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Abstract
Greece

Previous knowledge graph embedding approaches
usually map entities to representations and utilize
score functions to predict the target entities, yet
they struggle to reason rare or emerging unseen
entities. In this paper, we propose kNN-KGE, a
new knowledge graph embedding approach, by linearly interpolating its entity distribution with knearest neighbors. We compute the nearest neighbors based on the distance in the entity embedding
space from the knowledge store. Our approach can
allow rare or emerging entities to be memorized
explicitly rather than implicitly in model parameters. Experimental results demonstrate that our approach can improve inductive and transductive link
prediction results and yield better performance for
low-resource settings with only a few triples, which
might be easier to reason via explicit memory1 .

1

Introduction

Knowledge Graphs (KGs) organize facts in a structured
way as triples in the form of <subject, predicate,
object>, abridged as (s, p, o), where s and o denote entities and p builds relations between entities. Most KGs are
far from complete due to the emerging entities and their relations in real-world applications; hence KG completion—the
problem of extending a KG with missing triples—has appeal to researchers [Lin et al., 2015; Zhang et al., 2019a;
Zhang et al., 2020; Zhang et al., 2021a; Qi et al., 2021;
Zhang et al., 2021b].
Most previous KG completion methods, such as TransE
[Bordes et al., 2013], ComplEx [Trouillon et al., 2016],
and RotatE [Sun et al., 2019], are knowledge embedding
techniques that embed the entities and relations into a vec∗
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Figure 1: Our kNN-KGE not only leverages entity prediction from
softmax (MEM head) but also retrieves the entities from the knowledge store constructed from entity descriptions and training triples.

tor space and then obtain the predicted triples by leveraging a pre-defined scoring function to those vectors. Those
methods encode all of the relational knowledge implicitly in
the weights of the parametric neural network via end-to-end
training. However, a major limitation of these approaches is
that they can hardly reason through rare entities evolving in a
few triples or emerging entities unseen during training.
Note that human reasoning is facilitated by complex systems interacting together, for example, integration of current knowledge and retrieval from memory. Recent progress
in memory-augmented neural networks has given rise to the
design of modular architectures that separate computational
processing and memory storage. Those memory-based approaches (or non/semi-parametric methods) have been successfully applied to tasks such as language modeling [Khandelwal et al., 2020] and question answering [Kassner and
Schütze, 2020], which are expressive and adaptable.
Inspired by this, we propose kNN-KGE, an approach that
extends knowledge graph embedding by linearly interpolating its entity distribution with a k-nearest neighbors (kNN)
model. As shown in Figure 1, we construct a knowledge
store of entities and retrieve nearest neighbors according to
distance in the entity embedding space. Given a triple with
head or tail entity missing, we utilize the representation of
[MASK] output as the predict anchor entity embedding to
find the nearest neighbor in the knowledge store and inter-
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Figure 2: Entity Vocabulary Expansion (Figure a), Masked Entity Modeling (Figure b), and Knowledge Store Construction from descriptions
and triples (Figure c). Entities in color will be encoded into contextualized entity representation and added to our knowledge store. Examples
are taken from [Liu et al., 2021].

polate the nearest-neighbor distribution with the masked entity prediction. Thus, rare entities or emerging triples can be
memorized explicitly, which makes reasoning through memorization rather than implicitly in model parameters. Experimental results on FB15k-237 and WN18RR in both transductive and inductive reasoning demonstrate the effectiveness of
our approach. Qualitatively, we observe that our approach is
particularly beneficial for low-resource knowledge graph embedding, which might be easier to access via explicit memory.
Our contributions can be summarized as follows:
• To the best of our knowledge, this is the first semiparametric approach for knowledge graph embedding.
Our work opens up new avenues for improving knowledge graph reasoning through explicit memory.
• We introduce kNN-KGE that can explicitly memorize
rare or emerging entities, which is essential in practice
since KGs are evolving.
• Experimental results on two benchmark datasets show
that our model can yield better performance compared
with baselines and is particularly beneficial for lowresource reasoning.

2
2.1

Methodology
Preliminary

We define a knowledge graph with entity descriptions as a
tuple G = (E, R, T , D), where E represents a set of entities,
R represents relation types, T represents a set of triples and
D represents the entity descriptions. For each triple in T , it
has the form (ei , rj , ek ) where ei , ek ∈ E is the head and tail
entity respectively. For each entity ei ∈ E, there exists a text
di to describe ei . To complete missing triples in knowledge
graphs, link prediction is proposed, which aims at predicting
the tail entity given the head entity and the query relation,

denoted by (ei , r, ?)2 , where the answer is supposed to be
always within the KG.

2.2

Framework

In this section, we introduce the general framework of the
proposed approach. We first propose masked entity modeling
and entity vocabulary expansion in §2.3 which converts link
prediction into an entity prediction task. To address the issue
of rare or unknown entities, in §2.4 we construct a knowledge
store for retrieving the entity by the anchor embedding (the
representation of [MASK] output). Lastly, in §2.5 we provide the details of inference which makes reasoning through
memorization rather than implicitly in model parameters.

2.3

Contextualized KG Representation

Masked Entity Modeling For link prediction, given an incomplete triple (ei , rj , ?), previous studies utilize KG embeddings or textual encoding to represent triple and leverage
a pre-defined scoring function to those vectors. With pretrained encoders, those approaches such as KG-BERT [Yao et
al., 2019] are generalizable enough and robust to the incompleteness; however, they have to costly scoring of all possible
triples in inference. In this paper, we simply leverage masked
entity modeling for link prediction, which makes the model
predict the correct entity ek like the Masked Language Model
(MLM) task. Concretely, masked entity modeling can mitigate scoring all triples with incorrect entities, sophisticated
score function designing, and free of negative sampling. In
other words, the model only needs to predict the missing entity at the tail or head.
Specifically, given a triple (?, rj , ek ) and the entity’s description dek , we concatenate this triple and the entity description d to obtain the input sequence xt as follows:
2

or head entity prediction denoted by (?, r, ei )

xt = [CLS][MASK][SEP]rj [SEP]ek dek [SEP]
Inference

Method

One Triple

StAR
kNN-KGE

Entire Graph

StAR
kNN-KGE

Complexity

O |d|2 (1 + |E|) 
O |d|2 + |E| + |T |

O |d|2 |E|(1 + |R|) 
O (|d|2 + |T | + |E|)|T |

Speed up
∼ |E|×
∼ 5× because |E||R|  |T |

Table 1: Inference efficiency comparison. |d| is the length of the
entity description. |E|, |R| and |T | are the numbers of all unique
entities, relations and triples in the graph respectively. Usually, |E|
exceeds hundreds of thousands and is much greater than |R|.

By masked entity modeling, the model can obtain the correct entity ei . Note that the procedure of masked entity modeling is simple yet effective, and the one-pass inference speed
is faster than the previous BERT-based model like StAR
[Wang et al., 2021]. Detailed comparison of inference time
can be found in Table 1.
Since PLMs usually leverage byte-pair encoding to transform sequence into subwords units, making entity representation separated with tokens and challenging to inference. To
address this issue, we propose entity vocabulary expansion to
utilize embeddings for each unique entity.
Entity Vocabulary Expansion Since it is non-trivial to utilize subwords for entity inference, we directly utilize embeddings for each unique entity as common knowledge embedding methods [Bordes et al., 2013] do. Specifically, we
represent the entities e ∈ E as special tokens in language
model’s vocabulary; thus, knowledge graph reasoning can
reformulate as a masked entity prediction task as shown in
Figure 1 and Figure 2. To obtain those entity embeddings
(special tokens in vocabulary), we utilize entity description
to design prompts such as “The description of [MASK] is
that” to obtain entity embeddings. Given an entity description dei = (w1 , ..., wn ), we add tokens [CLS] and [SEP]
to the beginning and end of the description to construct the
input sequence xd as follows:
xd = [CLS]prompt([MASK])[SEP]dei [SEP]
We optimize those entity embeddings (random initialization) via predicting the entity ei at the masked position with
the other parameters fixed. Formally, we have:

To be specific, we construct the knowledge store mainly from
two parts: entity descriptions that represent semantic information and triples of the entity that represents the structural
knowledge.
Notably, we use the model trained by contextualized KG
representation to construct our knowledge store from two aspects as shown in Figure 2; thus, rare or emerging entities can
explicitly represent in the external memory, which is flexible
and adaptable. We introduce the construction details as follows:
From Descriptions D Let f (·) be the function that maps
the entity e in the input x to a fixed-length vector representation computed by the pre-trained LM. We use pre-designed
prompts to obtain the entity embedding from entity descriptions. Like the same procedure in §2.3, we use the prompt
input xd to obtain the entity embedding and add them to the
knowledge store. Thus, we can construct the knowledge store
(K, V)D from descriptions (the set of descriptions D of all
entities E in G).
(K, V)D = {(f (xd ) , ei ) | (dei , ei ) ∈ G}
(2)
From Triples T Since different relations focus on different aspects of the same entity, it is intuitive to utilize different triples to represent entities. For example, given the
triple (Plato, lives, ?), the model can reason through the
triple of (Plato, nationality, Greece) in KGs to obtain Greece. Thus, we also construct knowledge store from
triples. We add all training triples containing entities to the
knowledge store to represent a different aspect of the same
entity. To obtain the entity embedding from triples T , we
follow the same procedure in §2.3 to obtain the entity embedding ei . Finally, we can construct the knowledge store
(K, V)T from triples (the set of all triples T in G).
(K, V)T = {(f (xt ) , ei ) | (t, ei ) ∈ G}
(3)
Implementation The knowledge store contains entity embedding constructed from descriptions and triples, which can
be up to millions of entity embeddings. Concretely, given the
training triple t = (ei , rj , ek ) ∈ T as well as the model input
xt , we define a key-value pair (ki , vi ) for the knowledge store
inference, where the key ki is the vector representation of the
entity embedding f (xt ) and the value vi is the target entity
ei . We utilize the open-source library FAISS [Johnson et al.,
2019] for fast nearest neighbor retrieval in high dimensional
spaces.

2.5
1 X
L=−
1ej =ei log p ([MASK] = ej | xd )
|E|

(1)

ej ∈E

Where |E| is the number of total entities E.

2.4

Knowledge Store

Through contextualized KG representation can infer missing
triples; they are prone to reason rare or emerging entities. Inspire by recent progress in memory-augmented neural networks [Khandelwal et al., 2020; Kassner and Schütze, 2020],
we construct knowledge store to explicit memorize entities.

Memorized Inference

For knowledge graph completion tasks, given a triple with
head or tail entity missing, we use the representation of
[MASK] output as the predict anchor entity embedding to
find the nearest neighbor in the knowledge store. To be specific, the model queries the knowledge store with the last hidden output vector h[MASK] to obtain the distribution of pkNN
according to a distance function d(·, ·).
d(ei , ej ) = |ei , ej |2 ,
(4)
where ||2 refers to the Euclidean distance. Thus, we can obtain the probability distribution over neighbors based on a

WN18RR
Method

Hits@1

Hits@3

0.043
0.412
0.409
0.428
0.443
0.443

0.441
0.470
0.469
0.492
0.482
0.499

Hits@10

FB15k-237
MR

MRR

Hits@1

Hits@3

Hits@10

MR

MRR

0.198
0.199
0.194
0.241
0.226
0.252

0.376
0.301
0.297
0.375
0.394
0.384

0.441
0.446
0.450
0.533
0.544
0.549

323
512
546
177
-

0.279
0.281
0.278
0.338
0.358
0.348

Graph embedding approach
TransE [Bordes et al., 2013] 
DistMult [Yang et al., 2015] 
ComplEx [Trouillon et al., 2016] 
RotatE [Sun et al., 2019]
TuckER [Balazevic et al., 2019]
ATTH [Chami et al., 2020]

0.532
0.504
0.530
0.571
0.526
0.573

2300
7000
7882
3340
-

0.243
0.444
0.449
0.476
0.470
0.486

Textual encoding approach
KG-BERT [Yao et al., 2019]
StAR [Wang et al., 2021]

0.041
0.243

0.302
0.491

0.524
0.709

97
51

0.216
0.401

0.205

0.322

0.420
0.482

153
117

0.296

kNN-KGE

0.525

0.604

0.683

986

0.579

0.280

0.404

0.550

185

0.370

Table 2: Link prediction results on WN18RR and FB15k-237. Resulting numbers are reported by [Nathani et al., 2019] and others are taken
from the original papers. The bold numbers denote the best results in each genre while the underlined ones are the second-best performance.

WN18RR ind
Method

FB15k-237 ind

Hits@1

Hits@3

Hits@10

MRR

Hits@1

Hits@3

Hits@10

MRR

BE-BOW†
BE-DKRL†
BLP-TransE†
BLP-DistMult†
BLP-ComplEx†

0.045
0.031
0.135
0.135
0.156

0.244
0.141
0.361
0.288
0.297

0.450
0.282
0.580
0.481
0.472

0.180
0.139
0.285
0.248
0.261

0.103
0.084
0.113
0.076
0.081

0.184
0.151
0.213
0.156
0.154

0.316
0.263
0.363
0.286
0.283

0.173
0.144
0.195
0.146
0.148

kNN-KGE

0.223

0.320

0.431

0.294

0.146

0.214

0.293

0.198

Table 3: Link prediction results on WN18RR and FB15k-237 in inductive setting. †Resulting numbers are reported by [Daza et al., 2021]. We
use WN18RR and FB15k-237 in inductive setting (see text for more details). The bold numbers denote the best results in each genre while
the underlined ones are the second-best performance. Following [Daza et al., 2021] we choose baseline models as BERT for Link Prediction
(BLP) followed by the employed relational model (e.g. BLP-TransE) and BERT-based (BE) as the encoder for textual models.

softmax of k − nearest neighbors. For each entity retrieved
by the model, we choose only one nearest embedding in the
knowledge store to represent the entity since our model may
retrieve several embeddings with the same entity3 .
X

pkNN (y | x) ∝

1y=vi exp (−d (ki , f (x)))

(5)

(ki ,vi )∈N

To obtain the target entity, we interpolate the nearest neighbor distribution pkNN with the model entity prediction pMEM
using parameter λ to produce the final kNN-KG distribution:
p(y | x) = λpkNN (y | x) + (1 − λ)pMEM (y | x)

3

(6)

Experiments

Datasets We evaluate our method on FB15k-237
[Toutanova et al., 2015] and WN18RR [Dettmers et al.,
2018] in both transductive and inductive settings, which are
widely used in the link prediction literature. In FB15k-237,
descriptions of entities are obtained from the introduction
section of the Wikipedia page of each entity. In WN18RR,
3
We set zero probability for the entities that do not appear in the
retrieved targets

each entity corresponds to a word sense, and description is
the word definition. More details about datasets are listed in
the Appendix.

3.1

Transductive Experiments

Setting We adopt BERT-base for the encoder of the model
for a fair comparison with other PLM-based KGC methods.
Following StAR [Wang et al., 2021], we choose the graph
embedding approach and textual encoding approach as our
baseline models in the transductive setting. We run a grid
search over the datasets and report the results on the test set
with hyperparameters of the best performance on the validation set. The detailed hyperparameters are listed in the Appendix for reproducibility.
Evaluation We evaluate the test set of triples T 0 disjoint
from the set of training triples T . For a test triple (ei , rj , ek ),
we make inference for the target by predicting the entity in
the candidate set E. Ideally, all the probability for incorrect
candidates should be lower than the probability of the correct
entity. In the transductive setting, the entities in the test triple
are assumed to be seen in the set of training entities.
Main Results As shown in Table 2, our proposed kNNKGE can obtain state-of-the-art or competitive performance
on all these datasets, especially significant improvement

Trained with k% triples on FB15k-237 dataset.
0.35

SoTA (TuckER)
kNN-KGE
kNN-KGE w/o KS

MRR

0.30
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Figure 3: Varying the size of the training samples. In the low
resource setting, knowledge store monotonically improves performance.

and retrain the entire model, which requires huge computation resource. Thus, we further evaluate our model with only
a few training triples and incrementally add new triples step
by step, simulating the appearance of new entities. Specifically, we use a fixed untrained knowledge store constructed
from all training samples4 and optimize our kNN-KGE with
from 10% to 90% training triples. We conducted an ablation study compared with the state-of-the-art model TuckER
[Balazevic et al., 2019] (red line), and our approach without
retrieving knowledge store (w/o KS). From Figure 3, we observe that with 10% training triples, our approach can achieve
improvement (MRR 0.18 → 0.279) when added with nearest
neighbors retrieval over knowledge store. Moreover, we notice that our approach with 70% samples can yield comparable performance with the previous SoTA model in MRR. This
result suggests that our method can efficiently handle rare and
emerging entities via reasoning through memorization.
MRR result over FB15k-237 dataset

MRR result over FB15k-237 dataset

0.373
0.370

0.372

3.2

Inductive Experiments

Setting We also adopt BERT-base for the encoder of our
kNN-KGE in the inductive setting. We reproduce the BagOf-Words (BOW) baseline of Daza et al. [2021], in which
an entity is encoded as the average of embeddings of words.
Notably, for the entities in the validation and test set, we construct the knowledge store only from their descriptions as
shown in §2.3; thus, those triples are unknown during training.
Evaluation In the inductive setting, we construct a new test
graph G 0 = (E 0 , R0 , T 0 , D0 ) where the sets of entities E 0 are
disjoint from E. While for the relations r ∈ R0 , we assume
that R0 ⊆ R.
Main Results From Table 3, we observe that our kNNKGE method can yield better or comparable performance
compared with the previous state-of-the-art method, which
demonstrates the effectiveness of the knowledge store. We
notice that our approach kNN-KGE reaches the best Hits@1,
which further validates the advantages of reasoning through
memorization. Moreover, our approach is flexible for inductive setting since emerging entities can be directly added into
the knowledge store, which is especially relevant in practice
since KGs may be extended with triples describing new objects.

3.3

Ablation Study with Less Training Data

As shown in §3.1, retrieving neighbors from the knowledge
store can improve the model’s performance. When facing
the emerging entities, the translation-based model (such as
TransE) have to add new entities or new triples to the models

0.365
MRR

0.371
MRR

(0.443 → 0.525 on WN18RR and 0.252 → 0.280 on FB15k237) in terms of Hits@1. We hold that the improvement
is mainly attributed to better retrieval by our masked entity
modeling and knowledge store. Note that our approach can
memorize rare entities in KGs, thus, promoting the performance. Further analysis can be seen in the §3.4 below.

0.370

0.360

0.369

0.355

0.368

0.350

0.367

0.345

8
16 32 64 128 256 512
k nearest neighbors to retrieve in knowledge store

Figure 4: Effect of the
number of nearest neighbors
from knowledge store.
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Figure 5: Effect of interpolation parameter λ on FB15k237 dataset.

Analysis

Impact of Number of Neighbors To validate the impact
of the number of neighbors, we conduct experiments with
the different number of k nearest neighbor entities to retrieve
from the knowledge store. From Figure 4, we find that the
model performance continues to improve as K increases until it converges when reaching a threshold (k = 64). We think
this is because those entities retrieved from the knowledge
store are far from the anchor embedding, thus, having a low
influence on the knowledge graph reasoning results.
Impact of Interpolation Since we use a parameter λ to interpolate between the BERT model distribution and the retrieved distribution from kNN search over the dataset, we further conduct experiments to analyze the interpolation. From
Figure 5, we notice that λ = 0.2 is optimal on FB15k-237
dataset. The suitable λ can help correct the model from inferring the wrong entities, which can be seen in Table 4.
Visualization of Entity Embeddings in Knowledge Store
Since we build our knowledge store by different entity embeddings from different aspects for the same entity, we visualize those embeddings in the knowledge store. Specific, we random sample an input triple (?, nationality,
4

All entity embeddings are fixed.

America), retrieve and visualize the 20 nearest neighbor entities with their embeddings in the knowledge store. From
Figure 6, we notice that those retrieved entities clustered together (we can treat the anchor embedding ? as the aspect of
”American” in knowledge store) with similar semantic concepts while other entities outside the top-20 distance (black
circle) focus on other concepts like profession.
:LOO6PLWK
6WHYH0F4XHHQ
0DWWKHZ3HUU\
&\&ROHPDQ
:LOOLDP0F.LQOH\
3KLOLS%DNHU+DOO
/RX'LDPRQG3KLOOLSV
&ROLQ3RZHOO
0DUN%HUJHU
*HQH5RGGHQEHUU\
5DTXHO:HOFK
-RKQ6WDPRV
&KULV&DUWHU
7HUL+DWFKHU
5DFKHO%LOVRQ
*UHJRU\+REOLW
6HUHQD:LOOLDPV
$P\%UHQQHPDQ
)UHGGLH+XEEDUG
0DUW\6WXDUW

Figure 6: 2D t-SNE visualisation of 20 nearest neighbor entities with
all their embeddings in knowledge store retrieved by predicting the
missing entity in triple (?, nationality, America). Anchor
embedding is marked as ?.

Query:(?,ethnicity,Timothy Spall)
Rank
1
2
3
4
5

kNN-KGE w/o Knowledge Store

kNN-KGE

Jewish people (0.285)
English people (0.202)
British people (0.132)
White British (0.080)
Scottish people (0.037)

English people (0.548)
Jewish people (0.028)
British people (0.026)
Irish people in Great Britain (0.021)
Irish people (0.018)

Query: (Tom Rosenberg,profession,?)
Rank

kNN-KGE w/o Knowledge Store

kNN-KGE

1
2
3
4
5

Television Director (0.240)
Television producer-GB (0.163)
Film Director (0.135)
Film Producer-GB (0.120)
Screenwriter (0.076)

Film Producer-GB (0.319)
Film Director (0.249)
Screenwriter (0.230)
Television Director (0.200)
Writer-GB (0.005)

Table 4: First five entities with their probability predicted by kNNKGE w/o Knowledge Store, and its reranking with kNN-KGE, for
two example queries.

Case Study We also conduct case studies to analyze the different reasoning results with or without querying knowledge
store. From 4, we observe that kNN-KGE w/o Knowledge
Store can infer better entities given head/tail entities and relations. Note that kNN-KGE can explicitly memorize those entities in Knowledge Store; thus, it can directly reason through
memorization.

4

Related Work

Knowledge Graph Embedding Models Mainstream
methods of KGC are based on knowledge graph embeddings

(KGE), which generally leverage an embedding vector in
the continuous embedding space to represent each entity and
relation and train the embeddings based on the observed
fact. One line of KGE methods is translation-based, such
as TransE [Bordes et al., 2013], TotatE [Sun et al., 2019],
ConE [Zhang et al., 2021c], which focus on learning
distance-based scoring functions considering relations as the
translational operation between entities, The objective of
translation-based methods is that the translated head entity
should be close to the tail entity in real space [Bordes et
al., 2013], complex space [Sun et al., 2019], or quaternion
space [Zhang et al., 2019b], and have shown state-of-the-art
performance on handling multiple relation patterns. Another
line of work is semantic matching models, where they
calculate the semantic similarity by multi-linear or bilinear
product to learn the scoring functions. However, these KGE
models require a large amount of labeled data to optimize the
representation of the entity and relation, thus not applicable
when facing rare or emerging entities.

Pre-trained Language Models for KGC Recently, Since
pre-trained language models, such as BERT [Devlin et al.,
2019], have shown significant improvement on several natural language processing tasks. Several works have emerged
to leverage PLMs to handle the KGC tasks. KG-BERT [Yao
et al., 2019] takes the first step to utilize BERT for KGC
by treating a triple as a sequence and turns KGC into a sequence classification problem with the binary cross-entropy
optimization. Despite the success of KG-BERT, they perform far behind the state-of-the-art performances in evaluating higher ranks, such as Hits@1 and Hits@3. Kim et
al. [2020] proposes to adopt the multi-task learning framework with two additional tasks, i.e., relation prediction and
relevance ranking, to improve high-rank performance based
on KG-BERT. However, it is still non-trivial for those models to handle inductive settings. Our approach is built upon
pre-trained models with an explicit knowledge store, which
is pluggable, flexible, and adaptive for both transductive and
inductive reasoning.

Utilizing the KNN Classifier in PLMs Recently, k-nearest
neighbor classifier, which is a non-parametric algorithm that
makes the prediction based on representation similarities, has
been widely explored in pre-trained language models [Devlin et al., 2019]. Khandelwal et al.; He et al. [2020;
2021] regard nearest neighbors as the augmentation on the
language model predictions by using neighbors of the predictions as targets for language model learning. Kassner and
Schütze [2020] applies kNN as additional predictions to enhance the question answering task. KNN-BERT [Li et al.,
2021] extends the kNN classifier in pre-trained model finetuning on text classification tasks. These methods use nearest
neighbors to find augmented samples based on the pre-trained
language models and have demonstrated that making predictions based on the kNN can improve model robustness. To the
best of our knowledge, we are the first kNN-based approach
for knowledge graph embedding.

5

Conclusion

We have introduced kNN-KGE, which can outperform previous knowledge graph embedding models in both transductive and inductive settings by directly querying entities at test
time. Empirical results on two benchmark datasets demonstrate the effectiveness of our approach, especially in lowresource settings. The success of kNN-KGE suggests that
explicitly memorizing entities can be helpful for knowledge
graph reasoning. Note that our approach is simple and effective that can be applied to any evolving KGs without further
training. Future work should explore how to edit and delete
entities from the knowledge store and apply our approach to
other tasks such as question answering.
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A
A.1

Implementation Details
Entity As Special Tokens

For each entity that appears in the knowledge graph, we set
the unique id to the entity. We use the format of ”[ENTITY id]” to distinguish different entities with their ids. For
example, we treat Plato as special token ”[ENTITY 0]”,
and we feed the input ”The description of [ENTITY 0] is that
Plato was an Athenian philosopher.” to pre-trained language
model to obtain the embedding of Plato, and add it to the
knowledge store.

A.2

Settings

We detail the training procedures and hyperparameters for
each of the datasets. We utilize Pytorch to conduct experiments with one NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU. All optimization is
performed with the AdamW optimizer with a linear warmup
of learning rate over the first 10% of steps, then linear decay over the remainder of the training. Gradients are clipped
if their norm exceeds 1.0, and weight decay on all non-bias
parameters is set to 1e-2. The grid search is used for hyperparameter tuning (maximum values bolded below), using
five random restarts for each hyperparameter setting for all
datasets. Early stopping is performed on the development set.

A.3

Metrics

Given the score for each entity in the candidate set, we sort
them to obtain a ranked list. Let rankhead be the position of
the correct entity in the rank. The reciprocal rank is calculated
by 1/rankhead . This procedure is repeated by predicting the
tail entity, to obtain the reciprocal rank 1/ranktail . The Mean
Reciprocal Rank (MRR) is the mean of these two values, averaged across all triples in the knowledge graph. The Mean
Rank (MR) is the mean of rankhead and ranktail averaged
across all triples in the knowledge graph.


1 X
1
1
MRR =
+
(7)
2|T |
rankhead
ranktail
t∈T

The Hits at 1 metric (Hits@1) is obtained by counting the
number of times the correct triple appears at position 1, and
averaging as for the MRR. The Hits@3 and Hits@10 are
computed similarly, considering the first 3 and 10 positions,
respectively. When scoring candidates for a given triple, we

consider the filtered setting [Bordes et al., 2013] where candidates are in the set Ê minus those that would result in a correct
triple, according to the training, validation, and test sets.

A.4

Transductive Setting

FB15k-237 The FB15k-237 dataset is available in
https://github.com/yao8839836/kg-bert/tree/master/data.
The hyper-parameter search space is:
• epoch: [8, 12, 20]
• batch size: [64, 128, 256]
• accumulate: 1
• bert learning rate: [1e-5, 2e-5, 5e-5, 1e-4]
• warmup rate: 0.1
• k in Knowledge Store: [8, 16, 32, 64, 128, 256, 512]
• λ: 0.2
WN18RR The WN18RR dataset is available in
https://github.com/yao8839836/kg-bert/tree/master/data.
The hyper-parameter search space is:
• epoch: [8, 12, 20]
• batch size: [64, 128, 256]
• accumulate: 1
• learning rate: [1e-5, 2e-5, 5e-5, 1e-4]
• warmup rate: 0.1
• k in Knowledge Store: [8, 16, 32, 64, 128, 256, 512]
• λ: 0.1

A.5

Inductive Setting

FB15k-237 inductive The FB15k-237 inductive dataset
process code is available in https://github.com/dfdazac/blp/
tree/master/data. The hyper-parameter search space is:
• epoch: [8, 12, 20]
• batch size: [64, 128, 256]
• accumulate: 1
• bert learning rate: [1e-5, 2e-5, 5e-5, 1e-4]
• warmup rate: 0.1
• k in Knowledge Store: [8, 16, 32, 64, 128, 256, 512]
• λ: 0.5
WN18RR inductive The WN18RR inductive dataset process code is available in https://github.com/dfdazac/blp/tree/
master/data. The hyper-parameter search space is:
• epoch: [8, 12, 20]
• batch size: [64, 128, 256]
• accumulate: 1
• learning rate: [1e-5, 2e-5, 5e-5, 1e-4]
• warmup rate: 0.1
• k in Knowledge Store: [8, 16, 32, 64, 128, 256, 512]
• λ: 0.5

A.6

Dataset Details

The dataset details in transductive and inductive settings can
be seen in Table 5.

WN18RR
Transductive
Relations

FB15k-237

Inductive

Transductive

11

Inductive

237
Training

Entities
Triples

40,943
86,835

32,755
69,585

14,541
272,115

11,633
215,082

Validation
Entities
Triples

3,034

4,094
11,381

Entities
Triples

3,134

4,094
12,087

17,535

1,454
42,164

20,466

1,454
52,870

Test

Table 5: Statistics of datasets used in the link prediction task.

