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BEREREZREITE, A—%RXRSEAFRREFNETFEER, BARZERZXGIHAME. AR
FBM25 A ZE B MERERERRAG) RAEFH R B ERIAAE: H— A& IS e H
TR Z5E KT RAS), HONRAZE R (B R SREEA R RRA Z B R 4 T MR8 4) . ASCoM T
ERRNEMRARER, RE—FBFLERNBRTR. 5%, WEBRAEERMRERE, G45%3%5H
(references). JRAEIT (amends)MIRZBFELE (inherits) =384 . HK, ¥R AER. RAZER.
WEHEAMA KUK, FREEE BB RE RS . 48P WA K&K S SR, BIREM TR
&, article_no_int B HEHATSQLE#H AIIREUF KK I L RAS N, AT HUEER 2540 R BRI R 4
W FBHNE Rt . ASCFE (HEANRIERER 2 MRIVEY WARA (1989, 2007, 2015, 2019, 3t
256%) LB 67 E TR . LRERER, A ERecall@5:5%(0.963, MRRIA$(0.934, 5] FF1
1£%00.897, ¥ETBM25(0.761/0.692/0.718) FIH % K% (0.918/0.872/0.867) . TEfRAZE RIH L,
WRELE T EFIRecall@5~0.167F10.500, A& 51£1A%]1.000, 5 FF1H0.13310.5003 7+ % 0.933.
ERFRERA B, AFEERBRRRFTRecall@5 = 1.000f15] FiF1 = 0.972. RNRIEZHE, AL
1E (MLk) (3288, BITHRE)VA (BB SVCAEAE LY (158, BITRHR)REEE B
. ArEUBiEFIY1X5]1.000, FEBUAFERZAKBPEASL. HWilcoxonFL R B, 4
FTYEMNTBM251EN T8 Hs 1357p < 0.01 (34 PiEr € [0.659, 0.883]). AW BITELTEI;: HAR
FA#Qwen3-Embedding-4B, 4K fHGemma-4-31B.
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Abstract

Legal statutes are amended repeatedly. Across versions the same article number can carry different
text and cross-references. BM25 and dense RAG both fail on two practical question types in this setting:
temporal applicability (i.e., which version of an article should be applied on a given date) and version
differences (i.e., how an article has changed across different versions). This paper analyzes the root
causes of these failures and proposes a targeted solution. First, we build a cross-version legal
knowledge graph containing references, amends, and inherits edges. Second, we classify questions into
four types (precise, version difference, reasoning, and temporal applicability) and configure fixed hop
and edge type policies for each. Finally, when an explicit article number appears in the question, we
bypass dense seeding retrieval and directly execute a SQL query on the article_no_int field to obtain
multi-version contents of the same article, thereby circumventing the semantic shift in dense retrieval
caused by abstract keywords. On the Chinese Urban-Rural Planning Law (4 versions, 256 articles, 67-
question benchmark), our method reaches Recall@5 = 0.963, MRR = 0.934, Hit@1 = 0.896, Citation F1
=0.897,against 0.761/0.692/0.612/0.718 for BM25 and 0.918/0.872/0.821/0.867 for dense retrieval.
On version-diff queries, the Recall@5 of the two baselines is only 0.167 and 0.500, while our method
reaches 1.000, and the citation F1 is improved from 0.133 and 0.500 to 0.933. On the temporal applica-
bility category, our method ties with dense retrieval at Recall@5 = 1.000 and citation F1 = 0.972. To
verify generalization, we conduct supplementary experiments on two additional laws: the Surveying
and Mapping Law (32 questions, densely amended) and the Measures for the Investigation and Han-
dling of Land Ownership Disputes (15 questions, sparsely amended). The former achieves 1.000 on all
four metrics, while the latter regresses to the dense retrieval level without degradation. Two-sided Wil-
coxon paired tests show that our method outperforms BM25 on all six metrics with p < 0.01 (effect size
r in [0.659, 0.883]). The experimental setup is fully reproducible, using local Qwen3-Embedding-4B
(MLX backend) for retrieval and Gemma-4-31B (Google Al Studio free tier) for generation.
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1. 3]
1.1. BEE RSN =G

FHNERVERE B HE G2 82T . DL (R NRITMESL 2 JURIE) D], #1508 1989 4EAAR 1)

][l

Vg B AR BEIE R, AR ARSI E IR £ MUK [EB/OL].
https://ghzyj.sh.gov.cn/zcwj/cxgh/20241205/3a637454¢6984d6b8610e4d00b2b24b9.html, 2019-04-24.
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CRTTREIEY » £ 2007 SEEFHEIHFEL, LT 2015 £R/ 2019 EHFRBIE, RHFEBIIAE 2R
A o B8 AR A TE A 1 25 iR g 5 AR A IR 3 (1989 B 46 2%, 2007 Y E 70 2%), kK 2 IRIEAFE R &R X G H,
TER— KR . 5 255 ik M B R RN 4%

o B IG A (RAG) [1]2 4 ATEE I 2 Fim k4L, {2 BM25 5% mEWETTEEZ RA 5 TR
WAE. ELEHVIRE:  “2019 FEIEATG, R MRIEY 5 =1 )\ 5K T 2 B A T 50 FH A
KIVF AR 5 A Rl R 2 7 IERAE A 2007 5 2019 KR 38 2% PR ZIRIEIZE 420 59, 70 %%,
AR BRI E AN AR, B IBIERTE Y S SOA S R B, T BB = \K7 AL S
, ERMEMAL P R R BM25 AMERISAL. TE 4 EARAZE 00 8 E, PRIELE Recall@S 1
4 0.00,

i@ S, EESPIE: 1) BME(time applicable), BI4%A i€ HIE 23K FIIA iiAS s 2)
JRAS 72 53 (version_diff), B 2% 3AE PRI QAT AR 4k o 9 5 B AE B IRAS K R i RE ¥t . CALRK-Bench [2]7E
B A PR AR RIS, 3R A ) B T R a1

1.2. ff5IEE

AICHGEVA N =AM TR TT . RQ1: 7EZWRAVERIERL T, BM25 A% KL 28 15 AL I 20 5 i
AZEFRPIRF B ERGEAE? RQ2: BERAFI R I 5 [ 873 IR AN A 2 A0 E 15 [R I ok 4b_E IR P
RAE? RQ3: Y REMLHNE 52X HABS R CRE A HHEEE) 1R 2R 1k At Al £ T 50 2

1.3. EE57TEk

R OTTR =TT 1) EEMRATER AR EGE . )\ PDF iS5 3K, 15 5% 3K 5 B8040 A article_no_int,
M SO 22 S AE [ G 5 25 K IR RRAS X 2 8] 42 7. 5] FH (references) f&1] (amends). #EZE(inherits) =28l . 2)
IF1 53 S TR 2y 1) P 38 e 38 RO 23 R0 1) BRI 9 DY 2 94 B mentionArticleNow atTime FH4E; 23X
B 25 I WhI AR 2 R ELEE AT SQL, AN I G S B i 7 AR B S (R GT TE B A5 K KB XS . 3) T B
#E: K BM25. #i% . K BRI, KG-RAG B TR — RS A SR I RTE. TR e MRE) 67
B, CGZik) 232 s (CEHVBUR iR B AL E IME) 1S Bz ARERIE, JE 114 . SRR SE 4
2. AR AR Qwen3-Embedding-4B, i Gemma-4-31B.

1.4. ICALA

AR TENZH T : 5 2 MEREENE . RGBS TR AT 53 EE
IR R E S =AM OAM 5 4 ERASI R B OB B X VP S
ety BTG NG L RIS S 4t B A R 5 6 TITIC AN A R AR K 7R BRI ]
PSRz A S T RIR s 56 7 TR O A R R TAE.
2. XTI 1E
2.1. EEEE

VRN O NLP A AR AL PRI 7 3. 9830 HEiE 4% LegalBench [3]. LexGLUE [4]5 COLIEE

RHN[5]; A CAIL [6] (FIRTIM) CIRC [7] (R B3 ##) 5 LawBench [8] (&1 12 /HE R/ N 20 2
FE4%). T ) SOEFE R R R 1 98 KR4 Lawyer LLaMA [9]. ChatLaw [10]. DISC-LawLLM [11]. ik

2 Rig TR B AR B, e N R E 4% [EB/OL).
https://ghzyj.sh.gov.cn/zewj/chgl/20241206/20ccf288b2a140498c5ebab69d1306¢5.html, 2017-04-27.
34 MR8 30 2 A /0 [EB/OLY). https://www.gov.cn/gongbao/content/2003/content_62339.htm, 2003-01-03.
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TAE LR IRA L, KRB REBEARAE L. Louis Z5[ 1210 78 Al ARG K RS i A ) 25, LegalLens [13]
WAEIEAT N, H T AR PR Nt . CALRK-Bench [2]7F 8 [ 7543 [ 57 $2 Hi 5 %% temporal validity
5 norm scope [IVFI, S0IE T RRASEEFS [n) RLE AN [F] 2 28 1 e 12k

2.2. RIEERERR

RAG 7 H Lewis 25[1]283% . F25 K& M DPR [14]2 Contriever [15]K &% BGE-M3 [16]; A K
FH Qwen3 R AREEL[17]. X0 €14 HyDE [18]. Query2doc [19]%5 RAG-Fusion [20]. K#5% RAG
RSARTAERIEM 717 GraphRAG [21 4 SEAR IS AL XA 2 KAPING [22]4 Sen %5[23 14 —JudiEA
$£7~77; Think-on-Graph [24]7£ B 25 48 2% . 123418, Domain-Partitioned Hybrid RAG [25]4F %3
B BEVE A oy = B I F KRR % 1 ; SEARCHFIRESAFETY [2618 3K 1 B0 51 F BEE Z 5N I
5 R TAEMLEL, AT N A e v e A Ik E),  TEAAMEEIFAY . S 477 (ColBERT [27].
monoT5 [28]. RankGPT [29]) B4 1E Ak TAE.

23. BFSEMAIERER

N} A5 SR R A I 1T 48 2 AU AR B ) (Alonso 2%[30], Kanhabua %5[31]). vEHEH B R} 75 SRR A
J&F1Z 5] Akoma Ntoso [32]55 ] 2% 3K Wi A 5 B 1] 044 s LegalRuleML [33]/E 04k iE 3 #L7E; EUR-Lex
i CELEX [341iBFRES SCRURRA . iE48 5| FHIM 2% 771, Fowler 5 Jeon [35]53#THIGIBUE AL, Sadeghian 55
[36 808 b briE. B FFHIRERES Leblay 5 Chekol [37]3E 53524 24X [d]. Garcia-Duran %5[38]%% > i}
JPANARIR N . Kanapala 55[39] 2518 Wi ACIE B2 F N FFIB0R 8. 35 A4S 2026 4 4 A SCHERIEHE, w6 TAE[R
IR (1) BRXERA amends 5 inherits 115 (i) MR ER; (i) %5 HIAREERE. RAHK T
TE[2] [25] 2613 AN [F]— 15 2 SR AR AL N ARG R AT B

3. 5%
3.1. [BEENX

AR E WL A =84 q = (text, law_scope, atTime), HH text Fox HAE S 78, law_scope
NHEVMERSES, atTime A& E Ao BEAMES ATRIZ A B BN IRAEITERL A i A (8]
i fe R AE MR REE R BEH R ANER y 591 H% C c R IrlEBERBLHLIHE C*52F 0%
V. AR Recall@K. MRR. Hit@! 55| H Precision/Recall/F1 {E VPR FE b7 -

3.2. SMAERHTE

PDF |45 252K I 7K 2k . opendataloader-pdf 5% MinerU #HHX SCAS, chunker #% % 5 5 4% K E )
9, A n 5 BN article_no_int, AARAY4H B &2 5] FH HF: AT scope (internal/external/unknown),
5 copus.articles 5 copus.article_edges. 5 it 4<% 574 #ft article_no_int (FH 1 S H0HT S AT 142 4L ID),
JLZ A article no_int [ 257K B1 4 amends BX inherits {%i%. PDF fAG RN HARZEHN, 28 SO 2% 2k 2
SHEEEM RN E LT FE BB — RN RIENGE S, BRI HFMEZ corpus/_bycatch/ff N TR
o

3.3. BRAEIREE

W9 15 € MUA article (article_id, law_id, version_id, article no_int, text, chapter). 3 =2: references (A 5l
H B, MANBEERA); amends ([R5 5 XA, MONEIT): inherits ()25 5 SCAME, NS,
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YRR ST RERAST (v i, v_j)i <j H4H[F article no_int FPE 4T H U dm i IE B, (KT BI{H 2
inherits, 7504 amends. 1)@ metadata.gap 10 FMRAZR T BE RS, RPN E 20T XS A A SE S5 8
R AR L, ARSI T (promulgate_at, effective_at, repeal at)if [7]Bk(bigint, F0); 253 atTime, i%£F
i /& effective at < atTime < repeal_at [FJJiR /A, repeal at=0 M AKAH K.

3.4. [EIRRASYHKEE

AR RN 3 2845 , ARIE A B 10 RO DU (PR WA 1) K513 (precise) . TAs %2 7 26
(version_diff). #EHE K (reasoning). I %2 (time_applicable). X &EAN 18, 428254 EL mentionArticleNo (%%
#0). atTime. mentionVersion 5 confidence VUIHF{E. L H' mentionArticleNo X BT A 28537 HhHL, LA
TRIESR T BISBRARERR A 22 2K RS IR ik .

Table 1. Question types and retrieval policies

1. EREARH SRR

%5 fith 52 ] T priE 3it B
precise Bk S RM%S ok x5 0
version_diff NG R %5 HIL amends, inherits 2
reasoning /AR AL T iR References (+amends) 2

_ % atTime LU +
time_applicable HiH + @R scope T;ﬁg%L”ﬁ 7 0

3.5. HHREEERE R

AT KM, type, features), KRFFRAE DU FBIE. o, MATH TR H MRk
SO: Wik, S IHEMEI AT k b RS Sk BEJS, AT RERAATI Y, R A
f13 0% 0.5/(hop+1)BEL: HeJT, 1573 49 HEFF 3 U Top-K. BRIAKH 746 % 2 4 4 5 K & (Qwen3-
Embedding-4B, 2560 4E[m &, 5%, 3T pgvector i), £ 7k, FSKERMEGEMR T
BM25 (FELES 5.1 719).

3.5.1. FSHIARER

%5 HIB R AR TR OHTT . 2 features.mentionArticleNo JEZ, H. type € {precise, ver-
sion_diff, time_applicable}ff, RGP H %M+, BEHEHAT SQL: SELECT articles WHERE article no_int
=$1 AND (law id, version_id) IN scope ORDER BY version id. XJRRAZE 2, R RI7E 56 4 58 A
PIARAES s SPREIASE S RS, scope JZ Ci% Al iR B atTime i JE, I8H &[5 5. % (hops = 0). #FXTAR
AZEFIH N, B —Bk amends WAE RS, THEFEEUAR. BB SN REE 12 8 44 L= v3
VIRAIEAT : WIRT — Bk references £ Recall@s & 1.00 18 4E sl H LARASTERS , 46 R 4% A7 1Y AE SR A 1
PRARIL S5k, 5l RG0S FA1G

3.5.2. RAEH

PRI ZRAE 58 =+ SR ALY LR A BRI, RRIE THRN A 70 A “AfL” “f&
IERTE” SR RN ] 5 EEAE, AR R 2 TS R A WA (N 42, 70 %), M0 =+
NGRS ANH T AHERMENAL P BB R R . 255 B TRERARAEE 7O — R X2k 4 51X —
SEMELEES, PR RMNRILES, SQL W AL sR—iX /&M R 7 PR I AR AR S .
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3.6. ERERS5I AEER

AR B DR B A IR R ST, JSON a2 5% H {answer, citations, confidence} . 4 citations JH%¥
{2 answer FHEFIZH G T, KRGS I HELE: H# “5 X 47 #8:503% article_no_int VLELALZRE4D
Foo MR BRSO E(REIE S, KRBT REA IS R 05 BDTESIF F1 B2 AAFH57 .

4. LG E
4.1. BiE&E

ASCEERDN (RN RISAES 2 IEIEY DU (RRAE B LR 2), it 256 263K J54h PDF
VAAREBBUFE M. HEERIMFHREEILAE 256 Nk M. HA references 143 22 %%, @& Cf#
W2 BARE TN 21 265 — % R MBNTRIANE S i ; amends 103% 4 4%, FEBITEPESE 24 465
% 38 %; inherits 3% 206 5%, 7 5% A EARASXS T ARALAH A ARAS o

Table 2. Law version metadata

T2 OEEMARER

hi A WA B sy g =k ] M syl
1989-12-26 ( 3T HLRITED ) 1989-12-26 1990-04-01 46 Bk
2007-10-28 2007-10-28 2008-01-01 70 Wik (E 4 B
2015-04-24 2015-04-24 2015-04-24 70 BIE
2019-04-23 2019-04-23 2019-04-23 70 ik

S 67 18, WaE UG LR 3). Hd 26 EHAEAEEE RMESE N TRS, SRR
M HA 41 3l Deepseek V3.2 fit & & R M4 253k BENLREE,  FRAZE 5289 amends U A%S,
IR references HEi T, BRI RA A Ay B HIRFE), KB AVEEGE > 0.5 SIEEmiEE AL
A o

Table 3. Question benchmark distribution

3. EREES T

Bl o NG|
precise 35 2019 FFAEIERR (R 2 MURIVEY B TH4?
reasoning 14 B SR T R T B R VAR ST R 4 2
time_applicable 12 2017 4F 3 H 3 U T ARV nI e F AN RRA 1R 55 38 2% 2
version_diff 6 2015 FEABIERT)E, 38 DU T HURI G il BAL 1 SR At BE SRR AR T MR AR 4K 2

4.2. MEEAESEH

DY 56 Eb 7 ¥25(7% 4) 3L [ — 2B A Y (Gemma-4-3 1B-it, Google Al Studio), X &k 2k, LIFf{R
Xt EE B S LA ZRAS B 22 5% . 24T i Bun 1.3 + PostgreSQL 16 + pgvector 0.8, ASHiAEFEE Apple M1 Max
I, #AH mlx-community/Qwen3-Embedding-4B-mxfp8, H#.25%) 230ms. FEALFF[E @ 42, FAGE, T7
EYVH AT 76 s B u i FE : K& top-K =5—JSON B A p—~ 51 FFIA—~ 5 eval runs 3&; ALERHE
eval run_configs A N E T4 & .
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Table 4. Four retrieval baselines

4. DUBEXEEFE

i VL]
BM25 PostgreSQL pg_trgm ial SHAHLUEE
T2 (Qwen3-4B) Qwen3-Embedding-4B (mxf{p8, 2560 4F), RiZEEE, pgvector
KETFX F scope P A AR IL FAFIEL(<180k F)FEAN LLM R
KG-RAG (AX0) A + KT HIE + By RENT )
5. &%
5.1. ExfEE

%S LR EMR RS TR K BRSO E R[] scope N A AR AR (T34 43
26, # Recall@5 = 1.000 e &5t LR AEHET Fi & . A% Recall@s 15 0.963, FHXTHE%(0.918)42
4.5%, A% BM25 (0.761)%2 20.2%. MRR ZE 5 5 3(0.934 X Hi % 0.872), R IG5 HHET 5 5ERT;
Hit@]1 7% 0.896 (67 @/ 60 {1 H). 51 F1 ik 0.897, MXTHIZIE 3.0%, AHXT BM25 #2 17.9%. K
R 3 H Recall=1.000 {H MRR 1¥ 0.059. Hit@1 1 0.015, ZINA R 1/16 5 1/60; 5| F F1(0.884)/%
TRT AT, A R4 tokens 2] 11 5. 3B IEIR 4] 1.5 1%,

Table 5. Method-level retrieval and citation performance

F 5. FERKRRSSIRAMEE

ik n Recall@5  MRR Hit@1 Cite P CiteR  CiteF1  FEiR p50
BM25 67 0.761 0.692 0.612 0.715 0.746 0.718 20098 ms

B4 (Qwen3-4B) 67 0.918 0.872 0.821 0.853 0.918 0.867 21915 ms
K BT 66 1.000 0.059 0.015 0.839 0.992 0.884 41292 ms
KG-RAG (£30) 67 0.963 0.934 0.896 0.877 0.963 0.897 27367 ms

5.2. SreHIFIEL

%6 53 7 o3RI N4 Recall@s 551 H Fl. PEReZESERENANIIN. iSRS B
B2 5 AT Recall 55| H F1 EAFEE, J5 & IX BRI L, 72885005 R Z Bk ks
&, RGIBWNPIERT R 08 EAR T E S PR T Recall = 1.000 5 5] | F1=0.972; BM25 1% 0.639,
F QTSRO I [ 2 SR TP AN UK . ZE BR A 2 IR IR 22 . BM25 SR 3 B B AT F1 2309008
0.133 5 0.500), AJ775F0E 0.933. 6 WERAZE @85 2% 5 BLA RS A2 Bk B B o5, — Bk amends 4™
JRAAE %3

Table 6. Recall@5 by question category
= 6. ¥ZIA)RE K F Y Recall@5

FH| S BM25 A KEFX KG-RAG
precise 35 0.914 0.971 1.000 0.971
reasoning 14 0.714 0.893 1.000 0.893
time_applicable 12 0.667 1.000 1.000 1.000
version_diff 6 0.167 0.500 1.000 1.000
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Table 7. Citation F1 by question category

F 7. RO AERINSI A Fl

F5 BM25 ik KEFX KG-RAG
precise 0.871 0.895 0.883 0.878
reasoning 0.652 0.862 0.834 0.862
time_applicable 0.639 0.972 0.944 0.972
version_diff 0.133 0.500 0.883 0.933

5.3. jHRESELE

THRRAZR (R 8)BoR, 25 FLIATRERAR A RRAS 22 57t 5 I 20 218 10 2 24

Y
He

DUk B A AR 22 57 5

F F1 H10.933 (%% 0.467, B2 Hit@1 1 0.833 B2 0.500. MATsciid 7 Ras SIS 25H
485 mentionArticleNo ANFHIHTE, PRERADAlA KRR KRR, # wio classifier 5 w/o fast-path (i #
. amends 5 inherits 7E 4 FT AR JLF- A 72 A DTRR(6 1B AR AN 2 S A gl IR R AR 55 ), AES L P A

PEVE 5 W i AL, XS AR PR AR R iy P I ) S5 e L ) o

Table 8. Ablation—Citation F1 by category

= 8. JHRSKIE—IRAFIRISIA FI

eS|
precise
reasoning
time_applicable

version_diff

588 KG-RAG

0.878
0.862
0.972
0.933

0.905
0.876
0.972

0.467 |

w/o fast-path

0.888
0.890
0.972

w/o classifier

0.500 |

w/o cross-ver edge

0.892
0.891
0.972
0.933

54. Gt REN

ZER) n = 67 WA AT RE S EUR S EENRS, AN EFRTTRE T bootstrap 95% BH15 X
(B (FERFEIREL n = 1000). [FEF, AKX KG-RAG AHXT BM25 SH%EK RIS H qid F8FRET 000
Wilcoxon £ 5 BB X #6156 (& tied-ranks 18 1E 5L 1E).

Table 9. Paired Wilcoxon signed-rank test
% 9. KG-RAG Xt £ EH) Wilcoxon ELxi 1T

*TEk E S0 n_eff p () BNiE r EEMH

vs. BM25 Recall@5 18 0.0003 0.860 Kok
vs. BM25 MRR 29 0.0001 0.732 Kok
vs. BM25 Hit@1 27 0.0003 0.701 Kok
vs. BM25 Cite P 21 0.0022 0.668 o
vs. BM25 Cite R 18 0.0002 0.883 ok
vs. BM25 Cite F1 23 0.0016 0.659 o
vs. W MRR 8 0.0371 0.737 *

vs. W Hit@1 7 0.0726 0.679 n.s
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Bic XS 96 45 IV T 48 9. A7 iAHRT BM25 #E 6 WidEdr L35 354 Wi p < 0.001, 2 i p < 0.01), %X
N 1 € [0.659, 0.8831)8 H &= KRN . XL MRR &2 (p = 0.0371, r=0.737), HALIEHR n_effective %
AN, SRR 85% 8 H W7 VER o MR B b/, R ot il K S HEBERHRF, 2R IERR
A E N RSB (PR 5.2).

5.5. FHERMITE

5.5.1. )5 ARt RE
ST VPAS 43 A8 T S, AR CAE GS-Q (n = 67, 3 2 MUKRIE M E) F o Rlis i il ket 5
DeepSeek-v4-pro few-shot 73285, 45 5% W7 10,

Table 10. Question classifier—by-class P/R/F1
2 10. (9574 288 by-class P/R/F1(GS-Q, n = 67)

%5 XFH o p F R H F1 LLM P LLM R LLM F1
precise 35 0.839 0.743 0.788 1.000 0.314 0.478
version_diff 6 0.208 0.833 0.333 1.000 1.000 1.000
reasoning 14 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.368 1.000 0.538
time_applicable 12 0.875 0.583 0.700 1.000 1.000 1.000
macro 67 0.481 0.540 0.455 0.842 0.829 0.754
accuracy 67 — — 0.567 — — 0.642

K432 38 macro F1 = 0.455, EERLHM7E reasoning ZE(F1 = 0.000, 14 B4R H)A version_diff).
ZIRAE S P o HEFRSS A U W A2 i 255, mentionArticleNo =null, PREXFEAfIA, REUEL
PIF AL (5 reasoning Wil BEAAHF]); Y ALSTIG (R 8)IESL KM 4> F48 )5 1% Recall@s 4742
version_diff ZEFLN 732548 R=0.833 (6 @i 5 @), & LAIRB) IR I%AE7E 55 4 1E 7 4 Bl . DeepSeek-v4-
pro 77 25#% macro F1 =0.754, 58 3¢ 11| version_diff 5 time_applicable (F1 = 1.000), {H precise R = 0.314(24/35
YL 53 I3 A reasoning), LA AEIR(Z) 28/ 50T I, MU 3 SRR A E BN B AU A% I
2 H DistilBERT MBI (W 7.1).

5.5.2. BSRRA B HERURME
R AE B R BRI Rafi i, 3935031k Levenshtein B t € {0.00, 0.05, 0.10, 0.15, 0.20, 0.25, 0.30},
RFRY A S R AN M KG-RAG —B{ (TR HHR REFERSS), 4R I%E 11,

Table 11. Edge construction sensitivity
% 11. Y3—1K Levenshtein B1E © U4 (KG-RAG i%E)iH, n=67)

T R amends % inherits % Cite F1 (&1%)  version_diff Cite F1

— exact (BRik) 4 206 0.897 0.933
0.00~0.05 levenshtein 4 206 0.907 0.917
0.10~0.15 levenshtein 2 208 0.904 0.883
0.20~0.30 levenshtein 0 210 0.897 0.850
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T € [0.05, 0.15]f 2 2% amends #7234 inherits, #4K Cite F1 %3+l pp, version diff Cite F1 M.933
Fez2.883, BMERLF. 1>0.20 BF 48 4 %% amends #47&, version_diff Cite F1 [4%2.850(|8pp), HJll /]
B N R . 25 SRR I BRVURGE B EG E B R PR R i £ OCR M 7S B B 1 R Bk, ©=0.10 AT {E
fallback ({4525 1pp).

553. BiEMERE

S 2 HRIE 3 AMEIERAR(2007/2015/2019) 3 210 A2k @ i &5 GS-G, HE#H AN T
B 45 IS BB A RHAE(E split/merge/renumber & 2415 ); AL AR R85 H 5 GS-G X
M, R 12,

Table 12. Graph construction quality
*® 12. EiEMERE=SUEHZE(GS-G, n=210)

$pZ Bt IE# ViR EBERBAER
. —(IENHfE AL, PDF T8 7T /= 78
Y4y 5t 210 210 1.000 R £
25X 210 210 1.000 —(REETL “—H T FKIEH T
SRR AN R 140 140 1.000 split/merge/renumber 0 5%

ZIRUHER R I35 1.000. B5RRAS O 22 1€ B 75 20072015 F112015—2019 Fxt 4L 140 45325 19892007
( CBRTTERINEY — (2 MRNED PRIERL A PR 4 5 26508 Tk (46—~ 70 2%), WBNEMIAG, AGINTE %
GRFE L. ad-hoc BEAEIT R I A Jaccard > 0.7)7E HAE IERCANT E 3%t 0, ERIES@ 42 IR B F 2%
SO EE G RIEEHTENA B ad-hoe T H AT KIEFEAC N T4 2 25 6] .

5.6. W&

BM25. Hi% 5 A7 vk = 2k g A% i 2| ity 2B IR A T [F] — B K (pSO 7E 20 & 27 2 [a]), KB4 (] 71 #E
7£ Gemma-4-31B #EFE(10~20 #), KRG 1~2 #. K ETFXp50 N 4138, BHEEH, FRELFEL
10 i prompt tokens. A5 IEMINT K R CHE L 11 55N tokens 5 1.5 f54EIR, KM 0 &5 Ny
JEE AT
6. Vit
6.1. MBREAMEMRAER ERMAE

PLAE ) “2015 FAZIERT G, 28 T DU T BRI g il 5L 9 26 AR R Ok A T R84k 2 ol e T
T ZEMIRAER “BIE” “AiE”7 “” “ER” FHMREES. R@RERVCEERF 2
HIL, 5% 24, 42, 59, 63 5 70 ZKIIAFEHA MR B8 AR M. 1 “58 —+HPU%K” X —kEfibr i
AR 2 NS BRI 2%), AEXE LS R A A E B SRR &5 ER g RA
BRI T — AN e R GRS —— 85 24 BB 2B AN ULELE S, 10 SQL A H A N AEZ)
W XS BARIE S B SQL R4S w2 if) e S ms — 3. 24 v B A SRS A ST AR BRI, Bk
TEE SCFALAS 28 /2 B A BRI e 3¢ .

6.2. KRG
RITFHREPIRRI . — R TR XK TR MRS m @ D HORE SR AN SRR Bk 2 i1l 11
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JERRAT A2 7)), TEMRIREEAR, ARSI E, REEZTE EAMET . &/ E
AR AER, B WA Gemma-4-E4B (4.5B 0%, MLX 8-bit)if, 2875 E1E I 2424 Recall
= 1.000 H5|H F1 1L 0.750. PiPE5E: I ASEHIE UM hops = 0 FFGNANPRER1T B 44 HL(F1 TH4 0.833);
B#N Gemma-4-31B (F1 #— % 0.972). HIHZ MR R /N ALFE & IR A 2, TR LS5 1A
i

3L M run(run_id 8af64cb8)i% B = S B FE LR 15 22 A 5t T I R MU 2. 281 A E9f1 “2019
EBIERE, (2 MRNE) 5 =1 )\ & a8 H o RV a s 30 7 R 8 2 7, ArvESIH art.38
(2007/2019). BM25 £ % 2 art.42. art.39 ZhA, KEEREIRL “Fres KA 2 LARIZ” , Recall/F1=0/0;
PSR Z S art.37. art.42, [FAFEMELE, Recall/Fl = 0/0. AJ77EPRERAZ IR SQL fir 4 38 2k =/ MRA,
FREAIE 45 Y 2007 5 2019 % 5%, Recall/F1=1.0/1.0. % B /& art.24 IR I8, BM25 5%
Recall = 0, A7J57% Recall = 1.0, 56 C K FFICAE art.24 [A]#: Recall@5 = 1.000, {H MRR = 0.042
(art.24 ¥ AR 9w S 5L 26 24). Hit@1 =0; F1=1.000 B KEHILE 210 ik EfAE T H g, 42
i tokens LA L 11 £5.

6.3. Tt

SEER IR A E (R 13)EoR,  (IIZE) (123 4%, amends 53 4%, BT %5 4E) - AT DY 45 R 1Y
1% 1.000; RROASZE 53:35(7 ) R 42 3] BM25(0.143) 581 % (0.571) W3 A E, 5 3 £511(0.167/0.500/1.000)
BB, (BB A B M) (72 4%, amends 1Y 4 2%, BITHER) E AT vk S S HEA R
BITA, REgpmR AR, Y BAOPRREIEE. X—HREIEMIEREA K M REE 5K
ZHRA + fE1T 52 LA B amends IR 5t s SRR E V2R AR T VR A AR 25 K SRR 54k

Table 13. Method-level metrics across three laws

= 13, ZEREM LR RRIER

ER n Hik Recall@5 MRR Hit@1 Cite F1
2 MENE 67 BM25 0.761 0.692 0.612 0.718
e 0.918 0.872 0.821 0.867
KG-RAG 0.963 0.934 0.896 0.897
Mgk 32 BM25 0.797 0.760 0.719 0.781
piak 0.906 0.898 0.875 0.885
KG-RAG 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.990
AR F I T 15 BM25 0.929 0.752 0.643 0.905
ik 0.933 0.883 0.867 0.933
KG-RAG 0.933 0.883 0.867 0.911
6.4. FBR

AL RRR . 1) FEARRE R T 114 Sifmd, Sym g A 2 asn, = k@ bk
Rk &R, J0. BRI S HAGNEZACRIGUE. 2) BN 72528 macro F1=0.455, FZE501E reasoning Z5(F1
=0.000, VEW 5.5 % 11); ZRAESLEATEFG.5.1 TN, BT #IMH DistilBERT 24t &
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TOEREAL, 3)AE AR R0 5] ] Fl1: Gemma-4-E4B N BCKRA 4 14 DN E 0 BIRAER 2, 31B T
R KRS ERIERITEIE, AL O 5Tk .

6.5. NARI®R

ASFIESHEESL S T B A HEME. 3T KG FRABENLE AR Z A, R
HEME MR GE D EERBATEAT AR E B, R E O A IE IR A, 8 fft
Gk B R AR S B ERE WAWZE . JAh, PSR amends/inherits 3R] iR 55T 3Lk #E0T 75 . It
i ] amends A SV FE AR BT S 5 BN IR EE, Hil B2 0t 0 IRONE BRAS AT IRV e, i rT 4
FNEHE ALIZRE B AR IEE 5

7. &

AR — B T 7] 22 ARV 1) 2 O RRAS B B R B R s ARG R ik, & = MZ O 4 FE T4
51 FH 5 5 WA SCAS 72 5 T B A A T 8 R AR V2 AR e R PR o A A SR 2 S SR R0 2R, DA
i) B X Sk g T B B B b (1 2% B R B AR

1E (M2 HAENED VURRA. 256 %K 67 R FH:E 1, AJ7i% Recall@s = 0.963. MRR = 0.934,
I T BM25 (0.761/0.692) 5 1%(0.918/0.872);  $&FHEE I FERR A 7 F 2 (A T772: 1.000, Hi% 0.500, BM25
0.167); W 52 FFT Recall 1.000. 51 F1 0.972; fEikH FAEGR . 246928 B (llZaik)
(amends = 53) A 77 LD TR FRIYIE 1.000,  (CHHBUE S+CHE AAFETMZ) (amends = 4)iB 10 2 2 7KF-H
Ak, FHMERENE 5 5 amends IEE IEAH K.

LI IR SE A B, kA A Qwen3-Embedding-4B, 42 H Gemma-4-31B. X%, Fda 53¢
PRI AT .

8. RFIIE

ARKRTAERE: 1) ¥ EZIEAER (2 X ROGE BATBUR) RS Sz 6 2) RAEES >
RSB AN 73285, A8 RBARIE R ERORSRTH BRI 3) RHBAT 22 5740 B E N AR R L2
JRAERS: 4) REFT HIRRERERORRE . 2R 51 2% S5 5 RS B AR TR 7 3 557 0 i I A
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