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Abstract—Multimodal fact verification is an under-explored
and emerging field that has gained increasing attention in recent
years. The goal is to assess the veracity of claims that involve
multiple modalities by analyzing the retrieved evidence. The main
challenge in this area is to effectively fuse features from differ-
ent modalities to learn meaningful multimodal representations.
To this end, we propose a novel model named Multi-Source
Knowledge-enhanced Graph Attention Network (MultiKE-GAT).
MultiKE-GAT introduces external multimodal knowledge from
different sources and constructs a heterogeneous graph to capture
complex cross-modal and cross-source interactions. We exploit
a Knowledge-aware Graph Fusion (KGF) module to learn
knowledge-enhanced representations for each claim and evidence
and eliminate inconsistencies and noises introduced by redundant
entities. Experiments on two public benchmark datasets demon-
strate that our model outperforms other comparison methods,
showing the effectiveness and superiority of the proposed model.

Index Terms—multimodal fact verification, multi-source
knowledge, graph attention network

I. INTRODUCTION

Fact verification, aiming to assess the truthfulness of claims
by the retrieved evidence, has attracted a great amount of
attention in research fields [1]. With the increasing availability
of multimedia data, Multimodal Fact Verification has emerged
as a new research direction, necessitating a comprehensive
understanding and integration of different modalities to make
accurate predictions [2].

Recent approaches for multimodal fact verification have
been proposed. They utilize textual and visual content and
leverage different neural networks to learn modality-specific
features from claims and evidence [2]–[5]. To comprehen-
sively incorporate multimodal features, diverse fusion meth-
ods are designed to integrate multimodal representations for
verification. Some approaches [6]–[8] utilize concatenation
operations to fuse features from different modalities. To learn
the interaction between modalities, some works [4], [9], [10]
leverage cross-attention mechanisms to integrate multimodal
embeddings.

However, recent studies rely on coarse-grained rationales,
such as sentence-level information [2], [5], and fuse mul-
timodal information by concatenation [7], [8] or attention-
based modules [4], [9], [10], which overlooks the important
details contained in fine-grained entities and neglect complex
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Fig. 1. Examples of the effectiveness of entities in multimodal fact verifica-
tion. Support means the entailment of claim and evidence. Multimodal means
similar multimodal contents.

interactions between different modalities. Besides, fine-grained
knowledge from different sources contains plenty of semantic
information and can complement each other to enhance the
data from different perspectives. As shown in Fig. 1, these
two images of claim and evidence are matched for their main
characters marked with red rectangles are the same, and so
are the textual contents marked with red and blue. It has
been demonstrated that a more detailed understanding of the
texts and images involved can be obtained by considering
specific entities and objects in text and images, which leads to
more accurate judgments regarding the veracity of multimodal
claims [11]. Besides, Large Language Models (LLMs) can also
extract key information and evidence as augmented data in
the fact verification tasks to improve the performance [12].
These motivate us to propose the first research question of
this paper: How can knowledge from different modalities and
different sources be effectively integrated to understand better
and judge the truthfulness of facts?

Besides, the entity Make in India marked with green in Fig.
1 has no contribution to the fact verification task since neither
the claim text nor the image mentions it at all, which elucidates
that introducing entities inevitably brings in noise that may
hinder the model. This motivates us to propose the second
research question: How can inconsistencies and noise across
different modalities be eliminated to ensure the accuracy of
the predictions?
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To tackle the aforementioned issues, we propose a novel
Multi-source Knowledge-enhanced Graph Attention Network
(MultiKE-GAT), to effectively model fine-grained semantic
features for improving performance. Specifically, MultiKE-
GAT introduces two kinds of fine-grained external knowl-
edge, textual and visual entities extracted by the toolkit and
key information extracted by LLMs, and takes advantage of
graph structure that can inherently capture complex intra- and
inter-modal relations to learn better multi-source knowledge-
enhanced representations. Moreover, MultiKE-GAT introduces
a novel Knowledge-aware Graph Fusion module, which em-
ploys global representations as the guide to emphasize relevant
entities and marginalize the insignificant ones, to alleviate the
negative impact of noise and inconsistency. To evaluate the
performance of our model, we conduct several experiments
on two public multimodal fact verification benchmarks [6],
[13]. We also carry out ablation studies to further testify to
the effectiveness of each module of our model.

Our major contributions are as follows: 1) We propose
a novel Multi-source Knowledge-enhanced Graph Attention
Network to integrate multi-granularity semantics to enhance
multimodal fact verification. To our knowledge, this is the first
preliminary attempt to investigate multi-source fine-grained
knowledge for multimodal fact verification tasks. 2) To elim-
inate the negative impact of introduced noise, we design a
new Knowledge-oriented Graph Fusion module. It enables to
decrease in the risk of amplifying noises with the guidance
of global representation. 3) To evaluate the performance of
the proposed method, we carry out experiments on FACTIFY
and Mocheg. Our model outperforms the comparison methods,
which demonstrates the effectiveness and superiority of the
proposed model.

II. METHODOLOGY

Let C = {CT , CI , ET , EI}|C| be the corpus of the dataset,
where CT and CI denote the text and image of the claim,
and ET and EI denote the text and image of the evidence.
Multimodal fact verification aims to find a function f : C → Y
that maps the data to the label set and makes predictions,
where y ∈ Y denotes the label.

In this section, we propose a novel Mulitsource Knowledge-
enhanced Graph Attention Network model (MultiKE-GAT) to
capture more granular information in entities and objects in
textual and visual content for fact verification. Fig. 2 illustrates
the overall architecture of MultiKE-GAT.

A. Multi-source Knowledge Extraction

We first extract multi-source external knowledge like textual
and visual entities and key information utilizing an entity
extraction toolkit and LLMs. For a given claim-evidence pair
C = {CT , CI , ET , EI}, we utilize a toolkit TAGME 1 to
extract textual entities tCi and tEj , and leverage Faster R-
CNN [14] 2 to detect visual entities oCm and oEn . To maintain
fine-grained knowledge as much as possible and filter noisy

1https://sobigdata.d4science.org/group/tagme/
2https://github.com/pytorch/vision/tree/main/torchvision/models/detection

entities, we set thresholds to control the scale of introduced
knowledge. Besides, we utilize LLM to help extract key
information in the claim text and evidence text kCp and kEq . We
then obtain the multi-source knowledge sets and remove any
repeated elements as duplication can negatively impact the per-
formance, and obtain textual entity set T = {t1, t2, · · · , t|T |},
visual entity set O = {o1, o2, · · · , o|O|}, and key information
set K = {k1, k2, · · · , k|K|}, where |T |, |O|, and |K| denotes
the length of these sets, respectively.

B. Heterogeneous graph construction
Based on the above entities, we construct a heterogeneous

graph to promote a better combination of textual and visual
content. For each sample C, we define an undirected graph
G = {V,E}, where V and E refer to node and edge sets.

Node. There are three types of nodes in the heterogeneous
graph: global, textual entity, and visual entity. Global nodes
consist of tc, te, oc, and oe, which are global textual and visual
representations of claim and evidence. The textual entity,
visual entity, and key information nodes are obtained from
set T , set O, and set K respectively. We leverage a pre-
trained language model to obtain the textual features t̃l and
k̃m and a pre-trained visual model to extract visual features
õn. Thus, we merge the two vector sets to obtain the node
set V = {t̃c, t̃e, · · · , t̃|T |, k̃1, · · · , k̃|K|, õc, õe, · · · , õ|O|}, and
|V | = |T |+ |K|+ |O|+ 4.

Edge. There are two types of edges in the graph: homoge-
neous edge, connecting two homogeneous nodes, and hetero-
geneous edge, linking between two heterogeneous nodes. To
fully leverage the fine-grained and coarse-grained information,
we construct a fully connected heterogeneous graph by setting
E = {eij}, where 0 ≤ i, j ≤ |V |. Taking the relation between
nodes into account, we set the cosine similarity of each node
pair as the edge weight.

C. Knowledge-oriented graph-based fusion
Knowledge-oriented Graph-based Fusion (KGF) module

aims to effectively integrate external knowledge and capture
complex interactions between entity nodes in the heteroge-
neous graph. We first leverage a shared space mapping module
to project the node embeddings into a common latent semantic
space to eliminate the heterogeneous gap [15]. Specifically,
given an entity graph Gi, we project the node features by:

m̃
(0)
t = σ(FFN(t̃l)), tl ∈ {t̃c, t̃e, t̃1, · · · , t̃|T |}, (1)

m̃
(0)
k = σ(FFN(k̃m)), km ∈ {k̃1, k̃2, · · · , k̃|K|}, (2)

m̃(0)
o = σ(FFN(õn)), on ∈ {õc, õe, õ1, · · · , õ|O|}, (3)

where FFN is the fully connected layer, σ is the activation
function, and m̃(0) = {m̃(0)

1 , m̃
(0)
2 , · · · , m̃(0)

|V |} is the input
node representation of graph attention layer.

During the graph fusion process, each node embeddings
m̃

(l)
i are iteratively updated to capture complex interactions

between different types of nodes and edges in the heteroge-
neous graph. The equation for the l-th layer is given by:

m̃
(l)
i = γi,iΘm̃

(l−1)
i +

∑
j∈N (i)

γi,jΘm̃
(l−1)
j , (4)



Fig. 2. The overall architecture of MultiKE-GAT. First, multi-source knowledge such as textual entities, visual objects, and keyphrases are extracted from
texts and images, forming an undirected heterogeneous graph. The knowledge-oriented graph fusion network fuses diverse fine-grained knowledge with the
guidance of global nodes to learn multimodal representations. We use the representation as input to the MLP-Classifier for verification.

where Θ denotes the transformation parameters and γi,j is the
attention score between node i and its neighbor node j:

γi,j =
exp(aT LeakyReLU(Θ[m̃i||m̃j ]))∑

k∈N (i)∪{i} exp(aT LeakyReLU(Θ[m̃i||m̃k]))
, (5)

where || is the concatenation operation, LeakyReLU stands for
Leaky Rectified Linear Unit.

To alleviate the impact of irrelevant information and noise,
we highlight the effect of each global node by concatenating
them to each node feature before each convolution layer.
Thus, before each update process, the node representations
are modified by:

m̃
(l−1)
i = [m̃

(l−1)
i ||m̃(l−1)

tc ||m̃(l−1)
td

||m̃(l−1)
oc ||m̃(l−1)

od
], (6)

Through the above operations, we can automatically obtain
fine-grained multimodal representations with less impact of
noise and inconsistency.

D. Classifier

To predict the label of the given claim-evidence pair, we
first aggregate the node features of each graph G using global
mean pooling to obtain aggregated representation r as input to
the classifier. The prediction process is carried out as follows:

r = meanpool(m̃
(L)
i ), (7)

ŷ = softmax(W 1σ(W 0r)), (8)

where L denotes the last layer of graph fusion module, W 0

and W 1 are trainable parameters, and ŷ is the predicted label.
We train our model by minimizing cross-entropy loss to learn
the prediction of the categories.

III. EXPERIMENT

A. Experimental setups

Dataset. We conduct experiments on two public benchmark
datasets, i.e., FACTIFY [6] and MOCHEG [13]. FACTIFY
contains 42,500 multimodal claim-evidence pairs with five
categories, i.e., Support Multimodal, Support Text, Insufficient
Multimodal, Insufficient Text, and Refute. We randomly redi-
vide the original training set by 80% and 20% as the training

and validation set respectively. The original validation set is
utilized as the test set. MOCHEG contains 21,184 claims
and relevant multimodal evidence. It contains three categories,
including Supported, Refuted, and Not Enough Info (NEI). We
utilize the original partition as the training, validation, and test
set.
Multi-Source Knowledges. We employ TAGME, Faster R-
CNN [14], and GPT-turbo-3.5 to obtain textual entities, visual
objects, and key phrases. respectively. The thresholds are set
at 0.3 and 0.8 for textual and visual knowledge extraction of
TAGME and Faster R-CNN.
Baselines. We compare our model with the following rep-
resentative approaches. BERT [16] is a pre-trained model
where [CLS] token is used as the textual representation to
classify the claim. DeBERTa [17] and Swin Transformer
[18] use DeBERTa and Swin Transformer to extract textual
or visual features, and then use cosine similarity between
claim and evidence to make predictions. GPT-3.53 leverage
only textual information to verify the claim without fine-
tuning. CLIP [19] learns multimodal representations and fuses
them through a cross-attention module to predict the label.
ConcatNet [6] utilizes cosine similarity to fuse inner-modal
features and concatenates textual and visual representations
to obtain multimodal features. UofA-Truth [8] divides the
task into two sub-tasks, namely text entailment and image
entailment, and makes predictions based on the permutation
of results of two sub-tasks. Truthformers [20] leverages the
convolution layer as the fusion method to predict the verdict
of the given claim. Pre-CoFact [9] uses the co-attention layers
to fuse multimodal contents. Logically [7] uses a decision tree
classifier with several multimodal features to make predictions.
Implementation details. We use a Tesla V100-PCIE GPU
with 32GB memory for all experiments and implement our
model via the Pytorch framework. The number of attention
heads is set to 4, and the number of GAT convolutional layers
is 2. The batch size is 8. We set the learning rate as 2e-5.
We employ DeBERTa [17] and Swin Transformer [18] as the
pre-trained language and visual models.

3https://chat.openai.com/



TABLE I
OVERALL RESULTS (%) OF MULTIKE-GAT AND COMPARISON BASELINES

ON 5-WAY AND 3-WAY FACT VERIFICATION TASKS FOR FACTIFY. WE
REPORT THE WEIGHTED-AVERAGE F1 SCORE TO EVALUATE THE OVERALL

PERFORMANCE. † MEANS THE RESULTS ARE FROM [7]. FOR OTHER
BASELINES, WE REPRODUCE THEM IN THE SAME ENVIRONMENT

ACCORDING TO THEIR OPEN-SOURCE PROJECTS.

Model w-F1 score
5-way 3-way

DeBERTa [17] 63.06 73.45
Unimodal Swin Transformer [18] 60.70 69.82

GPT-3.5 - 60.93
ConcatNet [6] 66.64 75.77
UofA-Truth† [8] 74.80 -

Multimodal Truthformers† [20] 74.90 -
Pre-CoFact [9] 75.74 81.85
Logically† [7] 77.00 81.00
MultiKE-GAT (Ours) 79.64 83.68

TABLE II
OVERALL RESULTS (%) OF MULTIKE-GAT AND COMPARISON BASELINES

ON MOCHEG. FOLLOWING [13], WE REPORT THE F1 SCORE OF EACH
METHOD. † MEANS THE RESULTS ARE FROM [13]. FOR OTHER BASELINES,
WE REPRODUCE THEM IN THE SAME ENVIRONMENT ACCORDING TO THEIR

OPEN-SOURCE PROJECTS.

Model F1 score
BERT† [16] 33.98

Unimodal CLIP-Text† [19] 45.18
CLIP-Image† [19] 40.93
CLIP† [19] 49.43

Multimodal ConcatNet [6] 50.12
Pre-CoFact [9] 68.45
MultiKE-GAT (Ours) 70.14

B. Results

We performed the proposed model together with baselines
on both 5-way and 3-way multimodal fact verification tasks to
evaluate our model’s performance on coarse-grained and fine-
grained classification tasks. The results are shown in table I
and II. MultiKE-GAT achieves state-of-the-art performance
in the multimodal fact verification tasks on FACTIFY and
MOCHEG, showing the superiority of the proposed model.
From the results, we have the following observations: 1)
Unimodal methods have lower performance, demonstrating the
necessity of incorporating multimodal information to make
predictions. 2) Large language models such as GPT-3.5 with
world knowledge fail to outstandingly verify the truthfulness
of claims when it is used as the classifier directly. 3) Among
multimodal approaches, MultiKE-GAT achieves better perfor-
mance consistently, which indicates that infusing multi-source
knowledge with graph-based fusion can learn comprehensive
multimodal clues for verification.

C. Ablation study

Table III shows the results of MultiKE-GAT and its vari-
ants on FACTIFY. When removing multi-source knowledge,
the results of w/o Multi-Knowledge decline significantly.
This proves the effectiveness of multi-source knowledge.
Besides, we obtain inferior performance when removing the

TABLE III
RESULTS (%) OF ABLATION STUDY ON 5-WAY TASK ON FACTIFY.

MULTI-KNOWLEDGE DENOTES EXTRACTED KEY INFORMATION AND
ENTITIES. GRAPH FUSION DENOTES THE FUSION METHOD BASED ON

GAT. GLOBAL DENOTES THE CONCATENATION OF GLOBAL
REPRESENTATIONS.

Model w-F1 Acc
MultiKE-GAT 79.64 79.55

- w/o Multi-Knowlege 73.29 (↓ 6.35) 73.35 (↓ 6.20)
- w/o Graph Fusion 75.87 (↓ 3.77) 75.89 (↓ 3.66)
- w/o Global 77.48 (↓ 2.16) 77.52 (↓ 2.03)

TABLE IV
RESULTS (%) AGAINST FUSING DIFFERENT SOURCES OF KNOWLEDGE. KP
DENOTES KEY INFORMATION EXTRACTED BY LLMS. ENT (TEXT/IMAGE)

DENOTES THE TEXTUAL/VISUAL ENTITIES.

Model w-F1 Acc
MultiKE-GAT 79.64 79.55

Multiple source - w (KP, Ent (text)) 76.74 76.61
- w (KP, Ent (image)) 76.87 76.89
- w (Ent(text), Ent (image)) 78.01 78.09
- w KP 74.29 74.35

Single source - w Ent (text) 75.87 75.89
- w Ent (image) 74.77 74.81

knowledge-oriented fusion module and simply fusing multi-
modal knowledge with concatenation. Furthermore, the perfor-
mance of w/o Global in the KGF module also drops, indicating
the important role of global nodes in multimodal fusion.

D. The Effect of multi-source knowledge

Table IV shows comparison results of MultiKE-GAT us-
ing different sources of knowledge such as textual entities,
visual objects, and key phrases. MultiKE-GAT obtains the
best performance when all of these three kinds of knowledge
are utilized. Multi-source knowledge-based methods achieve
better performance than single-source knowledge-based meth-
ods. It demonstrates that multi-source knowledge can leverage
diverse information types and sources to validate claims across
different modalities.

E. Comparison of different fusion modules

In this part, we further compare the proposed KGF mod-
ule with several representative multimodal fusion modules
including concatenation fusion, self-attention fusion, and three
graph-based fusion methods. The results on FACTIFY are
shown in table V. Our KGF module achieves better perfor-
mance in terms of w-F1 and accuracy scores. 1) Compared
with graph-based fusion modules, Concat and Self-att fusion
modules usually focus on coarse-grained patterns and learn
shallow interactions between modalities, leading to relatively
inferior performance. 2) Different from other graph-based
fusion modules, our KGF learns complex interactions and
effectively integrates fine-grained knowledge clues across dif-
ferent modalities with the guidance of global nodes. It adeptly
addresses inconsistencies and filters out noise present within
diverse knowledge sources.



(a) Ground-truth Label: Support Multimodal. (b) Ground-truth Label: Support Multimodal

Fig. 3. Two cases of FACTIFY. Red rectangles demonstrate objects and bold words are entities and key information.

TABLE V
RESULTS (%) OF COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT MULTIMODAL FUSION

METHODS ON THE 5-WAY TASK ON FACTIFY.

Fusion Module w-F1 Acc
Concat Fusion 75.84 75.89
Self-att Fusion 76.98 77.01
GCN 77.33 77.34
Independent GAT 79.31 79.26
KGF (Ours) 79.64 79.55

F. Case study

Figure 3 shows some cases from the test set of FACTIFY.
The two samples belong to the Support Multimodal category
and are correctly classified by our model but misjudged by
Pre-CoFact. 1) The images of claim and evidence in figure
3(a) depict the same person despite the different clothes,
expressions, and degrees of brightness. However, due to the
ignorance of fine-grained visual information, the Pre-CoFact
model wrongly classifies it into Support Text. 2) For Figure
3(b), the evidence image is shot on television and is different
from the claim image. Thus it’s challenging to verify the rela-
tion between two images using only coarse-grained features.
Pre-CoFact incorrectly classifies it as Insufficient Multimodal.
However, our model focuses on fine-grained clues. It not only
easily verifies the claim text’s authenticity based on nuanced
details such as matching names, locations, and events, but also
identifies that the two images are highly similar, containing
the same individuals and events. 3) Each keyphrase extracted
by LLM implicitly divides claims and evidence into multiple
individual factual points. This multi-source knowledge facili-
tates the model to focus on effective fine-grained information
to help make predictions.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we propose MultiKE-GAT to extract fine-
grained entity features and perform comprehensive multi-
modal fusion for fact verification. Besides, we design a novel
Knowledge-aware Graph Fusion architecture to eliminate the

inconsistency and noise introduced by irrelevant entities. The
experimental results on FACTIFY show that MultiKE-GAT is
capable of effectively dealing with multimodal fact verification
tasks in comparison with other competitive methods. These
results highlight the effectiveness and superiority of our pro-
posed model. For future work, we will focus on exploring how
external knowledge can be used to provide better explanations
to further enhance multimodal fact verification.
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