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Abstract

Retrieve-augmented generation (RAG) frame-
works have emerged as a promising solution to
multi-hop question answering(QA) tasks since
it enables large language models (LLMs) to in-
corporate external knowledge and mitigate their
inherent knowledge deficiencies. Despite this
progress, existing RAG frameworks, which usu-
ally follows the retrieve-then-read paradigm, of-
ten struggle with multi-hop QA with temporal
information since it has difficulty retrieving and
synthesizing accurate time-related information.
To address the challenge, this paper proposes
a novel framework called review-then-refine,
which aims to enhance LLM performance in
multi-hop QA scenarios with temporal infor-
mation. Our approach begins with a review
phase, where decomposed sub-queries are dy-
namically rewritten with temporal information
, allowing for subsequent adaptive retrieval and
reasoning process. In addition, we implement
adaptive retrieval mechanism to minimize un-
necessary retrievals, thus reducing the poten-
tial for hallucinations. In the subsequent refine
phase, the LLM synthesizes the retrieved in-
formation from each sub-query along with its
internal knowledge to formulate a coherent an-
swer. Extensive experimental results across
multiple datasets demonstrate the effectiveness
of our proposed framework, highlighting its po-
tential to significantly improve multi-hop QA
capabilities in LLMs.

1 Introduction

Multi-hop question answering(QA) has been exten-
sively applied in various practical domains (Mavi
et al., 2022; Chen et al., 2017; Feng et al., 2022) and
it requires models to retrieve and integrate informa-
tion from multiple sources, and retrieve-augmented
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generation (RAG) is a crucial method in enhanc-
ing large language models (LLMs) for multi-hop
question answering. (Siriwardhana et al., 2023)
Previous works have achieved significant progress
in multi-hop question answering with their inter-
nal knowledge to generate coherent and contextu-
ally relevant text. (Mavi et al., 2022; Siriwardhana
et al., 2023; Zhao et al., 2023) And the methods
have predominantly adopted the retrieve-then-read
paradigm (Shao et al., 2023). When given a query,
this approach generally involves two key steps: Re-
trieve: Extracting all relevant contexts from an ex-
ternal corpus, and Read: Analyzing the retrieved
contexts to extract or infer the correct answer.

While this framework has shown considerable
success in multi-hop QA with iterative process,
(Wei et al., 2022; Patel et al., 2022; Chen et al.,
2019) however, they still face challenges in accu-
rately answering complex, multi-hop questions, es-
pecially those with temporal information (Vu et al.,
2023). Additional challenges under-explored are
shown in Figure 1. Each step in the iterative pro-
cess introduces potential failure points, where the
irrelevant or incorrect data may introduced, leading
to erroneous conclusions. This approach is inad-
equate for handling time-sensitive queries, where
answers must rely on the latest information with
respect to the query (Cheng et al., 2024). There-
fore, the external information may not contain the
correct temporal data, and the inclusion of exter-
nal information increases the risk of external hal-
lucinations (Yan et al., 2024; Ding et al., 2024),
where irrelevant or misleading data contaminates
the model’s internal knowledge, resulting in bi-
ased or incorrect answers (Wu et al., 2024). Even
for methods with advanced fine-tuning techniques,
they still struggle to provide reliable answers to
questions that require temporal awareness or up-to-
date information (Cheng et al., 2024; Jeong et al.,
2024; Vu et al., 2023).

To overcome the challenges inherent in the
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Figure 1: Illustration of challenges in multi-hop QA with temporal information and how our proposed review-then-
refine method addresses them. The traditional retrieval-then-read paradigm often introduces external hallucinations
or retrieves wrong information, while the review-then-refine method dynamically adjusts retrieval and query
rewriting to produce the correct answer.

retrieve-then-read paradigm, particularly in the con-
text of multi-hop question answering with temporal
information, we propose a novel framework called
review-then-refine. This framework is specifically
designed to enhance the performance of LLMs by
addressing the key shortcomings of existing ap-
proaches through a two-phase process: (1) Review
Phase: The traditional retrieve-then-read approach
often struggles with complex temporal queries, re-
sulting in both retrieval and synthesis errors. In the
review phase, the framework breaks down the orig-
inal query into simpler sub-queries with more ac-
curate temporal data to generate a reasoning chain,
thus enabling more adaptive retrieval of relevant
information. This decomposition allows for bet-
ter navigation of multi-hop reasoning. Further-
more, a adaptive retrieval mechanism is imple-
mented to evaluate the necessity of each retrieval
step, thereby minimizing the risk of external hallu-
cinations caused by irrelevant data contaminating
the model’s internal knowledge base (Ding et al.,
2024). (2) Refine Phase: The refine phase ad-
dresses the issue of inadequate synthesis in tradi-
tional approaches, where the retrieved information
may not fully align with the model’s internal knowl-
edge. This phase integrates external data with the
model’s existing understanding, ensuring that the
final answer is both accurate and contextually co-
herent. By verifying external data, the refine phase
minimizes hallucinated responses and improves the
overall quality and accuracy of the answers gener-

ated.
Table 1 illustrates a comparison between exist-

ing methods and our approach, highlighting the
unique contributions of review-then-refine in key
areas such as dynamic query rewriting, query de-
composition, and handling temporal queries. As
shown in Table 1, our method excels across several
dimensions by combining dynamic query rewrit-
ing with query decomposition, ensuring contextu-
ally relevant retrieval, and handling time-sensitive
queries, a capability that many existing approaches
lack.

The main contributions of this paper are:

• We propose a novel review-then-refine frame-
work to address the limitations of existing
retrieve-then-read methods in multi-hop QA.

• We incorporate mechanisms to handle tempo-
ral information and minimize external halluci-
nations with dynamic rewriting and filtering
irrelevant data during retrieval.

• The method achieves state-of-the-art perfor-
mance on several multi-hop QA benchmarks.

2 Related Work

2.1 Multi-Hop Question Answering
Multi-hop question answering (QA) requires mod-
els to retrieve and synthesize information across
multiple external sources to answer complex
queries. (Zhang et al., 2024; Chen et al., 2019).

2



Table 1: Comparison of different multi-hop QA approaches.

Paper Query
Rewriting

Query
Decomposing

Retrieve
Adaptability

Contextual
Check

Temporal Data

FLARE(Jiang et al.,
2023)

× × ✓ × ×

RQ-RAG(Chan
et al., 2024)

✓ ✓ × ✓ ×

Self-RAG(Asai
et al., 2023)

× ✓ ✓ ✓ ×

Adaptive-
RAG(Jeong et al.,

2024)

✓ ✓ ✓ × ×

review-then-refine ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

To tackle the problem, recent work has focused on
decomposition strategies (Perez et al., 2020) with
the internal knowledge of LLMs (Radhakrishnan
et al., 2023), which break down complex questions
into simpler sub-queries, and answer them step-by-
step with external knowledge. (Zhou et al., 2022;
Trivedi et al., 2022; Khot et al., 2022) Besides,
there are previous studies that using CoT (Wei et al.,
2022) to decompose complex questions into eas-
ier sub-questions and answer sub-questions step by
step with external context by LLMs. (Khattab et al.,
2022; Press et al., 2022) And XoT-based meth-
ods like tree-of-thought(ToT) (Yao et al., 2024)
or graph-of-thought(GoT) (Besta et al., 2024) are
an effective way in resolving more complex ques-
tions by generating an reasoning path for each ques-
tion. However, despite their progress, CoT methods
struggles to generate an accurate answer since it
overlooks the potential error in retrieving, and XoT-
based methods usually have a higher variance in
generating an answer. In this work, we constructed
the review module to generate an effective and ac-
curate reasoning path with dynamic rewriting and
decomposing and adaptive retrieval to mitigate this
challenge.

2.2 Retrieval-Augmented Generation for
LLMs

With relevant information retrieved from external
knowledge sources, Retrieval-augmented LLMs
have been demonstrated as an effective way to im-
prove the performance of LLMs in downstream
tasks like multi-hop QA by reducing hallucinations
in generated outputs. (Khattab et al., 2022; Lazari-
dou et al., 2022) There has been significant research
advances in Multi-hop QA with the RAG pipeline,
which typically involves the paradigm known as
retrieve-then-read. (Shao et al., 2023; Chen et al.,
2017). And previous retrieve-then-read approaches

tackle Multi-hop QA by combining the context of
the retrieved corpus with the internal knowledge
of LLMs (Abdallah and Jatowt, 2024), or fine-tune
LMs to determine when to retrieve (Asai et al.,
2023; Jeong et al., 2024; Wang et al., 2024a), with
an iterative process. However, despite the success
of retrieve-then-read frameworks, the aforemen-
tioned methods ignored the fact that questions are
in a wide variety of dynamic status (Zhao et al.,
2024). And there is temporal conflict of different
external knowledge for different temporal informa-
tion (Vu et al., 2023), thus leading to the potential
error in retrieving (Xu et al., 2024) and synthe-
sizing multiple pieces of information (Yao et al.,
2022), which may hallucinate the LLMs in the rea-
soning chain. In our work, we propose a novel
framework review-then-refine that aims to more ef-
fectively combine the internal knowledge of LLMs
with external context with more accurate temporal
information, thus reducing the potential for halluci-
nation and enhancing the accuracy of the answers
to various questions with temporal information.

3 Review-then-Refine

This section provides a detailed explanation of
the proposed framework, review-then-refine. This
framework comprises two main phases: the review
phase and the refine phase. Each phase plays a
crucial role in dynamically rewriting queries, inte-
grating temporal data, and synthesizing informa-
tion from multiple sources into coherent and accu-
rate answers. The illustration of the framework is
shown as Figure 2.

3.1 Review
The review phase is initiated with the dynamic
query rewriting component, which is critical for
managing multi-hop queries. Unlike traditional
static query decomposition methods, this com-
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Figure 2: The illustration of how the framework works.

ponent decomposes a complex multi-hop query
Q into simpler, more manageable sub-queries
{q1, q2, . . . , qn}. At its core, query decomposition
is a dynamic, iterative process in which the sys-
tem breaks down the original query Q based on
the current reasoning state. This allows for real-
time adjustments to the query as new information is
uncovered. The system does not follow a predeter-
mined static path, but rather dynamically rewrites
and adapts the query decomposition based on inter-
mediate results.

Let the original query Q be represented as Q =
{q0, c0, t0}, where q0 is the query itself, c0 is the
contextual information available at the start, and
t0 is the time context (if relevant). Each sub-query
qi is generated using a dynamic rewriting function
fi based on the original query Q and the current
reasoning history Hi. The dynamic generation of
each sub-query is formalized as qi = fi(Q,Hi)
where Hi = {(q1, a1), (q2, a2), . . . , (qi−1, ai−1)}
represents the history of previous sub-queries and
their corresponding answers. Each sub-query qi
targets a specific aspect of the overall question,
breaking it into solvable one-hop queries.

We define the history of sub-queries and their
corresponding answers as Hi = {(qj , ãj) | j < i},
where qj is the sub-query generated at step j, and
ãj is its corresponding answer. In the i-th iteration,

the large language model Mθ generates the next
sub-query qi and its anticipated answer ãi based on
the initial query Q and the accumulated history Hi:

qi, ãi = Mθ(Q,Hi) (1)

At each step, the model Mθ dynamically rewrites
the query to address the gaps identified in previous
steps. For a given sub-query qi, the system must
decide whether to perform external retrieval or rely
solely on existing knowledge from previous sub-
queries. This decision is processed by evaluating
whether the model can generate a strictly accurate
answer without hallucination. Specifically, if the
model is not fully capable of generating an answer
that is completely supported by its internal knowl-
edge, or does not include any incorrect, speculative,
or fabricated information, then the system will re-
quire external retrieval. This decision is formalized
using a retrieval indicator function I(qi, Hi), where
Hi is the reasoning history up to step i:

I(qi, Hi) =

{
1, if external retrieval is required,
0, else

If I(qi, Hi) = 1, indicating that the model can-
not generate a fully accurate answer based solely
on its internal knowledge, the system performs a
retrieval operation. In this case, a [need_retrieval]
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label is added, and the retrieval process is initiated
as follows:

Di = Retrieve(qi, I(qi, Hi)),

where Di represents the set of relevant documents
or external sources retrieved to answer qi. This
function Retrieve(qi, I(qi, Hi)) invokes a search
engine or specialized document retriever when
I(qi, Hi) = 1, and returns an empty set if no re-
trieval is required.

The retrieved documents Di are then analyzed
for pertinent information to address the current sub-
query qi. This retrieval and refinement process is
iterative, meaning that based on the analysis of Di,
the system may revise the current sub-query qi or
even generate new sub-queries if the retrieved in-
formation is insufficient. Each iteration contributes
to the reasoning history Hi+1, and the sub-query
decomposition continues until the reasoning path
is terminated for the original query Q.

In cases where retrieval is unnecessary, the sys-
tem directly utilizes the internal knowledge stored
in Hi to compute the answer ãi, thereby bypass-
ing document retrieval and speeding up the query
resolution process.

The query decomposition and retrieval process
can be viewed as a search over reasoning states,
where each reasoning state si represents the current
knowledge gained after processing the sub-query
qi and retrieving the corresponding documents Di.
Let s0 denote the initial state defined solely by the
original query Q, i.e., s0 = Q. The transition from
state si to state si+1 is defined as:

si+1 = T (si, qi, ai, Di) (2)

where T is the transition function that updates
the reasoning state based on the retrieved in-
formation or internal knowledge. The system
transitions through a series of reasoning states
{s0, s1, . . . , sn}, where sn is the terminal state con-
taining sufficient information to answer Q.

The dynamic query rewriting function fi that
generates the sub-query qi in the i-th step is defined
as:

qi = fi(Q,Hi) (3)

This function takes into account both the original
query Q and the current history Hi, ensuring that
the sub-query generated at each step is contextually
informed by previous answers.

3.2 Refine
Once the review phase concludes, and all necessary
information is gathered, the refine phase begins.
This phase is responsible for multi-step aggrega-
tion of the intermediate answers {a1, a2, . . . , an},
corresponding to the sub-queries {q1, q2, . . . , qn}.
Each intermediate answer ai contributes to the over-
all understanding of the query, and the system ag-
gregates them into a coherent and unified answer.

Formally, the aggregation function A combines
these intermediate answers into the final answer
Af :

Af = A({a1, a2, . . . , an}) (4)

The aggregation process can be viewed as a form
of information fusion, where disparate sources of
information (retrieved documents, internal knowl-
edge, reasoning history) are synthesized into a final
answer.

4 Experiments and Analysis

4.1 Datasets
We experimented experiments on four datasets,
which contain two major types of multi-hop ques-
tion answering tasks. (1) Regular multi-hop ques-
tion answering: the aim of this task is to sequen-
tially reason through multiple pieces of evidence to
answer a complex question. For this category, we
used two established datasets: 2WikiMultiHopQA
(Ho et al., 2020) and MultiHopRAG (Tang and
Yang, 2024). (2) Dynamic multi-hop question an-
swering, which includes queries where the under-
lying knowledge or answer is updated over time.
We choose FreshQA (Vu et al., 2023) and PAT-
Questions (Meem et al., 2024) in this task.

We report the data statistics and settings for all
the datasets used in our experiments in Table 2.
These datasets span both dynamic and static multi-
hop question answering tasks, providing a compre-
hensive evaluation of the proposed method across
diverse challenges. FreshQA consists of 377 ques-
tions where the correct answers may change over
time as new information becomes available. We
evaluated the dataset with 600 questions, which in-
clude a mixture of single-hop and multi-hop reason-
ing tasks. For PAT-Questions, 2WikiMultihopQA
and MultiHopRAG, we randomly choose 500 ex-
amples for testing.

4.2 Baselines
In order to evaluate the performance of our pro-
posed method, review-then-refine, we compare it
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Table 2: Data statistics and experimental settings of the datasets used in our experiments.

Settings FreshQA PAT-Questions 2WikiMultihopQA MultiHopRAG

Task dynamic dynamic regular regular
#Examples 600 6,172 192,606 2,556
Metrics single-hop & multi-hop Acc. single-hop & multi-hop Acc. Acc., F1 Acc., F1
Corpus Web Sources Wikipedia Wikipedia Wikipedia
Top-k 5 3 3 3

against several established baselines across both
dynamic and static multi-hop question answering
tasks. The chosen baselines cover a wide spec-
trum of methodologies, from conventional retrieval-
based models to more recent advancements that
integrate reasoning and generation techniques. Be-
low, we briefly describe each of the baselines uti-
lized in our experiments, as well as their relevance
to dynamic and static QA settings.

Vanilla: This is a straightforward baseline that
employs a standard pipeline approach, where ques-
tions are answered using a basic mechanism with
LLMs directly. It presents tasks and the questions,
and the LLM predicts the outcomes of the ques-
tions through in-context learning.

Freshprompt: Freshprompt (Vu et al., 2023)
is designed specifically for dynamic multi-hop
QA, where knowledge freshness is critical. The
model leverages large language models (LLMs)
with prompting techniques to retrieve and reason
over recently updated knowledge.

Chain-of-Note: Chain-of-Note(CoN) (Yu et al.,
2023) introduces summarized contextual naviga-
tion, where the model incrementally navigates
through the knowledge graph or document space
by conditioning each retrieval step on previously
gathered evidence.

Self-Ask: Self-Ask (Press et al., 2022) is a
method where the model generates its own sub-
questions, decomposing the original query into
simpler queries in an autonomous manner. The
model retrieves answers to each sub-question and
aggregates them to form the final answer.

ReAct: ReAct (Yao et al., 2022) integrates re-
trieval and reasoning using action-based prompts
that guide the model in generating sub-questions.

RAT: The RAT (Retrieval-Augmented
Thoughts) (Wang et al., 2024b) introduces a novel
method for enhancing the reasoning and generation
capabilities of large language models (LLMs)
by iteratively revising their chain-of-thought
(CoT)(Wei et al., 2022) with the aid of information

retrieval. RAT dynamically refines the reasoning
at each step, significantly improving performance
on long-horizon generation tasks, where multiple
reasoning steps are needed to arrive at a coherent
and accurate conclusion.

DSPy: DSPy (Khattab et al., 2024) is a dy-
namic search planning method that uses a multi-
step decision-making process to strategically re-
trieve relevant information and reason over it.

4.3 Evaluation
Evaluating the effectiveness of multi-hop ques-
tion answering models requires a comprehensive
approach that assesses both the accuracy of the
model’s reasoning capabilities and its ability to
handle dynamic and evolving knowledge. To mea-
sure the task performance of the models, we use the
following widely accepted metrics: Single-hop Ac-
curacy: This metric evaluates the model’s perfor-
mance on individual sub-questions within the over-
all multi-hop task. It is especially important for dy-
namic tasks such as FreshQA and PAT-Questions,
where the model must handle evolving information
across distinct hops. Multi-hop Accuracy: This
measures the overall accuracy for the complete rea-
soning task, where multiple hops are required to
answer the query. This metric provides insight into
how well the model integrates intermediate infor-
mation to produce a final answer. F1 Score: For
static datasets such as MultiHopRAG and 2Wiki-
MultiHopQA, F1 is used to measure the overlap
between the predicted answer and the ground-truth
answer. This metric is critical for tasks where ex-
act matches may be too strict, and partial overlaps
(e.g., synonymous phrases) should be considered.

4.4 Results
In this section, we present the experimental results
across both dynamic and static multi-hop question
answering tasks and compare the performance of
review-then-refine with several baseline models.
We choose gpt-3.5-turbo as the base model. Im-
plementation detail is shown in Appendix A. The
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Table 3: Performance comparison across different datasets and methods with GPT-3.5-turbo. For dynamic tasks,
we evaluate the accuracy on both single-hop and multi-hop questions, and they are shown as single-hop Acc. and
multi-hop Acc. on the table respectively.

Dynamic Regular

FreshQA PAT-Questions MultiHopRAG 2Wikimultihopqa

single-hop Acc. multi-hop Acc. single-hop Acc. multi-hop Acc. Acc. F1 Acc. F1

Vanilla 35.47 28.50 12.10 7.89 28.57 30.44 26.85 34.91
Freshprompt 68.87 49.52 23.91 13.58 42.86 35.71 37.06 39.28
CoN 63.20 53.67 22.71 11.76 30.46 27.78 38.85 40.05
self-ask 59.13 49.52 22.95 17.78 41.17 39.17 40.86 44.77
ReAct 58.61 50.95 30.17 17.82 42.19 40.51 36.02 40.07
RAT 65.39 40.91 35.29 26.73 43.06 38.10 43.66 43.05
DSPy 66.57 50.01 35.84 25.66 46.44 46.89 43.51 45.06

review-then-refine 70.68 60.60 39.02 27.59 47.25 48.09 44.03 44.28

Table 4: Ablation Study Results across Dynamic and Static Multi-Hop QA Datasets.

Dynamic Regular

FreshQA PAT-Questions MultiHopRAG 2Wikimultihopqa

single-hop Acc. multi-hop Acc. single-hop Acc. multi-hop Acc. Acc. F1 Acc. F1

w/o query decompose 61.05 48.72 24.98 15.46 39.85 37.22 38.23 37.96
w/o retrieval module 56.14 43.24 27.59 16.03 42.41 48.97 39.86 38.73
w/o dynamic rewrite 67.74 55.62 37.02 23.77 46.96 47.88 43.44 44.01

results are summarized in Table 3 and highlight
key performance metrics such as single-hop accu-
racy, multi-hop accuracy, and F1 score. Additional
results are shown in Appendix B.

Dynamic Tasks: Review-then-refine demon-
strates significant improvements in dynamic multi-
hop question answering tasks, which require han-
dling evolving knowledge sources. In FreshQA,
review-then-refine achieves the highest single-
hop accuracy of 70.68% and multi-hop accu-
racy of 60.60%, surpassing all baseline methods.
The comparison with other strong baselines like
DSPy (66.57%) and CoN (63.20%) shows that
our method’s dynamic query rewriting mecha-
nism leads to more effective handling of multi-
hop reasoning. Additionally, the multi-hop accu-
racy outperforms Freshprompt (49.52%) and RAT
(40.91%) by a large margin, demonstrating the ro-
bustness of our approach in capturing and reason-
ing over multiple, sequentially dependent facts.

In addition, review-then-refine achieves 39.02%
multi-hop accuracy, outperforming DSPy (35.84%)
and RAT (35.29%) on PAT-Questions dataset. No-
tably, this task involves querying across multiple
patent-related documents, which makes efficient
retrieval and reasoning crucial. Our framework’s
dynamic query refinement proves critical in this
context, as it enables the system to iteratively im-

prove its predictions as new information is gathered.
In comparison, models like ReAct (30.17%) and
CoN (22.71%) struggle to achieve comparable re-
sults, as they do not integrate retrieval as effectively
with the reasoning process.

Regular Tasks: Our method also performs
strongly on static datasets, where the knowledge
sources remain fixed and the task is to reason over
existing, unchanging information. On MultiHo-
pRAG dataset, review-then-refine achieves 47.25%
accuracy, outperforming RAT(43.06%) and ReAct
(42.19%). The F1 score of 48.09% further under-
scores our model’s ability to generate precise an-
swers, particularly in tasks where partial matches
are also important. As for the results on 2Wiki-
MultiHopQA dataset, review-then-refine achieves
44.03% accuracy and 44.28% F1, making it com-
petitive with DSPy (43.51% accuracy and 45.06%
F1) and outperforming self-ask (40.86% accuracy
and 44.77% F1). The performance gain can be at-
tributed to our model’s capacity for handling com-
plex multi-hop queries, which require extracting
and synthesizing relevant information from multi-
ple Wikipedia articles. And this results also reflects
the strength of review-then-refine in efficiently ag-
gregating information across multiple documents
without unnecessary retrieval steps.

In summary, the results show that our proposed
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framework, review-then-refine, outperforms strong
baselines and achieve state-of-the-art results across
both dynamic and static QA datasets. And the re-
sults clearly demonstrate the superiority of review-
then-refine, particularly in dynamic and static multi-
hop question answering tasks where reasoning over
evolving knowledge is critical. The dynamic query
rewriting mechanism allows the model to itera-
tively refine its reasoning, leading to more accurate
and precise answers.

4.5 Ablation Study
To further understand the contribution of differ-
ent components within review-then-refine, we con-
ducted an extensive ablation study across both dy-
namic and static multi-hop question answering
tasks. The ablation results are presented in Ta-
ble 4, where we compare the performance of the
full model with several key variants. These include
models without the dynamic rewrite mechanism,
without the retrieval module, and without query de-
composition. This study is critical for isolating the
impact of individual components on overall task
performance.

Without Query Decomposition Removing the
query decomposition module results in a notable
drop in both single-hop and multi-hop accuracy,
particularly for dynamic datasets like FreshQA
and PAT-Questions. For example, the multi-hop
accuracy on FreshQA decreases from 60.60% to
48.72%, while the multi-hop accuracy on PAT-
Questions falls sharply from 27.59% to 15.46%.
These results highlight the importance of break-
ing down complex queries into smaller, manage-
able sub-queries for efficient multi-hop reasoning.
Query decomposition allows the model to focus on
individual reasoning steps, which is especially vi-
tal in dynamic environments where the knowledge
base is continuously updated.

Without Retrieval Module Ablating the re-
trieval module has a significant impact on the
framework’s performance, particularly for multi-
hop tasks. Without the retrieval mechanism, the
framework’s ability to incorporate external knowl-
edge is limited, leading to poor performance on
dynamic tasks. For instance, in PAT-Questions, the
multi-hop accuracy drops from 27.59% (with re-
trieval) to 16.03% (without retrieval). Similarly, on
static datasets like 2WikiMultiHopQA, accuracy
decreases from 44.03% to 39.86%. The results
show that external retrieval is crucial for answering
complex, multi-hop questions, particularly in cases

where the information required to answer the query
is not contained within the initial context.

Without Dynamic Query Rewrite The dy-
namic query rewriting mechanism is another key
component of our method. Removing this feature
leads to a significant performance decrease across
both dynamic and static datasets. On FreshQA,
for example, multi-hop accuracy decreases from
60.60% to 55.62%, while in MultiHopRAG, ac-
curacy drops from 47.25% to 46.96%. Dynamic
query rewriting helps the model iteratively refine
the retrieval and reasoning process based on inter-
mediate answers, reducing the error accumulation
that often occurs in multi-hop reasoning tasks. The
slight drop in performance on static datasets fur-
ther highlights the mechanism’s ability to adapt and
correct the reasoning path even in relatively stable
environments.

The query decomposition module enables the
model to break down complex questions, improv-
ing its ability to reason over multiple steps. The
retrieval module is essential for integrating exter-
nal knowledge, without which the model’s perfor-
mance degrades significantly. Finally, the dynamic
query rewrite mechanism ensures the reasoning
process is continually refined, leading to more ac-
curate and efficient answers. Together, these com-
ponents form a robust framework for both dynamic
and static multi-hop question answering tasks, as
evidenced by the superior performance of the full
method.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we introduced a novel framework,
review-then-refine, aimed at improving multi-hop
QA with temporal information by LLMs. The
framework decomposes complex queries into sub-
queries, rewrites the sub-queries, retrieves relevant
external information, and synthesizes it with the
model’s internal knowledge, leading to more accu-
rate, coherent and time-sensitive answers. And ex-
tensive experiments demonstrate that review-then-
refine significantly outperforms traditional retrieve-
then-read approaches, particularly in dynamic and
multi-hop QA tasks. By implementing dynamic
query rewriting, decomposition, and adaptive re-
trieval, we reduce errors and enhance the efficiency
of multi-hop QA. Ablation studies further vali-
date the importance of each component—dynamic
rewriting, retrieval, and query decomposition—in
achieving state-of-the-art results across multiple
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datasets. In conclusion, this framework sets a new
standard for handling both temporal multi-hop QA
tasks and provides a foundation for future research
into more advanced RAG frameworks.

Limitations

While the review-then-refine framework improves
over traditional retrieve-then-read approaches, sev-
eral limitations remain. First, the system relies on
the quality of retrieved documents, and while the
dynamic query rewriting and adaptive retrieval help
reduce irrelevant information, external hallucina-
tions can still occur, especially when conflicting or
biased data are retrieved.

Second, the framework faces potential efficiency
issues in handling very long reasoning chains. The
iterative nature of query rewriting can lead to com-
putational overhead, particularly in real-time appli-
cations where speed is crucial.

Additionally, the system’s reliance on external
knowledge sources may pose challenges in fast-
evolving domains. Though dynamic retrieval deci-
sions are made, outdated internal knowledge can
impact performance on time-sensitive queries.

And while the model showed strong results on
datasets like FreshQA and MultiHopRAG, these
do not represent the full spectrum of multi-hop
QA scenarios. Specialized domains may require
more refined retrieval and reasoning processes, and
further optimization for real-time use remains an
open challenge.
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Lukošiūtė, et al. 2023. Question decomposition im-
proves the faithfulness of model-generated reasoning.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2307.11768.

Keshav Santhanam, Omar Khattab, Jon Saad-Falcon,
Christopher Potts, and Matei Zaharia. 2021. Col-
bertv2: Effective and efficient retrieval via
lightweight late interaction. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2112.01488.

Zhihong Shao, Yeyun Gong, Yelong Shen, Minlie
Huang, Nan Duan, and Weizhu Chen. 2023. En-
hancing retrieval-augmented large language models
with iterative retrieval-generation synergy. In Find-
ings of the Association for Computational Linguis-
tics: EMNLP 2023, pages 9248–9274, Singapore.
Association for Computational Linguistics.

Shamane Siriwardhana, Rivindu Weerasekera, Elliott
Wen, Tharindu Kaluarachchi, Rajib Rana, and
Suranga Nanayakkara. 2023. Improving the domain
adaptation of retrieval augmented generation (rag)
models for open domain question answering. Trans-
actions of the Association for Computational Linguis-
tics, 11:1–17.

Yixuan Tang and Yi Yang. 2024. Multihop-rag: Bench-
marking retrieval-augmented generation for multi-
hop queries. arXiv preprint arXiv:2401.15391.

Harsh Trivedi, Niranjan Balasubramanian, Tushar
Khot, and Ashish Sabharwal. 2022. Interleav-
ing retrieval with chain-of-thought reasoning for
knowledge-intensive multi-step questions. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2212.10509.

Tu Vu, Mohit Iyyer, Xuezhi Wang, Noah Constant, Jerry
Wei, Jason Wei, Chris Tar, Yun-Hsuan Sung, Denny
Zhou, Quoc Le, et al. 2023. Freshllms: Refreshing
large language models with search engine augmenta-
tion. arXiv preprint arXiv:2310.03214.

Hongru Wang, Boyang Xue, Baohang Zhou, Tianhua
Zhang, Cunxiang Wang, Guanhua Chen, Huimin
Wang, and Kam-fai Wong. 2024a. Self-dc: When
to retrieve and when to generate? self divide-and-
conquer for compositional unknown questions. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2402.13514.

Zihao Wang, Anji Liu, Haowei Lin, Jiaqi Li, Xi-
aojian Ma, and Yitao Liang. 2024b. Rat: Re-
trieval augmented thoughts elicit context-aware rea-
soning in long-horizon generation. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2403.05313.

Jason Wei, Xuezhi Wang, Dale Schuurmans, Maarten
Bosma, Fei Xia, Ed Chi, Quoc V Le, Denny Zhou,
et al. 2022. Chain-of-thought prompting elicits rea-
soning in large language models. Advances in neural
information processing systems, 35:24824–24837.

Jian Wu, Linyi Yang, Yuliang Ji, Wenhao Huang,
Börje F Karlsson, and Manabu Okumura. 2024. Gen-
dec: A robust generative question-decomposition
method for multi-hop reasoning. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2402.11166.

Shicheng Xu, Liang Pang, Huawei Shen, Xueqi Cheng,
and Tat-Seng Chua. 2024. Search-in-the-chain: Inter-
actively enhancing large language models with search
for knowledge-intensive tasks. In Proceedings of the
ACM on Web Conference 2024, pages 1362–1373.

Shi-Qi Yan, Jia-Chen Gu, Yun Zhu, and Zhen-Hua Ling.
2024. Corrective retrieval augmented generation.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2401.15884.

Shunyu Yao, Dian Yu, Jeffrey Zhao, Izhak Shafran,
Tom Griffiths, Yuan Cao, and Karthik Narasimhan.
2024. Tree of thoughts: Deliberate problem solving
with large language models. Advances in Neural
Information Processing Systems, 36.

Shunyu Yao, Jeffrey Zhao, Dian Yu, Nan Du, Izhak
Shafran, Karthik Narasimhan, and Yuan Cao. 2022.
React: Synergizing reasoning and acting in language
models. arXiv preprint arXiv:2210.03629.

Wenhao Yu, Hongming Zhang, Xiaoman Pan, Kaixin
Ma, Hongwei Wang, and Dong Yu. 2023. Chain-of-
note: Enhancing robustness in retrieval-augmented
language models. arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.09210.

Jiahao Zhang, Haiyang Zhang, Dongmei Zhang, Liu
Yong, and Shen Huang. 2024. End-to-end beam re-
trieval for multi-hop question answering. In Proceed-
ings of the 2024 Conference of the North American
Chapter of the Association for Computational Lin-
guistics: Human Language Technologies (Volume 1:
Long Papers), pages 1718–1731.

10



Bowen Zhao, Zander Brumbaugh, Yizhong Wang, Han-
naneh Hajishirzi, and Noah A Smith. 2024. Set the
clock: Temporal alignment of pretrained language
models. arXiv preprint arXiv:2402.16797.

Ruochen Zhao, Xingxuan Li, Shafiq Joty, Chengwei
Qin, and Lidong Bing. 2023. Verify-and-edit: A
knowledge-enhanced chain-of-thought framework.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.03268.

Denny Zhou, Nathanael Schärli, Le Hou, Jason Wei,
Nathan Scales, Xuezhi Wang, Dale Schuurmans,
Claire Cui, Olivier Bousquet, Quoc Le, et al. 2022.
Least-to-most prompting enables complex reason-
ing in large language models. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2205.10625.

A Implementation Detail

We access the GPT models through the OpenAI
API, specifically utilizing the gpt-3.5-turbo ver-
sion. The temperature for generation is set to 0.3
and top-p to 1 to balance diversity and precision
in generated outputs. All experimental evaluations
use the same set of hyperparameters to ensure con-
sistency across tasks. For evaluation metrics, we
apply Accuracy (Acc.) for both single-hop and
multi-hop questions in dynamic tasks, while in reg-
ular tasks, we measure Accuracy (Acc.) and F1
score.

Our framework integrates a retrieval mechanism
to access external knowledge when required. For
this, we utilize ColBERT-v2 (Santhanam et al.,
2021) as the retriever model to identify the most
relevant documents from external corpora. The
retrieval process works as follows:

• Corpus: The retrieval process targets differ-
ent corpora depending on the dataset. For
regular tasks (e.g., 2WikiMultihopQA, Mul-
tiHopRAG), Wikipedia serves as the pri-
mary knowledge source. For dynamic tasks
(e.g., FreshQA, PAT-Questions), we rely on
a broader set of web sources, including more
recently updated documents.

• Retriever: ColBERT-v2 is employed as
the main retriever to rank relevant docu-
ments based on semantic similarity between
the query and the document embeddings.
ColBERT-v2 uses a late interaction mecha-
nism, where the query and document are in-
dependently encoded into dense vectors. The
similarity is computed through interaction be-
tween these embeddings. The retriever returns
the top-k relevant documents, where k is typi-
cally set to 2 or 3 depending on the task.

During the dynamic query rewriting phase, the
model selectively invokes the retriever when it
deems external information necessary. The re-
trieval results are then integrated into the reasoning
chain and synthesized with the internal knowledge
of the LLMs. This approach ensures that exter-
nal information complements the model’s internal
knowledge, reducing the risk of hallucination and
improving overall performance in multi-hop ques-
tion answering tasks.

B Additional Results

In this section, we evaluate the performance of var-
ious methods on dynamic and regular multi-hop
question answering tasks using GPT-4o-mini as
the base LLM. Table 5 presents the results, high-
lighting single-hop and multi-hop accuracy, along
with F1 scores. Dynamic Tasks: Our proposed
review-then-refine method demonstrates strong per-
formance on dynamic tasks, achieving the high-
est multi-hop accuracy of 62.47% on FreshQA,
significantly outperforming DSPy (54.73%) and
RAT (54.24%). In addition, it achieves 38.68%
single-hop accuracy on PAT-Questions, surpass-
ing DSPy (36.46%) and RAT (36.06%). These re-
sults emphasize the efficacy of our dynamic query
rewriting mechanism, which facilitates more pre-
cise multi-hop reasoning and retrieval. Regular
Tasks: On regular tasks, review-then-refine contin-
ues to deliver superior results, achieving 49.26% ac-
curacy and 48.09% F1 score on MultiHopRAG, out-
performing all baselines including DSPy (44.76%
accuracy) and ReAct (42.19%). For 2Wikimul-
tihopqa, our method achieves 48.01% accuracy
and 47.56% F1 score, closely matching DSPy’s
F1 score while maintaining a competitive advan-
tage in accuracy. In summary, review-then-refine
outperforms all baseline methods across both dy-
namic and regular multi-hop QA tasks. The results
demonstrate its effectiveness in improving reason-
ing and retrieval in both evolving and static knowl-
edge environments, making it a robust solution for
multi-hop question answering.

C Additional Experiments

In this section, we present the results of additional
experiments aimed at further validating the effec-
tiveness of our proposed method under various con-
ditions, particularly in the absence of external re-
trieval components. The ablation study focuses on
analyzing the performance of the following base-
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Table 5: Performance comparison across different datasets and methods with GPT-4o-mini.

Dynamic Regular

FreshQA PAT-Questions MultiHopRAG 2Wikimultihopqa

single-hop Acc. multi-hop Acc. single-hop Acc. multi-hop Acc. Acc. F1 Acc. F1

Vanilla 41.75 32.01 14.63 8.70 29.43 33.43 29.25 36.17
Freshprompt 72.04 44.58 23.46 15.28 31.28 34.70 35.28 40.08
CoN 60.07 51.15 21.02 12.50 32.39 34.42 40.01 42.14
Self-ask 61.13 49.06 29.63 22.05 38.37 43.33 37.86 42.86
ReAct 66.74 53.42 36.92 18.94 47.37 40.77 38.76 42.24
RAT 64.55 54.24 36.06 25.24 43.11 40.74 45.86 44.42
DSPy 66.26 54.73 36.46 26.23 44.76 45.68 48.21 44.07

review-then-refine 74.32 62.47 38.68 29.04 49.26 48.09 48.01 47.56

line approaches:
CoT (Wei et al., 2022) (Chain-of-Thought)

without retrieval: In this setting, the model re-
lies on internally generated reasoning chains with-
out incorporating any external knowledge through
retrieval mechanisms.

Self-Ask (Press et al., 2022) without retrieval:
Similar to CoT, this variant decomposes the query
into sub-questions but does not utilize external re-
trieval to enhance the accuracy of the answers.

SearChain (Xu et al., 2024) without retrieval:
This method further breaks down the question into
a series of sub-questions and answers but omits the
retrieval step, relying solely on the model’s internal
knowledge base.

C.1 Results

Table 6 shows the accuracy across the dynamic
multi-hop datasets, FreshQA and PAT-Questions,
for both single-hop and multi-hop question types.
And table 7 shows the accuracy across the regular
multi-hop datasets, MultiHopRAG and 2WikiMul-
tihopQA, for both Accuracy (Acc.) and F1 score.

C.2 Analysis

The results demonstrate that the CoT and Self-
Ask without retrieval methods perform relatively
poorly, especially on multi-hop questions, indicat-
ing that external knowledge retrieval is critical for
handling complex, multi-step reasoning tasks. No-
tably, our framework, review-then-refine without
retrieval still outperforms these baselines, showing
that even without external knowledge retrieval, the
framework benefits from dynamic query rewriting
and careful reasoning decomposition. However, the
inclusion of retrieval, as seen in previous sections,
significantly boosts performance by providing ac-
cess to updated and relevant external information.

In summary, while reasoning capabilities are en-
hanced by internal decomposition strategies, re-
trieval remains essential for achieving the best
performance on multi-hop, dynamic question-
answering tasks. The ablation further underscores
the robustness of our framework, which is designed
to balance internal knowledge with external re-
trieval, offering flexibility depending on the task’s
requirements.

D Prompts

The sample prompts for each method are shown in
this section. We describe each prompt in detail be-
low. The sample prompts should be included with
corresponding exemplars in Table 2 to fit specific
tasks.

E Case Study

In this section, we present a series of case studies
focusing on multi-hop question answering tasks.
Each case involves a complex question that is de-
composed into simpler, step-by-step sub-queries,
allowing the model to reason through multiple
pieces of information sequentially. We aim to il-
lustrate how the system handles these multi-step
queries and arrives at a final answer by combining
intermediate answers from each step.

The following tables outline various case studies
from different datasets (FreshQA: Table 8, PAT-
Questions: Table 9, 2WikiMultihopQA: Table 10,
MultiHopRAG: Table 11), each showcasing dif-
ferent question types and reasoning paths. The ta-
bles highlight the original question, the sub-queries
generated, and the refined answers for each step,
leading to a final aggregated answer.
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Table 6: Performance comparison of different ablation methods across dynamic multi-hop QA datasets.

FreshQA PAT-Questions

single-hop Acc. multi-hop Acc. single-hop Acc. multi-hop Acc.

CoT 40.60 27.74 22.04 9.50
Self-ask w.o. retrieval 49.19 26.14 16.94 8.47
SearChain w.o. retrieval 52.14 40.27 23.38 17.01
review-then-refine 56.14 43.24 27.59 16.03

Table 7: Performance comparison of different ablation methods across regular multi-hop QA datasets.

MultiHopRAG 2WikiMultihopQA

Acc. F1 Acc. F1

CoT 36.09 38.06 31.40 34.04
Self-ask w.o. retrieval 35.37 43.42 34.97 36.05
SearChain w.o. retrieval 40.89 46.15 40.98 38.98
review-then-refine 42.41 48.97 41.86 39.73

Prompt 1.1: Vanilla

Task:
Answer the question directly without explanation. Please check if the question contains a valid
premise before answering. If the question is yes-no question, answer yes or no directly. If your
internal knowledge is insufficient to answer the question, respond ’Insufficient Information’.
Question:
{q}
Answer:

Prompt 1.2: Vanilla prompt with context

Task:
Below is a question followed by some context from different sources. Answer the question directly
without explanation. Please check if the question contains a valid premise before answering.
Please answer the question based on the context. The answer to the question is a word or entity.
If the provided information and your internal knowledge is insufficient to answer the question,
respond ’Insufficient Information’. If it is a yes-no question, answer yes/no directly. Answer
directly without explanation.
Question:
{q}
Context:
{context}
Answer:
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Prompt 2: Chain-of-Thought Prompt

Task: Take a deep breath and let’s think step by step. You will be given a question. Answer the
question directly step-by-step without explanation to the best of your knowledge. Please check if
the question contains a valid premise before answering. If your internal knowledge is insufficient
to answer the question, respond ’Insufficient Information’. If it is a yes-no question, answer yes/no
directly. Answer directly without explanation.
Question:
{q}
Answer:

Prompt 3: Freshprompt

Task:
The question is followed by some context from different sources. Please answer the question based
on the context and your internal knowledge. The answer to the question is a word or entity. If
the provided information is insufficient to answer the question, respond ’Insufficient Information’.
Answer directly without explanation.
Question:
{q}
Context:
{context}
Answer:

Prompt 4: Chain-of-Note

Task:
1. Read the given question and Wikipedia passages to gather relevant information.
2. Write reading notes summarizing the key points from these passages with no more than 3
sentences.
3. Discuss the relevance of the given question and Wikipedia passages.
4. If some passages are relevant to the given question, directly answer the question with no more
than 3 sentences to the best of the knowledge. No hallucination is allowed.
5. If no passage is relevant, answer with "No relevant passage".
6. When you are generating the final answer, starting with [Final Content].
Instruction:
You should read the instructions from head to tail carefully. Please answer the question based on
the context and your internal knowledge. If the provided information is insufficient to answer the
question, respond ’Insufficient Information’.
Question:
{q}
Passages:
{passages}
Answer:
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Prompt 5: ReAct

Role:
You are an intelligent assistant that uses ReAct framework to answer multi-hop questions.
Task:
Answer the following questions as best you can. You have access to the tool:
- Search: Search for a term in Wikipedia and retrieve factual information to the input question.
- Skip: Use the internal knowledge to the best and generate answer to the input question without
hallucination.
Use the following format:
Question: The input question you must answer.
Thought: Your reasoning process about what information is needed or what step to take next.
Action: The action to take, should be one of [Search, Skip].
Action Input: The specific term or query to provide to the tool.
Observation: The result of the action (what the tool returns). ... (This Thought/Action/Action
Input/Observation sequence can repeat multiple times until all necessary information is gathered)
Thought: I now know the final answer after considering all the relevant information.
Final Answer: The final, well-supported answer to the original question.
Begin!
Instruction:
You should read the instructions from head to tail carefully. Please answer the question based on
the context and your internal knowledge. If the provided information is insufficient to answer the
question, respond ’Insufficient Information’.
Question:
{q}
Answer:
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Prompt 6: SearChain

Role:
You are an intelligent assistant that uses SearChain framework to answer multi-hop questions.
Task:
Construct a global reasoning chain for this complex question. [Question]:"" and answer the
question, and generate a query to the search engine based on what you already know at each step
of the reasoning chain, starting with [Query].
You should generate the answer for each [Query], starting with [Answer].
You should generate the final answer for the [Question] by referring the [Query]-[Answer] pairs,
starting with [Final Content].
For example:
[Question]: Who is the head coach of the team that Emre Can play for currently?
[Query 1]: Which team does Emre Can play for as of March 2024?
[Answer 1]: Emre Can currently plays for Borussia Dortmund.
[Query 2]: Who is the head coach of Borussia Dortmund as of March 2024?
[Answer 2]: The head coach of Borussia Dortmund as of March 2024 is Edin Terzić.
[Final Content]: Emre Can currently plays for Borussia Dortmund [1], and the head coach of
Borussia Dortmund as of March 2024 is Edin Terzić [2]. Therefore, the answer is Edin Terzić.
[Question]: How many places of higher learning are in the city where the Yongle emperor greeted
the person to whom the edict was addressed?
[Query 1]: Who was the edict addressed to?
[Answer 1]: the Karmapa
[Query 2]: Where did the Yongle Emperor greet the Karmapa?
[Answer 2]: Nanjing
[Query 3]: How many places of higher learning are in Nanjing?
[Answer 3]: 75
[Final Content]: The edict was addressed to Karmapa [1]. Yongle Emperor greet the Karampa in
Nanjing [2]. There are 75 places of higher learning are in Nanjing [3]. So the final answer is 75.
Instruction:
You should read the instructions from head to tail carefully. Please answer the question based on
the context and your internal knowledge. If the provided information is insufficient to answer the
question, respond ’Insufficient Information’.
Question:
{q}
Answer:
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Table 8: A Case on FreshQA

Question: How old is the most-followed user on TikTok?

Decomposed sub-queries reasoning path:
{ "step 1": "Who is the most-followed user on TikTok?", "step 2": "How old is this person?" }

Step 1:
Review
Query Rewriting: Who is the most-followed user on TikTok as of June 2024?
Answer: [need_retrieval].
Refine
Retrieve: [the most-followed user on TikTok] [June 2024]
Context: From the comedic genius of Khaby Lame to actor Will Smith, here are the top 10 most-followed
TikTok accounts, representing TikTok stardom and their incredible influence on the platform, as of June
2024.
Top 10 most-followed TikTok influencers in 2024:
Rank Name TikTok Official Username Followers
1 Khaby Lame @khaby.lame 161.8M
2 Charli D’Amelio @charlidamelio 151.6M
...
Refined Answer: As of June 2024, the most-followed user on TikTok is Khaby Lame.

Step 2:
Review
Query Rewriting: How old is Khaby Lame in June 2024?
Answer: Khaby Lame was born on March 9, 2000. In June 2024, Khaby Lame is 24 years old.
Refine
Refined Answer: Khaby Lame was born on March 9, 2000. In June 2024, Khaby Lame is 24 years old.

Question Answering:
Sub-Answer 1: As of June 2024, the most-followed user on TikTok is Khaby Lame.
Sub-Answer 2: Khaby Lame was born on March 9, 2000. In June 2024, Khaby Lame is 24 years old.
Aggregated Answer: As of June 2024, the most-followed user on TikTok is Khaby Lame, he is 24 years
old.
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Table 9: A Case on PAT-Questions

Question: Who is the spouse of the previous owner of Agrofert?

Decomposed sub-queries reasoning path:
{

"step 1": "Who is the previous owner of Agrofert?",
"step 2": "Who is the spouse of the previous owner of Agrofert?"

}

Step 1:
Review
Query Rewriting: Who is the previous owner of Agrofert as of March 2024?
Answer: Andrej Babiš.
Refine
Refined Answer: Andrej Babiš is the previous owner of Agrofert by March 2024.

Step 2:
Review
Query Rewriting: Who is the spouse of Andrej Babiš in March 2024?
Answer: [need_retrieval].
Refine
Retrieve: [the spouse of Andrej Babiš] [March 2024]
Context: Since the 1990s Babiš has lived with his former secretary Monika Herodesová (born 1974), with
whom he has two children, Vivien and Frederik. Both Monika and her brother Martin Herodes were also
involved in the Stork’s Nest case. In 2013 Monika changed her surname to Babišová, and they married in
2017. The couple split in April 2024.
Refined Answer: As of March 2024, Andrej Babiš’s spouse is Monika Babišová. However, the couple
split in April 2024.
Question Answering:
Sub-Answer 1: Andrej Babiš is the previous owner of Agrofert by March 2024.
Sub-Answer 2: As of March 2024, Andrej Babiš’s spouse is Monika Babišová. However, the couple split
in April 2024.
Aggregated Answer: In March 2024, the previous owner of Agrofert is Andrej Babiš, and his spouse is
Monika Babišová at that time.
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Table 10: A Case on 2WikiMultihopQA

Question: Which film has the director born later, Mister Buddwing or Road to Istanbul?

Decomposed sub-queries reasoning path:
{

"step 1": "Who is the director of Mister Buddwing?",
"step 2": "When was the director of Mister Buddwing born?",
"step 3": "Who is the director of Road to Istanbul?",
"step 4": "When was the director of Road to Istanbul born?",
"step 5": "Which director was born later?"

}

Step 1:
Review
Query Rewriting: Who is the director of Mister Buddwing?
Answer: The director of Mister Buddwing is Delbert Mann.
Refine
Refined Answer: The director of Mister Buddwing is Delbert Mann.

Step 2:
Review
Query Rewriting: When was Delbert Mann born?
Answer: Delbert Mann was born on January 30, 1920.
Refine
Refined Answer: Delbert Mann was born on January 30, 1920.

Step 3:
Review
Query Rewriting: Who is the director of Road to Istanbul?
Answer: The director of Road to Istanbul is Rachid Bouchareb.
Refine
Refined Answer: The director of Road to Istanbul is Rachid Bouchareb.

Step 4:
Review
Query Rewriting: When was Rachid Bouchareb born?
Answer: Rachid Bouchareb was born on September 1, 1953.
Refine
Refined Answer: Rachid Bouchareb was born on September 1, 1953.

Step 5:
Review
Query Rewriting: Which director was born later, Delbert Mann or Rachid Bouchareb?
Answer: Rachid Bouchareb was born later, on September 1, 1953.
Refine
Refined Answer: Rachid Bouchareb was born later than Delbert Mann.

Question Answering:
Sub-Answer 1: The director of Mister Buddwing is Delbert Mann.
Sub-Answer 2: Delbert Mann was born on January 30, 1920.
Sub-Answer 3: The director of Road to Istanbul is Rachid Bouchareb.
Sub-Answer 4: Rachid Bouchareb was born on September 1, 1953.
Sub-Answer 5: Rachid Bouchareb was born later than Delbert Mann.
Aggregated Answer: The director of Road to Istanbul, Rachid Bouchareb, was born later than the director
of Mister Buddwing, Delbert Mann. Therefore, the answer is Road to Istanbul.
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Table 11: A Case on MultiHopRAG

Question: Which company, cited in articles from both The Verge and TechCrunch, is involved in legal
disputes for making exclusive deals with major tech companies, defending against accusations in an
antitrust battle with a game maker, and facing a class action lawsuit for its impact on news publishers’
revenues?
Decomposed sub-queries reasoning path:

"step 1": "Which company is involved in legal disputes for making exclusive deals with major tech
companies?",

"step 2": "Which company is defending against accusations in an antitrust battle with a game maker?",
"step 3": "Which company is facing a class action lawsuit for its impact on news publishers’ revenues?",
"step 4": "Which company is cited in articles from both The Verge and TechCrunch related to these

legal disputes?"
Step 1:
Review
Query Rewriting: Which company is involved in legal disputes for making exclusive deals with major
tech companies?
Answer: Google.
Refine
Refined Answer: Google is involved in legal disputes for making exclusive deals with major tech
companies.
Step 2:
Review
Query Rewriting: Which company is defending against accusations in an antitrust battle with a game
maker?
Answer: Google is defending against Epic Games in an antitrust battle.
Refine
Refined Answer: Google is defending against accusations in an antitrust battle with Epic Games.

Step 3:
Review
Query Rewriting: Which company is facing a class action lawsuit for its impact on news publishers’
revenues?
Answer: Google.
Refine
Refined Answer: Google is facing a class action lawsuit for its impact on news publishers’ revenues.

Step 4:
Review
Query Rewriting: Which company is cited in articles from both The Verge and TechCrunch related to
these legal disputes?
Answer: Google.
Refine
Refined Answer: Google is cited in articles from both The Verge and TechCrunch related to these legal
disputes.
Question Answering:
Sub-Answer 1: Google is involved in legal disputes for making exclusive deals with major tech companies.
Sub-Answer 2: Google is defending against accusations in an antitrust battle with Epic Games.
Sub-Answer 3: Google is facing a class action lawsuit for its impact on news publishers’ revenues.
Sub-Answer 4: Google is cited in articles from both The Verge and TechCrunch related to these legal
disputes.
Aggregated Answer: Considering all the information, the company involved in legal disputes over
exclusive deals with major tech companies, facing an antitrust battle with a game maker, and facing a
class action lawsuit for its impact on news publishers’ revenues, cited in both The Verge and TechCrunch,
is Google.
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