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Adaptive Feature Fusion for Multi-modal Entity Alignment

GUO Hao' LI Xin-Yi'* TANG Jiu-Yang' GUO Yan-Ming' ZHAO Xiang'

Abstract The recent surge of interactive tasks involving multi-modal data brings a high demand for utilizing
knowledge in different modalities. This facilitated the birth of multi-modal knowledge graphs, which aggregate multi-
modal knowledge to meet the demands of the tasks. However, they are known to suffer from the knowledge incom-
pleteness problem that hinders the utilization of information. To mitigate this problem, it is of great need to im-
prove the knowledge coverage via entity alignment. Current entity alignment methods fuse multi-modal informa-
tion by fixed weighting, which ignores the different contributions of individual modalities. To solve this challenge,
we propose an adaptive feature fusion mechanism, that combines entity structure information and visual informa-
tion via dynamic fusion according to the data quality. Besides, considering that low quality visual information and
structural difference between knowledge graphs further impact the performance of entity alignment, we design a
visual feature processing module to improve the effective utilization of visual information and a triple filtering mod-
ule to ease structural differences. Experiments on multi-modal entity alignment indicate that our method outper-
forms the state-of-the-arts.
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BARRSFHAE S5 LRSI 45 R, IF2EATIH L3 B A
BRI A R BEAh, X &AM EREEAT 4
B, BB A B S A R

BREFITN R

TESREGH, FRATTE F SR [5) A4 11 2 5 i
TS H RS MMKG. #di4 MMKG M ATR E
FreeBase. DBpedia A1 Yago #5308 xS
L SHIESE FB15K-DB15K Al FB15K-Yago15K.
F 1R T EIEE N ELE S, SameAs RREFERL
S ARSI SRR DL — g I 4y, 43 il
TR ZRATI R,

(12)

4.1

® 1 ZESHIREREEEEESE ST
Table 1  Statistic of the MMKGs datasets
Hs b pS KA =il B A SameAs
FB15K 14 915 1345 592 213 13 444
DB15K 14 777 279 99 028 12 841 12 846
Yagol5K 15 404 32 122 886 11 194 11 199

W TR AR, SRS A G
AT AR % MMKG 6% URI (Uniform re-
source identifier) £, JF ¥ 1T MLIEH, @k B
54 % 51 % (Bl Google Images. Bing Images #ll
Yahoo Image Search) HI&E WL K. AR5, FAFHE
ROV IR B R 2 FL 25 AN A (1) MMKG. R
FL S B 2 BEAS RN R (A R, B B R
A EUG SR  m  B IR —E B i)
M P 12

AR AEH HitsQk (k= 1, 10) FPFE181%
HE# (Mean reciprocal rank, MRR) 1E AP xR,

X T IR R AN Sk, 5 — AN B A ) S A AR 4
BTSSR P AL B 15 5y AR T HES ). HitsQk R
JNHT kNS A AL S IE A B SR O BCE: R EE
B AB—J5 1, MRR 27 IR X 55 SEAAR o 120 %
HEF B F2ME. MRR 215 BAS R
febrz —, R B bR SR LA AL R0 (1) S AR AH 5 14
HEF A HE BB ) FIME. 1, HitsQk A1 MRR
B B = R I RE R AT, HitsQk M55 R UL E 20 b
TN, 722 IR 3 DU ARAR I S 4 () 2R . Hits@1
RN FF IR 2, I8 5 M i 5 TN 4R 4.

SRR EMREE X

SEAA G RE R AT B PR A R 22 X 24 AR i, 740 4
HOEN 15, NGBS H v = 3, Y%k 400 %, 4E)%
ds = 300. FLGEAFAE B 58 3.1 5 2 HH A BE 4 AE Ak
PRREER AL Y, 4EFE d, = 2 048; AL BIME o II{E /2
BT Le IR E (1, 6 T RN SEAR I B 4R, DR BE AR
AT 50% K, 38R 50% (1 I .
T3CHR [5, 13] BRI &, KRSk p bl B
N 20% 1 50%, I HIE 10% 1SEARME NIGUELE,
FIF iR (10) fiak (12) FHsH, Hd, b=
15, a = 1. 8 K MHUE S PSSR L BIARDE, S
36 R 58 R T S AR LB seed ANTH], T K ERAE B
ANFFL 2 seed = 20% W, KHUEN 0.6; 24 seed = 50%
i, K BUEN 0.8. R (12) TS Ew, Mlw, 5 7
I 0.8 F1 0.1. = oA gk BI{H g th 2T
I UE S Ak, BUE N 0.3, % FB15K =704
EIfEEZ) 30 /5.

AN, B ASCERR M BLA (AFPMEA) 5LLF
4 F g AT 0T B

1) IKRL J5ik62 . @it 3 P Jorik, #
SR R 5 = e AR R A BISTR AR %
N DA 55 S A

2) GCN-align 7770, I GCN 4 sz 4%
PRI R AR B, DA ] e B 45 P ARRFAIE LUK 55
SR,

3) PoE J5ikl. S FHEE S5 # . J& MR b
FHIE, 56 B AN REAE A AR ABLRE 1525 DA 298 7 X 55
(RS,

4) HMEA (Hyperbolic multi-modal entity
alignment) J7EM. FFIUUHH IS FARIZE N 4% HGCN
A2 RS R 1D 65 R RO B R AAE 1 B, SHR 7 0y 2% (i) o
DR EE 45 & 5 MR AE RIS AR AIE, JEAT SR X 55

FRE

W3 2 TR EH, 5 IKRL. GCN-align.
PoE DL HMEA J5iEAH b, AR SCHE H 1 7 V2 HUAS

4.2

4.3
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AP RsEIe gE . e 4E FB15K-DB15K L, A&
IR T AFPMEA [ HitsQl R E & T4
AT A 77k HMEA | JCHAE 1 524k LL R 20%
AT, Hits@Q1 AR T 5%, MRR tHHUfS
Kg$HeTr. A, fE5Iie RS b, AT AFPMEA
B KI@4M %% IKRL. GCN-align LA K PoE.
TEHHRLE FB15K-YagolsK |, 5 HA 4 R
HAHLL, AFPMEA TE 4348 b5 LA Kigie s, it
— IR T AR SCHE OB (A R o, FEF
TSR LB 20% 1 50% 4644 T, AFMEA 1)
Hits@1 5535 HMEA 254 11% F1 8%.

THALSEI

ARG T TR 3 MR, 233 AR
o AL A BEAR B . =TT 4L 0 L AR AT B 3 R AL
R R O IR IE A5 AR T 2 MRS SRR TR

4.4

A B, AR R TR SE . o,
AF’MEA _pdaptives AF*MEA yigua 1 AF"MEA e,
I3 MR F R R b S AR T BB | 22 BR A D R AE
Ab B e () R TR N 2 B = SO A s s AR L (g B TR 3
S ARSCHR R SE A AFPMEA #E47 X RS
I A A R

AT ik S 56 43 ) AE £ s 48 FB15K-DB15K
A FB15K-Yagol5K FiiAT, H4r a3k T 20% 1 50%
Pl 7 S L R AT SEEG X B 3R 3 B OR T Al S
(&5 R, SRR RUAE P 15 DL T 32 B4 f 0 1) 544
X5 ROR, F2 B B AN T REE RS A5 06 55 A 26 3
—EFREEL ) N

XPER 3 HEAT BAR A TR A, = e 2H 5 I
SRS FF RS B K LEFR TSR (5 B 20% 1%
T, BBRZEH S HitsQ1 F5 bR 7EHHE 4 FB15K-
DBI15K 1 FB15K-Yagol5K 437 F % 3.6% FlI

xR 2 ZEETENFLER
Table 2 Results of multi-modal entity alignment
seed = 20% seed = 50%
Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR
IKRL 2.96 11.45 0.059 5.53 24.41 0.121
GCN-align 6.26 18.81 0.105 13.79 34.60 0.210
FB15K-DB15K PoE 11.10 17.80 — 23.50 33.00 —
HMEA 12.16 34.86 0.191 27.24 51.77 0.354
AF*MEA 17.75 34.14 0.233 29.45 50.25 0.365
IKRL 3.84 12.50 0.075 6.16 20.45 0.111
GCN-align 6.44 18.72 0.106 14.09 34.80 0.209
FB15K-Yagol5K PoE 8.70 13.30 — 18.50 24.70 —
HMEA 10.03 29.38 0.168 27.91 55.31 0.371
AF’MEA 21.65 40.22 0.282 35.72 56.03 0.423
F 3 IHRRSLIG A SR R
Table 3  Entity alignment results of ablation study
seed = 20% seed = 50%
R JiiE ] ]
Hits@Q1 Hits@10 MRR Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR
AF°MEA 17.75 34.14 0.233 29.45 50.25 0.365
AF’MEA _y goptive 16.03 31.01 0.212 26.29 45.35 0.331
FB15K-DB15K
AFMEA yigual 16.19 30.71 0.212 26.14 45.38 0.323
AFMEA 0 14.13 28.77 0.191 22.91 43.08 0.297
AFMEA 21.65 40.22 0.282 35.72 56.25 0.423
AFZMEA,A([“],HW 19.32 37.38 0.255 31.77 53.24 0.393
FB15K-Yagol5K
AF’MEA vy 19.75 36.38 0.254 32.08 51.53 0.388
AF*MEA gy 15.84 32.36 0.216 27.38 48.14 0.345




766 H

Eitd 50 %

6.8%; TEFh TSR 5 H 50% 4644 T, L= td
IR T TERE TR 2, 2908 7% F1 8%. Uit
Ab, BRI R AE A BB HRRT [ 3 AR AIE R A AR R
T SO 5 R P2 AR T — B R R TR
#£ FB15K-DB15K I, 23 B4 50 RFAE Ab B AR B Al 2%
ok 38 N A R A AR S BT AU R RE FE 9 Hits@1
FEARI T B, LERD TS24k &7 HE R 20% B R B 1.5%
PLE, FERP PSR 5 HERN 50% R BT 3%.

BT RR T

1) ALSERFAE AL PR . PLE R AL AL BRAR R AL 55
BEFARADURE 7 3 7 P JEL P R AL R 5 AL ) R AR AL
FERTE ik JEALH. D56 E B IR PR LI A Rt
AT T RS, Horh At Filter 70533
TOARCLRE A 5 7 R VA R A R 5 AL ) AT 5 T A ABLRE
(P A AL . Att+Filter Fon 4 & PR AL,
B A ST HH L SR AR AR FR A . HMEA-v 7R 3C
Bk [13] $2 H AL SE R A HE T 7%

M1 4 WA, ASCHE 5 T AL BECE B T
BR REE R AL 5 HMEA-v A1 LG, TEATA fa 45

4.5

FIERKIET, fER T AR B 20% BT,
Hits@Q1 $2FH#E it 6%, MRR tEUS1R K2 F+. ik
Ah, PIREL Att. Filter 5 A HUE T el 1% 5534
S, A B B Al Al i B R T /NIRRT

2) —JuH RS, SIS UEA IR I = Jud
i e AR ) M, AR ST T Frpagerank ~ Frandom
F Fope = MIHIENLE], 7 540K T PageRank PF
Sy e N B LR 2 AL DL R A ST T ) I AL
il yds i S ae AR g AR SIS AE bk = L
HIik A FESCRE R =0, 430 T, HETRE
TSR W 45 2 ST S5 RFAE, IRFE S-S H— B

SEIGSE LR, BENLIFIE Franaom FHEETE- AT
H=JuHRFHEZ, H Hits@1 1E seed = 20% F seed =
50% PR 43 32 TH4) 1.5% F1 2.5%, 2= B K iE
G 22 S P T SR N SR A AE — i . JE T
PageRank V73 1) 0 12 LI AH b T B AL 3, 75 F4
TR N 50% HITEDL T, 38Tt 3% o4, K 5
AR, A SCHR 1 = Je IR R AL S T St 5%
55 FB15K-DB15K | 5345t b, Hits@1 1§
PR AE A [F) Tl 5 S A L A9 R 23 42 29 3% A 8%

4 SRR L R
Table 4  Entity alignment results of visual feature
seed = 20% seed = 50%
Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR
HMEA-v 2.07 9.82 0.058 3.91 14.41 0.086
FB15K-DB15K Att 8.81 20.16 0.128 9.57 21.13 0.139
Att+Filter 8.98 20.52 0.131 9.96 22.58 0.144
HMEA-v 2.77 11.49 0.072 4.28 15.38 0.095
FB15K-Yagol5K Att 9.25 21.38 0.137 10.56 23.55 0.157
Att+Filter 9.43 21.91 0.138 11.07 24.51 0.158
® 5 AFEZICAHRRIENLE] T SR S5 R RRIEXT 5545 R
Table 5  Entity alignment results of structure feature in different filtering mechanism
seed = 20% seed = 50%
E{ETE S WIRFS ) )
Hits@Q1 Hits@10 MRR Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR
Baseline 6.26 18.81 0.105 13.79 34.60 0.210
FpageRank 8.03 21.37 0.125 18.90 39.25 0.259
FB15K-DB15K
Flrandom 7.57 20.76 0.120 16.32 36.48 0.231
Four 9.74 25.28 0.150 22.09 44.85 0.297
Baseline 6.44 18.72 0.106 15.88 36.70 0.229
Fpagehiank 9.54 23.45 0.144 21.67 42.30 0.290
FB15K-Yagol5K
Frandom 8.17 20.86 0.126 18.22 38.55 0.254
F, 11.59 28.44 0.175 24.88 47.85 0.327




4 3 FRIEAF: S MR RG2S SRR AL 767

7t FB15K-Yagol5K I, Hits@1 ¥g¥5 442 T+2
5% F1 9%.

3) F & RRFAE R A, AR SCHE H I O R
TERLG, 456 SR BT DL R S AR 5 ol S A4 () SR R
JE, TR AR RS B AS M TTIRRALE. 55 4.4 7
HH YA R S0 25 SR U IE B B SR Rk A WL
P, N HE— B IR Z AL X 45 4 45 BB = 1 Se A )
XS5 R, AN LG 1 3G 8RR fi A AL ) 0[] 2 A
HRHIERLA PN T

TS5 10E B0+ 8 B E S SR A O, &
AT R SR B (R B R SR I 4 3 28, fEIX 3 38
SR b3 IR A SR ) O L R AL R [
BCEALH] T 2 153 SEAR S5 IR 28 AL fh 1
SRR E N 20%, 73 EERE4E FB15K-DB15K
5 FB15K-Yagol5K Lt T, MHXSH 55 4.4 15
HH Y R S50 R B — 2

6 BIR T HIENRHIE LA 5 [ e A A 1)
ZRATARN TR, Hd Fixed A1 Adaptive 43
AR [ A EE Rl AL 1) A O SRR AE Rk S ML
Group 1. Group 2 Fl Group 3 73 HIZR/~HI 1/3. H
] 1/3 FIJG 1/3 &5y 5efhk, BT sk B /N B KK
gy, I3 6 T AN, H O SR kA AL AR b e AL
HALE, TR 2SR b 1A B g (1) SO 55 R0UR
5 27 F & PR R -5 1] e A ik B 1) S A4 0]
5% Hits@1 XLk, o] DLEIHLE ) 7E Group 1 L3¢
FHEZE E T Group 2 1 Group 3, WFFHA CHE H K
& RREAE A B AT 2 R T S5 P15 B B = I 5
AR R S AR o 0ot 55 A 2R

* 6 HENFHMLEE S B ER RS
LA AR T4
Table 6 Multi-modal entity alignment results of fixed

feature fusion and adaptive feature fusion

Group 1 Group 2 Group 3

Jii2:
Hits@1 Hits@l0 Hits@l Hits@l0 Hits@l Hits@10

FB15K-DB15K
Adaptive 16.44 32.97 17.43 33.47 19.29 35.40

Fixed 13.87 28.91 15.82 31.08 18.12 34.33

FB15K-Yagol5K
Adaptive 16.44  32.97 1743  33.47 19.29 3540
Fixed 16.21 33.23 19.55  37.11 22.27 4552

4.6 F#PFEIRLG

A TAR B ARG & R BT o 3l A7 A ) 25 R 15
SRS MRS S, RIS 2 A 2L

% Adaptive * Fixed

25
o173 2303
20l — 19.29  19.46
16.44 :
@: 151
= 22.27
10t 812, 19.55
13.87 1962 B
5 -

0
Group 1 Group 2 Group 3 Group 1 Group 2 Group 3
FB15K-DB15K FB15K-Yagol5K

Kl 5 HERARHER S 5 E e ER S
IS0 55 Hits@1 X L
Fig.5 Entity alignment Hits@1’s comparison of
adaptive feature fusion and fixed feature fusion

FIH. MMEA (Multi-modal entity alignment )"
RERIHAS T 0 1A S 6 285 1 A AR STAE 1) i 4
HSHAHMBEEFE —E£R, FIILEARK
MMEA {F 35256 o o6 BB Ry iiE i A SC 32
HOTR A S, BRAE AR MEA JEA &5
BRI GEAE B a L A @ (s B, S
£ FB15K-Yagol5K Fib47xf L g, JA X & v
5 B AT ] AL BE: B Je it TP SRR BN B
P, TR FE X 7 S 1 A B X S A HEAT ARALLEE 4T 45
F T SR PEAE AN 52 SEAR S A S FRATT IR A
B & R E AL A B DU & 8 A5 B, TR
RS S5 SR

WIER 7 fron, BT A0 R SLE0 2R, AR SCHEH
B AFPPMEA R B LT PoE B84 & MMEA
BEAY . FE R PSR EL A 20% IR, 5 MMEA
FILE, A SCHE 5 VE7E Hits@1 F8br EEUE 5%
PLE IR TE. FEFD 7 SEAR LA 50% s LT,
AF*MEA (1] HitsQ1 {H X 3] 48.25%, = H MMEA
%] 8%. {E45¥x Hits@10 L& MRR I, AF*MEA
WA BRBIFREF. X — DR T ARSI HEZE
A RERTAT i R

5 #ERIE

AR 22 A2 SR P AN S B 1 e, AR ST 3R
H S B E R 0 2 B S 557712 AFPMEA,
BEUE B & BRFAE b A B S B 2 AR A A5 S AT R
&, A 2 EAE SR LAME. JFH, T2
RS R B T v SR AN, A SO T
YR BRSO VL BB R it 1 A S ik 4k 22
B, Dy SEAR A R R A AL R TR R . IeAh, T
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Table 7 Multi-modal entity alignment results of additional experiment
seed = 20% seed = 50%
Tk : :
Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR
PoE 16.44 32.97 17.430 34.70 53.60 0.414
MMEA 13.87 28.91 15.820 40.26 64.51 0.486
AF°MEA 28.65 48.22 0.382 48.25 75.83 0.569
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