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Abstract

Large language models (LLMs) show strong generation and reasoning abilities in NLP, yet halluci-
nation and high computational costs impede their practical use. Retrieval-Augmented Generation
(RAG) mitigates hallucinations via external knowledge, and GraphRAG (integrating knowledge
graphs) resolves traditional RAG’s flat knowledge representation issue, supporting entity relation-
ship modeling and multi-hop reasoning. However, GraphRAG’s frequent LLM invocations in knowledge
graph construction and QA cause soaring computation and long latency, failing to form a positive
“performance-cost” feedback loop. To address this, we propose OptiCacheRAG, integrating a know-
ledge graph-driven text indexing paradigm, adaptive multi-level retrieval, and Redis-based distrib-
uted caching. It classifies user questions: lightweight retrieval for low-level ones and deep retrieval
for global ones, dynamically matching demand with resources. Additionally, it uses the LRU algo-
rithm to maintain the cache, reusing entity knowledge from related questions to cut redundant
overhead. Experiments on response speed, retrieval accuracy, and QA quality show that Opti-
CacheRAG retains knowledge modeling capability while reducing computational costs and latency
significantly, realizing performance-efficiency synergy versus baselines. Core contributions: 1) An
adaptive multi-level retrieval structure for accurate “demand-resource” matching; (2) Redis-based
distributed caching for knowledge reuse; (3) Empirical validation of its efficiency and accuracy ad-
vantages.
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1. 5|15

ULEEOR, fE BRI 5 AL B L 7 — IS H AHr Bk KRR RS d T 250 5 AR A
RFETR A, A BRI SEORE, LA R TACEI), R TSGR B ZRE S8R,
R AT S50, IR BN AL e D AHE R R il AR S, JF HAT A ORBEE R, KA
RE B AL B K U SO S, HOR B 1N SO 2T RE AUz AL RE ), XA EANTRE AR HEAT DA
REERE[1][2]. B, ERBEAMRIRE R RS, BRI 7 ADER SR, KRR a K
RERZ 50 KBRS TR . BB R S M R RS R B3 ) AR S5 i B AR I G i R ey, ey A
B e AR R 1 T G A A AR AR ) i AN AR AR B0 AT A T R A 3 A A AR X B3 A ] LA
TR AER(RAG). KRR & T E B RBAEE 5 AR KN TR BERAR, ZBARE I WA
AR PE PR ARG 2 TR AR IR (prompty iy A 45 KA . 3l I %071k, REAT AN 2l KAL)
R, I HL AT LSS BB AN IR R, R R AR g T ORRR AR R AN BE SE BB L. RAG [ H B
XA O RIE K R R 2, 140 Realm 2 H G 2 08 508 S AR AU T ZRHEZE, 3883 2 A4S 3R A1 B0
WRRTHRIZARE (3]s Atlas M2 TAG RISV DAEA ), 3D T RAG BINHIZR[4]. 2R
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M, AN RAG RGWAFAEE R Z PG H K R BREI[S] [6]. Eeln, K& H) RAG BB I &1R
s T RR I RN AR TP T AR R OR, ZB0E T XA R AR Z A BECR . A BRI R R o
AR AR B I AR B, — e R b BRI A pRe 77, AL [l Bk 2 2 08, s Z X
A EZEREE, GHRNEREZMFEAERRZN. flln, HAmERRRN: “faFIEasms
K27, XMTAHFHATIAR R RAG REEU, RSB FHREGETHL. &% SRR
FITASCA, BT RERA 7] B2 IR 8] — LAY 5 8 SRR A DG I N 2%, (HR R SeH v B S8 A
FFEHP TR BT, %40 RAG BEARGFIEFSI RS RIS TR &, &S0k 2085 5
THUE 2R 5 SR, MELASHASIE N P B B s e m R B R R R, R gAY
ATRE UL E R R A ZS, SRR Z MBS EES, SEREINRBE AL, SHPRMER
KAHRRE . ik, A2E Y TEE S AIRERN AR ERE S RAG 454, MiMHIL T GraphRAG J5
%, ZITVEN DIARARE - ) R — M AR R 5 I SCAR BT e . 7 E A LLM CRIE 5 A
TP Bt L T B SCAR R 51 4540, B S WURSCAS Al B LR S il 3, SRS SN T S DA G Y
SRS A A XA EE . 4508 — AN e, REAS AR DR B A T AR G A R S, B S T P R A e S
PR BT 38 WAL R, o %07 VN SO S A B g 4, R QA Sk R ) B ORI, e T 16 4t
RAG % SCH | FTAC i BE AR,  Hodid e R SEI Z ki &= (W “A S5 B, B Wi C”), ik 7 1E%
RAG A:LUE TR 28R A, HARYE 7 Bk REEC S R Rk ER), A a R AT bR RIS AE, M
T AT ASEDLB SR, B5m 7RIRY [RI& (mT AR PE . TTLAE, GraphRAG (1) H BN KA & JEIEN T
HITE 7, AMUTREN T 455 RAG AR, ENKZ B FHES) T B RITE AR AL EE . HEFRRE ) RO )
S LS. {H2, GraphRAG HAETRHMESE RAG AR, (H&Z 7 VA - e @ AR B R A P i) 8
e, ZKIEA LLM, Sk ENE R, RGN 2R, SR G, &
B IE K IR (8] A4 2 MBS BB R, AU, 286 %5 1E GraphRAG 5\ IR (] B AR 57 A,
XF T IBCR R SRk ul, M DU RC—Fh IR R 15t

T Rk BaR R R, FRATIRE T —F OptiCacheRAG, iXJ&—MER 73 T BB AR5 TG M A
TE N2 A AR AE SR AR A o AR Y AT DA e R AR A SR 2 T B R A AR O &R, T RE AR IE T 1 L
TOCEE MR, 5 B R AR R 12 G N 2 R RS, FRATEE R, 6T R TR A e
HATE BT A B 1] A 5 A R M A AR S A, X TR e [ j, R R AR R B w] . XA/ 1
e ) 75 S TN R AR AR R A5 M o 0T HOE N 2 Gk RAMESE R, A A S B AT P B 1 e kAT
O, REIRTEEIER R o A BEA B> F2 G0 s R ] RTINS T, 38 RE A e A 2 P
MBI TR FR, FRADCERR], S P a0 A — R F0 A ] R, X L o] AR A B OGB4
RZ R KB AR SR AR, B3 E— A PMRENERS T =8NS RETEL, Bt
OptiCacheRAG FiEHE K T Redis 1E N/ NEAF, HRH LRU Hyk B3 B A7. KRR, *t
TR AR e AR, AT DAY BE 2 RS B SRR AR, RN RO i AR G B AR

g5 LR, X ITAR M OCE TTER I T

® 5 [ SULEMIN RAG R%1, AMEH T —FhEIEN Z YR, B E e 52K, K
EREAIE IR R k. AR SZEL AT & AR &R

® AT T Redis 0 ANGEAT, FHTLRAFAICHNR, TR KR W AR, "L T4 5
JIRCAS RIS 2 GEUR,  [RIIEAnPR 22 G 1 v S 3ok B

® SIGRPL, WATHAT T KEMSLERIFAE OptiCacheRAG SHIA RAG B[R4 3tk . X e 1FAh
SRR AN RBELE S b, BRSO KRR RIS R RS . 4SRRI, SELTIEML, Z07
AT RENGE.
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2. RIEEER

RTYTE 5 R (LLMS)E SCA A SO SR VE & BT T R B L AT TR A I RE 0, SR e A 1Th T i o 1
i “Z)58” (B RRANHER B RS JE)  R0IRT A PECCVESREUEHTE B BL A R = R 5E Uk b R R A5k
e AT A BEOIRGX LR IR, ARG A RRAGEARRIZ AL, FFRIE ST LLM ] T S5E 2 AE
WTERISCHETE[7]. RAG IR0 ERBLE TR LLM RIS RAE B SAMNBMI R RGBS &, it
R TARRARIE T AR 53R 51, Ry 2 Bl AR B B 5l L A B IR N SF BT =5
LR PR ERR, RGNS R B, I AW A A ER 7 RIS SRR OC ) SO Fr BLalifE
B S, XEERRBIAM LR SUE B g s 2 G 7 B, TR A R A X
MI3R7R . %, LLM fERREIXAME )5 PR a, 856 H B S IiE 5 BRI mREE ), B ETH
Sey HONHERR . AR HR D L) B R . RAG B R “REE, FEE MPLE, AMUE LLM
REAS V7 e L) SRt 2 AR SIS BURF 2 U ATR, ANTSE 95 1 (M1 25 RO HERR PERT T 52, 109 LLM % 32
BT IE IR R, BOHR R T RGEREWI A ATE L8], SR, R RAG BoREUG T B,
DA RGAEE B R 2B R R RO LRGN 2 A AR5 T s Bk, 4140, Kulkarni 55 A5
A SR AL 2 S AL AL U KA &5 A B RAG TERE, (ERMERICZR AR FRE[9]; RankVicuna REEFFEAL
REHE, HARW KR BG5S Z AR A [10]. AT ) OptiCacheRAG IE B fEME MR Ly, i@id
SINGET R R . ZHRBM ARG, B DIRTE RAG REMLZRGTERE.

3. OptiCacheRAG 3244

Uik 1 7, OptiCacheRAG R4 A 15 IR B A4 22 -5 0 e 17 2 A B A% Lot e, DR 813 1 LLM
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Figure 1. OptiCacheRAG architecture diagram
[# 1. OptiCacheRAG ZEH5[E]
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i A6 9 BRI (B AR T BEAN SO . R oK, A LM SRR 58 Fofr Sz DL SIEAA 2 18] £ 56 2 (A e
Bl i AW SRR IR AN RRE A IR (S AT Do — S KBU RR B . 285 fF e — &
HIRISEAAAT I AN IR PP R AL EE, 7 AR — A2 PR R AR B o FRATTREIX A0 R B A e
B AR wrh

é = f final (T ) = Gmerge (Gdedupe [gf profile (fmmcz (fchunk (7: )))]] -

Horh G R R & AR . T A R IR I AR B, AT K SO T 3T 7 — R5IH0ERE, L
W SCAR ST A KR RS AR A G5 M I SEAR G RBOR . FRAIET LLM M8 2 R R 1) R $ i =0
I R ECR R U R

« SCRYGT B fehunk (T, ZEREIAINZSCRISE T = (T1, T2, ..., Tn}, XESCRE & KRN SOARE
B, WREARE AT BIESRE AR RN A ZRE A Z A SORER Ti, A Ti & — /M
MARB, WU —ABIE —AMTEE R A NE R ESEIIRIT,  fchunk REUE S RN SRS
T BT EEI B X T AR SCRY, B B SO T B E 7 R LI E R Ty, JRHRAE
Wb AR, AR RCR ST Y. @ik, W DR R 24, TR .

 SARFIR R fextract (Ti) » RN fehunk (T) B Z AN, i RSSO
B i R Gi, HR A RS Vi FILSES Ei.

R VB ORI T SR, Bl N4 (a0 “ Alice” ), Hus(WT “New York” ), I [E (40
“2025 2 H” S,

« 1 Ei MR IX SR Z (A 55 &R, Bl “ N4 Alice 5 New York Z [MfA7E % R(EE. TAE
).

SR A BIRAL fprofile(Gi) » AERTREIEM R RET, A BA RO BEAE R T 3t ) 5 18
PACR LR G H L. BB T AR I 3 AT 55 02 9 B A AN R AN 40 BB — 2R 51 (Key) AR G (4B
(Value)o XA AL B A AR R SE N s 2, T DABRIE 8 067 BIAH G SEAR DA BEATTZ TR IR R o BRI 3L
N EER L fextract (Ti) fFRIHT R4 & VISR S Eio NS R v € ViR e € E 2R
BENES K, LN TR R, ME v o2& 51%7 S 8005 I VEG SCAR SRR Be(nil <
SR B AR IR) o I8 I 7R DX ST A B 5o A5 5, R GUIE A I A B e AR B A SRR OG R,
[ B g FH P A 5 X e SRR O RAHDG I 2 B R SUE R,

K, = P(V,E) = {(kom)s(kaovs )oeos (K,ov, )}

« ZEMEG I Gdedupe(Gi) » FEFM LLM SECAAR RIS, 8 H 2B A R Sk g ix gk
SRR SR PEAN G AT BERS AT A RD), (ERR AR R I A G AR IO AR, RN ERER N RMIL,
EEFEHER A -SRI ARRE . RS2 EE RN NEE IR — A e B E, A et
s B TER, M NERERRRER . 2R AR 2 SORBR Ti (018 Gi (R L& TRt 5
RISHEMKR). FhELEEREHE G.

6-n(Us |

BB S A RS Gmerge(G') » 18 TR AL SR ORI (L BB BR . 23 1 SCRS T 451N
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RIS, AENE SN SR AN R PERE (L, 24 AR GO (KD (A 0 i, L rh e R (i A et p VT RE 2
Z T OR BB, B TR RENS AR SR AT B IR I S A, R BRI G SOR T,
B 4 R B 2 P SR B G

3.2. BENZRKWREN

ARG R ARG, A R el U W A 1 RS — R SRS AT A B, e iR H S 2 A A i Y
SR, AESEPRRL A, AL SR AR 2 2 S R, — S A 7 B R (A A R B AT B 5
0 53— 6 v RN 75 B A 2R KBS 1 R R R R . D, JRATEH 7 — M HiE N 2 S REiH, B
B R £ A R R AR OR IR R R MR, WA B, I A D E TR

3.2.1. [aBSESRRENEE

3 I 22 A 3R 2 KA TR AZ Lo A 6 P P ) 0 R R AT 3 AL B, AR o A ) D Y ) A5 e 50 1 A A5
B, XM SO R B R G W R S A, RO S T PAT PR ) A b A 50 A B O B AR A R
e HARMR R

* Local Query: < H #5118 % 5 75 AN HUAF il (A0 SCA SR SCRS B 55 R B R E B YA 11
MR EAR, AU H AR IHIRET,  ACHh 7R AR S PR B 45 R

* Global Query: 4= /R AT ifidE Fl T3 K 2 AN 5 okis RS BRI R Z M il IRl 7 M4 SR
MAREESCE 2T RGPS B, G T 5 2B AR R SRS B

* Hybrid Query: JR& B S A T ASH A W A1 4 J) 20 B AR = 24 1) RBFKD 350 20 P 2 T LS 3ot A s 8
vy, MHAL S FEEREERRE, BA SN TR, 85 45 5dE I8 3R

HIEER.
* Naive Query: i {A] HIILECAT ], HOBEERERIILACHE, B 2O oA v By, b B ] 5
{1 i L o

FEBIERN 2 S R, BRI A, B e BT R 2, DARAE 1% 8Ol A R
R B 70 I H AR AR AR 19 R R SR 2 4% B e 45 3 X 2 T SRS, AT A AN v P PO 195 L T
e B, WA R BEIIR .

3.2.2. Redis 3 REFMIL

Nt — B TE RGO R AR R S IR AR, BIEN B RGN Redis 74 REAFEN
KBS M PR I AT I, RG0SR 2R Redis 247, FIWTIL A= 15 TA76f 12 il 71 AR AL
B PR RN AR OSSR RO L, RS B B R AT AT i Be % D i A 5% Rt UG T
PRALIERY, BELTH ERHIURZEHR TR, Wars b U B RE . 5 R P A S bR g S
WL RV, FIXI R RS e A AR AR AP (R BRI, Redis ZEA7HLH
A B I T ORI 7 e B, SR ) ST DU, A RO e R 1 555 U A A U R A S R
¥e, DRI RGN RLEE

N T HRIREAF R RI A, BATE Redis 22471 R T S A KA IR EVE(LRU). %5 I5ARYE A7
HR I ek AR SR A 18], [ ST R S A AR A F IR 2% L, AT B R0 2 2300 P 45 T R % R AR RR UE 2R A7
Hr, A R BRI SRR X B TR IR S A P IR, BB AF i #

« ZArdnR s MREAFOEERUNENER, RASHBEREZGAFHMLER, Bh T HENE
W AR, AR A2 BT YR A [H]

c ZfERm: MREGEHEAMXNER, REGIRYE B8R, 83w Ak R T
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wif)o BEI, KR AIER WA R Redis 247
5] LRU KNS, ARG LA PR BE R I R FFE A s ke, RIS A A7 S I 2,
TR AF RENSIE N BN S B 7R SR

33. REEERERER

YRGTEHEBRRUG, ERRYEERAERYT, AFHEREREEI, 85 R
KR KRB, ABERAERIRALEAL . X B (ORISR SCR IR DLAMELG
SCRS BRI SCAS F BO 2R N BIFH O H R % 45 LLM,  DUGCRER AR 25 ORI [R5 ] 751 11 32 4 DL 2% 1)
R OCBEAE B, AR R P IR R 58 o @ ixX Ry X, B RERSARIE A 1) BN SCRTE AR, AR AT
AFRAMHENE R, WERSHPIEREE —8. Xm0 T ERER, B TR
E R EL -, A13% ROUGE T HISCAAIE tHEZH, #iRAR NS ShrfEg 1 —
HHE[117.

4. T
AT EEET LU NI FT R, KX OptiCache-RAG A 2K #EAT¥F4 . (RQ1) OptiCache-RAG

S L4 —2% RAG HEZERFEE, Wi S8 E A4 ? (RQ2) OptiCache-RAG 54541 —14% RAG HE4EAHLL,
R E W ? (RQ3)IH #4245 5 Cache ZEAFHLiIXT T OptiCache-RAG i % I [f13 25 Unifa ?

4.1. EHWEE

Hntk, TATA T VPG optiCacheRAG 1EZE A FIINE AR M AL 55 LRI, AR AR E
& VU AFGUEI T FR, ERAFER, R ks AW PIREEEIR . k7 A RS
(Frpie (RIS AT TRRE i P s ST SR, AR T AR I A S, ARG OptiCacheRAG [l
R RE ST AT R HATE 1 TR s £ 1 R 40 A 2

c T HRE L ENE TR E SRS MEFHIRELE, ETRAAHET SRR RGE

s daBbE AR E A 2RO S — A O S AR R, M T RS AR SR B RIR
KRAEST

o Prsle AR B b [ g S TR RS, A [ A R R 0 T 5 R

s Ak ZEHE R BT T A SCBEARATR S A, B A EE 5 1A X R R R (5 52

o BRI AR T P SR AT ORI R, RS SRR TR S i S RS B AR
IBEST -

I A F8E, - FRATT 0 RS DA U F L EIRBEAT 20 ], AR R T ZAAFR SRR AR, AR T
prompt, EERIHIIEANF ) A B AR L LR, FFARAEAR SR SOA Fy BOdEAT 3R ), I 2245 AR HERS S A0
FREIFIR B, DMEJE AT N A S0 2 SR 1 -

AL 7 HEE T 1455 RAG HESE LocalRAG FIEHT ) GraphRAG, LocalRAG 2L 4 14X
SCABEAT R E], BAE BRSO LAY BRI . I GraphRAG 5 OptiCacheRAG HARITIL, #B2F|
I LLM A il B, F R S0 iR B s = LLM 2SR HEREAE /), GraphRAG BRI VA G A4 2 I
KM Leiden 4 XS M SAGIE 2N EIX, AR RIIRGEIZ L @It XN T, AT ORIE 1 RR 2R (1 41
PERTIZ A

SIS, AERATAISER T, E B nano [ A BEORAF Ak R, SRR A AR 1) R a2 7
FEAE R, HAS TR B, A1 e = AFFE AR BTS20 93042 deepseek-v3 .
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Qwen-72B. GLM4-32B =il FiEAT I ZF A, SRV RAG JE BRI 2R . 0T SL3e 45 11
WPE, BATRA T ZHAFFEATT R, a0 Hu S8 2 A0 OB SV R R0R 1) Bert 175 SUARA
FER TSR WS 25 H 1) B SRAN SRR AR HEZF SR AR,  DAR AW IEAfIL R4 R . BATEAEH T BGE
TXF ) AR A SR T S (1) [0 5 5 AR 2 SR AE I 2 (R B AEABARE o 7 8 ia I R R AR il ik, BR T 1
RPIMITIESL, FATIESG R 7L FIT s SRFIBTR 1 [R5 /e 75 AT & AR R GEF . B 1 AEA Y 125
BRI, FRATIAE SR I 2 a2 SRS fr e R R) o DA ISR A BTSR[] 25 35 R

4.2. HEB

FATXT g 1) OptiCacheRAG ZGHHAT 7 ATVl FATH OptiCacheRAG #iE 7E =AM [F] (1) ik
HERAESHAY(LLM) L, %5 DeepseekV3. GLM Fl Qwen, Ff7E T B AR 4E I 5548 RAG 1%
(LocalRAG) LA K 2B BU ) 1158 RAG £ 45(GraphRAG)HEAT T IR AR LLS2it . AL 4R a7 &R0
FRERF RAMARE . 2 SHT IR 2R DL T35 ma LI [A] S G B FR AR . 32 1 Ve, 1 X Se7F 3 B AT R 5 B v
VTG 2 R o

Table 1. Performance comparison of various RAG frameworks

= 1. & RAG 1EZR 4 8ExTEE

RAG Framework Model Stan.dar.d answer Error rate of Average response time
similarity answers (second)
GraphRAG DeepseekV3 65.56% 16.23% 60.687 s
GLM 58.42% 16.79% 38.840 s
Qwen 66.35% 15.73% 46.528 s
OptiCacheRAG DeepseekV3 71.09% 12.23% 10.968 s
GLM 69.62% 13.03% 10.834 s
Qwen 72.17% 13.10% 12.426 s
LocalRAG DeepseekV3 52.41% 18.65% 21.094 s
GLM 46.42% 17.54% 42.897 s
Qwen 55.29% 18.47% 25.430s

BT 1 X as IR, FRATILE S DL T O R I

e, FEAREEE Z AR KA B AT ) R, TR AL R ISR RS A5 (BLHE GraphRAG I
OptiCacheRAG)E % 5 i & 7 T i 3 {1 T 15 e AR 70 BUs 2 3 58 R 4 (LocalRAG) . BAKTIF , Toik/&fbr
HEE RAR U R R B AR R, R RAIIRIH BEMR . #1U, OptiCacheRAG-DeepseekV3 1]
FRUEZ ZAUE LR T 71.09%, 3% 5T LocalRAG-DeepseekV3 [£] 52.41%; [Ai, OptiCacheRAG [)%ZF
FHRRFMZICT LocalRAG, 1X 3 B 1T B 1% BT (L 1 45 7 A S0 TR B8 BEORS b e (5 A ER IR G453 5,
A ROBE T ARS8 oy At 2R T g BRI RS BB E R SCT R, TESCRIRE RAHSEHF 5, Parade
SR SRR TR 20 B R B B

FLUR, A R 2546 B P A R 1 58 R 45, OptiCacheRAG 7E KR R AN 2 Gii Sk - R I B3
R#, BEMRT GraphRAG. W& 1 “FIyua St [a]” —51 ] LU H, OptiCacheRAG 7 FT A H HEL Y
I FR W R B IA] (9 40, OptiCacheRAG-DeepseekV3 9 10.968 )HJiEfik T GraphRAG (5141, GraphRAG-
DeepseekV3 9 60.687s). X B (1) i F 2 T+ 3 EJ5 T GraphRAG 7E 35 4 DA K [m1 35 it pr) A e o 2
t, FEREE. Z s R A LLM, A3 E0E K Token VH#E, 1& B H 5 BEE TR 2 AT 8] 4EIR
OptiCacheRAG JUIH Ik Xof jin) i 1) 45 24 53 28 L RO AH O i) /AT N 45 16 23 A SRR AFHILR R Rk /b iX pp e
S LLM W, AT RR R 1 2901 S5 B I b 5
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It4h, OptiCacheRAG TEXT L FEZE LocalRAG Y tH e It B R A 95 . | T il B v i & p
OptiCacheRAG REWEAT R H AR H A e AH DG RNIR XSO EA TR HER R, ARS8 70 B RAG U 75 23k 4T
IR SRR, IR T AL K& Token HIEIR AT 5 & RN . INFE 1 BOARHER SEARLLEE A
FHRBHIE KA, OptiCacheRAG ¥ AL T4 LocalRAG, #f—AESE 7 HAEFRM A E 24
R T ) S 2 AR

i 7 b i B AR A I XS b BLAE, FRATTIE G B T Al R e AR B B AT, DA SR I B
OptiCacheRAG 7ETE X HRE T HIA M. & 2108 T % RAG HEZRTE 4 in) @ 4E b 5¢ T 41 P (compre-
hensive). #Effi*R (accuracy). FEAARME (overall) LA A ~F- 25700 87 B[] TR 40 DA% 45 51

Table 2. Comparison of answer performance among various RAG frameworks

2. & RAG HERRIZEM RN

. Average response time
RAG Framework Model comprehensive accuracy overall g€ resp

(second)

GraphRAG Deepseek V3 51.86% 70.08% 54.21% 36.85s
GLM 62.73% 69.41% 55.83% 2449 s

Qwen 60.94% 69.16% 52.15% 3297s

OptiCacheRAG DeepseekV3 65.33% 75.52% 65.40% 11.72's
GLM 69.71% 77.18% 60.06% 12.41s

Qwen 68.83% 72.41% 66.56% 15.52s

LocalRAG Deepseek V3 37.41% 50.69% 36.03% 3042 s
GLM 36.52% 58.20% 37.55% 26.15 s

Qwen 39.63% 49.25% 35.30% 2428 s

T HEM IR IX e JEFEERE, LA I R S MESE I ER G ERE, 14 2 (LocalRAG). K] 3
(OptiCacheRAG) 1% 4 (GraphRAG) 73 il I 150 B RS FE 4l G v /4R E YRR TR R I, Horh 5 i I i
BK/NEMRB T REGEM A RIS
- DeepseekV3

-=+ GLM
-+ Qwen

accuracy

Average response time

Figure 2. Localrag
2. Localrag
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%gtuﬂ
[
48

accuracy - DeepseekV3
~=- GLM
—-- Qwen

Average response time

Figure 3. optiCacheRAG
[& 3. optiCacheRAG

- DeepseekV3
==+ GLM
-+ Qwen

accuracy

Average response time

Figure 4. GraphRAG
4. GraphRAG

M 2 RIEEIEE 20 13 30 B TR, R0 T R 7 1, 3K A 4544 (GraphRAG Al
OptiCacheRAG)f] RAG R4 E MM TS/ RAG (LocalRAG). HAKTI =, & 2 AiZsi) LocalRAG
FEFTA SRR, TR A P i A AR B /)y, B AR AL PRl 5% (0] RN PRI AE R 2 A T M AT B AR 1
PIRIELTS o X F BT RN ERE I AEAME, R A R AR HE 2R ¢ R B S A0 K I AR 2 LAk,
I LA —FpgE ML IS R %45 LLM, ITETS LLM 225 JN e B BN, TEMCHEAH, Self-RAG
SRR I T 5 A AN BN SRR THE R RE J1[12].
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1M 7E GraphRAG 5 OptiCacheRAG X} LA, ] 3 (OptiCacheRAG)1) E ik EITE ~F- 35 1 B i 7] 4 5 |
HA 5 B ST RO (BB BE /D), R ROE FE AR T 14 4 (GraphRAG). X —3PUESE T OptiCacheRAG K
ST it ) i) 0 2 i A 23 A G 5 I R SR IR 35 R AR T o tbAh, ANIEL 3 AT 4 (it E bt m] DA
FiH, OptiCacheRAG FEMEMAE . 4TI VEANBEAR M J7 I 45 {8 T GraphRAG, H i IA EIFEIX S 4L T b #
B TR, R 7 A R R B SR (2R G R . X HARBL T OptiCacheRAG
W 2 A R EE R A R, BIEE 4 2K 5 e Ik B 0 @ A R 7 3, AT HR T ) 7 ] 25 25

FET—/N5H, JRATRE 2 FTH Rl SEG SRR 1 j 7028 . 22 A R DA K o3 A1 SNGAT- S5 4% O AL A &L
P,
4.3. jHRAAR

N7 EAERATIR HE) RAG HEZL S AZ OB A R S oo R B AR Ref oomk, AT T — R
GRS o X e ST DAFRATT S A HH (1) 58 B 48 OptiCacheRAG AFEHE, FF RSt i 7 b H Ay e 41
PSR A E R R AR R . BRI,  “Low+ Cache” MELRACRALIR T Il 0 7) 25 B8N 22 A6 B AR B () ik
fillcE; “Classifier + Multi-level ” HEZARERE R 1 70 A AP ACE s 11 “High + Cache” HEZL AR
KR T RIS R BRI E . SIS RVEMId % T35 3 1, M T DeepseekV3. GLM #l Qwen —Ffi
WMKAE S HMAEAR RAG HELE FILRE 70 #ERRZE . BARAT 55 DLAC T35 2 TA]

Table 3. Ablation comparison

= 3. HRARTEE

. Average response time
RAG Framework Model comprehensive accuracy overall g€ 1esp

(second)

Low + Cache DeepseekV3 53.28% 66.42% 40.96% 18.25 s
GLM 56.33% 63.21% 42.18% 16.36 s

Qwen 49.64% 63.56% 43.60% 16.57 s

Classifier + Multi-level Deepseek V3 64.23 73.80% 64.71% 14.82s
GLM 67.95% 76.52% 59.86% 14.53 s

Qwen 68.25% 73.38% 65.32% 1594 s

High + Cache Deepseek V3 60.54% 60.31% 60.23% 17.68 s
GLM 66.87% 62.82% 55.73% 16.15s

Qwen 62.41% 63.57% 58.91% 1744 s

OptiCacheRAG Deepseek V3 65.33% 75.52% 65.40% 11.72 s
GLM 69.71% 77.18% 60.06% 1241s

Qwen 68.83% 72.41% 66.56% 15.52s

T SRR TR T R R X L R AR A 5 58 R SR TR PR i 22 e DA S AN BB BN S ) R
s, JATHE— P 3 P IBIE AT NI 5. B S RN E T TIRINITZR I, Bl OR T S5
TEAA RAG HEZE N & I BEFEFR MBI A AL . kX Segr 2R P, FRATT AT LA Bl b 08 5% 1) BN SC B A e
(T Ry E . ZRITR . 340 NGAF AN AR B )R] 28 G0 B A e R A ST TR B0 7] 500

o, ATV T KA 2 G R R . AT HEE 5 B “Low + Cache” 5
“OptiCacheRAG” iX I/ MESE N S AR AL RE I H AR WORIR B TTIR . 418l 5 (Z5E155 . HERR AR
3 TENFR, MEEEGE “Low + Cache” HEZE[H] “OptiCacheRAG” HJWHHE(X AT 1 M7y KM Z
PR BE R TIN), EEDUTr ER I & ieTt. i, £456155 T ET, DeepseekV3
PRI “Low + Cache” [ 53.28% 2T+ % “OptiCacheRAG” 1 65.33%; #EREHR T, DeepseekV3 M
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66.42%FETH A 75.52% o X LB B K 35 78 2 AR B, FRATIHRE e 1 Il J A 2R 2R Re e A R Ui P E
HEIFRGEATERER Z YR, NNEFRS T ERNSGEREMERE. EEERE, REHE
AR RIMARE E S INITRY, HE SCEYm R (7 E) &R KE, M “Low+Cache” %] “Op-
tiCacheRAG” HHAANLA, T2 8P 25ymi 97 I [B] & A5 4 55 (71 21 Deepseek V3 M 18.25s [ 4 11.725), X —
S5 A D HOAIE B T RS U 3 AR R A R T A UCECAITH L, RO T AR
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Figure 5. Performance comparison chart

& 5. MaEEEITE

e, BAVRIE T oA N AE e ol FRAT@E I LLE I 5 (P B2 (8] ) “ Classifier +
Multi-level” 5 “OptiCacheRAG” iX P§MHESE T A5 AL [ ~F- 157 Wi b7 Bf BB 34 R v Al Fe s 22 ME . mT DUWLS 2],
TEGI NS A REAF(EI M “Classifier + Multi-level” £ “OptiCacheRAG” IHEAR) 5, V1500 R [F] f5 b5 2
MRZE TR, @, L DeepseekV3 Afil, i Riff [H] M\ “Classifier + Multi-level” ] 14.82 s KlEkF %

“OptiCacheRAG” ] 11.72 5o IXFHRUFR ) B ZSETHIE 17040 :NGAF RE W A U A S WA 1 i

REER, R E > 7 ESTHEA LLM RHERE (8], AR ORH T 7 R SLmt i S ge /g A, a0k
3R, AT AESE TR I [F I, FE AT 15 B SR-E 15 40 FNERf 2208 il F T s, X SR BHERAT T 22
TF RS AE R UEVERE A RTINS, R ST 1 & SR e e 1k

B JE, ATH L T m P RS R ok . FATE I Phis ] 5(25 615 70 AR 2 7 &)+ “High + Cache”
5 “OptiCacheRAG” IX P MHEZE N AL 114 B & AR VPl L RUR . R 5 IR, A1) “High + Cache”
HEZEAE UER N5 159> (I 3 B, DeepseekV3 HIHERIZE AN 60.31%, GLM A4 62.82%, Qwen KN
63.57%) Pl kT “Classifier + Multi-level” HE4E, {HM “High + Cache” | “OptiCacheRAG” [JH#AF(IX
RE T mBAG R SIS H AP S HEF R 515 0306 BE K E IR T . X R m s
RIEFRTIRZ IR BERE XE BT EA AT BERIEH . SR TReh i — (R f RAE L B A R
BRI AN L, AL AT R E R R SUE R, AR LR 8 5t R S T B 1) i
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FFIAERTE, JUH R AE AL PR T m AR e ) B R R, JF HAE SR 2 OptiCacheRAG HESEH1, A
(EEGESNE Wi ST

LEEPTR, ARUCGH R SRR 0 REA FSR SR S EAH, JFLLEEER) OptiCacheRAG HEZE(EH
PERESEHE, Wil 5 PR, FRIRUE T ERATATRE I ) By 2R A8 . 2 9k 3 DL R o A SRR A B A R
SCIR A R E MR B, BN R e RRR A T B OTER,  JF B AT P E AR A AR
OptiCacheRAG HEZLFE [m] %5 o & AN Bl B B 3510k 3] 1 e R . IX AFRAT G 221 RGN A e a4t
TR S SRR .
5. Wig

P OTEM R PR YE, /R4 OptiCacheRAG JEILH T R EVERE, (HRAW FARAAAERRE. B2
B AL A VERE A B, A0 PPl 32 202 TR 2 B AU Bl S A R e i 8, IR T AR
B PR LLM(W DeepseekV3. GLM. Qwen). X H] GERR I 1 451076 872 AT AN AN [H] /) LLM 1)
WidtE . AF RN Bk — DAL 8], BRI A0 NG A A RS TH TR, (B SAFR KL S Afdrh
ERAMU KBS GAL RIS AR S 5635 . MR RIS INEN T, 2P R T BRAR, HEm
Xof W iy 2 24 BRAU A (1 ) A, G IS B AN B AR PR T R i — PR T, BN ER R TR R R 2 B AR A
A AN FER BRI . LRI E I e, AR EBEIER AR AT S HEREIIE, 75 SEPRA =30
BRI B IS AR S H TR DL R T T B PRAR, U RR AR B AR AT IR AR T A
fithe HeT FRRBR, ARRI TR IR T 0 AR 2 U B 5 Bz bae ), RER TR A&
NN, FEAE TR SRR E ) TREPkIK . /£ Autoregressive Search Engines Z8A/F AL H, IR 7 H R
R R SR ST NEATARIUAR 2 s 52 it T Z%(13].

6. &5i%

AR IFRAIRYS T OptiCacheRAG, —N B EMRAL K ILTE 5 HAY(LLM) 7 % 2 5t rh R 2 4 58 A2 Al
(RAG)TLFE I AIHTHESE . OptiCacheRAG 2 /LG 1 In) 43 528 . 2 Gk WAL 73 A NG A7 S5 O B 2 A
B E W RE S RAG J5vkAE = 4% 3 AT (7] /85 A 3R ) B 508 b (D20

JEILTE DeepseekV3. GLM il Qwen —Ff i LLM R T4, FRATIESL T OptiCacheRAG
HIFE R . S1EGRI3ET 9P R H) LocalRAG AHLL, OptiCacheRAG & AT R BIIE 5RO 4514, 72
Z RAEM A AL DT R I B . BAEARAN LS, £5RAEEEET RAG REM
GraphRAG XL, OptiCacheRAG fE{RilEHL 22 8k (0] 25 57 & ()[R, SICEIL 1 ~F- 25 0e )82 B[] B K@ A
WERH 7 HAERCR BB R . BbAh, fEM SR IR AR 11 2 4 B2 VP Al tdk— P38 E T OptiCacheRAG 7E
B SRR ARG R B R .

TONEERE, FATHEBRSLIGEM R T OptiCacheRAG #Z U2 AF HIAG %k M H W RIVEA . i)
B KA Z R W IR T8 BRI HENE, AT 7RISR E, IRl 18 e B
o AN B H B HnIE 7 RGN, AAGE R T LLM AT . XEARE NS, 3t
[FIRG R T —/NE R S T It 2 R TS 5 B ) RAG R4

REARK, TATKEE TR OptiCacheRAG £ H | V2 SIS KM 5¢ T Rz A0Re 7, FERFEEAL
A R SRS, DARLXS BCS SR A i 82 Bk ik . FRATTAHAS, OptiCacheRAG ARG =8, Ai5H H.
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