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Overall Framework
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Main Results (RQ1)

KL & 1. KGC REE=1EE LRIsEEFUNITEL

3AEUESEL Hit@3 / Hit@10 2@t Table 1: Knowledge Graph Completion Models Comparison

e DBISK MKG-W MKG-Y

MRR Hit@l Hit@3 Hit@l) MRR Hit@l Hit@3 Hit@l) MRR Hit@l Hit@3 Hit@10
TransE 2486 1278 3148 4707 2919 2106 3320 4423 3073 2345 3518 4337
DistMult 2303 1478 2628 3959 2099 1593 2228 3086 2504 1933 2780 3595
ComplEx 2748 1837 3157 4537 2493 1906 2669 3673 2871 2226 3212 4093
RotatE 2028 1787 3612 4966 3367 2680 3668 4673 3495 2010 3835 4530
PairRE 313 2162 3591 4930 3440 2824 3671 4604 3201 2553 3584 4389
GC-OTE 3185 2211 3652 SLIS 3392 2655 3965 4690 3295 2677 3841 4408
IKRL 2682 1400 3493 4909 3236 2611 3475 4407 3322 3037 3428 3826
TBKGC 2840 1561 3703 4986 3148 2531 3398 4324 3399 3047 3527 4007
TransAE 2800 2125 3117 4117 3000 2123 3491 4472 2810 2531 2010  33.03
MMKRL 2681 1385 3507 4939 300 2216 3400 4469 3681 3166 3979 4531
RSME 2076 2415 3212 4029 2923 2336 3197 4043 3444 3178 3607  39.09
OTKGE 2386 1845 2589 3423 3436 2885 3625 4488 3551 3197 3718 4138
IMF 3025 2420 3600 4819 3450 2877 3662 4544 3579 3295 3714 4063
QEB 2818 1482 3667 5155 3238 2547 3506 4532 3437 2949 3695 4232
VISTA 3042 2249 3356 4504 3291 2612 3538 4561 3045 2487 3239 4153
AdaMF 3251 2131 3967 5168 3427 2721 3786 4712 3806 3349 4044 4548
KBGAN 2573 991 3695 5193 2047 2221 3487 4064 2971 2281 3488 4021
MANS 2882 1687 3658 4926 3088 2489 3363 4178 2903 2525 3135 3449
MMRNS 368 2301 3786 S101 3503 2859 3749 4747 3593 3053 3007 4547
AdMF-MAT 3514 2530 4111 5292 3577 2887 3885 4871 3857 3434 4059 4576
MyGO 37.17 2962 4166 S187 3609 3002 3826 4689 3866 3485 3996 4437
Ours 3723 2178 4275 5471 3846 3120 4178 5146 40.03 3380 4311 5081

+0.16% - +26% +338% +606% +39% +75%  +5.0% +3.5% - +6.2%  +11.0%
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Ablation Study (RQ2)

R 2: SERDZEE (DB15K / MKG-W / MKG-Y)

Table 2: Ablation Study

DBISK MKG-W MKG-Y

MRR Hit@l Hit@3 Hit@l0 MRR Hit@l Hit@3 Hit@l0 MRR Hit@l Hit@3 Hit@10
LBMKGC 37.23 2778 42.75 54.71 3846 31.20 41.78 5146 40,03  33.89 43.11 50.81

Settings

wio LvMC 3673 27.19 42.01 53.76 3712 2943 40.28 49.16 39.40 3342 42.47 49.59
wio CMoA  36.81 27.69  41.56 53.37 38.03 29.88 40.86 49.34 39.34 3358 42.28 49.37
wio CGuAF 3636  26.55 42.39 54.48 37.53 3051 41.76 50.77 39.29 330 4292 50.86

5‘%’ Eﬂ i& E wlo r.-;;'“h 3121 1696 4112 5460 3476 2384 4186 5197 3779 2933 4243 5102
wloes™ 3651 2709 4145 5319 3672 3001 4002 4879 3833 3272 4095 4767
wloes™ 3708 2734 4201 5392 3789 3063 4105 5089 3924 3313 4176 4973
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Robustness under Missing Modality (RQ3)
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Case Study - Adaptive Modality Weights (RQ4)
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