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Context-aware Temporal Knowledge Graph Completion Based on Relation Constraints

WANG Jingbin, LAl Xiaolian, LIN Xinyu and YANG Xinyi

College of Computer and Data Science, Fuzhou University, Fuzhou 350108, China

Abstract The existing temporal knowledge graph completion models only consider the structural information of the quadruple it-
self,ignoring the implicit neighbor information and the constraints of relationships on entities, which leads to the poor perfor-
mance of the models on the temporal knowledge graph completion task. In addition,some datasets exhibit unbalanced distribution
in time, which makes it difficult for model training to achieve a good balance. To address these problems, the paper proposes a
context-aware model based on relation constraints(CARC). CARC solves the problem of an unbalanced distribution of datasets in
time through an adaptive time granularity aggregation module and uses a neighbor-aggregator to integrate contextual information
into entity embeddings to enhance the embedding representation of the entity. In addition. the quadruple relation constraint mo-
dule is designed to make the embeddings of entities with the same relational constraints close to each other, while those with diffe-
rent relational constraints are far away from each other,which further enhances the embedding representation of entities. Exten-
sive experiments are conducted on several publicly available temporal datasets,and the experimental results prove the superiority
of the proposed model.
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granularity

i e 3 A ) fE, B JE) 0 R P G i A ( Temporal Knowledge

1 5]
Graph Embedding , TKGE) J5 %44 5244 L 3¢ & AR (8] 2 A 2] —

i

i 18] 4131 ] 3% ( Temporal Knowledge Graph. TKG) & ¥
RS A BB R G R — A h B2 A T ST AR R Ak
258, B ) R S o B R DL ST A Csary000) BYJE KSR
A s Flo 43 B FoR K SR B SR, r ROREFR 0 TR
IFTRL R . P Sy 22 B 1) 00 1H I 3 0 2 A o2 B 1, i LA I [R]
R K 3% % 4> ( Temporal Knowledge Graph Completion,
TKGO WA 7 0 B AR B g Gy E Rz —, BT

FfE B .2022-04-25 R4 H I .2023-01-09

AR 1 28 ] b DL ARAR IR 4 3R 7 L SR 5 B I 4 SR m i A
BN 543 R AT R A 1k DY ST 2H A .

LS S b RO A R R B[] b 0 AN 28 4 3 A 2 — A
RS, Hn.2021 4E 7 H 1 HREH#E 100 JH4E X — K
RAEMSHEL7EHECHEEFLRAS TR L., Kol
Hbu o FE A 14 B TR] 0 S A ™ R 00 0 3 A AN 38
A8, 4 YAGO11k F1 Wikidatal2k (UL & 1), M & H Al LU

HATH . EEARPF A (61672159) s 4 H AR 54 (2021J01619)

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China(61672159) and Natural Science Foundation of Fujian Province

(2021J01619).
EAEVEE JEEE (wib@{zu. edu. cn)



24

Computer Science THEHLEL2  Vol. 50,No. 3, Mar. 2023

F KT B0 S A A 1 T B0 B8R 2 A AR S 3 4 G
REEUIS R R 2 R R b AR 2R % 5 R B A
Xof 3 24 S 9] ) T A 2 A AR AR IR R 5 E S 2D kS 8] Y )
I AR 2525 2 sk LA o TR I R 1 5 0 12 38 31— S A i 1
- i, T OB R A A T 55 B s R R AL BEAh, YA-
GO11k Fi1 Wikidatal2k i £7 #£ K &2t Bif (] 8 Bk 2% (9 [n) &, X
RSB AN EMRE TR &,

450

2
9 400
5 350
5 300
s
S 250
5 W™
150
g
2 100
550
Z 0
HEZRRZTZFIFILZESRFTIE
88888833838 3=28865
A - I I I R SR R O
7] 22 IR REBL L8z 8
FE2585883888553 28R
Timestamp
(a) YAGOl1k
1400
1200
<
[
S 1000
!
< 800
ES
- 600
=}
w400
g
=
g 200
=4
= 0
%3 8333300253 88888¢8
oAU e e e i e B Q

Timestamp

(b) Wikidatal2k

K1 YAGO11k 1 Wikidatal2k 78454~ [ 8 b 04 Bcdis 43 7
Fig. 1 Data distribution of YAGO11k and Wikidatal2k in each

timestamp

I} [i1] i@ %% #5 AY ( Temporal Rotation, TeRo)t i 1 1% & it
VF) e R 1 S0 AR A B I ) 3805 S — A R) RS TR —
FREEE b 2% B8 N Y A 43 A 189 5] R, {BJ2 TeRo A B 1)
B ERER A S BN G R, tn, % 58
& e, FEHT [ 84 1, =2005-01-05, £, = 2005-12-12 F1 ¢, = 2006-
02-01 iF FRATHIH ETE ¢, B IR A RRBIZ S ¢ BFEHIRA
FORTE NI, 5 o B AR A TR N ZE 0 EK . W T3 Fh g
B, TeRo AL T4 15 B A 7 2 ol 2 2ok, K
TeRo 2244 1 Fl ¢, 24E [ — 4> Ae H] 45 CRI 2005) , SEAKAE ¢ Al
t, FHAMFEM#HA TR, WA, YAGOL1K iy — 2L} i)
B TE%WJQEH HER MREFAMAGREES T
HEEFELE

EIﬂiRlﬁJi%*,iW%T H S 455 B4 R4 & F F
B EE R SR B B R SOfE B R R AE B R B
B SRR R AR B R B Y A R X 4B R AE R
B BRI L AT DS B SR R A B0 BT A, DA H TS AL A e
BUAT RS r i 1 A8 A S AR R L B AT 22 O R R bl 2 I 2%
7 (Graph Convolutional Network Model for Multi-relational
Graphs, CompGCN) ™! F1 25 & 52 44 48 J3 5 B A9 60 1R 38 7R 4 Y
(Knowledge Representation Model That Combining Entity
Neighbor Information, CombiNe) ™, ‘& IT7E #h 4= T 55 o % Bl
T RGP RE . TR B8 b SR AR i T AR N 5 I T

FER LR EE , I 2 TR, 2 U (AL Make a visit, 7, 1987)
B, (A, Make a visit, C, 1902) 55 $Ul B[] 1987 AR X 25 4%
T, I 4y BE AL T B /. I B, i T Threaten, Criticize
Fl Cooperate economically X 3 4B & & & /7 Cooperate eco-
nomically 5 il 3¢ & Make a visit A fAHITAYIE LRI (A,
Cooperate economically,B,1986) N 1% 4> Bt fix K AU E . HR I
Fe ik A MR EAE B AT A %A BRI BEZE DT IR B, A K
Al RV C 8 D, {H CompGCN Fl1 CombiNe #f & 37 78 ¥ A&
AR 3 L A SR A AR AR B 2 O (AL Make a visit, C,
1902)$ﬂ(A,Threaten,C,1987)5}@5%*5"]1‘)($’%W%T"j:1$
A0 1 B AN ] 1 ) R, S BB B AR B SR I B R
TR TR Y 56 FR T LA 2B S AR R 2B, e LA A TR D6 &R

29 R4 S A R AT R AR PR AR, T L b B S IR A RO
I B WIS . X T — A IR Apple” I RALFE S AA A B
B2 AR £ 5, FRAT T 0 ) b App "SR RIESE Apple 2,
(ERIESSRINIIPY IS E P TR 2 B AT 0T LAAR Bt b 0
T Apple™ i M2 A . BUAT A — 8 ) T 9 1A 2 R A B A A8
AL N2 A g A HR R R 2% 2 B (Type-embodied Know-
ledge Representation Learning, TKRL)™ FI5: T 25 8 it £ & 1%
AR (Type-based Multiple Embedding Model, TransT )P, &
17w 28 @ X0 SR 2 T g AL X B U AR SRS RS B
B R B S B R 2 AR 55 B — @ 1 R BRE . A3 S R R
AR B ( Automated Entity Type Representation Model, Au-
toETER) ““Eﬂ?HZﬁJéﬁﬂ;&%?@M{n B EHEEEVEHS
FREE L AT HI S . A SO SRR ALE

LIV 32 06 2 A 8] i1 e ] 24 B, b X o S R ), 2 AR
FEMXR RN GAE R M SRR R YER”, BERT
1906 4F 37 I 3L, A I FE 1906 4F if i A4 92 0k 2 710 gk A 1 fiE
SRS, B 1906 AR, B 5 OC R U E AR L 1Y T 4 #R
RS,

M'lke'l\lsn 1987 sits 1902
@4—( iticize |J\\ﬂ E}
Threater

. 1987

& 2 %ﬁi &1 )15 1B

Fig. 2 Entity neighbor information

‘ooperats II 1986

B PR R ARSI I T — AT OCRARM L
J& 0 AR T ( Context-Aware model based on Relation Con-
straints, CARC) , B 48 , 38 i 15 5 I (DAL B2, 6 4000 4 47 Bl
Ab 3 (A5 BOHE L6 B ] 3 A 1R B A L LR D SN A 38 A
Py Sk I E T Q- N A R A T Ui v S
PE BB —— U T 2 25 A R PR U T 56 R B, 7
TCA S5 H R, 2 R B AT (1 — AT AR S R SR R G R
1% A B 52 B 1) T A 2 iR A % S92 B0 TR R 4 v s 2
RE 1, A T 5 b 2 i 14 52 B iR A B 2 (Complex Embedding



TEEREY 45 56 T 0 R AR BN SO 25 R P 15 Ab 4

25

Model based on Tensor Decompositions, TNT-ComplEx) " #l
TIMEPLEX #5841, B e e AT 1K DU 70 4L i A 31 52 %52 ] i 3
1R IR AL A SRR T 4B R A R A SR L SUE R L
BRI R AR R . TE T G R A RBI R, Tk
BT Skt b L DU ST 20 Bk A B S0 B S ) L i B R B8 TE R
P AL SR RUE BT BT L 38 2 OC FR 6 24K 1 29 HOk i —
AR SRR A RN R R R AN R R T . B L I ST Al
SERBLIL A4S 3 5 U T A O R A OB A5 4 4 R — S B AR
AR ARG oT ] e A WA 0 . ASTCHE 4 AT o 2R A
17 208 B ) K040 4R R AT T B S T U0 S5 55 1R (1] DX i) 0 55
K, S0 45 R W], A SCBTELZE MRR, Hits @ N, aelOU % £
ASPRAG 18 b3 A T e e R A B R AR AL

2 MXIE

FHR R 2 3 0% — P A 2B AT S8 i J0 IR 2 4 R L IR 4R
A KR YRR F 2 IR BN . B A
(Complex Embeddings, ComplEx) P ¥ = Je 4 #x A I & B s
[E] H o BE 6% AR X BR /TR BR R o 6 FR AR TR A A R
FE AN AT 55 LB T — % MR . AutoETER™ 4§ 4 ST 41
WA B IR A H , H 3% ) SRR AL e TR
— MEAREAE e Ab o T3 T LA I AN AR T X R/ RO R L AR
M AIX 3 FCHRB, LR E R —X 2  ZX —F 2 X £
K%, CompGCN F|H El & F 4l 28 W 4% (Graph Convolutional
Network, GCN)! 52 45 SCHAR 9 48 J 5 B 34 9 T L AR A i A
FOR L IEMA I E 1 v E ) R T R R S R Y ) R
AR R R A N7 A S AR b 7E S R R R A AT
55 LRI R AF AT T 8A 5 A A S, 78 ] 30 RS 4
AR LEREA

AR, VR 22 W OE 53 00 5 80 A5 S0 TR I 5 b 42 58 T 4 e )
IR SRR b S S o e R A T SN TP S B S RPN R B
A # A1 ( Hyperplane-based Temporally Aware Knowledge
Graph Embedding, HyTE) " 2y g 4~ i [0 3 52 SC T — A4 i 11
T T 44 S A 0 G 2 8 5 B i [ - T L R S R R 1
i A #1345 8 ( Translating Embedding, TransE)M gk 47 &b
PHLLRAT WU ST 4L (943 43 . Garcia-Duran 485 4 i [ 8 %) 43
H token J¥ 3, 5 3¢ & — I A B K BT IC 12 M 2% (Long
Short-term Memory, LSTM) "1, LR A5 A [F] I [6] T 19 56 5 %
TR ARAFI R R IR AT LA F 2 A BEAL Jain 504 %
75 20T ComplEx w1, 75 2 7 i ) A1 ) ComplEx 5 #Y
(Temporal-aware ComplEx, TA-ComplEx) ., % i ¥ i# 19 )&
& - Goel FMUB I )45 B 8 A B SR AP R T T
B 3] i A 14 f6 B 46 AR (Simple Embedding Based On Dia-
chronic Embedding, DE-SimplE) , DE-SimplE A & SZ /A #x A
rh AT BE A — L B I R] 22 £ A P T — S S R R Y AR
Wi 8 T TG AR E A L S8 ye [0, 1], fERT
IE) 60 R 1% kb 24 55 RS T O . TeRo #% 9 fiik
AT B T3 A 5 SR S92 AR A 52 2502 Ti) v D A0 e F 1) 1) 224 1
(B B E 5 AR A 25 A T B #% B A (Rotation Embedding, Ro-

tatE) A P T L SR R I A R (AR KR
BEAh , TeRo SR FH I [RDRE B2 G 35 4 Bt 1) 785 °T LA 2% Ak 504l 46
TE I [A] b2 A A 35 4 B4 ) 8, A% O B ok B 43 B9 i %2, Lac-
roix VKR DU JC AL i A B0 Bz B L 42 T TNT-ComplEx
BT G2 A5 T3 5 U 56 20 f PR R A A5 2 DU ST 4 i 15 % L 1540
BREE XN f(sarsost) =[er,e,,t], Jain 2505 H
TIMEPLEX 3 4if B[] 09 4 £ BT, 8 ST 3 28 10 1) i [i] 249
F R A IR A LG 2R TA) A B e B
KR MR £ 06 RN F AR E AR S B BB
— AN E A — O A8 0GR A [ E AW A (L s
ShF A B . R ] AR FE X T — A4 Sk
—ANRRIETFH 1K FK, L PersonBornYear i 7E 48 i€ 55
R PersonDied Year Z i, ¢ £ [8] #4 B[] [8] % 45 X F — A4~
25 58 SR T 1 6 2R IRD 4 I ) 22 8 0 A 7 — A 25 {8 R FRL
#n PersonDiedYear J& & PersonBornYear - 3 {H £ A
70, TIMEPLEX 7 %A #i4h it Ml s A i~ L 4 =
43 A AR X 3 A I 24 B, 2 A 0 R S AN AT 4 b R
BT RAFAPERE . b A e ] R S R BT R A B
Vi) 61 TP 5 kb 4 AT 55 R BOR T — s B AR (22 T S AR Y
A8 AR B 06 28 X S 1 1 24 S, A I ) AR I 3 R 4 AE 55 o
HA —Em R R,

3 CARC %!

3.1 HXEX

BERRER E.RRES R BRABAES T, Mg
PARIRH Gorro D Csorvo, T=[t,,t, PRI X, TKG 7
PAFR A IUTCHEE S ((Gar00) [5,0€ E,r€ERE TJ) L H:
T s,0€ E RmLLIMRMBLIAK, rER FRXF 1€ TR
WN“2021-11-127 Ay i [0, T o i 8] X8, ¢, 5 0 € 340 5102
TFIG I (B NS B[R], TKGC AT LARIR K (sarvost) s (sars 7,
D (sarv0, D) BIZETFEMAY 3 ALK BB R ILE, &
X e se, r,t€CH FRKLFTIR s BIMEK 0. K FR r MHHE ¢
TES R B R o d. 280 R R A 2R B2 5 e, e, s
¢, e ERRIR K TR s B o KR r AR ] ¢ 78 52 448
Vi) PR A o R ) A
3.2 MKARIS

BT RRARMN LT SCRMBEA CARC (1 5 {4 45 49 1n
B3 FTs . BAE, R T e o i e B0 4 T I R A3 A AN 3 A
S SRR M BE AR Y T) B, AR SCBI AT A IS B R R B A
BEPe (W 3. 2.1 35 s ok, O T 38 43 B SR 48 J 45 B, 72 1
TG4 45 A A5 e v £ B 48 I G A 2 3RS Sk B TR R A AR IR
MUHEBR RN e/ ve, (UL 3.2.2 1) s Mk, % BB W] — 6 R i B2
B Sk R LA it F ) — 2R A X —Rf 8, AR SUIR I T X R
TE () S ARE RUE 20 3L Lt — 25 A6 56 JR 2000 A9 S A A
(UL 3. 2.3 7)) s 55 o 4% DU TC 41 55 I BEER B0 153 43 f o 5 DU T4
KRAFRBINNTR I [ retavion 16 T — T WA E R A, P73 W T

MR AT frna (W 3.2.4 790,



26 Com puter Science T HEMLEL2:  Vol. 50, No. 3, Mar. 2023
coo mrastsE \
: e, - e I |
I @ | N
TN Y NN\ i o I i ol !
yRELELIN Sy - e 0940 e
B 3 KL B ] B i ! | L |
B R A l \ZEIIIQJ _______ e S J
|/ WL R AR \‘
— N a
R »
NN e ! v 7
yRECEED I:>| <. I :@%z\zﬁ%ﬁﬁ—w—“—ﬁ ¢
| | I ) Foiut ‘ Jina
| | xamremsE |
.\ — 1 /
B 3 CARC Y B HELL
Fig. 3 Overall framework of CARC
3.2.1 BiE R REEERAEE T, ) AR G BCES R A R RS S B R SO SR T A,

A SRR X — 26 B AR TR I ] L S A AN B 0 ) L R
BRI E T — S 80 0 )KL thre, 8 2 I ) ORL B2
A B R A (9 B I 3 O B — A B I R R AR
1R 1 S TR B D00 JE B BP0 (¥ R IR 98, A A5 800 AE B IR 43 L
ST AR M X L LU 0GR AR BRI X A a0 A X AR B Y
WAL P )R R R A R B i B R AR R T e T R
P 4 op A AN B R BER A9 DU DG A BCR num [ ], € I HOK
A B [ 9 4 B TR) 58 W HE Y 5 R R AR U B )R B chre
A I I AR S A CO R e BA IR R —
B8] 7,

num| ty |+ numl ¢, ]+ +nwmlt; ; ]<<thre
{num[tl]Jrnum[tz:lﬂL"'Jrnum[t,-ﬂ]+num[t,-]>thre
(@D

Zad EIRB B WUITTH Gsarvo )N (sarv0.7) s (sars0,

T=[t,+t. DR Gsrr0, T=[1,t. Do X TF(ssri0, T=[1,,

B Cs,rio, T=[ry »7s DB A (sorv000) (sarso,m) G
0sT) Fl(ssrs0.75) 6
3.2.3 WL MR

He FL 3 I TRDRE B SR S A AL BRI T4 (sars0, 1)
i A B D T 2H Z R R S T, 22 ) R A AR L 3R A Sk S A
SRR o KR r MIBFE « 762 R0 M) s ) R OR e,
e, ,r t€Ch , R THIKLMKMLBINER ALK e,ve, 751
B AR RS A8 v, KA Sk R IR R A AR R R 1R R R
e/ e, o SRJE BTG IE S BIPGRAS U T A 51853 Faaa o

(1) 4B Jz 4 1

W 4 R, 48 s s v LRI A3 AL 3 R4 . D 3 F A
PE 0 4B J SRR L BT DA 52 1R 408 8 4 A b 3 IR 0 1 4T
DABE IR A W R AL S AR R I — i T R G L IR AR
TR e ARG RN e s DR BIKE 24K o (9 A B S5 M RN
e. SEBMIN e WG AFBIBANLIHRER e/

_—— ~
( LAt 4R JE \ BT AR 8478 RAF
| | e
| @ ,’ ) 9 | @, > 4 i
| @, 1o v s8] LT
| N ’;r\, ». ] #'n w.

.A’{ (’, o | 26‘A€I;. . %\ e, v [
l o | o © B6
\__¥ /

T4 40 S gt B 25 45 A 1
Fig.4 Diagram of neighborhood encoder structure
1) F T AE A 1 48 S8 R A H word, RRFMELFRAE i AR 0L word2vee T

75 1 ) AL 6 B 40 i LA A 1 B MIL P L 32 R 4
Jo i TR ARIE » TR AR SCHR T — b 35 A 0L 1 48 SR R
77 5,

TG TR SR A PR AT BIAL B B RR SRS P
B S GE LA B (O T S SRR R AT 5. SR R, R
word2vec!™ TR ) 1] 0] ek X 52 1 44 B 25 6% A g 920K 44 B
T RE 1 2 A B3R 2, T AR SCOBE 52 4K 4 BRI A name, 5E
YR

bl

1

word,
0

2

ol
Il

name, =

GG A KRR S04 Frrh sl i gt . R L TR SR
e W24 FRIA G A8 ST 55 1R 44 FR i A B9 A 5% AR BLEE S B 5
SR e AHARBE fi iR AR 0 AN 40 S LA AR AT fe 2 Y S R AR R
FEE N, ={(ryre0st0) s (rysessty) s} o [N | =n,

DBERE R

ARICRAWA B R R G H/RBE LN BEFER T
LSTM K408 B 4 45 AL AL T i B pLli i 483 R4 45 .

YT LSTM TEAL S 77 ) B0 dim i R BT T R 47 Mg
ASSCHE N, o i S A 4% TR TR S ) B S B LSTM th L 75
FNIAK e AR FIR e«



TEEREY 45 56 T 0 R AR BN SO 25 R P 15 Ab 4

27

e,i = LSTM(x) ,x={e;.e, "} (3)
Horhr, {es seq o oo} SR 3o BB ] 58 J5 WU HE )T J5 1 48 3 S 14 %
AEE . Ixl=n.

B SRR YD O NS R S i N N 5 8 | B N
XA ERE A ALAGEL, BRI ERE T . Hit,

RIXBIAEENG MR ESEEL ., Bk . HFEIHTEE
A RBJE R S A o (T BEARE
- exp(ele,r; se; »7;))
att; = 20 explole,r; e »7;))
(rjre; T )EN, (4)

pesrie e =ReC S e [kIn [A]e K]e. (D)
Fof LN, B e AR A e, RS e BOHA TR e (4]
S e WIH R TR E e, R e, HyILHLF R Re » ) R

HRAE 1 3R 2 2 10 B g/ 40 (0K TS 45 40 5 1 A T
B IR RIS R AR IR e

Coei = > Vatt,e; (5)

DA

AT AR AT TN ewa)i - T B H S50 B B85 3E
N e BLG L ASCHH T Mk E G LR TR RS 3
G T =,

I Bl o SR A B Sl 2R 5 AR JE 2 TR SRR L
Bl 5 iR . TR & R R 8 LR

e/ =e De,. (6)

Fe & SR A B EE R R 5 AR R RN AL 1A 5
(b) 7R » S de 4 R 7 SCR

e/ =e.Xe,. D

FIAE R G« R P AR 7 27 55 3t 0 i SR 45 4 A5 8 5 4R
JEAE BB S SIALBEAG B R E R AR R e, W
W, AR SR T T 4 ML Sy 552 A o o b B AR R, &l 5 (o BT
TN SRR LR IR LK

e/ =re, D1—7e. (8
Hp,yelo A EMEN T,

Ce Chei Ce Ce Crei Ce
Cao ik & (b ikt &
e,
ITT11
A
N ¥
LY - y<
e‘,_ ‘:‘:D:‘elm
(o IR
5 mETR
Fig.5 Fusion methods
(2) G5 T4y

A5 AR FE: 2 115 25 3K A5 3k B2 S 1R 1 1 58 KR e e,
J5 it TS SR BORTFAR U TT A Csars0, o) ISZ I HES . 15
g T S DU ST B 6 R R B T 4R I (] 2931, 1
WSk 2 09 H A L 56 AR TR] A9 TR AN S5C AR T8] B9 s (8] ED B . S T

A A3 L ] (8] 24 5, AR S8 SCHRCS T4 3T 43 R H506) U I8 4 3
VP45, BAKRAR 53 R B LAanF
fara (ssrs0,7) =TIMEPLEX(s.7r,0,7)
=M (sorvo.0) T ff (sorvo. o) AR (s,
rs057)
™ (syryo,0)=(e, sr.e,’ Y+ (e sr Ty +0ble, s r7 Ty +
clesie, 1) (9
Hp, ™ Gorsos ) RMUITTH Garso. D IR 1, rm €C*

N d.—1
BEETXRR r MR ALK, (x.y,2]=Re( %DU x[k]ylk]

(kD sesdsasboc BB EL X Garvono) A 25 (2
PAE A 7 Csaryo, ) SR B[R] 29 3R (b)) 1A R] 29 3R Co) 19 75 43
A ST WL SCRR[8 ],

3.2.3 WALIK ALY RS

XFFHICA Gsorvo,0) ABYAY H AR )2 45 5 W T 155 2
I 2R B [A) L 2% ) SEARFE R R AW T Wik A . A ORI ot
WM (sorso iR AR LEAS B L AR L S0R s B IEK 0o . R R
r FEFE] ¢ FECR AR P W ik A ¢ hehe e ERY,
2 8 3 — S0 SR AL AZ B[R] e, PN AR SO LU ST R R
HATE 5y rR BN -

Sretation (5577505, =75(c, s¢, 5¢, ] T ple, sc ¢, 5000

— (S e Tkl (K, D+ Se [
e.[kle, [F]e.[FD (10)
Horr g Flpe BAEEF e [£]FR ¢ R ATLE,

— M, — AR R ERE Sk OB SR JE TR — 2551,
LU, 6 R presidentO f” 3 32 19 Sk LR &R )8 T4 N7k — 2%
SRR S AR — R E K. FEANAR TR AR AT Sk SR Y ik
AL A M A e S A R 3

ZWIR R A SCAE 2 ) SR 2 56 R A R A B A
BIAT K REEE R LA R, Hkoe SO A M R ¢
Z el v KB ) Sk ) LR AE S R AT A i A R 1%
b, A RGBS . Sy T TS SR AR SOR SR s 7
KFEr THRZERARBARS ¢, LN
¢, *c (11D
oK Z R S Y S AR R 2 R B TR an T 6 TR

Cor

A
/——\
I \
/ Cni
\ 8~O )
L (‘);_,i )
_
RN
/ c;.!‘v \\
g NA e,
[ O R A'/
\ Con ) ~__—7
N P -

6 O Z R 10 S A AH AL 1 29 SR ]
Fig. 6 Example of relation-specific entity similarity constraints
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HEE e x % HER O N%E RiEfE #0lRE
ICEWS14 7128 230 365 72826 8941 8963
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Table 2 Link prediction results of each dataset
AL 00D
. ICEWS14 ICEWS05-15 YAGO11k Wikidatal2k
MRR Hits@l  Hits@10 MRR Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR Hits@1  Hits@10 MRR Hits@1  Hits@10

ComplEx 15.15 33.95 67.22 18.25 36.65 70. 84 18. 14 11. 46 29. 96 24. 82 14. 30 17.46
AutoETER * 38.89 23.30 69.55 31.56 11.05 68.47 14. 82 9.53 25.79 22.08 12.14 44.21
CompGCN * 146.91 35.69 69. 00 47.59 36.26 69.39 15. 39 9.46 26. 91 24,50 14.76 15.26

TA-ComplEx 10.97 29.58 — 19.23 37.6 — 15. 24 9.36 - 22.78 12.69 —
HyTE 24.91 2.98 63.56 23.73 3.11 62.76 13.55 3.32 29.01 25.28 14.70 46.57
DE-SimplE 52. 60 11. 80 72.50 51.30 39.20 74. 80 15.12 8.75 25. 69 25.29 14.68 47.34
TeRo®* 56. 20 16. 80 75.00 58. 60 146. 90 79.50 14.67 9.46 25.09 26. 69 16.16 49.06
TNT-ComplEx 56.72 47.04 74,47 61.21 51.17 79.91 18. 01 11.02 30. 15 30. 10 19.73 49.56
TIMEPLEX 60. 40 51.50 76. 46 63.99 54.51 80.77 23. 64 16.92 36.05 33.35 22.78 52.08
CARC(LSTM+Add)  59.79 50.71 76.01 65.65 56.27 82.27 21.05 14.51 32.52 33.31 24.04 18.47
CARC(LSTM+MuD  60. 60 51.80 76.26 65.53 56. 50 81.79 23.90 16.63 36.98 34.22 23.92 52. 20
CARC(LSTM+Gate)  61.23 52.48 77.15 66. 49 57.29 82.94 23.76 17.28 35.30 35.20 24.32 54.65
CARC(Atten+Add)  60.69 51.79 76.78 65.49 55.99 82.39 23.45 16. 50 35. 84 35.08 23.98 54.62
CARC(Atten+Mul  59.07 50.13 75.32 62.78 53. 46 79.67 17. 46 10. 48 30.33 32.49 22.21 50.92
CARC(Atten+Gate) 60,56 51.58 76. 77 65.90 56. 60 82.58 23.54 16. 70 35.88 34.96 24.15 54.19

Lok T T LIS I A T 4598 .

(1) CARC B Sk [ T HoAl B4R A BOE W] T 7 SOt
T FE 4% e W B A3 . BikHb . 78 ICEWS05-15 %4 4k L .
At TIMEPLEX, A8 SCH AR5 ] CARC(LSTM+ Gate) £ MRR
LRTT 2.5% .78 Hits@1 LT+ T 2. 78% .7 Hits@10 L
BIFT 2.17% ., X845 T CARC fii 7 52 9 48 )5 15 B A
KRR H ARG R T SR B AR R A 1) T TR v

D https://github. com/dair-iitd/tkbi
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YAGO11k Fl Wikidatal2k $#f b 45 45 %1 9 Bsf (8] X [A] 750
MG 3 pral, MR AT L& B, R SRR B ik B AT
FELMR T aelOU X AT A7 UL IR 77 19 48 4r E50 A SO
BRI 7E YAGO11k 1 Wikidatal2k | 4H Ik TIMEPLEX 4%
PFT 1.35% R 1. 050, X i — L UL T AR R AE B R 2 T
5 R A R X E AT R G B AR % 3 B R AN 2 Y
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Table 3 Time interval prediction results for each model on YAGO11k and Wikidatal2k datasets
A 20)
. YAGO11k Wikidatal2k
TAC gIoU 10U aelOU gIoU 10U aelOU

HyTE 5.59 15.96 1.91 5.41 6.13 14.55 1.40 5.41
TNT-ComplEx 9. 90 20.78 3.99 8. 40 26.98 36.63 11.68 23.25
TIMEPLEX 22.66 32.64 8.24 20.03 30.71 39.34 13.15 26. 36
CARC(LSTM+ Add) 22.71 33.05 8.67 20.09 22.19 32.25 8.70 18.79
CARC(LSTM+ Mub) 23.10 34.00 9.08 20. 44 29.28 36. 44 10. 25 25.56
CARC(LSTM+ Gate) 23.72 34.15 9.96 21.38 30.63 39. 64 13.21 26.68
CARC(Atten+ Add) 23.32 33.66 8.69 20. 63 30.93 39.97 13.59 26.93
CARC(Atten+ MuD 22.88 33.82 9.65 & 29.56 36. 64 10. 34 25.75
CARC(Atten+ Gate) 22.84 33.18 8.32 20.07 31.29 40.02 13.64 27.41

4.5 EXRXRELRIR

A FE ICEWS14 fil ICEWS05-15 WA~ ¥ ¥R & 1 #17 R
7] 56 22 20 AR (14 e % 003 S 60, DA R — 2B Ar M A A MR R L Bk
MR SCHR 12 b (94 43 SR W%, A< SCH ICEWS14 il ICEWS05-
15 FF A IR AE R 4> S — W — (1-to-1) \— X £ (1-to-N) , £ %
—(N-to-1) . Z X Z (N-to-N)4 Fhi X R KA, W EE £ 4
OGRS MU T i G I AN 7 s, AT LR #
X A EIEE R N-to-N X R BA S LR K,

1E ICEWS14 Al ICEWS05-15 |- /S [/ 56 & 28 7 4% fi% i )
ZERANFE 4 Y], Mk L, CARCLSTM Gate) 1 T HiAlh 15

A, JEHAE N-to-N 3 R 5 4% B AU R 19 ¢ R 2K A
B B T 45 SR AR O T A SR ALY, 5 R AL TIME-
PLEX #fl He, A SC#E U ¥ ICEWS14 Al ICEWS05-15 $ #f% %
N-to-N ¢ % 25 A 55 J BUI 4T 45 |, MRR 42 F+ 7 0. 8% Al
2.93% ,Hits@1 $£ 7+ T 0. 83% 1 3. 28% , Hits@10 &£ F+ T
0.58% 1 2.29% . fHA5EE M2, ICEWS14 Ml ICEWS05-15
TE 1-to-N/N-to-1 & Z R | B B 00 19 280 R A 1, {32 A
& 7 Frs M GE Tt 45 R T A, 1-to- N/ N-to-1 e RSB R /Y I T
AR 5 AR /IS T A5 A5 SR AN E b A R S A A A R
HI 0 I AN K
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Table 4 Link prediction results of different relation types on ICEWS14 and ICEWS05-15
A %0)
rzxw _— ICEWSM ICEWS05-15 ,
MRR Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR Hits@1 Hits@10
DE-SimplE 34.40 22.20 42.50 41.40 29. 80 65.30
to-1 TNT-ComplEx 37. 20 25.94 59.43 35. 64 25.00 56.45
TIMEPLEX 45.97 35.85 65.09 43.84 33.87 63.71
CARC(LSTM+ Gate) 46. 45 36.32 69. 34 45.79 34.68 66. 13
DE-SimplE 40. 20 32.10 58. 30 41.40 28.90 69. 10
Lto-N TNT-ComplEx 39.61 30.95 60.71 41.69 31.96 61.34
TIMEPLEX 46.64 39.29 66.67 43. 69 33.51 63.40
CARC(LSTM+ Gate) 44. 67 35.71 63.10 50.70 40.72 67.53
DE-SimplE 46. 20 35.00 61.70 34. 60 27.30 50.00
Nool TNT-ComplEx 52.00 40. 00 71.67 23. 80 18.18 31. 82
TIMEPLEX 47.99 38.33 63.33 40.09 36. 36 63.64
CARC(LSTM+ Gate) 54.67 46.67 71.67 39. 06 31.82 59.09
DE-SimplE 52.70 41.70 73.20 51.10 40. 00 74.70
Neto-N TNT-ComplEx 56.71 47.36 74.19 60. 30 51.09 77.47
TIMEPLEX 60.71 51.94 76.75 63.62 54.08 80.71
CARC(LSTM+ Gate) 61.51 52.77 77.33 66. 55 57.36 83.00
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Fig. 7 Proportion of different relation types in ICEWS14 and
ICEWS05-15
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Table 5 Abalation experiment results
(AL 90)
ICEWS14 ICEWS05-15
A - -
MRR Hits@l Hits@10 MRR  Hits@1 Hits@10
CARC

(LSTM -+ Gate) 61.23 52.48 77.15 66.49 57.29 82.94
CARC

A 60. 89 52.08 76.74 66.06 57.07 82.28
(-Neighbor)

CARC

. 60.59  51.40 76.85 65.64  56.35 82.42
(-Relation)

CARC(-Time)  61.07  52.15 76.99 65.98  56.75 82.53
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timestamp merging
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Table 6 Adaptive time granularity experimental results
RS2 260
YAGO11k Wikidatal2k
A —
MRR Hits@1 Hits@10 MRR Hits@1 Hits@10
CARC

(LSTM+Gate) 23.76  17.28 21.38 35.20 24.32 26.68
CARC-TG

23.48 16.92 20. 40 33.92 22.67 24.70
(LSTM+ Gate)

CARC-MD

23.31 16. 46 20. 21 — — —
(LSTM+ Gate) ’
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Table 7 Results of different sampling methods
CHLAL . 26D
YAGO11k
Hits@1 Hits@10

ICEWS05—15

RAE @ —
MRR Hits@1 Hits@10  MRR

CARC 66.49 57.29 82.94 23.76  17.28 35.30
(LSTM+Gate) : ’ ' . .

CARC-Random
) 66.24  57.04 82.78 23.34  16.38 35.11
(LSTM+ Gate)
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