
Two is Better Than One: Answering Complex Questions by Multiple
Knowledge Sources with Generalized Links

Minhao Zhang1∗ Yongliang Ma2 Yanzeng Li1 Ruoyu Zhang1

Lei Zou1† Ming Zhou2

1Wangxuan Institute of Computer Technology, Peking University. Beijing, China
2Langboat Technology, Beijing, China

1{zhangminhao, ry_zhang, zoulei}@pku.edu.cn, liyanzeng@stu.pku.edu.cn
2{mayongliang, zhouming}@langboat.com

Abstract

Incorporating multiple knowledge sources is
proven to be beneficial for answering complex
factoid questions. To utilize multiple knowl-
edge bases (KB), previous works merge all KBs
into a single graph via entity alignment and re-
duce the problem to question-answering (QA)
over the fused KB. In reality, various link re-
lations between KBs might be adopted in QA
over multi-KBs. In addition to the identity be-
tween the alignable entities (i.e. full link), un-
alignable entities expressing the different as-
pects or types of an abstract concept may also
be treated identical in a question (i.e. partial
link). Hence, the KB fusion in prior works fails
to represent all types of links, restricting their
ability to comprehend multi-KBs for QA. In
this work, we formulate the novel Multi-KB-
QA task that leverages the full and partial links
among multiple KBs to derive correct answers,
a benchmark with diversified link and query
types is also constructed to efficiently evalu-
ate Multi-KB-QA performance. Finally, we
propose a method for Multi-KB-QA that en-
codes all link relations in the KB embedding to
score and rank candidate answers. Experiments
show that our method markedly surpasses con-
ventional KB-QA systems in Multi-KB-QA,
justifying the necessity of devising this task.

1 Introduction

Knowledge base question-answering (KB-QA) con-
sults fact triples stored in the background knowl-
edge base (KB) to answer factoid questions (Unger
et al., 2012). Despite the success in simple (one-
hop) questions, early attempts (Bordes et al., 2015;
Petrochuk and Zettlemoyer, 2018) fall short in solv-
ing complex questions that require different knowl-
edge sources to accurately retrieve the answers.
Hence, several systems leverage auxiliary docu-
ments, tables, or even images to supplement a KB
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in complex QA scenarios (Lv et al., 2020; Shah
et al., 2019). Meanwhile, a separate line of investi-
gations combine multiple KBs to tackle complex
questions. Specifically, multiple KBs are fused
into a single graph via entity alignment (Zeng et al.,
2021) and the KB-QA system executes on such
graph to access facts of different origins (Song
et al., 2015; Zhang et al., 2016; Luo et al., 2022).

Directly merging multiple KBs does enable a
system to seek better answers from multiple knowl-
edge sources, but it appears insufficient in fully
representing the diversified link relationships be-
tween different KBs, which hinders the QA system
to grasp and utilize all the knowledge implied by
multiple KBs. More concretely, as shown in Figure
1, two types of intrinsic links (namely full and par-
tial link) between multi-KBs are used in answering
complex questions. For the left case, the question
assumes that the entity Apple Inc. in both KBs are
identical. Directly linking identical entities on both
sides resembles merging aligned entities as in the
aforementioned works, we name such identity as
full links. Nevertheless, questions on multi-KBs
may also involve other inter-KB relations beyond
full links. As in the right case of Figure 1, the Con-
cept Sector1 of Starbucks Corp. is first queried to
be Dairy (concept) in KB2, which is then regarded
the same as the entity Dairy (product) in KB1 de-
spite their discrepancy in semantics, finally, the
answers are derived from the neighbors of Dairy
(product) in KB1. In conventional entity alignment,
Dairy (concept) and Dairy (product) refer to dif-
ferent facts and are hence unlinkable, yet, owing
to the casualness of natural language, they should
be treated as identical in certain questions and we
name such identity as partial links. In this regard,
previous attempts to merge multiple KBs by entity
alignment cannot wholly exploit the generalized

1Concept Sector refers to a collection of stocks in
a particular field, see https://www.globexmarkets.com/
investment-sectors.html for detailed explanations.

ar
X

iv
:2

30
9.

05
20

1v
1 

 [
cs

.C
L

] 
 1

1 
Se

p 
20

23

https://www.globexmarkets.com/investment-sectors.html
https://www.globexmarkets.com/investment-sectors.html


Question

In which industry does Tim
Cook run a company?

Answers

Smartphone,

PC, Tablet

Query Graph
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Mobile, AL
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KB1 KB2
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Dairy (product)
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Costa Coffee
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Yogurt

Danone S.A.

Product
Nestlé

PC

Answers

Danone S.A.,

Nestlé, ...


Question

The concept sector that
Starbucks belongs to is the
product of which company?

Figure 1: Leveraging full and partial links between multiple KBs to answer complex questions. Both questions
require certain facts from each KB to accurately select answers, further, understanding the linking points between
KBs is also essential. For the left case, the entity Apple Inc. from both KBs refer to the same company (i.e. a full
link exists between them), serving as the link to integrate the facts from both sides and to answer the left question.
For the right case, though the entity Dairy (product) and Dairy (concept) are distinct in semantics, they might be
considered as one in a casual QA scenario (i.e. a partial link exists between them). To this regard, a KB-QA system
should grasp such partial links to generate satisfying answers even though the entities cannot be directly aligned.

links among KBs (with both full and partial links),
limiting their capability in answering questions that
embody varied cross-KB relations (see Appendix
A for more discussions on the deficiency of entity
alignment over partial links).

In this paper, we study the task of question-
answering over multiple KBs with generalized
links (Multi-KB-QA), starting by formulating the
full and partial links between KBs and shedding
light on the way such links are employed in KB-QA.
Besides, former KB-QA benchmarks are shown to
be answerable by a single KB (Yih et al., 2016;
Trivedi et al., 2017), impeding it from effectively
evaluating the ability to leverage generalized links
for QA. Thus, we construct a new benchmark con-
sisting of human-curated QA-pairs based on vari-
ous full and partial links over two large-scale KBs.
Statistics are also provided to show the diversity
and completeness of the benchmark w.r.t. link type
and query structure. With this benchmark, we pro-
pose a simple yet effective baseline approach in-
spired by Saxena et al. (2020) to reveal the value
of formulating the Multi-KB-QA task. Specifi-
cally, we train a link-aware embedding for each
KB powered by a translator module that grasps the
semantics of all generalized links in embedding
space. With all link relations encoded, we apply
such embedding to score each candidate answer
w.r.t. the question and the topic entity, forming the

final predictions of our system. Notwithstanding its
simplicity, experiments show that our approach ap-
parently outperforms prior state-of-the-art methods
that fuse multi-KBs, demonstrating the necessity of
incorporating generalized links among multi-KBs
in KB-QA. Additional analysis also exhibit the in-
herent pluggability of Multi-KB-QA to optimize
its efficiency in practical use.

In short, the contributions of this paper are: 1)
we formulate and illustrate the novel Multi-KB-QA
task centering on the generalized links between
KBs; 2) we publish a comprehensive and diver-
sified benchmark on Multi-KB-QA to prompt fu-
ture study; 3) we devise a baseline Multi-KB-QA
method to comprehend and employ all generalize
links, by surpassing conventional KB-QA methods,
we justify the value of Multi-KB-QA.

2 Formulation of Multi-KB-QA

We describe the Multi-KB-QA task in this section.

2.1 Preliminaries

A KB on an entity set E contains knowledge triples
to represent the relations between entities (KB =
{< s, r, o > |s, o ∈ E}). As in normal factoid QA
settings (Berant et al., 2013), Multi-KB-QA overall
asks systems to answer a natural language question
q by providing a set of facts from the KB (A ⊆ E).

Meanwhile, each question is intrinsically asso-



ciated with a query graph Q ⊆ KB that embodies
the reasoning path in the question (black lines rep-
resent the query graph in Figure 1; e.g. the left
question queries the relation path CEO-Industry
around the entity Tim Cook, thus, the subgraph cor-
responding to this path in KB constitutes the query
graph). Since the query graph denotes the intention
of the question and the answers are exactly part of
the nodes in this graph, it is viewed as a vital bridge
between question and answer in both constructing
KB-QA datasets (Gu et al., 2021) and performing
KB-QA (Zhang et al., 2022).

2.2 QA on Multiple KBs

As stated in Section 1, Multi-KB-QA consider the
scenario where facts from multiple KBs (say KB1

and KB2 on entity set E1 and E2) are essential
to obtain answers. In this case, the query graph
of each question could be divided into multiple
separate subgraphs corresponding to the reasoning
path in each KB (Q = Q1 ∪ Q2, where Q1 ⊆
KB1, Q2 ⊆ KB2). Back to the query graph in
Figure 1-left, it contains a subgraph in KB1 (that
stores the CEO of Apple Inc.) and KB2 (that stores
the Industry of Apple Inc.) respectively.

2.3 Generalized Links Between KBs

Defining multiple sub-query-graphs for each KB
is not enough, only when all subgraphs are linked
together can they fully express the intention of a
question. As discussed in Section 1, such links
occur between the entities from different KBs that
are treated as identical in the question, which can
further be classified into full and partial links. Here,
we explain these generalized links in more detail.

Full Links When a pair of entities from different
KBs instantiate the same object, we view that a full
link exists between them. For instance, a full link
exists between Apple Inc. in KB 1 and 2 in Figure
1-left. In entity alignment, entities with such links
can be directly aligned to merge multiple KBs.

Partial Links A pair of entities without a full
link does not entail their distinguishment in a query
graph. Instead, entities that express the different
aspects, stages, or types of an abstract concept may
also be referred as identical in some queries. In Fig-
ure 1-right, the entity Dairy (product) in KB1 in-
stantiates the abstract concept "dairy" by denoting
the products made of milk, while the entity Dairy
(concept) in KB2 instantiates "dairy" as the concept

Type Example

CS - Company Alibaba_(concept) - Alibaba_Group
CS - Product OLED - OLED_Screen
CS - Industry 5G_(concept) - 5G
CS - Person Yun_Ma_(concept) - Jack_Yun_Ma
SC - Industry IC_Manufacturing - Microchip

Table 1: Examples of the extracted partial links. Type de-
notes the type of the partially-linked entities in both KBs.
CS and SC abbreviates the entity type Concept_Sector
and Supply_Chain respectively. We translate the raw
Chinese entity names for presentation.

sector of dairy in stock market; despite the differ-
ence in meaning, they actually serve as the joint
point between the two sub-query-graphs to express
the whole question. In addition to this example,
the identity between an entity pair without a full
link may appear in various formats (e.g. between
a stock sector and a company, between a football
club at different years, etc.) and we conclude it as
partial links. Disparate with full links, the partially-
linked entities cannot be fused in entity alignment
since they represent distinct instances, their one-
ness in the query graph results merely from the
casualness in the question that makes no guarantee
on a rigorous query graph linkage. Please refer to
Appendix A for a detailed analysis of partial links
and the value of formulating Multi-KB-QA.

Combining full and partial links, we can now de-
fine the generalized links between KB1 and KB2

by L = {< e1, e2, t > |e1 ∈ E1, e2 ∈ E2, t ∈
{0, 1}} where t denotes the type of each link (0/1
for full/partial link respectively). Eventually, we
conclude that Multi-KB-QA diverge from normal
KB-QA in that the query graph of each question
has multiple subgraphs belonging to multi-KBs
while all the subgraphs are correlated by general-
ized links. To this end, Multi-KB-QA tests the
ability to integrate multiple knowledge sources by
generalized links in answering complex questions.

3 The MKBQA Dataset

To evaluate against the setting of Multi-KB-QA,
the questions should satisfy the features introduced
in Section 2, i.e. utilize multi-KBs and generalized
links. However, prior datasets in KB-QA are either
answerable barely by a single KB (Trivedi et al.,
2017) or devised to work on a large KB composed
by several sub-KBs while all sub-KBs are linked
beforehand by predefined full links (Ngomo, 2018).
Hence, we construct a new dataset to effectively
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Figure 2: Six templates are used to generate Multi-
KB-QA query graphs. To instantiate a template, we
sample subgraphs in the KBs that match the pattern
of the template (i.e. each <e> node and <r> edge
corresponded by an entity and relation respectively).
See example query graphs in Appendix C.

benchmark Multi-KB-QA.

3.1 Extracting Generalized Links

The core of building a Multi-KB-QA benchmark
is the discovery of generalized links between KBs.
Section 2 hints the potential existence of various
partial links among financial concepts, therefore,
we build our dataset upon two large-scale finance-
domain KBs curated from financial news, research
reports and company announcements, mainly fo-
cusing on stock sectors and company information
respectively. To mine generalized links between
them, we first match similar entities between two
KBs based on Levenshtein distance (Soukoreff and
MacKenzie, 2001) and treat matched entity pairs
with the same type as full links, leaving others as
partial links. Although such method cannot ex-
haust all possible links between KBs, with a high
similarity threshold, it can achieve high linking ac-
curacy while remaining enough amount of links to
establish a high-quality KB-QA dataset upon them.
Altogether, we obtain 4452 pairs of links with 5
distinct types of partial links as shown in Table 1.

Template Two-Hop Three-Hop

T1 T2 T3 T4 T5 T6

Full Link 108 576 429 68 105 101
Partial Link 297 415 243 0 0 0

Table 2: The number of data points of each link type
and query graph structure in the MKBQA benchmark.

3.2 Constructing KB-QA Dataset
Based on the discovered links, we construct our
dataset following the common process for KB-
QA dataset construction in Wang et al. (2015), in
which the query graph is first sampled from the
KB and then automatically verbalized as a canon-
ical question by templates, the question is finally
paraphrased by human annotators to improve natu-
ralness and diversity.

To incorporate generalized links into complex
questions, we devise several query graph templates
in Figure 2, by filling in certain entities and rela-
tions from KB, multiple query graphs can be instan-
tiated from each template. After forming a query
graph, we obtain its canonical question by rules
and derive its answers from the KB (unlike normal
query graphs, our graph on multi-KBs cannot be
directly converted to a KB query to get answers,
we hence separately acquire the results for each
hop and manually synthesize the answers).

Finally, since the canonical question is largely
rule-based, we ask annotators to give each question
a natural paraphrase in Chinese while persisting
its semantics, i.e. remaining accord with the query
graph. Specifically, annotators with professional
KB-QA experience are hired and are provided a de-
tailed training to improve the quality and diversity
of the paraphrase. Next, the first round of annota-
tion is conducted on 5% of the data and the results
are discussed by all annotators to improve coher-
ence. Lastly, all the rest data are paraphrased and
all the question-answer pairs are now formed to be
our MKBQA benchmark.

3.3 Data Statistics
We provide the breakdown of question type in Table
2 for reference, demonstrating that our benchmark
covers both full and partial links while attaining
diversity in query structure.

4 Baseline Method for Multi-KB-QA

To unveil the value of Multi-KB-QA, we need to
show that existing KB-QA methods cannot yield



Figure 3: The overview of the proposed baseline Multi-KB-QA method.

satisfying results in such task. As discussed in Sec-
tion 1, most prior works tend to fuse multi-KBs
by entity alignment, failing to take advantage of
the unalignable partial links. Therefore, we de-
vise a baseline approach to leave each KB separate
while encoding all generalized links. Although
prior works excel in normal KB-QA, our simple
yet effective baseline evidently outperforms them
in the Multi-KB-QA setting (Section 5), indicating
that Multi-KB-QA cannot be effectively solved by
conventional KB-QA systems.

This section, we present our baseline method that
first trains a KB embedding to encode generalized
links (Section 4.1) and then uses these vectors to
score and rank candidate answers (Section 4.2).

4.1 KB Embedding Phase

Directly injecting generalized links to a KB-QA
model is not trivial, however, efforts are made to
jointly encode multiple KBs with full links (Trivedi
et al., 2018), prompting us to first encode general-
ized links in the KB embedding and employ such
embedding (instead of the links) in QA afterwards.

The overview of our embedding approach is
shown in Figure 3-left. Like normal KB embed-
ding methods (Bordes et al., 2013; Balazevic et al.,
2019), we basically adopt a function to score triples
and train the embedding vectors of each entity and
relation such that the score of the triples present
in the KB is higher than the negative samples.
Specifically, for each triple <s, r, o> ∈ KB, where
s, r, o ∈ N denotes the index of each entity and
relation, we obtain its h-dimensional embedding

vectors by Emb : N → Ch

h{s,r,o} = Emb({s, r, o}) ∈ Ch

and use the ComplEx : Ch × Ch × Ch → R func-
tion (Trouillon et al., 2016) to score the triple.

λs,r,o = Sigmoid(ComplEx(hs,hr,ho)) ∈ R

ComplEx(h1,h2,h3) := Re(
h∑

i=1

h
(i)
1 h

(i)
2 h̄

(i)
3 )

To train the embedding, we randomly collect k
negative samples {õi} for o (i.e. ∀i,<s, r, õi> /∈
KB) and compute the constrastive loss ℓraw.

ℓraw =
∑

<s,r,o>∈KB

−log(λs,r,o)−
k∑

i=1

log(1−λs,r,õi)

This common process learns the entity seman-
tics inside each KB but omits the relations between
KBs, we devise the following process to encode the
links into the embedding as well. As mentioned in
Section 2.3 and 3.1, each link can be expressed by a
pair of entities e1 ∈ E1, e2 ∈ E2 from KB 1 and 2
and the type of the link t ∈ {0, 1}, forming the link
set L. For each raw triple, we replace its subject if it
appears in the link set to form the replace set of two
directions R{12,21} = {<ŝ, r, o, t>}|<s, r, o> ∈
KB{1,2},<{s, ŝ}, {ŝ, s}, t> ∈ L}. To encode the
link relations, we could conduct the similar triple-
scoring and contrastive-training on R12 and R21,
but the entity ŝ and o in the replace set originate
from different KBs with disparate semantic spaces,
directly scoring the replaced triple may hence be



confusing for the embedding. Thus, we adopt
a translator to bridge the semantic spaces. Con-
cretely, we introduce a vector for each link type by
Et : {0, 1} → Ch and use a FCN Trans : C2h →
Ch to shift ŝ to the semantic space of s in compli-
ance with r and o (⊕ denotes concatenation).

h̃ŝ = Trans(hŝ ⊕ Et(t)) ∈ Ch

Note that the type of the link may affect the dif-
ference between s and ŝ (e.g. a full link may en-
tail a relatively close vector representation, while
partially-linked entities may have disparate repre-
sentation w.r.t. type or aspect), so t is also engaged
in the translation. Now, we can properly score the
replaced triple by λŝ,r,o and encode all the gener-
alized links to the embedding by minimizing ℓlink
on R = R12 ∪R21.

λŝ,r,o = Sigmoid(ComplEx(h̃ŝ,hr,ho)) ∈ R

ℓlink =
∑

<ŝ,r,o>∈R
−log(λŝ,r,o)−

k∑
i=1

log(1−λŝ,r,õi)

Finally, we minimize the loss ℓ = ℓraw + rlkℓlink
to obtain a link-aware embedding for each entity.

4.2 QA Phase
Inspired by Saxena et al. (2020), we directly exploit
the KB embedding to retrieve answers as shown in
Figure 3-right. For each question q ∈ Nn, we use
a RoBERTa (Liu et al., 2019) encoder Erb : Nn →
Rd and a FCN2 R2C : Rd → Cn to encode it into
a complex vector of the same length with the KB
embedding.

hq = R2C(Erb(q)) ∈ Ch

For each topic entity {ei} ⊆ N and answer {aj} ⊆
N of q, we obtain their embedding hei ,haj

∈ Ch

as in Section 4.1 and compute the likelihood that
aj answers q by:

λei,aj = Sigmoid(ComplEx(hei ,hq,haj
)) ∈ R

In prediction, we average the score given by each
topic entity λaj =

∑
i
λei,aj/|{ei}| to score and

rank the whole entity set E and output the top-
scored answers. To train the QA model, we sample
incorrect answers ãk for each q and minimize ℓq.

ℓq = −
∑
i,j

log(λei,aj )−
∑
i,k

log(1− λei,ãk)

2In practice, the FCN converts the input to a 2h-
dimensional real vector and its first and second half is viewed
as the real and imaginary part of the output Ch vector.

Method Dev Set Test Set

MRR Hits@1 MRR Hits@1

No-Link .192 ± .000 .113 ± .011 .166 ± .010 .088 ± .011
Merge-KB .351 ± .004 .265 ± .011 .350 ± .011 .242 ± .011

Full-Link .371 ± .011 .261 ± .009 .374 ± .021 .254 ± .022
Multi-KB .494 ± .003 .373 ± .007 .488 ± .017 .363 ± .021

Table 3: The overall performance on the MKBQA
benchmark. No-Link and Merge-KB are conventional
KB-QA baselines mentioned in Section 5. Multi-KB
refers to our method in Section 4. We also evaluate our
method while excluding all partial links when training
the embedding in Full-Link to reveal the effectiveness
of our approach and the value of generalized links.

With this scheme, the QA model can learn to
utilize the generalized links encoded in the embed-
dings in comprehending Multi-KB-QA questions.

4.3 Pluggable Training and Inferencing

In Multi-KB-QA, all KBs are treated separate (not
fused to a single KB), granting the methods for this
task an intrinsic pluggability, i.e. we can perform
QA on a single KB when no other KBs are present,
while an extra KB can also be naturally plugged to
the system without re-training on all KBs.

Concretely, we first train on KB1 to obtain its
embedding, to plug in another KB, we simply train
the embedding of the new entities on KB2 and R21

while fixing the embedding of KB1. In practical
use where multi-KBs are not simultaneously ob-
tained, such pluggability can notably reduce the
training cost when adding a new KB to our system.
Besides, at inference, we can also use a specific
KB to derive answers instead of searching all KBs
to improve efficiency (i.e. unplug a KB).

5 Experiments

Dataset We conduct experiments on the MK-
BQA benchmark detailed in Section 3 (see Ap-
pendix B for the annotation procedure). For exper-
iment, we randomly split the annotated data into
the train/dev/test set with 1873/235/234 questions
respectively. The benchmark is released with a
GPL-3.0 licence to promote future studies focusing
on answering the questions over multi-KBs that
involve generalized links. The benchmark is evalu-
ated on the average MRR (Craswell, 2009) of the
answers (the highest rank is counted when there are
multiple answers) while Hits@1 is also provided
to show the accuracy of the first predicted answer.



Method Full Link Partial Link

T1 T2 T3 T4 T5 T6 T1 T2 T3

No-Link .198 .044 .313 .260 .004 .050 .195 .238 .357
Merge-KB .632 .321 .639 .291 .122 .439 .151 .265 .313

Full-Link .597 .442 .480 .275 .313 .287 .236 .254 .425
Multi-KB .441 .473 .505 .426 .335 .314 .337 .702 .557

Table 4: The MRR on dev set broken-down to different link types and query structures. See Table 3 and Figure 2 for
the definition of each method and query structure (T1∼T6 on full and partial links).

Baselines We compare our approach against con-
ventional KB-QA methods adapted to the setting of
Multi-KB-QA, two baselines are concluded from
prior works: 1) No-Link treats each KB as a sep-
arate knowledge source and ignores the links be-
tween KBs (Fader et al., 2014), in practice we em-
bed each KB separately and train the QA model
based on such embedding to compare with our ap-
proach. 2) Merge-KB fuses all KBs to a single
graph by full links (Zhang et al., 2016; Luo et al.,
2022) and achieves SoTA accuracy on conventional
KB-QA datases like WebQuestionsSP (Yih et al.,
2016), we train the QA model on the embedding of
the fused graph in practice. All these methods fail
to utilize all generalized links among KBs.

Setup We apply the ext-large version of Chinese
RoBERTa (Cui et al., 2021) as our question encoder.
Experiment results are averaged over 3 runs on an
RTX 3090 GPU. The KB embedding is acquired by
400 iterations over all triples (∼72 hrs) and we save
the checkpoint with best the training MRR. The QA
model is trained for 1000 epochs (∼20 hrs) while
fixing the KB embedding and the checkpoint of the
highest MRR on dev set is reported. We mainly
follow the hyperparameter settings in Saxena et al.
(2020) without additional hyperparameter search,
see Appendix D for the detailed settings.

5.1 Overall Evaluation

The overall performance of the conventional KB-
QA baselines and our approach is illustrated in
Table 3. Though both No-Link and Merge-KB uti-
lizes multiple KBs to provide answers, the latter
leverages the full links to merge KBs and clearly
surpasses the former, indicating that full links does
help the systems in comprehending and using mul-
tiple knowledge sources for QA. Such results con-
form with the superior performance of Merge-KB
methods like Luo et al. (2022) on convertional KB-
QA. However, our approach (Multi-KB) consis-

tently outperforms Merge-KB on MKBQA by a
large margin (∼12% gain on all metrics). To under-
stand the gap, we obtain a KB embedding by the
same process in Section 4.1 except that only full
links are employed in training and evaluate its QA
results in Table 3 (Full-Link).

In general, Multi-KB differs from Merge-KB in
two aspects: 1) it leaves multiple KBs separate in
embedding to avoid fusing all KBs to a single one;
2) by circumventing the entity alignment in graph
fusion, it is capable to encode the unalignable par-
tial links to assist QA. Clearly, Full-Link differs
from Merge-KB only by the first point. As in Ta-
ble 3, Full-Link slightly outperforms Merge-KB
to imply the effectiveness of our KB embedding
approach for QA that encodes the links between
KBs while also preserving the private feature of
each KB by separating their embedding vectors.
Nonetheless, by concurrently encoding the full and
partial links, Multi-KB further surpasses Full-Link
significantly, exemplifying the importance of fully
comprehending all generalized links for an accurate
Multi-KB-QA system. In this respect, despite the
impressive results in conventional KB-QA, prior
methods that omit the partial links may endure a
poor performance upper bound in Multi-KB-QA.
Hence, we believe that to a large extent, Multi-KB-
QA remain unsolved by previous literatures, which
justifies the formulation of this novel task and calls
for enhancements on our approach for the future.

5.2 Performance Breakdown

To further validate the effectiveness of our method
and the value of our task formulation argued in Sec-
tion 5.1, we breakdown the performance of each
method on different question types in Table 4. Al-
though the overall performance of Full-Link and
Merge-KB are close, Merge-KB mainly excels in
questions with multi-hop reasoning (T1, T3, T6)
that demand the system to grasp the strict equal-



Method Type MRR Hits@1

Plug-in KB1←KB2 .438 .349
KB2←KB1 .218 .153

Plug-out -KB1 .359 .264
-KB2 .415 .328

Table 5: Pluggability performance on dev set. Plug-in
refers to plugging a new KB to another well-trained KB
in training (e.g.KB1←KB2 means plugging in KB2).
Plug-out denotes excluding a KB from candidate an-
swers at inference (e.g.-KB1 means unplugging KB1)

ity between entities connected by a full link in the
query graph, which naturally favors Merge-KB that
directly fuses fully-linked entities. Besides, Full-
Link stands out notably in T2 and T5 that require
retrieving the common results of the one-hop rea-
soning on both KBs. In this scenario, Full-Link
precisely encodes both the link relations and the
private semantics of each KB to surpass Merge-KB,
upholding the merit of our scheme to encode KBs
independently without fusion.

Moreover, the superior performance of Multi-
KB indeed mainly comes from its excellence on
partial link questions, complying with its attempt
to encode partial links in embedding. This substan-
tiates the value of incorporating generalized links
into normal KB-QA to formulate Multi-KB-QA.

5.3 Pluggability of Multi-KB-QA

As in Section 4.3, our embedding approach keep
the pluggability to dynamically plug or unplug
KBs, we present such ability in Table 5. In training,
when the embedding of KB1 is obtained already,
plugging in KB2 reaches competitive results to beat
all baselines in Table 3 while requiring 90% re-
training cost (scale of training triples) compared to
fully tuning both KBs; meanwhile, plugging KB1
to KB2 requires only 10% re-training cost to reach
reasonable performance, which largely boosts the
flexibility of our system in practice. At inference,
unplugging KB2 remains competitive while reduc-
ing 96% candidate entity space, again proving the
merit of pluggability. Due to the setting that all KBs
are generally linked but not merged, such plugga-
bility is not limited to our approach, but inherent
to Multi-KB-QA, which is especially friendly for
distributed data managing and federated learning
to extend the value of this task.

6 Related Works

Typical KB-QA leverage a single open-domain (Lai
et al., 2016) or domain-specific (Haussmann et al.,
2019) KB to answer one-hop factoid questions
(Bordes et al., 2015) or complex questions that
reason over multiple facts triples (Hu et al., 2018;
Chen et al., 2021). To include more wide-ranging
knowledge into KB-QA systems, works are done to
answer complex question by multiple knowledge
sources, e.g. to combine a KB with text corpus (Xu
et al., 2016; Sun et al., 2019; Chen et al., 2020; Lv
et al., 2020), structured tables (Oguz et al., 2022),
images (Shah et al., 2019), or videos (Garcia et al.,
2020). Differed from above, we embark on us-
ing multiple KBs for QA. Prior to us, Lopez et al.
(2012) extracts fact triples relevant to the query in-
tention from multi-KBs via linguistic rules and KB
ontology matching, these triples are integrated to
rank and select answers; Fader et al. (2014) splits a
complex question into multiple one-hop queries by
predefined linguistic patterns and mines templates
to match each query to its answer in a specific KB.
These works view multi-KBs as separate informa-
tion sources while neglecting the inter-KB links,
limiting their versatility in exploiting multi-KBs.
Therefore, Zhang et al. (2016) jointly discovers
the entity alignments to merge KBs (by name sim-
ilarity) and the triple patterns in the question (via
entity and relation extraction) to inference answers;
Luo et al. (2022) merges the basic KB with an as-
sisting KB by predefined alignments to enhance
KB embedding and improve QA performance. In
these studies, only the full links between KBs are
considered and the KB fusion potentially loses the
private feature and pluggability of each KB, we
overcome these issues by formulating generalized
links while preserving the independence of each
KB in embedding.

Another separate line of research focus on adapt-
ing KB embedding for graph linking (Trivedi et al.,
2018), logical reasoning (Ren et al., 2020) or KB-
QA (Saxena et al., 2020), motivating us to encode
generalized links in embedding for Multi-KB-QA.

7 Conclusion

We formulate the Multi-KB-QA task to spotlight
the value of generalized links for QA on multi-KBs.
By building the MKBQA benchmark and imple-
menting our baseline method for Multi-KB-QA,
we demonstrate that conventional KB-QA systems
fail to perform well in Multi-KB-QA, justifying the



task formulation and calling for the necessity of
comprehending generalized links over multi-KBs
for a robust KB-QA system. For the future, we ex-
pect to extend the scale and diversity of MKBQA
to facilitate a more comprehensive evaluation for
Multi-KB-QA.

Limitations

Scale of Dataset One of the primary aim of this
paper is to emphasize the value of generalized links
(not only full links) over multiple KBs for QA,
we hence construct the novel MKBQA benchmark
and verify by experiment that conventional KB-QA
methods cannot successfully comprehend general-
ized links to fully unleash the power of multi-KBs
in KB-QA. Due to the limitation of time and an-
notation cost, we set the scale of our dataset to
∼2.3k, which is still far from a massive scale KB-
QA benchmark that covers more extensive gen-
eralized links and query intentions. By detailed
experiment and analysis, we are convinced by the
significance of formulating Multi-KB-QA and the
effectiveness of our approach, calling for more sub-
sequent studies to develop betters systems to lever-
age multiple generally-linked KBs. However, we
are open to scale up the dataset for the future by
discovering richer types of partial links and im-
proving entity coverage, this might shape MKBQA
as a more persuasive and sensitive benchmark for
Multi-KB-QA.

Multi-KB-QA Approach Design As argued in
Section 4, the KB embedding and QA method we
propose in this paper is expected to be a simple yet
effective baseline for Multi-KB-QA. Thus, straight-
forward enhancements could be made to further
boost its performance (e.g. handling various partial
links by a more fine-grained and delicate transla-
tion module). However, the experiments already
demonstrate the superiority of our baseline over
conventional KB-QA methods, which sufficiently
establishes the value of the Multi-KB-QA task and
supports the arguments of this paper. From this per-
spective, we leave the polishments for our approach
as future works.

Ethics Statement

The potential bias and mistake of our work may
come from our dataset and KB-QA system. For
instance, the query graphs in our dataset are based
on the entities with generalized links, hence, the

selection of knowledge facts in the dataset might
be biased due to the fact that not all entities are
connected by a full or partial link. Besides, since
the background KB is curated from the internet, the
knowledge in the KB might be erroneous, deviating
the answers corresponding to the query graph from
the actual answer in reality. However, this does not
affect the fact that the query graph (and hence the
question) correctly corresponds to the answers in
the scope of our KB and remain the correctness
of our benchmark. Finally, our KB-QA system
may also generate false or biased answers when
selecting entities from the KB given the nature
of deep learning models, such answers is not the
intention of our work (to formulate the Multi-KB-
QA task and prove its effectiveness) and does not
reflect our perspectives.
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Partial Links
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et al., 2022). As explained in Section 1 and Fig-
ure 1, however, such fashion appears inadequate
in fully representing the partial links between KBs.
In this section, we discuss such deficiency of KB
fusion over partial links in more detail.

Conceptually, a partial link exists between a pair
of entities referring to different facts (Section 2.3),
while entity alignment discovers entity pairs that
refer to the same object. In this regard, previous
studies based on KB-fusion cannot align partial
links and may therefore fail in answering complex
queries involving partial links (e.g. the question in
Figure 1-right).

Furthermore, even if we forcibly merge the entity
pairs with partial links in KB-fusion, the semantics
in the KBs might be corrupted, again resulting in a
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Figure 4: A failure case when forcibly merging partially-linked entities. The question only queries the facts in
KB2 (i.e. the upstream industries of Automotive Industry). However, forcibly fusing the partial link connects
both the upstream products of Automobile and the upstream industries of Automotive Industry to the merged entity
Automobile (merged). Consequently, a QA system running on the merged KB cannot distinguish upstream industries
(correct answers) from upstream products (incorrect answers), resulting in a low QA precision. Besides, the
Multi-KB-QA setting sidesteps such issue by remaining each KB separate. A robust Multi-KB-QA system can
grasp the inter-KB link relations and select the correct answers.

each KB, the downstream of products and indus-
tries are of different types, but merging the par-
tial link connects both products and industries to a
same entity. Thus, forcibly merging the partially-
linked entities corrupts the KB semantics, which
confuses a QA system in constructing query graphs
and selecting accurate answers.

On the contrary, the Multi-KB-QA setting leaves
different KBs separate to preserve the rich seman-
tics included in the generalized links among KBs.
From this perspective, such setting is capable of
handling more general cases (involving both full
and partial links) in practice comparing with the
former KB-fusion frameworks. We believe that this
justifies the significance of devising the Multi-KB-
QA task in this work.

B Annotating the MKBQA Dataset

B.1 Annotation Setup
Following the annotation framework discussed in
Section 3.2, we recruit 5 annotators (with 4 grad-
uate and 1 undergraduate students) to paraphrase
the canonical questions into natural and diversi-
fied questions as the input of Multi-KB-QA mod-
els. Since a high-quality paraphrase requires both
a precise comprehension of the query graph over
multiple KBs and the ability to generate syntac-
tically diversified questions for KB-QA, normal

crowdsourcing process may not be fit the demands.
Hence, we adopt the managerial judgement (Lar-
réché and Moinpour, 1983) framework to recruit
annotators with sufficient prior experience in con-
structing conventional Chinese KB-QA dataset or
implementing KB-QA systems. Further, we pro-
vide a detailed guideline including case analysis
to prompt precise and diversified paraphrase, the
annotation task is dispatched only when we en-
sure each annotator thoroughly grasps the guide-
line and understands the usage and potential risk
of the dataset. We provide essential payment when
each annotator finishes the task.

B.2 Agreement Between Annotators

Unlike many classification-styled annotation task,
we do not apply metrics like Cohen’s Kappa
(Kvålseth, 1989) to measure the agreement be-
tween annotators. Since the paraphrasing involved
is a typical natural language generation task and
has no "gold paraphrase", it’s hard to measure the
extent to which annotations agree with each other
or with the correct question intention. Besides,
we actually hope to bring about more linguistic
diversity to the dataset via paraphasing. In this re-
gard, we also prefer not to let annotators stick to
any specific paraphrasing format (while potentially
reducing text-similarity metrics like BLEU).



Figure 5: Example query graphs instantiated from each template defined in Figure 2.

To ensure the agreement between all reviewers,
as introduced in Section 3.2, we proceed the anno-
tation process in a two-staged manner. That is, we
first annotate 5% of the data and let each annota-
tor to come across all these paraphrases to discuss
and report any possible mistakes or issues in the
paraphrase. In this process, 6 out of 100 anno-
tations were reported as incorrect (e.g. misused

some facts/predicates in the question). We feed-
back these mistakes to all annotators to ensure that
they understand how to write a "proper" paraphrase.
With this first annotation stage, we believe that all
annotators reached sufficient agreement to proceed
onto the rest of the dataset.



B.3 Potential Risks of the Dataset
To avoid the potential leak of private information
or offensive content in the question, we manually
checked 10% of the paraphrased questions and
found no sensitive content. Further, the KBs we
use are extracted from the publicly available infor-
mation on the internet (e.g. the announcements and
reports found on the official website of the com-
panies), no private or sensitive content is gathered
in the construction of the KB. To this regard, we
believe the MKBQA benchmark does not contain
offensive or sensitive information.

C Examples of Query Template
Instantiation

We provide example query graphs (with the cor-
responding question and answers) derived from
each template in Figure 5. For instance, the first
template T1 in Figure 2 is instantiated by the first
query graph in Figure 5. Specifically, the entity
Dayang_Biotech_Co.,_Ltd. is bound to <e1>, the
relation Industry and Downstream are bound to
<r1> and <r2> respectively. Hence, the variable
?v1 is corresponded by Fluorine_Industry in KB1,
which has a partial link with Fluorine_Chemicals
in KB2, leading to the answers Hydrofluorocarbons
and Synthetic_Cryolite (i.e. the upstream products
of fluorine chemicals) to correspond with ?v2. The
similar process is applied to each template to build
our MKBQA dataset.

D Hyperparameter Settings

The hyperparameters used to train our best model
for Multi-KB-QA are displayed in Table 6.

Name Description Setting

d Hidden size of the RoBERTa encoder 1024
h Dimension of the embedding vector 200

optim Optimizer to train KB embedding and QA model Adam
batchkbe Batch size in training the KB embedding 128
nkbe Maximum epochs of KB embedding training 400
nwarm Warmup epochs to only train on replaced triples R 30
lrkbe Learning rate of the KB embedding vectors 1e-3
lrtrans Learning rate of the translator 5e-4
kkbe Size of negative samples in KB embedding 1000
kpl Times of duplication for partial link triples in R 10
γkbe Label-smoothing ratio in KB embedding 0.1
pkbe Dropout probability of the embedding vectors 0.3
rlk Ratio of the loss on replaced triples ℓlink 2.25

batchqa Batch size of the QA model 32
nkbe Maximum epochs of KB embedding training 1000
lrqa Learning rate of the QA model 1e-5
kqa Size of negative samples of the QA model 500
γqa Label-smoothing ratio in QA model training 0.05

Table 6: Hyperparameter settings for our approach.


