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Unsupervised Entity Alignment Based on
Personalized Discriminative Rooted Tree

Yaming Yang, Zhe Wang, Ziyu Guan, Wei Zhao∗, Xinyan Huang, Xiaofei He

Abstract—Entity Alignment (EA) is to link potential equivalent
entities across different knowledge graphs (KGs). Most existing
EA methods are supervised as they require the supervision of
seed alignments, i.e., manually specified aligned entity pairs. Very
recently, several EA studies have made some attempts to get rid
of seed alignments. Despite achieving preliminary progress, they
still suffer two limitations: (1) The entity embeddings produced
by their GNN-like encoders lack personalization since some of
the aggregation subpaths are shared between different entities.
(2) They cannot fully alleviate the distribution distortion issue
between candidate KGs due to the absence of the supervised
signal. In this work, we propose a novel unsupervised entity
alignment approach called UNEA to address the above two issues.
First, we parametrically sample a tree neighborhood rooted at
each entity, and accordingly develop a tree attention aggregation
mechanism to extract a personalized embedding for each entity.
Second, we introduce an auxiliary task of maximizing the mutual
information between the input and the output of the KG encoder,
to regularize the model and prevent the distribution distortion.
Extensive experiments show that our UNEA achieves a new state-
of-the-art for the unsupervised EA task, and can even outperform
many existing supervised EA baselines.

Index Terms—Knowledge Graphs, Entity Alignment, Unsuper-
vised Learning, Graph Neural Networks

I. INTRODUCTION

KNowledge Graph (KG) can describe massive knowledge
facts of our world and has been successfully applied

to various tasks, such as question answering [1], search
engines [2], document retrieval [3], recommender systems [4],
etc. However, as a KG usually covers only a small part of
knowledge facts of a specific domain, it may fail to provide
sufficient knowledge to support downstream applications. En-
tity Alignment (EA) is an effective solution for this issue. It
can fuse multiple KGs by identifying equivalent entities across
KGs, and the merged KGs can provide more comprehensive
information for downstream tasks. The primary challenge for
EA comes from the heterogeneous symbolic representations
of different KGs, which include different naming rules and
multilingualism.

Existing EA methods [5]–[8] address the heterogeneity issue
by projecting different KGs into a common low-dimensional
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embedding space, where similar entities are pulled close while
dissimilar ones are pushed far away. Thus, the similarity
between entities can be conveniently measured by various
distance functions such as cosine distance, and l1/l2 norm.
Based on how the entity embeddings are extracted, existing EA
methods can be divided into two categories. Trans-based [9]–
[11] methods utilize translation-family embedding methods,
such as TransE [12], to learn entity representations. GNN-
based EA methods [13]–[16] utilize Graph Neural Networks
(GNNs) [17], [18] to encode KGs. Unfortunately, the majority
of the existing methods, whether Trans-based or GNN-based,
are supervised and their effectiveness relies on the supervision
of high-quality manual labels, i.e., seed alignments. This
is impractical since in the real world, it is expensive to
obtain enough high-quality labels, and sometimes labels are
unavailable due to privacy concerns.

Recently, researchers have proposed several unsupervised
EA methods [19]–[23] to make some efforts in getting rid
of seed alignments. They typically use graph attention-based
KG encoders [18] to extract entity embeddings. Based on the
distance of these entity embeddings, they generate pseudo-
labels to serve as the self-supervised alignment signal. Despite
showing preliminary progress, they still face two limitations.
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(b) In the unsupervised setting, the embedding distribution could be distorted
due to the wrong guidance of false pseudo-labels.

Fig. 1. Illustration of the two limitations of existing EA methods.
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Limitation 1: low personalization of entity embeddings.
Current unsupervised EA methods generally stack multiple
GNN layers and extract entity embeddings through iterative
attention aggregation. However, this encoding scheme may
not be able to extract the most discriminative embedding
for an entity to find its potential alignment counterpart. This
is because some aggregation subpaths are inevitably shared
between different entities, limiting the personalization and
flexibility of entity embeddings.

For example, Fig. 1(a) shows two toy KGs to be aligned.
When the model tries to align the English entity “Bill Gates”
of KG1 with the Chinese entity “Bill Gates” of KG2, their
second-order neighbor “Steve Ballmer” is more discriminative.
Contrastively, when examining the English entity “Private
School” and its Chinese counterpart, their second-order neigh-
bor “Ivy League” is more discriminative. To further analyze
this issue, in Fig. 2, we visualize the aggregation paths of
a GNN for the six entities of KG1 in Fig. 1(a). Solid lines
represent neighborhood aggregation, and dotted lines represent
self-connections. We can see that the target entity “Bill Gates”
wants its second-order neighbor “Steve Ballmer” to have
a larger aggregation weight but wants another second-order
neighbor “Ivy League” to have a smaller aggregation weight.
However, the situation is the opposite for the target entity
“Private School”. This conflicting situation creates a dilemma
for their common first-order neighbor “Harvard University”
when it aggregates its own neighbors.
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Fig. 2. Visualization of GNN’s aggregation paths for the six entities that are
illustrated in Figure 1(a).

Limitation 2: cannot fully avoid distribution distor-
tion. Existing EA approaches can be generally abstracted
into two key parts. Firstly, KG encoders are used to shape
the original candidate KGs into a specific distribution in
a low-dimensional Euclidean space. Secondly, based on the
distribution, potentially aligned entity pairs are pulled together
and unlikely pairs are pushed apart. The previous study
RREA [24] proves that GNN-based EA methods are subject
to this framework. Besides, it proves that the orthogonality
of GNN’s projection parameters is highly beneficial for the
EA task since it corresponds to rotation transformation that
does not affect the embedding distribution. However, this good
property requires an important premise that the EA task is
supervised. Besides, GNN’s aggregation operator does not
guarantee this property. Therefore, in the unsupervised setting,
the embedding distribution could still be distorted due to the
wrong guidance of false pseudo-labels.

As illustrated in Fig. 1(b), the red dotted line mistakenly
connects two nodes as an alignment pair. This error alignment
signal may gradually accumulate, finally leading to distribution
distortion and performance degeneration. To show this issue
more intuitively, we randomly sample 300 pairs of entities
from the two candidate KGs in the DBP15Kfr en dataset
(refer to Section V-A for more details) and visualize their
embedding distributions. Specifically, we first utilize large
language models (LLMs) to initialize entity embeddings based
on their surface names and visualize them in Fig. 3(a). Then,
based on the initialized embeddings, we further conduct the
GNN aggregation on them, and visualize the result in Fig. 3(b).
As we can see, the embedding distributions of the two KGs in
Fig. 3(a) are more similar than those in Fig. 3(b). This implies
that, in our context, the GNN aggregation operation may not
prevent the distribution distortion well.

(a) After LLM initialization and before the GNN aggregation.

(b) After the GNN aggregation.

(c) After the GNN aggregation that incorporates our regularization terms.

Fig. 3. The entity embedding distributions of the two candidate KGs in the
DBP15Kfr en dataset under the unsupervised setting, with 300 pairs of entities
from the French KG (left) and the English KG (right), respectively.



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, FEBRUARY 2025 3

In this paper, we propose a novel unsupervised EA method
called UNEA to address the two limitations described above
that hinder existing unsupervised EA methods.

Firstly, we use powerful LLMs to initialize the embeddings
of entities and relations based on their surface names, which
can be treated as a good “weak supervision signal” for
model optimization. As shown in Fig. 3(a), after the entity
embeddings are initialized by LLMs, the distributions of the
two candidate KGs are already quite similar.

Secondly, we define a parametric sampling function to
extract a discriminative tree neighborhood for each entity. In
the sampled tree, each target entity itself serves as the root.
Then, we design a corresponding tree attention aggregation
mechanism to extract embedding for the target (root) entity.
Since we customize a tree neighborhood for each target entity,
their aggregation paths are fully decoupled. Thus, each target
entity can learn its best aggregation path, resulting in more
personalized embeddings.

Finally, to regularize the main alignment task, we let
the model maximize the mutual information between the
output high-level embeddings of entities and relations and
their embeddings initialized by LLMs, thereby preserving the
information of the “weak supervision signal”. Besides, we
maximize the graphical mutual information [25] between the
high-level entity embeddings and the KG topology. These
mutual information maximization-based terms can continu-
ously regularize the model so that the high-level embeddings
of entities and relations can always reflect the information
of their surface names and their topological relationships,
thus preventing the possible issue of distribution distortion.
In Fig. 3(c), we visualize the entity embedding distributions
of two KGs that are extracted by the GNN that incorporates
our regularization terms. As we can see, in comparison with
Fig. 3(a) and Fig. 3(b), the two embedding distributions in
Fig. 3(c) become tighter and are more similar to each other,
indicating its effectiveness.

The main contributions of this work are summarized as
follows:

• We sample a personalized tree and propose an innova-
tive tree attention aggregation mechanism to learn more
personalized embeddings for entities.

• We introduce mutual information maximization-based
terms to continuously regularize the EA model, which
helps avoid the distribution distortion issue in the unsu-
pervised setting.

• We conduct extensive experiments on two widely used
benchmark datasets to verify the effectiveness of UNEA.
It turns out that our UNEA can outperform state-of-the-
art unsupervised baselines as well as supervised baselines,
indicating its superiority.

II. RELATED WORK

In this section, we review existing EA methods in terms of
both supervised EA methods and unsupervised EA methods.

A. Supervised Entity Alignment
Most of the existing EA methods are supervised since they

require seed alignment for supervision. According to their

KG encoders, they can be divided into two categories [26],
[27]. Trans-based methods [9], [10], [10], [11], [11], [28]–
[33] typically use translation-family KG encoders such as
TransE [12] to encode the structural information of KGs.
GNN-based methods [13], [14], [14]–[16], [24], [24], [34],
[34]–[58] use more advanced GNN-like encoders [17], [18],
usually in combination with relation-specific attention aggre-
gation schemes [59], [60]to learn entity embeddings. After
encoding, they perform alignment training by pulling seed
alignment entity pairs closer while pushing the other entity
pairs far away in the embedding space. There are also some
methods that belong neither to Trans-based methods nor to
GNN-based methods. For example, LightEA [61] achieves su-
pervised alignment based on the label propagation algorithm.
Although supervised EA methods have achieved remarkable
alignment performance, they rely on manually provided high-
quality supervised signals that are expensive to acquire in
practice, hindering their widespread application in real-world
scenarios.

B. Unsupervised Entity Alignment
Most existing unsupervised EA methods [19]–[23], [62] are

GNN-based, and they usually utilize GCN [17] or GAT [18] to
extract the structural information of candidate KGs. Based on
the extracted entity embeddings, they compute the similarity
between all the possible entity pairs across candidate KGs.
Then, they will select a set of the most similar entity pairs to
form pseudo-labels to guide the alignment training. To improve
the reliability of pseudo-labels, they often need to introduce
various auxiliary information. For example, SelfKG [22],
ICLEA [20], and UPLR [21] introduce the text features of
entity names, EVA [19] introduces the image features associ-
ated with entities, and DualMatch [23] introduces the temporal
information associated with relational facts. There is also
a Trans-based unsupervised EA method, i.e., MultiKE [29],
which leverages multiple views of entity features, such as
names, relations, and attributes to enhance alignment. Despite
showing preliminary progress in unsupervised EA, they still
face the two limitations as we have analyzed in Section I. In
this work, we aim to develop a novel KG encoding technique
and introduce an advanced mutual information-based regular-
ization mechanism, to effectively address the two limitations
and further boost the performance of the unsupervised EA
task.

There are also several unsupervised EA methods that belong
neither to GNN-based methods nor to Trans-based methods.
SEU [63] and DATTI [64] transform the EA problem into
an assignment problem. ERAlign [65] jointly performs entity
alignment and relation alignment by neighbor triple matching
strategy, based on semantic textual features of entities and
relations. FGWEA [66] achieves the unsupervised EA task
based on the Fused Gromov-Wasserstein Distance [67]. While
effective, these methods often require complex optimization
operations and sacrifice the ability of end-to-end learning.

III. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we first define the basic notations that we use
throughout the text, and then formally describe the problem
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Fig. 4. The overall architecture of the proposed UNEA. The inputs include the triples, the entity embeddings, and the relation embeddings of two candidate
KGs. The detail of each module is specifically described in Section IV.

that we study in this work.

Definition 1. Knowledge Graphs. A knowledge graph G is
represented as G = (E ,R, T ), where E , R, T denote the set of
entities, the set of relations, and the set of triples, respectively.
A triple t ∈ T can be denoted as < i, k, j >, depicting that
the head entity i ∈ E and the tail entity j ∈ E hold the relation
k ∈ R between them. Let ei denote the representation vector
of entity i, and rk denote the representation vector of relation
k.

Definition 2. Entity Alignment. Given a pair of candidate
knowledge graphs G1 = (E1,R1, T1) and G2 = (E2,R2, T2)
to be aligned, supervised entity alignment is to discover
potential equivalent entity pairs, based on the supervision of
a set of seed alignments S ⊂ E1 × E2, while unsupervised
entity alignment aims to achieve this goal without any manual
supervision signal.

In this work, we concentrate on the more challenging setting
of unsupervised entity alignment, where a set of pseudo
alignments S are automatically generated and updated by the
algorithm, without any manual labels.

IV. METHODOLOGY

In this section, we elaborate on the technical details of our
proposed UNEA. Fig. 4 depicts its overall architecture.

A. Embedding Initialization

In recent years, LLMs have made significant strides across
various domains. Many previous EA methods [20], [22], [45],
[68] have utilized language models to initialize entity embed-
dings, which has substantially enhanced EA performance. In
this work, we employ LLMs to initialize entity embeddings
and relation embeddings. Specifically, we utilize LLMs to

extract the name feature of entities and relations, which can
be described as follows:

fei = LLMθ(n
e
i )

frk = LLMθ(n
r
k)

(1)

where θ is the parameters of LLMs that are pre-trained in an
unsupervised manner. The terms ne

i and nr
k are the surface

names of entity i and relation k, respectively. The vectors fei
and frk are the corresponding features returned by LLMs, and
we use them to initialize the entity embedding ei and the
relation embedding rk, as follows:

ei = Init(fei )
rk = Init(frk )

(2)

During the training, ei is updated by parametric GNN-like
aggregation, and rk itself is a learnable parameter vector.

B. Sampling Personalized Rooted Trees
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Fig. 5. Visualization of GNN’s aggregation paths for five random entities.
Some aggregation weights are marked on the paths.

Recall that in Limitation 1 of Section I, we have intuitively
analyzed that previous EA-oriented GNNs have a limitation
of coupling some sub-paths for aggregation. Here, we further
explain this point in general. As shown in Fig. 5, we visualize
the aggregation paths of a three-layer GNN model for five
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random entities. As we can see, a subset of the aggregation
paths (red lines) from entity 5 to entity 2 is associated with
the weight (ab+ cd)f , and another subset of the aggregation
paths from entity 5 to entity 4 is associated with the weight
(ab + cd)e. As we can see, the subpaths associated with the
weight (ab+ cd) are shared by entity 2 and entity 4, limiting
the personality of their embeddings since they are obtained
through this shared weighted aggregation.

To address this limitation, in this work, we propose to
sample a discriminative neighborhood for each entity, and thus
each entity can learn its own personalized aggregation paths
for alignment.

Sampling Encoding

Fig. 6. Illustration of rooted tree sampling and encoding. Entity i is the root
of the tree. Entity x is one of its first-order neighbors, and entity y is one
of its second-order neighbors. l is the relation between i and x, k is the
relation between x and y, and p is the composite relation between i and y.
The sampling process is from the root to leaves, and the encoding process is
the opposite, i.e., from leaves to the root.

As illustrated in Fig. 6, we take entity i as the root
and recursively sample its first-order neighbors, second-order
neighbors, and so on. Suppose that we have sampled the first-
order neighbor x for root entity i, we further sample its second-
order neighbor y based on an attention distribution, described
as follows:

β
(i)
x,k,y =

σ(eTi ·Wp · ey + eTx ·Wk · ey)
log(dy)

(3)

α
(i)
x,k,y =

exp(β
(i)
x,k,y)∑

z∈Nx,s=ϕ(x,z)

exp(β
(i)
x,s,z)

(4)

where σ(·) is the non-linear activation function, Nx is a set
denoting the neighbors of entity x, s = ϕ(x, z) denotes
the relation s between entities x and z, and dy denotes the
degree of entity y, which is used to reflect the fact that the
discriminability of a neighbor is usually inversely proportional
to its degree [48]. Wk is a parametric projection matrix
specific to relation k. Following [24], we set Wk as follows:

Wk = I− 2 · rk · rTk (5)

This setting can naturally guarantee the orthogonality of the
projection matrix since we can easily derive the following
equation:

WT
k ·Wk = (I− 2 · rk · rTk ) · (I− 2 · rk · rTk ) = I (6)

This indicates that the projection operation corresponds to a
rotation operation specific to relation k, which is proven to be
highly beneficial for the EA task [24].

In Eq. (3), we particularly add a term eTi ·Wp ·ey to reflect
the influence of root entity i on the selection of its second-
order neighbor y. As shown in Fig. 6, although there is no

direct relation between i and y, we can compose a dummy
relation p along the path that connects them: p = l◦k, where ◦
denotes the composition operator between relations l = ϕ(i, x)
and k = ϕ(x, y). In practice, we use the Hadamard product to
achieve this:

rp = rl ⊙ rk (7)

Then, the projection matrix is accordingly set as follows:

Wp = I− 2 · rp · rTp (8)

Note that, similar to the projection matrix Wk, the projection
matrix Wp is also orthogonal.

Through hierarchical sampling, we can customize a per-
sonalized tree neighborhood for each target entity i, which
naturally serves as the root of the tree. For each sampled tree,
its aggregation paths form a subset of the traditional GNN’s
aggregation paths. By repeating random sampling multiple
times, our parametric sampling technique can gradually cover
all the possible aggregation paths.

C. Tree Attention Encoding

Based on the sampled tree, we accordingly develop an
innovative tree attention encoder to obtain the embedding of
the root entity. The encoding process is similar to the reverse
process of sampling, as illustrated by arrows in Fig. 6. We
use different attention mechanisms for the sampling process
and the encoding process because the former operates on the
original KG for sampling while the latter operates on the
sampled tree for encoding. Referring to Fig. 6 again, the
aggregation attention coefficient from entity y to entity x is
computed as follows:

b
(i)
x,k,y = σ(wT

att · [WT
p · ei∥WT

k · ex∥ey]) (9)

a
(i)
x,k,y =

exp(b
(i)
x,k,y)∑

z∈C(i)
x ,s=ϕ(x,z)

exp(b
(i)
x,s,z)

(10)

where watt is the attention parameter, and C(i)x denotes the
children of entity x in the sampled rooted tree. Note that in
Eq. (3), we use Wp and Wk to project ey to ei and ex. Here,
in Eq. (9), we use WT

p and WT
k to project ei and ex back

to ey . This is because according to the orthogonality property,
we have: W−1

p = WT
p and W−1

k = WT
k . Then, the entity

embedding of entity x is updated as follows:

e′x = σ(ex +
∑

y∈C(i)
x ,k=ϕ(x,y)

a
(i)
x,k,y ·W

T
k · ey) (11)

By hierarchical aggregation from the descendants towards the
root, we can finally obtain the embedding of the root entity i.

D. Generating Pseudo Labels for Alignment

Based on the obtained entity embeddings, we can compute
a matrix S to describe the similarities between each pair of
entities that are from different KGs. For example, given a pair
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of entities < i1, j2 > from G1 and G2, respectively, we can
compute their cosine similarity as follows:

Si1,j2 =
ei1 · ej2
∥ei1∥∥ej2∥

(12)

In addition, we adopt the cross-domain similarity local scaling
(CSLS) technique [69] to mitigate the negative effects of
the hubness of some high-degree entities. It re-processed the
similarity matrix as follows:

S̃i1,j2 = 2 · Si1,j2 −
1

δ
·

∑
q∈N (2)

i1

Si1,q −
1

δ
·

∑
p∈N (1)

j2

Sp,j2 (13)

where N (2)
i1

denotes the set of the entity i’s top-δ nearest
neighbors in G2, and N (1)

j2
has a similar meaning. Thus,

the similarities between hub entities and other entities are
decreased, giving fair consideration to isolated entities [69],
[70].

The pseudo labels are automatically based on S̃, through a
bi-directional matching process. That is, if two entities are the
closest counterpart for each other between G1 and G2, then
they are treated as a pseudo label for alignment, and will be
added to a set S, formally described as follows:

S = S ∪ {< i1, j2 > |S̃i1,j2 ≥ S̃i1,:, S̃i1,j2 ≥ S̃:,j2} (14)

where S̃i1,: and S̃:,j2 represent the elements of the i1-th row
and the j2-th column of the matrix, respectively. We use the
pseudo labels contained in S to guide the alignment training,
and S is dynamically updated in every epoch.

E. Contrastive Alignment Loss

Now, we are ready to define the alignment loss. We adopt
the InfoNCE loss [71] to achieve the alignment task in a
contrastive manner. First, given a pseudo-label denoted by
an entity pair < i1, j2 >, their similarity is measured by a
function as follows:

g(i1, j2) = exp(
eTi1 · ej2

τ
) (15)

where τ denotes a temperature hyper-parameter. Then, the sim-
ilarity of the pseudo-label is maximized while the similarity
of randomly sampled entity pairs is minimized.

−→
l (i1, j2) = −log

( g(i1, j2)

g(i1, j2) +
∑

y2 ̸=j2,y2∼PE2

g(i1, y2)

)
(16)

←−
l (i1, j2) = −log

( g(i1, j2)

g(i1, j2) +
∑

x1 ̸=i1,x1∼PE1

g(x1, j2)

)
(17)

For each pseudo-label < i1, j2 >, we generate negative
examples from both directions. One sub-loss fixes i1 and
randomly samples entities from E2, i.e., by distribution PE2

.
The other sub-loss fixes j2 and randomly samples entities from
E1, i.e., by distribution PE1 . The final contrastive alignment
loss is computed by averaging the two sub-losses:

LA =
1

2 · |S|
∑

<i1,j2>∈S

−→
l (i1, j2) +

←−
l (i1, j2) (18)

where S is the set of pseudo alignment labels generated by
Eq. (14). By definition, LA maximizes the mutual information
between entity pairs in S.

F. Mutual Information-based Regularization

As described by Eq. (1), we initialize the entity embeddings
by inputting their names into LLMs. The previous work [22]
has demonstrated that quite good EA performance can be
achieved by using only these initialized entity embeddings,
which can serve as a “weak supervision signal” for the
EA task. Inspired by this finding, we develop a correction
mechanism to address Limitation 2 mentioned in Section I.
The basic idea is to prevent the encoder from losing the
beneficial information of these initial entity embeddings. To
this end, we introduce three regularization terms based on
mutual information, as follows:

lE = InfoNCE(ei, fei ) (19)

lR = InfoNCE(rk, frk ) (20)

lT = CE(wi,j ,Ai,j) (21)

As shown in Eqs. (19, 20), we maximize the mutual infor-
mation between entity/relation embeddings and their name
features by minimizing the InforNCE loss as described by
Eqs. (15, 16, 17) above. For Eq. (21), following previous
work [25], we minimize the cross-entropy loss to maximize the
mutual information between the estimated edge weight wi,j

and the input edge weight Ai,j , and the former is computed
as follows:

wi,j = σ(eTi ·Wn · ej) (22)

where Wn is a parameter matrix.
These three mutual information-based terms can help the

model preserve the information of the initialized entity fea-
tures, the initialized relation features, and the input KG
structural features, respectively. The total regularization loss
is computed as the sum of these three terms:

LMI = lE + lR + lT (23)

G. Training

Finally, the overall loss is a weighted combination of the
alignment loss and the regularization loss:

L = λ · LA + (1− λ) · LMI (24)

where λ is a balance hyper-parameter. All the model param-
eters are optimized under the guidance of the overall loss.
As the parameter optimization progresses, the model will
gradually learn better embeddings, sample more personalized
trees, learn more discriminative aggregation paths, and gener-
ate more effective pseudo-labels, finally leading to better EA
performance.

After the model training is finished, the distance between
entity embeddings can reflect the semantic similarity between
these entities. Thus, we can discover more potentially aligned
entity pairs across different KGs by measuring their embed-
ding distance.
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Recall that in Section IV-B, we sample personalize tree
neighborhood according to the attention distribution, which
depends on the embeddings of entities and relations, as de-
scribed by Eqs. (4-8). However, as a discrete operator, the
sampling operation is not differentiable. To address this issue,
we adopt the momentum technique [72] to update the entity
and relation embeddings for sampling. For higher efficiency,
we sample trees and update pseudo-labels every m epoch.

Algorithm 1 shows the overall training procedure of UNEA.

Algorithm 1 The training procedure of UNEA.
Input: Two candidate KGs to be aligned G1 and G2.
Output: Entity embeddings.

1: Randomly initialize trainable model parameters;
2: Use LLM to initialize entity and relation embeddings

according to Eqs. (1-2);
3: while not converge do
4: Sample personalized rooted trees according to the at-

tention distribution according to Eqs. (3-8);
5: Perform tree attention encoding by Eqs. (9-11);
6: Generate pseudo labels according to Eqs. (12-14);
7: Compute alignment sub-loss by Eqs. (15-18);
8: Compute regularization sub-loss by Eqs. (19-23);
9: Compute the overall loss by Eq. (24);

10: Update model parameters by gradient descent;
11: end while

V. EXPERIMENT

In this section, we conduct extensive experiments to show
the superior effectiveness of our proposed UNEA.

A. Datasets

We use the DBP15K dataset [10] and the DWY100K
dataset [28] in our experiments, which are the most widely
used benchmark datasets in previous studies. Table I summa-
rizes the key statistics of the datasets.

TABLE I
DATASET STATISTICS.

Datasets KGs # Entities # Relations # Triples
DBP15K

DBP15Kzh en
Chinese 19388 1700 70414
English 19572 1322 95142

DBP15Kja en
Japanese 19814 1298 77214
English 19780 1152 93484

DBP15Kfr en
French 19661 902 105998
English 19993 1207 11572

DWY100K

DWY100Kdbp wd
DBpedia 100000 330 463294

Wikipedia 99990 220 448736

DWY100Kdbp yg
DBpedia 100000 302 428952
YAGO3 100000 31 502563

• DBP15K is extracted from three language versions of
DBpedia. It consists of three subsets for alignment:

Chinese-English (zh-en), Japanese-English (ja-en), and
French-English (fr-en), each containing 15K aligned en-
tity pairs.

• DWY100K is extracted from DBpedia, Wikidata, and
YAGO. It consists of two subsets for alignment: DBpedia-
Wikidata (dbp-wd) and DBpedia-YAGO (dbp-yg), each
containing 100K aligned entity pairs. Considering that
the DWY100K dataset represents entities by their indices,
following previous work [22], we extract their entity
names by the Wikidata API1.

B. Baselines

We compare our UNEA against eighteen state-of-the-art
baseline EA methods, which can be divided into three cat-
egories as follows:

• Supervised & Trans-based methods: MTransE [9],
TranseEdge [11], JAPE [10], BootEA [28], and
MRPEA [33].

• Supervised & GNN-based methods: GCN-Align [13],
MuGNN [34], AliNet [14], RDGCN [15], HGCN [46],
RNM [36], NAEA [51], and RREA [24].

• Unsupervised methods: MultiKE [29], EVA [19],
SelfKG [22], ICLEA [20], and UPLR [21].

C. Implementation Details

We implement our UNEA by PyTorch2. All the trainable
parameters are first randomly initialized by the Xavier dis-
tribution [73]. Then, the embeddings of entities and relations
are initialized by Eqs. (1,2), and we adopt a state-of-the-art
multi-lingual pre-trained language model LaBSE [74] as the
LMM. Finally, the model parameters are optimized by gradient
descent, and we adopt the Adam optimizer with a learning
rate of 0.0001. The batch size is set to 128. The number of
epochs is set to 300, the embedding dimensionality of both
entities and relations is set to 300, the temperature hyper-
parameter τ is set to 0.08, the number of negative samples
is set to 128, the momentum is set to 0.9, and the non-
linear activation function σ(·) is implemented as LeakyReLU.
For supervised baselines, following convention, 30% of pre-
aligned entity pairs are treated as the labels for supervision. For
unsupervised baselines as well as our UNEA, they are trained
in an unsupervised manner without any manual labels. For
fairness, all the methods only utilize the names of entities and
relations without the preprocess of Google Translate. All the
experiments are run on an NVIDIA GPU with 24GB memory.

For quantitative evaluation, consistent with most previous
studies, we use three widely used metrics Hits@1, Hits@10,
and MRR (mean reciprocal rank) [5]–[8], [40], [75].

D. Main Results

We compare the alignment accuracy of our UNEA against
all the baseline methods. Table II and Table III show the
results on DBP15K and DWY100k, respectively. As we can

1https://pypi.org/project/Wikidata/
2https://github.com/wzCSDN/UNEA.

https://pypi.org/project/Wikidata/
https://github.com/wzCSDN/UNEA
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TABLE II
ALIGNMENT PERFORMANCE COMPARISON ON DBP15K.

Models
DBP15Kzh en DBP15Kja en DBP15Kfr en

Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR

Supervised & Trans-based
MTransE 0.308 0.614 0.364 0.279 0.575 0.349 0.244 0.556 0.335

JAPE 0.412 0.745 0.490 0.363 0.685 0.476 0.324 0.667 0.430

BootEA 0.629 0.848 0.703 0.622 0.854 0.701 0.653 0.874 0.731

MRPEA 0.681 0.867 0.748 0.655 0.859 0.727 0.677 0.890 0.755

TransEdge 0.735 0.919 0.801 0.719 0.932 0.795 0.710 0.941 0.796

Supervised & GNN-based
GCN-Align 0.413 0.744 0.549 0.399 0.745 0.546 0.373 0.745 0.532

MuGNN 0.494 0.844 0.611 0.501 0.857 0.621 0.495 0.870 0.621

Alinet 0.679 0.785 0.628 0.740 0.872 0.645 0.894 0.952 0.657

RDGCN 0.708 0.846 0.746 0.767 0.895 0.812 0.886 0.957 0.911

HGCN 0.720 0.857 0.768 0.766 0.897 0.813 0.933 0.960 0.917

RNM 0.840 0.919 0.870 0.872 0.944 0.899 0.938 0.954 0.954

NAEA 0.650 0.867 0.720 0.641 0.873 0.718 0.673 0.894 0.752

RREA 0.801 0.938 0.857 0.802 0.952 0.858 0.827 0.966 0.881

Unsupervised
MultiKE 0.509 0.576 0.544 0.393 0.498 0.439 0.639 0.712 0.696

EVA 0.761 0.907 0.814 0.762 0.913 0.817 0.793 0.942 0.847

SelfKG 0.773 0.855 0.824 0.806 0.882 0.847 0.931 0.972 0.937

ICLEA 0.834 0.894 0.879 0.842 0.917 0.885 0.936 0.973 0.947

UPLR 0.857 0.913 0.897 0.903 0.947 0.913 0.953 0.991 0.960

UNEA 0.906 0.939 0.913 0.911 0.953 0.929 0.973 0.993 0.967

TABLE III
ALIGNMENT PERFORMANCE COMPARISON ON DWY100K.

Models
DWY100Kdbp wd DWY100Kdbp yg

Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR

Supervised & Trans-based
MTransE 0.281 0.520 0.363 0.252 0.493 0.334

IPTransE 0.349 0.638 0.447 0.297 0.558 0.386

JAPE 0.318 0.589 0.411 0.236 0.484 0.320

BootEA 0.747 0.898 0.801 0.761 0.894 0.808

TransEdge 0.692 0.898 0.770 0.726 0.909 0.792

Supervised & GNN-based
GCN-Align 0.506 0.772 0.600 0.597 0.838 0.682

MuGNN 0.616 0.897 0.714 0.741 0.937 0.810

Alinet 0.690 0.908 0.766 0.786 0.943 0.841

NAEA 0.767 0.918 0.817 0.779 0.913 0.821

RREA 0.854 0.966 0.877 0.874 0.976 0.913

Unsupervised
MultiKE 0.915 0.952 0.928 0.880 0.953 0.906

SELKG 0.983 0.998 0.968 0.997 1.000 0.965

ICLEA 0.985 0.994 0.965 0.998 1.000 0.972

UPLR 0.988 0.996 0.973 0.998 1.000 0.977

UNEA 0.991 0.998 0.977 1.000 1.000 0.986

see, our UNEA achieves the best performance in all the
cases, indicating its superiority. Besides, UNEA and several
other unsupervised baselines can even outperform most of
the supervised methods, which demonstrates the advancement
of the unsupervised learning paradigm. Among supervised

baselines, GNN-based methods achieve better overall perfor-
mance than Trans-based methods, which is consistent with the
findings of most of the previous studies. TransEdge shows the
best performance compared with other Trans-based methods,
which may be due to its effective bootstrapping strategy
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and context projection. RREA outperforms other GNN-based
methods since it can satisfy two key criteria: (1) relational
differentiation and (2) dimensional isometry, through orthog-
onalizing projection matrices. Among unsupervised baselines,
ICLEA and UPLR outperform SelfKG because ICLEA ad-
ditionally considers cross-KG interaction, and UPLR can
iteratively bootstrap pseudo-labels. Our UNEA performs better
than the other unsupervised baselines because it can learn
more flexible embeddings by personalized tree neighborhood
sampling and encoding, and mitigate distribution distortion
by mutual information-based regularization. It’s noteworthy
that our UNEA achieves a 100% Hits@1 score and a 100%
Hits@10 score on DWY100Kdbp yg, showcasing its powerful
effectiveness for the EA task.

E. Case Study

We further analyze the effectiveness of UNEA more in-
tuitively. In Fig. 7, we visualize the sampled trees of two
target entities “Bill Gates” and “Private School”. The attention
coefficients for aggregation are also accordingly marked on
the branches. We can see, in the left tree, “Bill Gates”
entity assigns a larger coefficient to its grandson entity “Steve
Ballmer”. Contrastively, in the right tree, “Private School”
entity assigns a larger coefficient to its grandson entity “Ivy
League”. This is more reasonable and intuitive in practice.
Traditional GNN-like encoders cannot well capture this flex-
ibility since there are always some sub-paths that are shared
among different target entities.

Bill Gates

Harvard University

Steve BallmerIvy League

Private School

Harvard University

Ivy League Steve Ballmer

0.44 0.56 0.81 0.19

Fig. 7. Visualization of the sampled trees rooted at two entities. The
aggregation weights are marked on the branches.

In Fig. 8, we visualize the embedding similarity between
the six pairs of entities that are previously illustrated in
Fig. 1(a). The horizontal and vertical axes represent Chinese
and English entities, respectively. As we can see, the diagonal
values are significantly larger than others, which indicates that
these pairs of entities can be properly aligned. In addition,
we have the following observations: (1) “Bill Gates” is more
similar to “Microsoft” than “Google”; (2) “Bill Gates” is very
similar to “Steve Ballmer”; (3) “Private School” is very similar
to “Harvard University”. All three observations are highly
consistent with real-world facts.

F. Ablation Study

To verify the key components of our UNEA, we set three
variants as follows:

• UNEA-PS replaces the parametric sampling with random
sampling based on uniform distribution;

· ·

Private School

Bill Gates

Harvard University

Steve Ballmer

Microsoft

Google

0.92 0.64 0.80 0.60 0.51 0.54

0.64 0.87 0.76 0.81 0.79 0.67

0.80 0.76 0.87 0.74 0.56 0.60

0.60 0.81 0.74 0.96 0.76 0.70

0.51 0.79 0.56 0.76 0.82 0.75

0.54 0.67 0.60 0.70 0.75 0.84

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

Fig. 8. Visualization of the embedding similarity between six pairs of entities.
The values are re-normalized to the range [0, 1].

• UNEA-TA replaces the tree attention encoder with tradi-
tional GNN encoder [22];

• UNEA-MI removes the mutual information regulariza-
tion (MI) module.

As shown in Table IV, all three variants perform worse
than UNEA, indicating the effectiveness of the corresponding
modules. Specifically, the variant UNEA-PS shows the worst
accuracy because random sampling would introduce noisy
neighbors that are not helpful for target entities. This is also
consistent with the observation of [22]. UNEA-PS shows the
second-worst performance, suggesting that it is beneficial to
learn personalized aggregation paths for target entities. UNEA
performs better than UNEA-MI, which implies that mutual
information-based regularization is helpful for the unsuper-
vised EA task.

G. Effectiveness of LLMs

While we utilize the LaBSE [74] as the LLM to initialize
the entity embeddings, some previous EA methods [19], [76]
adopt the traditional shallow language model fastText [77]
language model to initialize their entity embeddings. Here, we
compare the impact of the two language models of LaBSE and
fastText on the EA performance. The experimental results are
shown in Table V.

We can see that LaBSE and its variants significantly out-
perform fastText and its variants in all cases, confirming
that LaBSE is a stronger language model for EA, which is
also consistent with the finding of SelfKG [22]. Besides, the
two “+MI” UNEA variants outperform the two “-MI” UNEA
variants, indicating that our MI module can effectively make
use of the information contained in any pre-trained language
model. Finally, we compute the performance improvement
brought by our MI module. As we can see, the improvement
based on LaBSE is significantly greater than the improvement
based on fastText, which implies that our MI module can
amplify the superiority of LaBSE. This finding verifies our
intuition: when the initialization quality is higher, the “weak
supervision signal” is stronger, and the improvement brought
by the regularization module is greater.

H. Hyper-parameter Study

Referring to Section IV-G, we have introduced two hyper-
parameters. The hyper-parameter λ balances the alignment
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TABLE IV
ALIGNMENT PERFORMANCE COMPARISON AMONG DIFFERENT VARIANTS OF UNEA.

Variants
DBP15Kzh en DBP15Kja en DBP15Kfr en

Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR

UNEA-PS 0.778 0.862 0.835 0.839 0.884 0.868 0.911 0.936 0.930

UNEA-TA 0.844 0.900 0.883 0.862 0.924 0.897 0.940 0.966 0.950

UNEA-MI 0.851 0.904 0.886 0.893 0.927 0.895 0.944 0.979 0.952

UNEA 0.886 0.937 0.913 0.911 0.953 0.929 0.973 0.993 0.967

TABLE V
COMPARISON BETWEEN TRADITIONAL LANGUAGE MODEL AND LARGE LANGUAGE MODEL.

Model
DBP15Kzh en DBP15Kja en DBP15Kfr en

Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR

only fastText 0.631 0.746 0.692 0.703 0.795 0.739 0.852 0.907 0.880

UNEA-MI (fastText) 0.821 0.901 0.872 0.857 0.911 0.882 0.905 0.953 0.937

UNEA+MI (fastText) 0.844 0.924 0.890 0.873 0.925 0.903 0.933 0.968 0.950

Improvement (%) +2.80 ↑ +2.55 ↑ +2.06 ↑ +1.87 ↑ +1.54 ↑ +2.38 ↑ +3.09 ↑ +1.57 ↑ +1.39 ↑

only LaBSE 0.671 0.780 0.722 0.743 0.851 0.782 0.912 0.970 0.933

UNEA-MI (LaBSE) 0.851 0.904 0.886 0.893 0.927 0.895 0.944 0.979 0.952

UNEA+MI (LaBSE) 0.886 0.937 0.913 0.911 0.953 0.929 0.973 0.993 0.967

Improvement (%) +4.11 ↑ +3.65 ↑ +3.05 ↑ +1.98 ↑ +2.80 ↑ +3.80 ↑ +3.72 ↑ +1.43 ↑ +1.58 ↑
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Fig. 9. The sensitivity of balance hyper-parameter λ and interval of epochs
m.

loss and the mutual information-based regularization, and the
hyper-parameter m denotes the interval of the epochs for tree
sampling and pseudo-label updating. Here, we investigate the
effect of the two hyper-parameters on the EA performance.

As shown in Fig. 9, the two hyper-parameters are not very
sensitive to EA performance. In Fig. 9(a) and Fig. 9(b), when
λ = 0, i.e., the regularization module is zeroed out, the
performance is relatively low. When λ ≈ 0.4, the model
achieves its best performance. These phenomena verify that
our regularization module is beneficial for the unsupervised
EA task. In Fig. 9(c) and Fig. 9(d), the performance is low
when m is too small or too large. This may be because the

model cannot fully exploit pseudo-labels or cannot update
pseudo-labels in time. In practice, we default m to 10 for
all the other experiments.

VI. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we note two limitations of existing EA
methods. (1) They cannot flexibly capture the personality of
entity embeddings due to the shared aggregation subpaths
in their encoding procedures; (2) They cannot fully alleviate
the distortion of the distribution similarity between candidate
KGs in the unsupervised setting. To this end, we propose a
novel unsupervised entity alignment method named UNEA. It
samples a personalized tree neighborhood rooted at each target
entity and learns personalized aggregation paths for the root
entity. Three types of mutual information maximization-based
regularization terms are introduced into the model to prevent
the distribution distortion issue. Extensive experiments show
that our UNEA achieves a new state-of-the-art performance in
the EA task without any supervision information. It can even
outperform previous supervised EA methods.

Although showing promising performance, our UNEA still
has some limitations as follows. Like most unsupervised EA
methods [20]–[22], UNEA requires unsupervised pre-trained
language models to initialize the entity embeddings according
to entities’ names. Fortunately, in real life, the names of
entities are usually available. The overall time complexity
of our UNEA can reach the square level of the number of
entities, due to the bi-directional match of pseudo-labels. This
complexity is on par with most previous unsupervised EA
methods [20], [21].



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, FEBRUARY 2025 11

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported in part by the National Nat-
ural Science Foundation of China under Grants 62303366,
62133012, 61936006, and 62073255, in part by the Innovation
Capability Support Program of Shaanxi under Grant 2021TD-
05, and in part by the Fundamental Research Funds for the
Central Universities under Grants QTZX23039, XJSJ23030.

REFERENCES

[1] P. Lewis, E. Perez, A. Piktus, F. Petroni, V. Karpukhin, N. Goyal,
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