descendant
entries already materialized in p’s posting list. PE-OFFLINE
retrieves the posting list Setr,iq; for p, enumerates the direct
child directory keys of p from the auxiliary directory index,
retrieves their posting lists, unions them into Setchiidrens
and computes Setrotar \ Setcniidren. For /HR/, this gives
Set{doc_1, doc_2} \ Set{doc_2} = Set{doc_1}. If ¢ is
the number of direct child directories, scope resolution requires
one lookup for p, one child enumeration, up to c child lookups,
and the corresponding union/difference operations.

DSM. PE-OFFLINE must maintain two kinds of metadata
during DSM: the path keys for directories inside the mutated
subtree, and the ancestor posting lists outside the subtree. This
second requirement is the main difference from PE-ONLINE.
When a subtree changes parent, the aggregate entry set of

the subtree must be removed from ancestor directories that no
longer contain it and added to ancestor directories that newly
contain it.

Directory Move. PE-OFFLINE handles a move, such as
relocating /Dept_A/ under /Dept_B/, in two coordinated
steps. First, it enumerates the m,, directory keys in the moved
subtree and computes their new keys by prefix substitution.
The posting list associated with each subtree key is remapped
from the old key to the new key, and the auxiliary directory
index is updated accordingly. Second, it updates ancestor
memberships outside the moved subtree. Let S be the aggre-
gate posting list of the moved subtree root, and let A~ and A
denote the old-only and new-only proper ancestor sets after
removing common proper ancestors. The system removes S
from posting lists in A~ and adds S to posting lists in AT,
Common proper ancestors are left unchanged because they
contain the subtree before and after the move. The posting list
of the moved subtree root is not updated through this ancestor-
membership step; it is carried from the old root key to the new
root key during path-key remapping.

The metadata cost has two components: O(m,) path-
key remapping for the moved subtree and O(t) ancestor-
membership updates, where ¢ bounds the number of affected
ancestors.

Directory Merge. A merge, such as merging /Dept_A/
into /Dept_B/, combines the source subtree with an existing
target subtree. PE-OFFLINE enumerates all source directory
keys, computes their target keys, and processes each source-
target pair. If the target key does not exist, the source ma-
terialized posting list can be moved to the target key. If the
target key already exists, the source and target posting lists are
unioned and stored under the target key, after which the source
key is removed from metadata indexes. In the running exam-
ple, /Dept_A/OKR/ maps to the existing /Dept_B/OKR/
key, so their posting lists are merged.

The ancestor-membership update follows the same rule as
MOVE: the aggregate source set is removed from old-only
proper ancestors and added to new-only proper ancestors,
while common proper ancestors remain unchanged. The target
root itself is updated by the source-target path-key merge
described above. The total metadata work is O(m,,+t) plus the
cost of set unions for target-key conflicts. This makes MERGE



at least as expensive as MOVE under path expansion, and often
more expensive when many source keys collide with existing
target keys.

C. Analysis of Expansion-Based Solutions

Table I summarizes the consequence of implementing di-
rectory semantics through scalar path expansion. The main
advantage of this approach is compatibility: both variants
can reuse a vector database’s existing scalar-filtering interface
without modifying the ANN index. However, because the
hierarchy is encoded only as scalar path strings, the metadata
layer has no native subtree object to reuse across DSQ and
DSM. Directory membership must therefore be reconstructed
at query time or pre-materialized at ingestion time.

PE-ONLINE chooses query-time expansion. This keeps
storage and ingestion compact, but makes recursive DSQ
sensitive to the directory cardinality of the queried subtree.
PE-OFFLINE chooses ingestion-time expansion. This makes
recursive DSQ cheap to resolve in the metadata layer, but
introduces ancestor-level write amplification and turns non-
recursive DSQ into a set-difference operation over direct child
subtrees. Thus, the two schemes expose a clear latency—
space—ingestion trade-off. More importantly, both schemes
inherit the same maintenance bottleneck. A structural mutation
changes the scalar namespace used to encode a subtree, so
the affected path-key range must be remapped or merged.
Ancestor materialization further requires updates to proper an-
cestor posting lists in PE-OFFLINE. Consequently, expansion-
based designs can express directory semantics, but they do so
through indirect metadata rewrites whose cost remains tied to
the mutated subtree size.

IV. TRIE-BASED HIERARCHICAL INDEX

We next describe the data structures and operations of
TRIEHI, analyze its operational profile, and then discuss its
deployment in OpenViking.

A. TRIEHI Design

Section III shows that scalar path expansion can express
directory semantics, but it treats the directory hierarchy as
a collection of path keys. This representation is convenient
for reuse of scalar filtering, yet it does not provide a native
object for a directory subtree. As a result, recursive scope
resolution must be supported either by query-time descendant
enumeration in PE-ONLINE or by ancestor materialization
in PE-OFFLINE, and structural updates still require path-
key remapping or merging. Trie-based Hierarchical Index
(TRIEHI) takes a different physical design: it keeps the
directory topology as a native prefix tree and uses the tree
nodes as reusable scope objects for DSQ and DSM.

TRIEHI remains a metadata index layered above the ANN
executor. It does not change vector ranking or the layout of
the underlying vector index. Given a directory constraint, it
resolves the corresponding candidate entry-ID set and passes
that set to the vector executor, following the execution model

HR Archive
Inc={1,2} Inc={7}
Policies HR

Inc={2} Inc={7}

Fig. 5: The TRIEHI structure for the running example.

Finance
Inc={3}

Legal Dept_ A
Inc={4} Inc={5,8}

Dept B
Inc={6,9}

OKR
Inc={8}

OKR
Inc={9}

in Section II. Its main design goal is to replace subtree-wide
path-key manipulation with tree-local navigation.

Storage and Indexing. TRIEHI represents each directory as
a TrieNode. The root node corresponds to /, and each edge is
labeled by one path segment. As illustrated in Figure 5, a node
maintains the following fields: (1) segment, the local directory
name; (2) children, a hash map from child segment names
to child nodes; (3) parent, a pointer to the parent node; and
(4) inclusive_ids, the set of vectorized entry identifiers whose
logical directory lies at the node or in one of its descendants.
An entry identifier denotes the logical payload indexed by the
vector database.

For notation, let Inc(v) denote the inclusive_ids field of
node v, let Local(v) denote the entries directly bound to v,
and let C'hild(v) denote the immediate child nodes of v. The
invariant maintained by TRIEHI is:

Inc(v) = Local(v) U U
weChild(v)

Inc(w). (D)

Thus, a node’s inclusive set contains both entries directly
stored at that directory and entries aggregated from its child
subtrees. This invariant makes a directory node a reusable
materialized scope. A recursive DSQ can use the aggregate
set stored at the target node, while DSM operations update
only the ancestor aggregates whose descendant membership
changes. A separate entry-to-node catalog records the log-
ical parent directory of each vectorized entry and supports
namespace-level bookkeeping.

Ingestion follows the trie topology. To insert an entry such
as doc_8 under /Dept_A/OKR/, TRIEHI first traverses the
path from the root, creating missing nodes for Dept_A or
OKR if necessary. It then registers the entry with the terminal
node and adds the entry ID to inclusive_ids along the terminal
node and its ancestors. Thus, ingestion performs O(t) node
visits and O(t) aggregate-set updates for a path of depth ¢.
The cost is comparable in form to ancestor materialization in
PE-OFFLINE, but the hierarchy itself is represented as nodes
and pointers rather than scalar path keys.

DSQ. TRIEHI resolves DSQ predicates by path traversal
followed by set access or set difference.

Recursive Query. For a recursive DSQ anchored at path p,
TRIEHI traverses the trie from the root to the node represent-
ing p. It then reads inclusive_ids from that node. For example,
a recursive DSQ over /Dept_A/ resolves to Set{doc_5,



doc_8} in the running example. The metadata access pattern
is a path traversal of length ¢ plus one aggregate-set access;
vector ranking is then performed within the resolved candidate
set. Unlike PE-ONLINE, no descendant path enumeration is
required at query time.

Non-Recursive Query. A non-recursive DSQ over path p
should include entries directly bound to p but exclude entries
in child directories. TRIEHI computes this scope from the
aggregate invariant. It retrieves Set7,tq; = Inc(p), unions the
Inc(-) sets of the immediate child nodes into Setcpiidgren, and
returns Setrorar \ Setcniidren. For /Dept_A/, this yields
Set{doc_5, doc_8} \ Set{doc_8} = Set{doc_5}. If ¢ is
the number of immediate children, the metadata work consists
of one path traversal, up to c child-set accesses, and the
corresponding union/difference operations.

Derived Path Patterns. The prefix-tree representation also
provides a natural execution substrate for derived path pat-
terns, such as prefix-constrained or wildcard path segments.
A wildcard segment can be evaluated by matching child
names at the corresponding level and continuing traversal only
along matching branches. This is a structural advantage over
scanning flat path strings. Formalizing and evaluating these
derived path predicates is a natural extension of the DSQ
model and is left to future work.

DSM. DSM operations in TRIEHI update two states: the tree
topology and the inclusive_ids aggregates required for future
DSQs. The important difference from expansion-based designs
is that a subtree has a stable node identity. A namespace
mutation can therefore relink the subtree root instead of
regenerating scalar path keys for every descendant directory.
The aggregate sets still need to be updated along the ancestor
chains whose descendant membership changes.

Directory Move. Consider moving /Dept_A/ to
/Dept_B/. TRIEHI locates the source node s, its old
parent, and the new parent. Let S = Inc(s) contain
the entries directly bound to the moved root s and its
descendants. The system computes the old-only and new-only
proper ancestor chains after removing common ancestors. It
removes S from inclusive_ids on old-only ancestors and adds
S to inclusive_ids on new-only ancestors. Finally, the source
node is removed from the old parent’s children map, inserted
into the new parent’s children map, and assigned the new
parent pointer.

This operation visits nodes on the source and destination
paths and updates aggregate sets on affected ancestors. It is
independent of the number of descendant directory keys.

Directory Merge. MERGE reconciles a source subtree with
an existing target subtree. We describe the common case where
the source and target roots are disjoint. Let s be the source
root and d be the target root. TRIEHI first uses S = Inc(s)
to update ancestor aggregates: S is removed from old-only
proper ancestors of s and added to d and the new-only proper
ancestors of d, while common ancestors remain unchanged. It
then reconciles the topology below s and d. A non-conflicting
source child can be relinked directly under the target node by

TABLE II: Operational profile of TRIEHI: ¢ denotes directory
depth, c is the number of immediate child directories, and r
is the number of reconciled source nodes in MERGE.

TRIEHI
Trie topology plus per-node inclusive entry-ID sets

Aspect
Index Storage

Ingestion Work
Recursive DSQ
Non-Recursive DSQ
MOVE

MERGE

O(t) node visits and aggregate-set updates

O(t) node visits plus one aggregate-set access

O(t + ¢) metadata accesses plus union/difference
O(t) node visits and ancestor aggregate updates

O(t + r) node work plus conflict-dependent set unions

updating one parent pointer and the corresponding child maps.
If a source child and target child have the same directory name,
TRIEHI recursively merges that child pair.

The merge cost has a depth-dependent component for locat-
ing the source and target roots and updating their ancestor ag-
gregates, plus a conflict-dependent component for recursively
reconciling overlapping branches. Let r denote the number of
source nodes visited by this recursive reconciliation. In the
worst case, r can approach the number of directory nodes in
the source subtree; in common cases with few name conflicts,
non-conflicting child subtrees are relinked as whole units.
The distinction from path expansion is that TRIEHI performs
conflict handling through node-level recursive merging: non-
conflicting subtrees are relinked as units, and conflicting
branches are reconciled on trie nodes rather than by remapping
every descendant path key.

Consistency During Updates. DSM updates in TRIEHI pre-
serve the aggregate invariant in Equation 1 by applying each
namespace mutation within its affected trie region. Before
a mutation, TRIEHI identifies that region: move covers the
source subtree and destination path, and merge covers the
source and target subtrees. Mutations on overlapping paths are
serialized. Within one mutation, TRIEHI follows a fixed order:
collect the affected entry set, change the parent/child links,
refresh the entry-to-node catalog and ancestor aggregates, and
remove obsolete namespace bindings after relocation. After
this sequence, topology, catalog entries, and inclusive_ids re-
main consistent. DSQ reads candidate sets from this metadata,
while the ANN executor only receives the resolved set.

B. Analysis of TRIEHI

Table II summarizes the operational profile of TRIEHI.
Compared with scalar path expansion, the key change is that
a directory subtree is represented by a node identity rather
than by all materialized descendant path keys. This directly
benefits recursive DSQ and MOVE: recursive DSQ resolves
a node aggregate after path traversal, and MOVE relinks the
subtree root while updating only affected ancestor aggregates.
The node-centric representation reduces subtree-wide path-key
maintenance, but it introduces other metadata costs. Ingestion
updates aggregates along the ancestor chain, and storage
includes both the trie topology and per-node inclusive entry-ID
sets. Non-recursive DSQ computes a local set difference be-
tween the target node and its immediate child subtrees. MERGE
depends on the number of conflicting source nodes that require
recursive reconciliation. Overall, these costs are tied to tree
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Fig. 6: TrieHI-backed OpenViking namespaces. Left:
filesystem-style context organization. Right: tiered context
entries under the same hierarchy, where LO denotes abstracts,
L1 denotes overviews, and L2 denotes full content.

navigation, ancestor updates, and actual merge conflicts, rather
than the expansion-based maintenance pattern of remapping
every descendant path key in the affected subtree.

C. Deployment in OpenViking

OpenViking” is a context database for AI agents that
organizes memories, resources, and skills through a virtual
filesystem. It requires both frequent namespace maintenance
and low-latency recursive retrieval. Memories are created,
consolidated, archived, and attached to projects or skills, while
resource subtrees may be reorganized as a workspace evolves.
Queries often start from a directory scope and request coherent
descendants, such as a project subtree or a user-memory
branch. PE-ONLINE would enumerate descendants on this re-
trieval path; PE-OFFLINE avoids query-time enumeration but
amplifies namespace maintenance. TRIEHI fits this workload
by representing directory scopes as reusable trie nodes and
expressing context reorganization as subtree-local topology
updates. We integrate TRIEHI into this namespace to support
directory-scoped context management and retrieval.

Figure 6 illustrates two views of the same TRIEHI-backed
directory hierarchy in OpenViking. The first is a filesystem-
style organization over different context types. The second
stores tiered context entries: LO abstracts support lightweight
identification, L1 overviews expose directory-level summaries,
and L2 entries keep the original content. We next discuss the
three supported capabilities, summarized in Table III.

Filesystem-Style Context Organization. OpenViking orga-
nizes memories, resources, and skills as viking:// URIs
in a hierarchical virtual filesystem. In the TRIEHI abstraction,
URI segments define directory nodes, and the same hierarchy
serves both browsing and retrieval. For example, recursive
context acquisition maps to recursive DSQ, while URI-subtree
reorganization maps to DSM.

Tiered Context Loading. OpenViking stores LO abstracts,
L1 overviews, and L2 full entries under shared directory

scopes. In the TRIEHI abstraction, these entries are associated
with their directory scopes. A retrieval pipeline can therefore
first operate on lightweight entries and then obtain detailed
descendants when additional evidence is required.

Directory-Recursive Retrieval. OpenViking supports re-
trieval over viking:// directory scopes. Given a scoped
query, TRIEHI first resolves the requested directory as can-
didate entries; semantic vector scoring then ranks candidates
within that scope for focused retrieval or aggregation. This
realizes the directory scope needed to retrieve coherent sur-
rounding context without scanning flat path strings.

V. EXPERIMENTS

This section evaluates the directory-semantic strategies in-
troduced in Sections IIT and IV. The experiments are organized
around four questions.

e RQ1: Can the designs resolve recursive and non-recursive
directory scopes without dominating vector-search latency?

e RQ2: How do the designs behave when logical namespace
mutations affect large subtrees?

e RQ3: What indexing-time and storage overheads are intro-
duced by directory-semantic metadata?

e RQ4: When TRIEHI is instantiated in OpenViking, do
directory-scoped retrieval primitives improve realistic agent-
memory and knowledge-base QA workloads?

The first three questions are answered on WIKI-Dir and
ARXIV-Dir, two directory-structured evaluation datasets con-
structed for DSQ and DSM. The last question is addressed
by an end-to-end OpenViking evaluation, which measures the
integrated context-database system.

A. Experimental Setup

Datasets. Since existing datasets do not expose directory-
semantic operations, we construct two large-scale datasets’.

WIKI-Dir. WIKI-Dir is derived from a Wikipedia corpus
with queries and relevance labels from DBpedia [36]. We add
a hierarchical namespace by crawling the Wikipedia category
hierarchy? for each article. Since Wikipedia categories form
a directed acyclic graph, we construct a canonical tree by
selecting one category path per entry and discarding invalid
links. The resulting hierarchy contains 363,467 directories
with an average depth of 11.95. The final dataset contains
1.94 million vectorized entries and 456 test queries with
directory constraints at varying depths. Entries are encoded
into 1024-dimensional vectors using bge-m3 [37]. We also
generate 1,000 MOVE operations and 1,000 MERGE operations
for structural maintenance evaluation.

ARXIV-Dir. ARXIV-Dir is built from 2.76 million arXiv
paper abstracts. Each entry is associated with two independent
hierarchical namespaces derived from official arXiv meta-
data*: a subject hierarchy, such as /cs/AI/, and a temporal
hierarchy, such as /2024/05/. The combined namespace

3https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Category:Main_topic_articles
“https://arxiv.org/category_taxonomy
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TABLE III: OpenViking capabilities realized by TRIEHI.

OpenViking capability TRIEHI role

Directory-semantic operation

Filesystem-style organization the TRIEHI abstraction.

viking:// URI segments are represented as directory nodes in

Hierarchical namespace navigation; DSM for namespace
changes.

Tiered context loading TRIEHI abstraction

LO/L1/L2 entries are associated with shared directory scopes in the

DSQ selects summary or full-detail entries under the same
scope.

Directory-recursive retrieval . .
y candidates before vector ranking.

TRIEHI resolves the requested directory scope and descendant

Recursive DSQ supplies scoped candidates for vector
ranking and aggregation.

contains 168 subject directories with average depth 2.19 and
432 temporal directories with average depth 1.92. Abstracts are
encoded into 1024-dimensional vectors using mxb-ai-embed-
large-vI [38]. We sample 1,000 queries from the abstracts and
generate directory constraints for each query. Ground truth is
computed by brute-force search over the entries satisfying the
corresponding constraints.

Compared Designs. We compare the three designs analyzed
in Sections III and IV. PE-ONLINE stores only the immediate
path key and expands descendant paths at query time. PE-
OFFLINE materializes ancestor memberships during ingestion
so that recursive scopes can be resolved by a materialized path
key. TRIEHI stores the hierarchy as a prefix tree and uses
directory nodes as reusable scope objects. All three designs
are integrated with two ANN executors in the Viking engine: a
graph-based proximity graph (PG) index and a partition-based
inverted file (IVF) index. This lets us distinguish directory-
semantic overhead from ANN-index behavior.

Metrics. For DSQ, we report retrieval quality using nDCG@Fk
or Recall@k, together with end-to-end query latency. We also
report directory-only latency, defined as the time required
to resolve a directory predicate into a candidate entry-ID
set before ANN ranking. For DSM, we measure wall-clock
latency of MOVE and MERGE. For resource overhead, we report
total index construction time and index size, including the
baseline vector index and the directory-semantic module.

Implementation Details. Entry-ID sets are represented by
Roaring bitmaps [39], enabling compressed set union, in-
tersection, and difference. The expansion-based methods use
path-key metadata structures for scalar path lookup; TRIEHI
uses trie nodes and inclusive entry-ID sets as described in
Section IV. All methods maintain a common catalog that maps
each entry to its current directory representation, such as a path
key or a trie node, for maintenance. Because this catalog is
required by every design, we exclude it when comparing DSM
latency and directory-module indexing overhead; the reported
differences therefore reflect the design-specific metadata struc-
tures and update procedures. The experiments run on a Linux
server with a 48-core Intel(R) Xeon(R) Silver 4310 CPU @
2.10GHz and 125GB RAM. The implementations are in C++
and integrated into ByteDance’s Viking vector search engine.

B. Directory-Semantic Query Performance

We first evaluate the two base DSQ primitives: recursive
and non-recursive scope queries.

Recursive DSQ. Figure 7 shows that PE-OFFLINE and
TRIEHI provide the favorable accuracy-latency trade-off for
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recursive retrieval. This matches the analysis in Sections III-B
and IV-B: PE-OFFLINE resolves a recursive scope through a
materialized ancestor key, while TRIEHI reaches the target
directory by path traversal and reads the node aggregate. Both
avoid enumerating descendant path keys at query time. Ta-
ble IV isolates this effect. On WIKI-Dir, where shallow direc-
tories can contain very large subtrees, PE-ONLINE spends 365
ms on directory-only scope resolution, whereas PE-OFFLINE
and TRIEHI require only 235-273 ps. The same pattern holds
on ARXIV-Dir, although the hierarchy is shallower and the
absolute expansion cost is smaller. Thus, query-time path
expansion is the main scalability bottleneck for recursive DSQ.

Non-Recursive DSQ. Non-recursive retrieval exhibits the
opposite local trade-off. A non-recursive query asks for entries
directly bound to a directory, so PE-ONLINE can resolve
the scope by a direct path-key lookup. PE-OFFLINE and
TRIEHI compute the same scope by subtracting child-subtree
aggregates, which introduces set-difference work proportional
to immediate fan-out. Table IV reports this overhead: on



TABLE IV: Directory-only latency (us) for candidate entry-ID set generation. The lowest latency in each group is bolded.

Query Dataset— WIKI-Dir ARXIV-Dir
Type + Method | Mean P90 P95 P99 P99.9 Mean P90 P95 P99 P99.9

PE-ONLINE 365,000.80 669,527.67 748,949.23 913,704.33 2,654,322.00 1,089.20 5,241.70 5,261.33 5,292.37 5,380.60

Recur. PE-OFFLINE 235.23 628.8 805.47 1,332.00 4,233.83 0.12 0.27 0.47 0.93 1.43
TRIEHI 273.10 667.13 878.33 1,526.20 4,004.53 0.43 0.70 1.03 2.80 3.43
PE-ONLINE 29.07 60.67 118.27 361.57 993.47 4.35 15.43 21.70 28.50 31.17

Non-Recur. PE-OFFLINE 1,037.07 3,029.43 3,935.93 5,987.97 8,228.40 163.91 25.00 34.70 3,548.13 3,594.70
TRIEHI 945.17 2,467.57 3,419.33 5,097.20 7,528.43 112.49 21.17 1,568.23 1,980.40 2,094.00
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Fig. 9: Wall-clock latency for DSM operations.

WIKI-Dir, PE-ONLINE needs 29 us on average, while PE-
OFFLINE and TRIEHI are near 1 ms. However, Figure 8 shows
that this metadata cost remains small relative to end-to-end
vector search. The result clarifies the trade-off: TRIEHI is not
designed to minimize the simplest non-recursive lookup alone;
it aims to provide efficient recursive scopes while keeping non-
recursive overhead bounded.

C. Directory-Semantic Maintenance

Figure 9 evaluates DSM operations. TRIEHI avoids subtree-
wide path-key rewriting for moves and limits merge work to
the branches that must be reconciled. A MOVE relinks the
source subtree and updates affected ancestor aggregates. Its
metadata work is determined by the source and destination
paths, plus bitmap updates on the moved entry set, rather than
by the number of descendant directory keys. A MERGE may
recursively visit conflicting branches, but non-conflicting child
subtrees can be transferred as node units. The expansion-based
designs expose the cost of representing topology as scalar
path keys. Moving or merging a directory requires updating
the path-key representation of affected descendants or their
materialized ancestor memberships. As the subtree grows,
these updates become increasingly expensive and produce
high latency variance. The DSM results therefore provide
the main evidence for the native-tree design: TRIEHI does
not merely accelerate recursive scope resolution; it represents
each directory as a trie node, so structural mutations can
be expressed as subtree relinking, conflict-local merging, and
ancestor-aggregate updates.
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Fig. 10: WIKI-Dir structural complexity by path depth. “Input
Path” is the number of average query anchor directories at that
depth; “Expanded Sub-Path” (m) is the number of descendant
directory keys expanded from those anchors; “Direct Child-
Path” (c¢) is the number of immediate child directories used
for non-recursive set difference.
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Fig. 11: Effect of query path depth on recursive DSQ perfor-
mance on WIKI-Dir.

D. Indexing and Storage Overhead

Table V reports resource overhead. All directory-semantic
methods add only slight construction-time overhead relative to
the vector-index baseline. On WIKI-Dir with PG, the baseline
takes 1491.27s, while the three directory-aware variants take
1502.21-1515.25s, an increase of less than 1.7%.

The storage results show the expected differences among
the directory representations. PE-ONLINE has the smallest
footprint because it stores only immediate path memberships.
PE-OFFLINE spends additional space on ancestor materializa-
tion; this cost is more visible on WIKI-Dir, whose paths are
deeper. TRIEHI stores trie topology and per-node inclusive
entry-ID sets, giving it the largest storage overhead in both
datasets. This overhead is the price paid for reusable directory
scopes and tree-local maintenance. The results therefore do not
identify a single universally dominant representation; rather,
they show that TRIEHI trades additional metadata space for
robust recursive DSQ and efficient DSM.

E. Depth Sensitivity and Latency Breakdown

The depth analysis connects the empirical results to the cost
variables in Sections III and I'V. Figure 10 shows that shallow
WIKI-Dir paths contain very large descendant subtrees, while
immediate fan-out remains comparatively bounded. This struc-
ture is precisely where query-time expansion is vulnerable.



TABLE V: Index construction time and size, measured with the same baseline vector index.

Dataset— WIKI-Dir ARXIV-Dir

Metric— Indexing Time (s) Index Size (MB) Indexing Time (s) Index Size (MB)
Vector Index— PG IVF PG IVF PG IVF PG IVF
Baseline (Vec.) 1491.27 442.32 7,925 7,744 720.13 199.94 11,227 10,964
PE-ONLINE (Vec.+Dir.) 1502.49 453.53 8,143 7,962 729.07 208.89 11,239 10,976
PE-OFFLINE (Vec.+Dir.) 1,515.25 466.29 8,213 8,032 733.62 21343 11,241 10,978
TRIEHI (Vec.+Dir.) 1,502.21 453.25 8,326 8,145 729.60 209.41 11,519 11,256
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Fig. 12: Directory-only latency decomposition on WIKI-Dir
by query path depth.

Figure 11 shows that retrieval quality generally improves
as the query path becomes more specific, confirming that
directory scope carries useful retrieval context. The latency
trends separate the designs. PE-ONLINE is slowest at shallow
depths because it must enumerate many descendant paths.
As depth increases and the descendant scope narrows, its
overhead falls. PE-OFFLINE and TRIEHI avoid this query-
time expansion. After scope resolution, the remaining latency
is determined by how the ANN executor searches within the
resolved candidate set. For PG, their latency increases with
depth because deeper directory constraints are more selective:
the candidate mask reduces the density of valid nodes in PG
and weakens graph connectivity, so the search may perform
more traversal work to collect valid results. For IVF, PE-
OFFLINE and TRIEHI show a flatter latency profile: partition
probing dominates the end-to-end cost, and directory-scope
resolution adds little depth-dependent overhead. Thus, PG and
IVF exhibit different latency curves. Across both executors,
the key requirement is to avoid descendant-path enumeration;
executor-specific latency then depends on how PG or IVF
consumes the resolved candidate set.

Figure 12 decomposes directory-only latency. For recur-
sive DSQ, PE-ONLINE follows the expected descendant-
enumeration profile: shallow anchors expand to many descen-
dant keys, so “Sub-Path Obtain” and “Bitmap Fetch” domi-
nate, and latency decreases as the descendant scope narrows
with depth. PE-OFFLINE and TRIEHI avoid this enumeration;
recursive scope resolution becomes an ancestor-materialized
lookup or a trie traversal plus aggregate-set access, keeping
directory-only latency in the hundreds of microseconds. For
non-recursive DSQ, the pattern reverses. PE-ONLINE uses a
direct exact-parent lookup, whereas PE-OFFLINE and TRIEHI
exclude immediate child subtrees through union and set differ-
ence, shown as “Bitmap Compute”. Because immediate fan-
out is much smaller and more stable than the full descendant
scope, this extra work remains predictable.

F. End-to-End Evaluation in OpenViking

We now evaluate the application effect of TRIEHI in Open-
Viking on agent-context and knowledge-base QA workloads.

Evaluation Setup. LOCOMO [40] evaluates long-
conversation user-memory QA for OpenClaw [16],
Hermes [17], and Claude Code [15], comparing each native-
memory baseline with its OpenViking variant. HotpotQA [41]
evaluates multi-hop knowledge-base QA against direct
retrieval baselines, including Naive RAG, HippoRAG 2 [42],
[43], and LightRAG [44]; OpenViking is measured with top-5
and top-20 retrieval budgets. The benchmark uses an LLM-as-
judge protocol with doubao-seed-2-0-pro-260215;
detailed configurations are available in the OpenViking
benchmark repository’. Accuracy denotes judged answer
correctness. Avg. Query Time and Latency measure retrieval
or memory-access time per question. Total Input Tokens sums
input tokens over LOCOMO queries, while Tokens/QA is the
average input-token cost per HotpotQA question.

User Memory. Table VI evaluates long-conversation user
memory on the LOCOMO dataset. Across OpenClaw, Her-
mes, and Claude Code, integrating OpenViking improves QA
accuracy and reduces both average query time and total input-
token usage. TRIEHI supplies the scope-resolution step: a
query first resolves the relevant user or session scope, and
vector ranking then operates over that scoped candidate set.
Together with LO/L1/L2 context levels, this avoids repeatedly
injecting broad conversation history into the prompt while still
allowing recursive access to detailed evidence when needed.

Multi-Hop Knowledge-Base QA. HotpotQA requires ev-
idence from multiple facts, making it a natural test for

Shttps://github.com/volcengine/OpenViking/tree/main/benchmark
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TABLE VI: User-memory QA performance on LOCOMO.

Integration Accuracy Avg. Query Total Input
Time (s) Tokens

OpenClaw native memory 24.20% 95.14 392,559,404
OpenClaw + OpenViking 82.08% 38.8 37,423,456
Hermes native memory 33.38% 82.4 79,228,398
Hermes + OpenViking 82.86% 27.9 52,026,755
Claude Code auto-memory 57.21% 49.1 353,306,422
Claude Code + OpenViking 80.32% 204 129,968,899

TABLE VII: Multi-hop RAG performance on HotpotQA.

Method Accuracy Tokens / QA Latency (s) / QA
Naive RAG 62.50% 1,290 0.11
HippoRAG 2 61.00% 726 20
LightRAG 89.00% 28,443 75
OpenViking (top-5) 72.75% 3,154 0.22
OpenViking (top-20) 91.00% 12,533 0.23

directory-scoped retrieval. In Table VII, OpenViking top-20
obtains 91.00% accuracy with 0.23s retrieval latency per query.
Compared with LightRAG, it achieves higher accuracy, uses
fewer tokens per query, and avoids the high retrieval latency
observed in graph-based pipelines. This behavior matches the
DSQ design: TRIEHI resolves a coherent directory scope be-
fore vector ranking, so increasing the top-£ budget mainly adds
related in-scope evidence rather than unrelated corpus-wide
passages. The top-5/top-20 comparison shows this coverage
effect while retrieval latency remains low.

VI. RELATED WORK

This work is related to ANN indexing, filtered vector search,
hybrid retrieval, and hierarchical knowledge organization.

ANN Indexing and Vector Databases. Approximate near-
est neighbor (ANN) search has a long line of work on
reducing vector-search latency, memory footprint, and con-
struction cost. Representative techniques include tree-based
partitioning [45]-[47], hashing [48]-[51], quantization [52]—
[55], and graph-based indexes such as HNSW [56]-[63].
Recent systems further optimize memory access [6], [64],
[65], distance computation [66]-[69], construction [70], [71],
disk-resident search [72]-[74], and dynamic updates [75]-
[77]. These techniques improve how vectors are ranked once
a candidate space is defined. Our work addresses a different
layer: how a hierarchical directory constraint is resolved into
the candidate entry set supplied to the ANN executor. Our
strategies are independent of the ANN layout and can work
with both graph-based and partition-based vector indexes, as
evaluated in Section V.

Filtered Vector Search. Vector databases commonly combine
ANN search with scalar predicates. Decoupled systems and
optimizers [27]-[29], [78]-[81] separate predicate evaluation
from vector indexing and choose execution strategies ac-
cording to predicate selectivity [82]-[85]. Other work builds
coupled indexes for specific predicate forms, such as tags [80],
[86], [87] and ranges [88]-[91], or for broader hybrid filtering
settings [92]-[95]. Directory constraints can be approximated
with scalar path filters, but existing vector databases typically
treat paths as flat attributes rather than hierarchy-aware con-

straints. Exact-parent predicates can be evaluated by equality
filtering, while recursive scopes and namespace mutations
must be encoded through additional metadata expansion or
application-side coordination. Sections III and IV formalize
this design space inside the vector-database layer: PE-ONLINE
and PE-OFFLINE study expansion-based support for DSQ and
DSM, while TRIEHI provides a native prefix-tree representa-
tion for reusable directory scopes and structural maintenance.

Hybrid Retrieval. Hybrid retrieval combines dense semantic
search with sparse lexical retrieval to improve ranking quality
in retrieval pipeline [22], [96]-[101]. Existing work studies
rank fusion, including Reciprocal Rank Fusion and convex
combinations [23], [102], as well as joint dense-sparse index-
ing [24], [25], [101]. These methods decide how to rank or
fuse evidence after retrieval signals are produced. Directory
semantics solve a different problem: they define which entries
are eligible for retrieval under a hierarchical scope. A DSQ
can first resolve the valid candidate set for a directory subtree,
after which dense, sparse, or hybrid retrieval can rank within
that set. This makes our approach complementary to relevance-
oriented hybrid retrieval rather than a replacement for it.

Hierarchical Knowledge Organization. Directories and hi-
erarchical namespaces are widely used to organize code
repositories, enterprise knowledge bases, personal files, and
agent-managed context [7], [10], [33]-[35]. RAG and agent
systems increasingly rely on such structure to manage ex-
ternal context [16], [103], but the hierarchy is typically
maintained as application-side metadata. Recursive retrieval
then becomes an external preprocessing step, and namespace
updates are coordinated outside the vector database. Our work
brings this organization model into the vector-database layer.
DSQ captures directory-scoped retrieval, and DSM captures
topology-preserving updates. The OpenViking integration in
Section IV-C illustrates how the same abstraction supports
filesystem-style context organization and directory-recursive
retrieval in an agent context database.

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper studies directory semantics as a first-class
capability for vector databases. We formalized Directory-
Semantic Query (DSQ) and Directory-Semantic Maintenance
(DSM), analyzed two expansion-based implementations, and
introduced TRIEHI, a native prefix-tree metadata index that
preserves directory topology above the ANN executor. The
evaluation on WIKI-Dir and ARXIV-Dir shows the core trade-
off: path expansion can reuse scalar metadata interfaces but
incurs high expansion cost and subtree-wide maintenance am-
plification, whereas TRIEHI resolves recursive scopes through
directory nodes and supports structural updates through tree-
local operations. The OpenViking integration further shows
that this abstraction can support filesystem-style context orga-
nization and directory-recursive retrieval in agent-memory and
knowledge-base QA workloads. Future work includes extend-
ing DSQ to richer path predicates and cost-aware planning for
mixed semantic and hierarchical constraints.
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