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ABSTRACT
Retrieval-augmented generation (RAG) has significantly advanced
large language models (LLMs) by enabling dynamic information
retrieval to mitigate knowledge gaps and hallucinations in gener-
ated content. However, these systems often falter with complex
reasoning and consistency across diverse queries. In this work, we
present Think-on-Graph 2.0 (ToG2.0), an enhanced RAG framework
that aligns questions with the knowledge graph and uses it as a
navigational tool, which deepens and refines the RAG paradigm
for information collection and integration. The KG-guided navi-
gation fosters deep and long-range associations to uphold logical
consistency and optimize the scope of retrieval for precision and
interoperability. In conjunction, factual consistency can be better
ensured through semantic similarity guided by precise directives.
ToG2.0 not only improves the accuracy and reliability of LLMs’
responses but also demonstrates the potential of hybrid structured
knowledge systems to significantly advance LLM reasoning, align-
ing it closer to human-like performance. We conducted extensive
experiments on four public datasets to demonstrate the advantages
of our method compared to the baseline.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Retrieval augmented generation (RAG) has emerged as a promis-
ing solution to address the knowledge deficiencies and hallucina-
tion issues of large language models (LLMs). Retrieval-augmented
generation (RAG) systems significantly enhance the capabilities
of large language models (LLMs) by dynamically retrieving rele-
vant information from external sources. This method allows LLMs
to transcend their inherent limitations of static knowledge, en-
abling them to address various applications with high diversity and
complexity[21]. Despite this potential, and researchers’ attempts to
incorporate various complex additional processes into RAG (such
as knowledge preprocessing, fine-grained retrieval, and generat-
ing thought chains), LLMs still struggle with building human-like
insights to complex tasks, which involve a motivated, continuous
effort to understand connections (which can be among objects, num-
bers, concepts, and events) in order to anticipate their trajectories
and act effectively.

Most recent RAG implementations rely heavily on vector re-
trieval of text[1]. In this context, vector embeddings are numerical
representations of words, phrases, or entire documents that cap-
ture their meanings in a semantic space. RAG systems identify
potentially relevant text chunks or documents from knowledge
sources by comparing the similarities between vector embeddings.
While vector embeddings are effective for capturing surface-level
semantic similarities, they are inefficient for all tasks. Indiscriminate
retrieval of k text fragments with a query significantly increases
the input length for the model. Additionally, they have several
limitations in understanding the long-range association between
various types of knowledge: 1. Shallow Correlation Capture:
Simple vector-based matching might miss conceptual correlations,
such as between the Global Financial Crisis and the 2008 Recession.
2. Difficulty in Aggregating Diverse Facts: Relying solely on
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Where was one of the runners born who almost broke Craig Virgin's Illinois Boys Cross Country record?

1. Virgin held the Illinois Boys Cross Country all-time state championship record for 47 years, 
running a 13:50.6 in 1972, a record that stood until November 9, 2019, when Josh Methner 
of John Hersey High School ran a 13:49.86.

2. Craig Steven Virgin (born August 2, 1955) is an American distance runner. He was born 
in Belleville, Illinois, and grew up near Lebanon, Illinois. 

3. The IHSA established state series in boys sports: cross country(1946) …

The given references do not 
provide information about Josh 
Methner's place of birth. 
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IHSA hold the Illinois Boys Cross 
Country competition. Lukas 
Verzbicas won the 2010 IHSA Class 
3A state championship with only 3 
seconds off the state record held by 
Craig Virgin.  Thus he was the one 
who almost broke the record of 
Craig Virgin. And Lukas was born in 
Kaunas, Lithuania. Therefore the 
answer is Kaunas, Lithuania. 
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Figure 1: Comparison of traditional RAG (a), KG-based generation (b) and Graph-guided RAG (c). The example illustrates
the limitations of pure semantic retrieval and pure knowledge graph-augmented frameworks in complex QA tasks, and the
advantages of our proposed KG+RAG framework. a: The dataset size is too large in the semantic retrieval-based RAG paradigm,
resulting in low information density. Also, traditional retrieval systems struggle to capture deep connections between facts, thus
failing to focus on key points in the question. b: In the KG path inference-based LLM augmentation paradigm, the information
provided by triples lacks both depth and details. Even information may be missing, due to the incompleteness of the KG. c: The
proposed ToG2.0 combines the advantages of both approaches. The KG helps to understand deep connections between different
facts and precisely narrows down the search scope, while entity context-based retrieval supplements the information missing
in the knowledge graph’s triple path reasoning.

vector embeddings struggles to seamlessly connect related but not
directly similar knowledge, like linking "Harry Potter" and "Fan-
tastic Beasts" as works by J.K. Rowling. 3. Inability to Handle
Complex Logic: Simple vector-based retrieval is not suitable for
multi-step reasoning or tracking logical links between different
information fragments unless all these fragments are pre-divided
and encoded, which becomes highly inefficient for many potential
reasoning types. As shown in Figure 1(a), the naive RAG, where
generic retrievers search through large-scale corpora, the recall
often remains at the level of superficial semantic similarity. This
is because the similarity modeled by the retrievers is aligned with
human understanding, not with LLMs. Moreover, training retriev-
ers specifically for certain datasets and tasks is impractical and
inconvenient.

To address these challenges, researchers like Lee et al. [6] have
enhanced retrieval units from words and phrases to document para-
graphs, aiming for finer-grained relevant information at the cost
of increased retrieval complexity. ITER-RETGEN[10] follows an
iterative strategy, merging retrieval and generation in a loop, alter-
nating between "retrieval-augmented generation" and "generation-
augmented retrieval". Trivedi et al. [15] combined RAG with the

Chain of Thought (CoT)[17] method, alternating between CoT-
guided retrieval and retrieval-supported CoT processes, signifi-
cantly improving GPT-3’s performance on various Q&A tasks. De-
spite these optimizations, traditional query-to-document or query-
to-paragraph retrieval still struggles to accurately focus on rela-
tions between key points within complex questions, resulting in
low information density and ineffective long-range knowledge as-
sociation. In addition, the coarse-grained retrieval in multi-step
iterations can potentially introduce more noise and even harmful
disturbance, further limiting the accuracy and reliability of RAG.

Some researchers have introduced structured external knowl-
edge graphs (KGs) into RAG, such as ToG[11], which searches for
valid information based on the triple relationships in Wikipedia
KG. KGs are sophisticated frameworks that encapsulate the essence
of data interconnectivity, not only cataloging information but also
elucidating the context and multi-level interrelations among enti-
ties. The structured nature of KGs enhances the transparency and
explainability of the systems. While powerful for structuring high-
level concepts and relationships, KGs inherently possess limitations
in comprehensiveness and detail, as shown in Figure 1(b). Their
highly generalized nature, which facilitates broad overviews of con-
nected data, often precludes them from providing the fine-grained
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details necessary for nuanced understanding and analysis. This lack
of detailed information can be a significant hurdle when precision
and specificity are required, highlighting a fundamental coopera-
tion between generalization and granularity. The challenges also
remain in effectively identifying and mitigating noise, ambiguity
and incompleteness in KGs[14].

The synergy between knowledge graphs and unstructured doc-
uments for RAG is becoming increasingly crucial. Therefore, we
propose Think-on-Graph 2.0 (ToG2.0), an advanced RAG paradigm
with graph-guided knowledge retrieval for deep and interpretable
reasoning. ToG2.0 effectively integrates unstructured knowledge
from documents with structured insights from knowledge graphs
(KGs), serving as a roadmap to enhance complex problem-solving.
By aligning questions with the knowledge graph and using it as
a navigational tool, this approach deepens and refines the RAG
paradigm for information collection and integration, which not
only ensures semantic similarity at the level of factual consistency
but also fosters long-range associations to uphold logical consis-
tency. The proposed paradigmmakes LLM perform closer to human
when reasoning and problem-solving: examining current clues and
associating potential entities based on their existing knowledge
framework, continuously digging into the topic until finding the
answer.

Figure 1(c) shows a simple case of Tog2.0, which draws from
the ToG approach in multi-hop searches within knowledge graphs,
starting from key entities identified in the query and exploring
outward based on entities and relationships with a prompt-driven
inferential process. It combines the logical chain extensions based
on triples with unstructured contextual knowledge of relevant en-
tities, improving the methods for ranking and selecting relevant
entities and relations, thus more effectively integrating and utilizing
heterogeneous external knowledge. Specifically, Tog2.0 uses enti-
ties encountered during exploration to limit the scale of the corpus
for retrieval, enhancing efficiency. It also ranks and selects enti-
ties based on both the query, current triple chains, and references
retrieved from the current entity’s context, which reduces entity
ambiguity and ensures accurate exploration direction of the next
step. In practical conduction, balancing reasoning speed and answer
quality is crucial. For complex problems requiring high accuracy,
deeper retrieval may be necessary. Most advanced RAG systems en-
hance generated results at the cost of more intermediate processes
and more frequent LLM calls. Tog2.0 incorporates various strategies
to balance reasoning speed and answer quality: Firstly, Topic Prun-
ing: excluding general entities like "country," "gender," and "film"
from the query to select entities that best serve as starting points for
reasoning, reducing the total number of exploration links. Secondly,
Relation Pruning Optimization: instead of calling LLM for every
entity in ToG, Tog2.0 allows LLM to select relations for multiple
entities simultaneously in one time, reducing the number and time
of LLM calls. Finally, DPR-based Entity Ranking: utilizing dense
passage retrieval for entity ranking instead of LLM calls in ToG,
with better stability, accuracy, and runtime efficiency than LLM.
Through these innovations, Tog2.0 aims to align the performance
and reliability of RAG systems with humans.

2 RELATEDWORKS
2.1 Retrieval Augmented Generation with

Knowledge Graph
RAG aims to offer real-time knowledge updates and effective uti-
lization of external knowledge sources with high interpretability.
An important factor is the granularity of the retrieved data. Coarse-
grained retrieval units theoretically can provide more relevant in-
formation for the problem, but they may also contain redundant
content, which could distract the retriever and language models in
downstream tasks. On the other hand, fine-grained retrieval unit
granularity increases the burden of retrieval and does not guarantee
semantic integrity and meeting the required knowledge semantic
integrity and meeting the required knowledge[2]. This low infor-
mation density and low utility are due to the inherent limitations
of semantic retrieval.

KGs offer dynamic, explicit, and structured representations of
knowledge. This structured knowledge representation is partic-
ularly beneficial for LLMs because it introduces a level of inter-
pretability and precision in the knowledge that LLMs can access.
Early approaches (Sun et al. [12], Peters et al. [9], Huang et al.
[4], Liu et al. [8]) focused on embedding knowledge from KGs di-
rectly into the neural networks of LLMs. This embedding could
occur either during the pretraining phase or the fine-tuning process.
The intent was to infuse the models with rich, structured knowl-
edge right from the foundational stages of model training. Despite
the initial promise, integrating KGs directly into LLMs introduced
challenges. As noted by Hu et al. [3], this integration leads to a
reduction in the natural explainability of the models. Additionally,
it makes updating the knowledge base more complex and less ef-
ficient, as any change in the KG requires retraining or significant
adjustments to the model. More recent studies[5? ] have shifted
towards using KGs to augment LLMs externally rather than em-
bedding the knowledge directly into the models. Those approaches
involve translating relevant structured knowledge from KGs into
textual prompts that are then fed to LLMs. The process typically
follows a fixed pipeline where extra information from KGs is re-
trieved to enhance the LLM prompts. The integration of Knowledge
Graphs (KGs) with Large Language Models (LLMs) offers numerous
advantages but also meets several distinct challenges and limita-
tions, such as incompleteness and ambiguity as discussed in the
last section.

In this work, we aim to integrate both KG and unstructured
data with LLM, leveraging the strengths of both to mitigate their
respective weaknesses.

3 METHODOLOGY
The proposed method Explore & Examine on Graph first utilizes the
LLM to evaluate the query and initializes proper reasoning starting
points. Following this Tog2.0 can activate the internal knowledge
and reading comprehension abilities of the LLM to efficiently iden-
tify multi-granularity local clues that support reasoning, which
progressively assembles the supporting information chain and fi-
nally completes the global chain of thought from the question to
the answer. In the following section, we will explain each step in
detail.
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Where was one of the runners born who almost broke Craig Virgin's Illinois Boys Cross Country record?

Triple Exploration Iterative Contextual Triples Ranking and Progression

Sandburg's cross country and track teams 
have been extremely successful and was 
home to world champion athlete Lukas 
Verzbicas. Verzbicas won the Gatorade 
Boys' Cross Country Runner of the Year 
award his junior and senior seasons.…

Entity_score: 0.89 Entity_score: -0.59

Lukas Verzbicas (born in Kaunas, 
Lithuania) ... won the 2010 IHSA 
Class 3A state championship in 
the 3 mile run with a time of 
13:53.7, only 3 seconds off the 
state record held by world cross 
country champion and three 
time Olympian Craig Virgin.

Entity_score: 0.91 

c.

Query: The Sentinelese language is the language of people of one of which Islands in the Bay of Bengal ?

Sentinelese language

Bay of Bengal Islands

“”“
Given the query and a group of related 
topic entities derived from the 
Wikipedia knowledge graph, your task 
is to select which entities are 
suitable as starting points …
Question: “The Sentinels language …”
Entities: [“sentinelese language”, 
“islands”, “bay of bengal”]
”“”
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Context-1 Context-2

Sentinelese people

Context-1.1 

Context-1.2

Reasoning

YES

NO

India
Andaman and 
Nicobar Islands

Context-2.1 Context-2.2
Candidate entities with contexts

Entity prune

Select the top W entities by the weighted sum of DPR ([Question,Triple], 
Sentences) scores of the sentences in top λ contexts.

Andamanese languages Sentinelese people

Context-1.1 Context-1.2

Andaman and 
Nicobar Islands

Context-2.2
Selected topic entities with contexts

Output

Sentinelese language - member of - Andamanese languages

Sentinelese language - Indigenous to - Sentinelese people

Bay of Bengal - area - India

Bay of Bengal - shares border with - Andaman and Nicobar Islands

Query

Context-1.1

Context-1.2

Context-2.1

Context-2.2
Reasoning

YES or 
MAX_DEPTH

Output

NO

“”“Given a 
query and 
entities … 
select 
relations 
most likely 
to link to 
the entities 
that can 
provide 
useful info …
”“”

Figure 2: The detailed structure of ToG2.0.

3.1 Tog2.0 Initializtion
Selecting appropriate starting points for specific queries can fa-
cilitate much more streamlined reasoning. For example: "Among
the founders of Tencent company, who has been a member of the
National People’s Congress?". In this case, a broad or poorly chosen
point such as "Member of the National People’s Congress" could
lead to pitfalls of sifting through large amounts of irrelevant data
and cause time-consuming and less focused exploration. An effec-
tive starting point would be to focus on the entity ’Founders of
Tencent’. This principle is essential in reasoning tasks, especially
in open-domain question answering, where the question is highly
varied. Therefore, given a question 𝑞, Tog2.0 first performs Named
Entity Recognition (NER) andTopic Prune (TP), which prompts
the LLM to evaluate 𝑞 and appearing entities, selecting topic en-
tities 𝐸0

𝑡𝑜𝑝𝑖𝑐
= {𝑒1, 𝑒2, . . . , 𝑒𝑁 } that are appropriate to serve as the

starting point for the question.
In complex reasoning, the implicit correlation between the ques-

tion and effective intermediate clue sentences often goes unrec-
ognized by both sparse retrieval models and dense pre-trained
retrieval models. To solve this limitation, we prompt the LLM to
formulate clue queries 𝑞0

𝑗
based on the current context for every

topic entity 𝑒 𝑗 , which orients the next-step direction of explor-
ing the relations and contexts. Using the question about Tencent
mentioned above as the example again, based on the entity "Na-
tional People’s Congress?", the LLM may generate a clue-query
that suggests gathering information about their political roles or
affiliations.

3.2 Reasoning with Graph-driven Knowledge
Retrieval

Next, we will introduce how Tog2.0 iteratively utilizes structured
and unstructured knowledge for reasoning. Formally, in the (𝑖 + 1)𝑡ℎ
iteration, given the original question 𝑞, the clue queries from the
𝑖𝑡ℎ iteration 𝑄𝑖

𝑐 = {𝑞𝑖1, 𝑞
𝑖
2, . . . , 𝑞

𝑖
𝑁
}, the topic entities 𝐸𝑖

𝑡𝑜𝑝𝑖𝑐
=

{𝑒1, 𝑒2, . . . , 𝑒𝑁 } and their preceding triple paths P𝑖 = {𝑃𝑖1, 𝑃
𝑖
2, . . . , 𝑃

𝑖
𝑁
},

𝑃𝑖
𝑗
= {𝑝0

𝑗
, 𝑝1

𝑗
, . . . , 𝑝𝑖

𝑗
}, each iteration includes three steps: relation

prune (RP), entity prune (EP), and examine and reasoning (ER). Note
that 𝑖 = 0 indicates the initialization phase and the 𝑃0 is empty.

Relation Prune (RP): Based on 𝑞 and 𝑄𝑖
𝑐 , we prompt the LLM

to select the relations that are most likely to find entities contain-
ing helpful context information for solving 𝑞 and that match the
description of𝑄𝑖

𝑐 . Unlike selecting relations for a single topic entity
at a time, we provide GPT-3.5 with all topic entities within a single
prompt. This approach not only reduces the number of API calls,
thereby accelerating inference time, but also enables the LLM to
simultaneously consider the interconnections between multiple
reasoning paths, allowing it to make selections from a more global
perspective. The selected relations for topic entity 𝑒 𝑗 are denoted
as 𝑅 𝑗 = {𝑟 𝑗1, 𝑟 𝑗2, . . . , 𝑟 𝑗𝑊 }, where𝑊 denotes the hyper-parameter
width.

Entity Prune (EP): Given a topic entity 𝑒 𝑗 and one of the se-
lected relation 𝑟 𝑗𝑘 , Tog2.0 will identify all interconnected candidate
entity nodes {𝑒 𝑗𝑘𝑙 } within the Wiki Knowledge Graph (KG) and
get their associated Wikipedia page documents 𝐷 𝑗𝑘𝑙 through lo-
cally deployed service. The document context of each candidate
entity is initially segmented into appropriately sized chunks{𝑡 𝑗𝑘𝑙𝑚}.
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Our Model LLM WebQSP HotpotQA QALD-10-en FEVER

Tog2.0 GPT-3.5-turbo 81.13 40.91 54.05 58.54

Baseline

Vanilla GPT-3.5-turbo 74.55 28.89 42.04 52.10
CoT GPT-3.5-turbo 59.93 34.40 42.94 57.80
CoK GPT-3.5-turbo - 35.40 - 63.50
ToG GPT-3.5-turbo 76.20 26.30 50.20 52.70

Table 1: Performance of our method versus various baselines. The evaluation metric for FEVER is Accuracy, while the metric
for WebQSP, HotpotQA, and QALD-10-en is Exact Match (EM).

Model LLM WebQSP HotpotQA QALD-10-en FEVER

Vanilla Llama-2-13b 53.25 16.23 36.04 42.10
Vanilla GPT-3.5-turbo 74.55 28.89 42.04 52.10
Tog2.0 (w/o TP, RC, clue_query) GPT-3.5-turbo 78.70 39.29 51.05 56.30
Tog2.0 (w/o TP, RC, clue_query) Llama-2-13b 76.22 29.15 48.64 49.17
Tog2.0 (w/o TP, clue_query) GPT-3.5-turbo 76.43 38.64 49.85 56.04
Tog2.0 (w/o TP) GPT-3.5-turbo 77.62 39.61 52.85 56.46
Tog2.0 GPT-3.5-turbo 81.13 40.91 54.05 58.54

Table 2: Ablation study: the influence of each module in Tog2.0 on the final performance. The evaluation metric for FEVER is
Accuracy, while WebQSP & HotpotQA & QALD-10-en is Exact Match (EM). clue-query: query re-formulate. TP: topic prune. RC:
relation prune combination.

Subsequently, a two-stage search 𝐹𝑟𝑒𝑡𝑟 is employed, utilizing pre-
trained language models for all candidate entities’ chunks. Formally,
𝑠 𝑗𝑘𝑙𝑚 = 𝐹𝑟𝑒𝑡𝑟 ( [𝑞, 𝑞𝑖𝑗 , 𝑝

𝑖
𝑗𝑘𝑙

], 𝑡 𝑗𝑘𝑙𝑚) denotes the relevance score of the
𝑚𝑡ℎ paragraph of the 𝑙𝑡ℎ candidate, where 𝑝𝑖

𝑗𝑘𝑙
is the triples from

which the current candidate entity is derived. Then, the ranking
score of a candidate entity 𝑒 𝑗𝑘𝑙 is calculated as the exponentially
decayed weighted sum of scores of its chunks that rank in top-𝐾 ,
and the weight for the 𝑖𝑡ℎ ranked chunk is calculated as𝑤 = 𝑒−𝛼 ·𝑖 ,
where 𝐾 and 𝛼 are hyper-parameters. Finally, top-W candidate
entities are selected as the new topic entities 𝐸𝑖+1

𝑡𝑜𝑝𝑖𝑐
for the next

iteration, meanwhile the corresponding preceding triple paths P𝑖+1
will be updated.

Examine and reasoning (ER): Following RP and EP, we give
LLM carefully aggregated references, including 𝑞, 𝑄𝑖

𝑐 , P𝑖+1 and the
top 𝐿 (𝐿 ≤ 𝐾) chunks. Then the LLM is prompted to examine the
logical coherence and the completeness of factual evidence. If the
LLM believes it can answer the question, the iteration ends. If not,
based on the question and the collected contextual clues, a new
clue-query needs to be generated for the next round.

4 EXPERIMENTS
4.1 Datasets and Metrics
Weevaluated ourmethod on twomulti-hop KBQAdatasetsWebQSP[20]
and QALD10-en[16], a multi-hop complex document QA dataset
HotpotQA[19], and a fact verification dataset FEVER[13]. The eval-
uation metric for FEVER is Accuracy, while the metric for WebQSP
& HotpotQA & QALD-10-en is Exact Match (EM).

4.2 Baselines
We compare ToG2.0 with both widely used baselines and state-of-
the-art methods to provide a more comprehensive overview: 1)
Standard prompting (Vanilla Prompt) directly answers the ques-
tion. 2) Chain-of-thought (CoT)[18] generates several intermediate
rationales before the final answer to improve the complex reason-
ing capability of LLMs. 3) Chain-of-Knowledge (CoK)[7] a hetero-
geneous source augmented large language model framework. 4)
Think-on-Graph (ToG)[11] a KGmethod that searches useful triples
for reasoning.

4.3 Implementation Details
In this study, considering the experimental costs and for ease of
comparison with other baselines, we conducted experiments on two
LLMs: GPT-3.5-turbo and Llama-2-13b-chat. We used the OpenAI
API to access GPT-3.5-turbo, while Llama-2-13B-chat was deployed
on 8 A100-40G GPUs without quantization. Consistent with the
ToG settings, we set the temperature parameter to 0.4 during ex-
ploration and 0 during reasoning. The maximum token length for
generation was capped at 256. For context retrieval, we utilized the
pre-trained BGE-embedding model without any fine-tuning. We
choose Wikidata as the knowledge source for all experiments. Dur-
ing the TP, RC, relation pruning, and reasoning stages, we employed
a 2-shot demonstration for all prompts.
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4.4 Main Results
As shown in Table1, we analyze the performance of our proposed
method, Tog2.0, in comparison with state-of-the-art baselines, in-
cluding the Vanilla RAG strategy, the Chain-of-Thought (CoT), and
the current SOTA baseline (CoK). The evaluation metrics include
Exact Match (EM) for WebQSP, HotpotQA, and QALD-10-en, and
Accuracy for FEVER.

We note that Tog2.0 outperforms other baselines on WebQSP,
HotpotQA and QALD-10-en. Notably, on HotpotQA, it significantly
surpasses the SOTA baseline CoK by 5.51%. Compared to the origi-
nal ToG, Tog2.0 achieved a substantial improvement on HotpotQA
(14.6%) and also demonstrated notable enhancements on other
datasets (4.93% on WebQSP, 3.85% on QALD-10-en and 5.84% on
FEVER). This demonstrates the advantages of our "KG+context"
framework in addressing complex problems. Although the perfor-
mance on the fact-checking dataset FEVER is slightly inferior to
CoK, this may be due to CoK utilizing more knowledge sources and
an additional LLM self-verification mechanism. To save computa-
tional costs and reduce inference latency, we ultimately decided
not to use a self-verification mechanism, which could be applied
based on application requirements in the future.

4.5 Ablation Study
To evaluate the contribution of each component in Tog2.0, we con-
ducted comprehensive ablation experiments across all datasets.

Compared to the performance on the other three datasets, on
WebQSP, the effectiveness of Topic Prune (TP) is more pronounced,
possibly due to the higher relative proportion of general entities
in WebQSP questions, which tends to introduce more unnecessary
noise.

Although Relation Prune (RC) may slightly decrease the perfor-
mance due to the increased difficulty for the LLM in understanding
multiple tasks within a single prompt, the benefit is a significant
reduction in the number of inferences and latency. Assuming a
reasoning depth of 𝑁 and a width of𝑊 , the complexity can theo-
retically be reduced from 𝑂 (𝑊 𝑁 ) to 𝑂 (𝑁 ).

Additionally, clue-query also brought relatively consistent im-
provements across each dataset, indicating that adaptive query
optimization can help the LLM better understand the tasks. We
also tested the vanilla RAG process and the basic Tog2.0 process
on Llama-2-13B. It can be seen that on a less capable LLM, Tog2.0
can bring a greater performance improvement. This suggests that
Tog2.0 might be more adaptable. Weaker LLMs often encounter
bottlenecks when handling complex tasks, while Tog2.0 utilizes
knowledge graphs as clues to optimize the reasoning path and re-
duce task complexity. It then uses entity context to further guide
the model to focus on relevant information, thereby improving
task understanding and response accuracy. In contrast, GPT-3.5,
due to its higher inherent capabilities, may not exhibit as signifi-
cant a performance improvement because it is already close to its
performance ceiling.
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