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Abstract

Generative Al such as Large Language Models (LLMs), has achieved impressive
progress but still produces hallucinations and unverifiable claims, limiting reli-
ability in sensitive domains. Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG) improves
accuracy by grounding outputs in external knowledge, especially in domains like
healthcare, where precision is vital. However, RAG remains opaque and essen-
tially a black box, heavily dependent on data quality. We developed a method-
agnostic, perturbation-based framework that provides token and component-level
interoperability for Graph RAG using SMILE and named it as Knowledge-Graph
(KG)-SMILE. By applying controlled perturbations, computing similarities, and
training weighted linear surrogates, KG-SMILE identifies the graph entities
and relations most influential to generated outputs, thereby making RAG more
transparent. We evaluate KG-SMILE using comprehensive attribution metrics,
including fidelity, faithfulness, consistency, stability, and accuracy. Our findings
show that KG-SMILE produces stable, human-aligned explanations, demonstrat-
ing its capacity to balance model effectiveness with interpretability and thereby
fostering greater transparency and trust in machine learning technologies.

Keywords: Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG), Explainability, Knowledge Graph
(KG), Large Language Models (LLMs)
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1 Introduction

Recent advances in Generative AI (GenAl), especially Large Language Models (LLMs),
have transformed how organisations approach content personalisation, decision-making,
and process optimization [1-4]. However, despite their remarkable capabilities, these
models still face critical limitations when applied in domains that demand precision and
accountability, such as healthcare. One of the most pressing concerns is the tendency
of large language models (LLMs) to produce hallucinations, outputs that are factually
incorrect or unverifiable [5-7]. Alongside this, ethical risks and embedded biases remain
significant barriers to adoption in sensitive settings [5, 8].

Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG) has emerged as one way to reduce halluci-
nations. By retrieving external knowledge and combining it with the model’s reasoning,
RAG helps ground outputs in verifiable facts [1, 2, 9]. While this improves accuracy
compared to standard LLMs, RAG is still essentially a black box; users cannot easily
tell which retrieved pieces of information shaped the final response. Moreover, we do
not fully understand how these models treat the retrieved knowledge or how they
make their final decisions. Knowledge Graphs (KGs) represent entities and their rela-
tionships in a structured manner, ensuring consistency and contextual relevance [10].
When integrated with RAG, this combination, often referred to as GraphRAG, grounds
model outputs in a richer and more organised knowledge base. However, despite this
structured foundation, GraphRAG still lacks mechanisms to explain how individual
graph components contribute to the generated responses.

This study builds on the principles of Explainable Artificial Intelligence (XAI),
which emphasise interpretability and accountability in AT outputs [8]. To achieve this,
we extend SMILE [11], a model-agnostic, perturbation-based framework designed to
provide fine-grained interpretability for RAG, into KG-SMILE. KG-SMILE works
by applying controlled perturbations to the inputs and retrieved knowledge, then
measuring the resulting attribution shifts using Wasserstein distance, and finally
training lightweight weighted linear surrogate models to approximate how different KG
nodes and edges influence the output. In this way, KG-SMILE identifies the entities and
relations most influential to each generated response. This enables GraphRAG not only
to produce an answer but also to explain why that answer was generated, an essential
feature for building trust in high-stakes domains such as healthcare and law [12].

The goal of this study is to improve the transparency and accountability of RAG-
based systems. To achieve this, we evaluate the KG-SMILE framework across multiple
datasets using attribution-focused metrics, including fidelity, faithfulness, consistency,
stability, and accuracy [13-15]. These measures assess the reliability and human-
alignment of explanations rather than raw model performance. Our findings show
that GraphRAG, equipped with KG-SMILE, produces interpretable, traceable, and
trustworthy reasoning traces, effectively balancing the generative strengths of LLMs
with the need for accountability.

1.1 Research Questions

This research addresses the following questions:



1. RQ1: How accurately can a model-agnostic, perturbation-based approach highlight
node and edge contributions within a KG for GraphRAG explainability?

2. RQ2: Which KG components (nodes, edges, relations) have the most significant
impact on response stability and attribution accuracy?

The notation and symbols used throughout the paper are summarized in Table 1.

Symbol Type Meaning

& Set Set of entities (KG nodes).

R Set Set of relations (KG edge labels).

G Graph Knowledge graph; G’ C G denotes a subgraph, G* is the
optimal retrieved subgraph.

A Set Set of candidate answers.

q Query Natural-language question.

a,a* Answer An answer; a* is the optimal answer to gq.

T Triple A KG triple (e,r,e’) with e,e’ € £, r € R.

z Path schema Relation path z = {r1,...,m}.

Wy Reasoning path  Instantiation of z: eg Do 2.0y er.

Tq,Aq Sets Entities mentioned in g and valid answers linked in G; Ty, Aq C
E.

P(G) Graph Perturbed graph produced by removing a set of triples from G.

Sprom Index set Indices of perturbation samples used for evaluation.

Rorg Vector Response vector (embedding) for the original (unperturbed)
output.

Rprom, Vector Response vector for the i-th perturbed output.

Emb(-) Function Text/graph embedding function (produces vectors).

o(+) Function Mapping from text to embedding space (if distinguished from
Emb).

Ci(--) Scalar Cosine similarity for the i-th perturbation.

WDC(,-) Scalar Wasserstein distance between vectors/distributions.

inv-WD(-,-) Scalar Inverse Wasserstein similarity derived from WD.

T Scalar Similarity-based probability/weight for the i-th perturbation.

Bo, .- Bk Scalars Regression coeflicients in the surrogate linear model.

€; Scalar Error term in the i-th regression observation.

0,0 Params Learnable parameters of retriever and generator.

Table 1: Symbols used throughout the paper.

2 Related Works

This section reviews prior research relevant to our study. We begin with an overview of
work in explainable artificial intelligence, highlighting intrinsic and post-hoc approaches.
We then examine LIME-based explainability methods, discussing their extensions and
adaptations for different domains. Next, we cover efforts in KG and LLM explainability,
with a focus on how structured knowledge can improve transparency. We further
explore strategies for enhancing explainability through KGs and approaches aimed at



addressing hallucinations in LLMs. In addition, we review advances in graph-based
interpretability for model decisions and conclude with studies on KG-aided question
answering, which directly inform our proposed framework.

2.1 Explainable Artificial Intelligence

The rapid advancement in complex machine learning models has heightened the need
for explainability to ensure transparency, fairness, and reliability [16, 17]. Methods
can be broadly categorised as intrinsic or post-hoc. Intrinsic methods, such as linear
regression or decision trees [18], are inherently interpretable but often sacrifice predictive
power [19]. Post-hoc methods, such as LIME [20] and SHAP [21], explain the decisions of
complex ”black-box” models without altering their structure [22]. Post-hoc approaches
can be global, providing insights into overall model behaviour [23], or local, clarifying
individual predictions.

LIME (Local Interpretable Model-Agnostic Explanations) and its derivatives provide
case-specific interpretations through simple surrogate models, making outputs accessible
even to non-experts [8, 20]. SHAP (SHapley Additive exPlanations), based on Shapley
values [24], offers broader model coverage but is computationally demanding [25, 26].
Other approaches, such as MAPLE [27], combine interpretable and complex models
but introduce additional complexity [28]. Despite their impact, many post-hoc methods
still face challenges of stability, fidelity, and scalability. Addressing these limitations
has led to the development of advanced frameworks such as SMILE, which aim to
provide more reliable and consistent explanations.

2.2 LIME-based Explainability Methods

Building on the foundational principles of LIME [20], numerous methods have been
developed to overcome its limitations and extend its applicability across various domains.
These approaches target key aspects such as local fidelity, stability, computational
efficiency, and domain-specific interpretability [18, 22]. LS-LIME (Local Surrogate
LIME) improves fidelity by sampling around regions most relevant to a prediction, albeit
with additional computational cost [29]. BayLIME incorporates Bayesian reasoning
and prior knowledge to address kernel sensitivity and inconsistency, thereby enhancing
robustness [30]. SLIME (Stabilised-LIME) applies a hypothesis-testing framework based
on the central limit theorem to determine the required number of perturbation points for
stable explanations [31]. S-LIME adapts explanations for Al-driven business processes
by accounting for feature constraints and task dependencies [32]. OptiLIME balances
stability and fidelity through optimised sampling [33], while ALIME (Autoencoder-
LIME) leverages autoencoders as weighting functions to better approximate decision
boundaries [34].

US-LIME improves consistency by generating samples closer to the decision bound-
ary [35]. DLIME replaces random perturbations with hierarchical clustering and KNN
to ensure determinism [36]. Anchor introduces rule-based ”anchors,” subsets of fea-
tures that reliably explain model decisions in critical applications [37]. Domain-specific
variants have further extended LIME. Sound-LIME [38] focuses on music data, while



G-LIME (Global-LIME) [39] combines global Bayesian regression with ElasticNet-
based refinements for deep models. GraphLIME [40] explains graph-structured data,
though at a high computational cost. Bootstrap-LIME (B-LIME) [41] adapts LIME
for temporally dependent signals such as ECGs through heartbeat segmentation and
bootstrapping, thereby improving fidelity and stability.

Recent work has also introduced task-oriented enhancements. DSEG-LIME [42]
supports image segmentation by perturbing object-level regions. SLICE [43] and
Stratified LIME [44] refine sampling strategies to improve diversity and subpopulation
fidelity. SS-LIME [45] integrates self-supervised learning to highlight semantically
meaningful regions in the input, offering richer explanations. These advances, along with
others [46], highlight the growing sophistication of post-hoc explainability approaches
tailored to deep learning. Finally, SMILE [11] addresses inconsistency and sensitivity
using statistical measures based on Empirical Cumulative Distribution Functions
(ECDF). It has been successfully applied across domains such as instruction-based
image editing [47], large language models [48], and point cloud networks [49]. Although
computationally more demanding, SMILE is more resilient to adversarial manipulation,
thereby enhancing the trustworthiness of explanations.

Despite these advances, many LIME-based methods still face challenges of scalability,
efficiency, and robustness. These limitations motivate our extension of SMILE into
KG-SMILE, which leverages structured knowledge graphs to deliver more transparent
and reliable explanations.

2.3 KG and LLM Explainability

The combination of KGs and LLMs has become a powerful way to improve the
transparency and explainability of Al systems. LLMs, while impressive in their reasoning
and generative abilities, often face challenges like factual inaccuracies, hallucinations
(where the model generates incorrect or made-up information), and a lack of clarity
in how decisions are made [50]. On the other hand, KGs store structured, fact-based
information, which makes them ideal for helping LLMs overcome these limitations. By
integrating KGs with LLMSs, we can improve how these models retrieve and present
information, making them more reliable and easier to understand [51]. This combination
leads to more transparent, accurate, and traceable reasoning, addressing some of the
core issues that LLMs face on their own [51]. This integration helps to improve the
overall reliability of LLM-generated responses [52]. It also contributes to grounding
the responses in structured knowledge, enhancing the system’s interpretability [53].
Furthermore, the use of KGs can help reduce hallucinations in LLMs, making the
outputs more trustworthy [54].

2.3.1 Enhancing Explainability Through KGs

KGs play a crucial role in making LLMs more explainable by acting as external
repositories of structured knowledge. During inference (when the model is making
decisions), KGs can be queried to provide clear reasoning paths for the model’s
responses. Unlike LLMs, which rely on their internal, often opaque memory, KGs offer
a more transparent way of retrieving information, which enhances traceability and



interpretability [50]. This means that when an LLM generates an answer, KGs can help
back up that answer with specific, factual connections and reasoning [51]. There are
several methods that combine KGs with LLMs to improve reliability and transparency.
One popular approach is Graph Retrieval-Augmented Generation (GraphRAG), which
blends the power of vector-based retrieval with structured graph data [52]. For instance,
the HybridRAG framework combines KGs with vector retrieval to better ground the
generated text in context. This approach not only boosts explainability but also makes
AT systems more trustworthy by ensuring that responses are based on structured, factual
knowledge [53]. With this integration, LLMs can generate responses that are easier to
interpret and more reliable, significantly reducing the risk of producing hallucinations or
unverified information [55]. This approach also contributes to improving the traceability
and accuracy of the reasoning process [56]. Furthermore, it enhances the overall
transparency of LLMs by ensuring that generated responses are grounded in solid,
factual knowledge [57]. Finally, the use of GraphRAG techniques improves explainability
in a wide range of Al applications [58].

2.3.2 Addressing Hallucinations in LLMs

Hallucinations in LLMs, where models generate factually incorrect or misleading content,
remain a persistent challenge, particularly in domains requiring high factual accuracy [5].
KG-Enhanced Inference techniques mitigate this issue by incorporating structured
KG data during both pre-training and inference. One such approach, SubgraphRAG,
retrieves subgraphs of relevant expertise instead of relying solely on raw text-based
retrieval, reducing inconsistencies in generated responses [51]. Another technique,
Think-on-Graph (ToG), introduces an LLM-KG co-learning approach, where the LLM
acts as a reasoning agent, iteratively traversing a KG using beam search to identify the
most promising reasoning paths. This method improves knowledge traceability and
enhances the reliability of explanations [59]. Furthermore, tightly coupled LLM-KG
reasoning enables models to dynamically explore entities and relationships within a
KG, ensuring that outputs remain justifiable and interpretable [59].

Recent advancements in addressing hallucinations include a causal reasoning frame-
work, where a study introduced a method called causal-DAG construction and reasoning
(CDCR-SFT). This supervised fine-tuning framework trains LLMs to explicitly build
variable-level directed acyclic graphs (DAGs) and perform reasoning over them. As a
result, this approach improved the model’s ability to reason causally and reduced hal-
lucinations by 10% on the HaluEval benchmark [60]. Another important development
is the Rowen method, which enhances LLMs with a selective retrieval augmentation
process explicitly designed to address hallucinated outputs [61].

2.3.3 Graph-Based Interpretability for Model Decisions

Graph-based explainability methods enhance transparency by explicitly modelling
relationships between concepts. GraphLIME, for instance, adapts the LIME framework
to graph-structured data, using nonlinear feature selection techniques to improve the
interpretability of Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) [40]. GraphArena, a benchmarking
framework, evaluates LLMs on structured reasoning tasks, revealing the extent to



which these models can process and leverage graph-based knowledge [62]. LLMs can
be used as graph-based explainers in two primary ways:

e LLMs-as-Enhancers: LLMs refine textual node attributes in graphs, improving
downstream tasks such as node classification and relation prediction [63].

¢ LLMs-as-Predictors: LLMs directly infer graph structures and relationships,
reducing dependency on traditional graph models but introducing challenges in
accuracy and reliability [63].

Additionally, the GraphXAIN method introduces a novel approach to explain
Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) by generating narratives that highlight the underlying
reasoning paths of the models. This method makes the decision-making process of
GNNs more interpretable, providing transparent and human-readable explanations [64].

2.3.4 KG-Aided Question Answering

A key application of KG-enhanced explainability is Knowledge Graph-Augmented
Prompting (KAPING). This method embeds KG triples within LLM prompts, signif-
icantly improving zero-shot QA performance while reducing hallucinations [53]. By
dynamically integrating structured knowledge into LLM-generated responses, KAP-
ING ensures factual consistency and improves interpretability. In addition, LLM-KG
co-learning frameworks enable LLMs to contribute to automated KG construction,
embedding, and completion, allowing for continuous updates and dynamic improve-
ment of kGs over time [50]. The convergence of KGs and LLMs offers a promising
avenue for advancing explainable AI. By integrating RAG with structured KGs, graph-
based reasoning paradigms, and interactive knowledge retrieval, Al systems can achieve
greater transparency, reliability, and interpretability. However, key challenges remain
in scalability, computational efficiency, and generalisability, requiring further research
to fully harness the potential of KG-LLM hybrid approaches in real-world applications.

Recent research in this domain includes efforts to mitigate hallucinations in data
analytics. One study introduced and evaluated four targeted strategies: Structured
Output Generation, Strict Rules Enforcement, System Prompt Enhancements, and
Semantic Layer Integration, all aimed at reducing hallucinations in LLMs within data
analytics applications [65]. Another important development comes from Anthropic
researchers, who discovered ”persona vectors” , specific patterns of activity within an
AT’s neural network. These persona vectors influence the AI’s behaviour and character
traits, potentially explaining why Al responses can unpredictably shift, leading to
hallucinations [66]. The convergence of KGs and LLMs presents an exciting opportunity
to advance explainable Al. By integrating retrieval-augmented generation (RAG) with
structured KGs, along with graph-based reasoning paradigms and interactive knowledge
retrieval, Al systems can offer greater transparency, reliability, and interpretability.
However, challenges remain in areas like scalability, computational efficiency, and
generalizability, which require further research to unlock the full potential of KG-LLM
hybrid approaches in real-world applications.



3 Problem Definition

Despite significant advancements in GenAl [3, 67] and RAG [1, 68], current systems
still encounter significant challenges in high-stakes, domain-specific contexts. In fields
such as healthcare, precision, traceability, and reliability are essential [69]. However,
existing RAG models often struggle to trace the origins of their generated responses,
making it difficult to verify their reasoning [70, 71]. Moreover, the inability to quantify
the contribution of individual data components within external knowledge sources
undermines both trust and usability [72].

The integration of KGs with RAG, forming what is commonly referred to as
GraphRAG [73-75], offers an opportunity to enhance contextual relevance and
traceability. Nonetheless, substantial gaps remain:

1. Component-Level Impact: The influence of specific entities and relationships
within a KG on attribution (ATT) fidelity, accuracy, and stability has not been
systematically studied [76].

2. Evaluation Metrics: Reliable approaches for assessing the performance and
explainability of GraphRAG systems, particularly under dynamic conditions, are
still under development [17, 28].

3. Explainability: Although GraphRAG systems theoretically improve traceability,
few practical methods exist for quantifying and visualising this explainability [18].

This research, therefore, addresses the following needs:

® Developing methodologies to systematically evaluate the impact of individual KG
components on Al-generated responses [58].

e Establishing robust metrics, such as cosine similarity and inverse Wasserstein distance,
to quantify ATT fidelity and stability [77].

® Enhancing explainability through perturbation-based analysis and regression
modelling, enabling users to interpret better and trust the system’s outputs [20, 27].

By addressing these challenges, this study seeks to close critical gaps in the design
and evaluation of explainable Al systems, ensuring robustness, transparency, and
reliability for domain-specific applications such as legal research [8].

4 Proposed Method

GraphRAG is a framework that leverages external structured KGs to improve the
contextual understanding of LLMs and generate more informed responses [1]. The
goal of GraphRAG is to retrieve the most relevant knowledge from databases, thereby
enhancing the answers of downstream tasks. The process can be defined as Eq. (1) [78]:

Y= G 1
a* = argmaxp(alg, G), (1)

where a* is the optimal answer to query ¢ given graph G, and A is the set of
possible responses. We then jointly model the target distribution p(alg, G) with a graph
retriever pp(G’|q, G) and an answer generator py(alg, G'), where § and ¢ are learnable



parameters. By applying the law of total probability, p(alg, G) can be decomposed as
Eq. (2) [79]:

plalq.G) =Y pela|q,G)ps(G' | ¢,G) = pyla| ¢, G*)pe(G* | ¢.G),  (2)
G'ca

where G* is the optimal subgraph. Because the number of candidate subgraphs can
grow exponentially with graph size, efficient approximation methods are required [80,
81]. In practice, a graph retriever is employed to extract the optimal subgraph G*,
after which the generator produces the answer based on the retrieved subgraph.

The first step of this project entails generating responses to queries using both
original and perturbed KGs. The similarity between these responses is then calculated
using metrics such as inverse Wasserstein distance [14] and cosine similarity [82] to
assess how removed sections affect the system’s outputs. In the next step, a simplified
regression model is trained on the perturbation vectors, similarity scores, and assigned
weights to evaluate the importance of different KG components [20]. The coefficients
provided by the model indicate how each part of the graph influences the generation
process, thereby revealing which sections of the graph are most critical in response
generation [83]. This not only provides valuable insight into the way the model operates
but also enhances transparency and trust in GraphRAG’s outputs.

Finally, the KG is visualised for more straightforward interpretation. Different nodes
and edges are assigned varying colour intensities to indicate their relative importance:
the more intense the colour, the greater the contribution of that component. A colour
bar is included as a legend to clarify the meaning of these intensities. Such visualisation
highlights the internal mechanisms of the system and enhances interpretability by
illustrating how each section of the graph impacts the model’s responses [84, 85].

Step 1 — Constructing a KG

To construct the KG for this study, diabetes-related knowledge was extracted from
the test partition of the PrimeKGQA dataset, a comprehensive biomedical KGQA
resource derived from PrimeKG, the largest precision medicine-oriented KG containing
structured triples in subject—predicate—object format [86]. The test dataset, loaded
using Python’s json library, was filtered to isolate triples relevant to insulin-dependent
diabetes mellitus by applying a scoring function that prioritized core terms such as
”diabetes,” ”insulin,” and ”glucose,” alongside secondary terms like ”hyperglycemia”
and ”diabetic neuropathy.”

An undirected graph was constructed using the networkx library, with nodes
representing entities (e.g., ”Neonatal insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus,” ”diabetic
peripheral angiopathy”) and edges denoting predicates (e.g., ”associated_with”). The
top 10 connected components were selected to focus on significant diabetes-related
subgraphs, which were partitioned into thematic parts (e.g., Part 1 for insulin-related
processes, Part 10 for complications), with each part assigned a range of triple indices.

This structured KG, tailored for integration with a RAG system, enables precise
querying and analysis of complex biomedical relationships. The resulting KG serves
as a foundational dataset for evaluating the stability and attribution (ATT) fidelity



of graph-based representations, which are central to the broader objectives of this
research [87, 88].

KGs contain abundant factual knowledge in the form of triples, as shown in
Eq. (3) [88]:

G={(e,r€)|ee €EreR}, (3)
where £ and R denote the set of entities and relations, respectively. Relation paths,
defined as sequences of relations, are given in Eq. (4) [89]:

z=Ary,re, ..., 1}, (4)
where 7; € R denotes the i-th relation in the path, and [ denotes the length of the
path. Reasoning paths are instances of a relation path z in KGs (see Eq. (5)) [90]:

wy, =€y e 2L, (5)
where e; € £ denotes the i-th entity and r; € R the i-th relation in the relation
path z.
Example 1: Eq. (6) gives a relation path:

z = Supervises — Works on, (6)
And a reasoning path instance could be Eq. (7):

w, = Person 1 SUPOIVISes, pergon 2 orks on, GraphRAG, (7)

Which denotes that ”Person 1” supervises ”Person 2” and ”Person 2” is working
on ”GraphRAG.”

KGQA is a typical reasoning task based on KGs. Given a natural language question
g and a KG G, the task aims to design a function f to predict answers a € A, based
on knowledge from G, as in Eq. (8) [91]:

Following previous works [79, 92], we assume the entities e, € T, mentioned in ¢
and the answers a € A, are labeled and linked to the corresponding entities in G, i.e.,
Ty, Ay CE.

Alternatively, a predefined knowledge graph can be used. At this stage, accurately
defining both nodes and their relationships is essential. Once the knowledge graph is
constructed, the prompt is interpreted based on the graph’s structure and content.
This interpretation generates an answer, which we call the ”original answer,” serving
as a baseline for later improvements, as illustrated in Figs. 1 and 2.

After receiving a question, we first prompt LLMs to generate several relation paths
that are grounded in KGs as plans [79, 91]. These plans are then used to retrieve
reasoning paths from KGs. Finally, faithful reasoning is conducted based on the retrieved
reasoning paths, and answers are generated with interpretable explanations [85].

Step 2 — Perturbation

The perturbation process systematically alters the KG to identify influential
entities and relationships [20, 93]. This is achieved by removing specific triplets

10



| Chunk ‘ ’ Data Tr

Text Chunk
Retrieve relevant
= Unstructured I
Data Source Embed and store Vector Ceion g
1
:
Neodj Vector ;
index 1
1
1
1
Structured 1
N Retrieve relevant |
4 - ) structured information |
e mE— |
Cov) —t 1 Oy :
[>~—1 Construct Knowledge

Graph l

I NL2Cypher

Entity Extraction s 22 Nepher

Feed relevant input

GENAI Application

Fig. 1: Proposed framework for retrieval of structured and unstructured data with
system-formulated queries, showing inputs from structured sources and unstructured
documents, processing through a generative Al application, and generation of context-
aware and traceable answers.

]
Train Surrogate Model
Kernel Function Weights Pertubations GraphRAG Explainability

Graph ECDF-based
Distances

+—— Output Knowledge Graph ~ «—— Node Mask Edge Mask Feature Mask

[o]+[o]"]

Graph RAG
(Prompt + LLM)

Perturbation-based Mask Generator

Input Ki

Use Case Example with Magic Johnson o b
o sporm v
[rsh o oy
1.got to work with Magic Johnsan last month when he ;.r.t\'“ %,
‘came into our hospital o donate biood. " 038 o,
Hospital s %, 001 001 004 001 002 001 004 000 003003001 003
ro g mos oo oonere (@) oS |
‘ever met and was so kind to everyone whowas partof the &
process %, 012 /E @
%, & 038 R games Transtusion otensivacara
100K this photo! k) & played lused has beds
: b el @ ® G
& ’ + v Process Type of
A e, 5 Los Angeless (2 Lomun:d‘ o s ionated by ST «Trpe 3
Wiagic johnson 77, lakers  Mag< Johson ractionation mm - . et cre @ - .
P | e tion, Refrain from T Elo0d dontion |
Transfusion i . Donation of g denating blood K Provides. pgs  CONecion serviecey
Lot Angeless
Hv biopharmaceutical Patient treatment
Aguest 14,1959 1 tested positive for IV Emergancy beds

Whole blood

Fig. 2: GraphRAG explainability framework using perturbation-based masks, kernel
functions, and ECDF-based distances to train a surrogate model, with node, edge, and
feature masks highlighting influential components and illustrating extracted relation-
ships and semantic relevance in healthcare

11



(entity-relation—entity) individually or in groups, and observing the resulting impact
on model performance. Perturbing the graph enables us to clearly pinpoint which
components are most critical in generating the original answer.

The perturbation function P(G) operates by randomly removing sections of the
KG G, as defined in Eq. 9 [85):

P(G)=G—{Tn,Tiwa,..., Tin}, 9)

where T;1, Tya, . . ., T;, are the triplets removed during perturbation. After pertur-

bation, the system computes similarity between the perturbed and original graphs

using cosine similarity between their embedding vectors Emb,.q and Embprom,, as in
Eq. 10 [11]:

Ci(Emborg, Embprom,) = Cosine(Emb(Torg), Emb(Tprom,)), Vi € Sprom,  (10)

Where Emb(-) denotes the embedding function for the respective triplets.

In addition to cosine similarity, Wasserstein Distance (WD) is used to measure the
difference between the original and perturbed response vectors, Ry and Rprom,. This
helps assess how structural perturbations alter the output. The WD is computed as
Eq. 11 [11]:

1/p

Wi(Rorg, Rprom,) = Z [6(Emb(T3,,)) — S(Emb(Th0m VT |+ Vi € Sprom.

prom;

(11)

where Emb(-) is the embedding function and §(-) transforms textual responses into
their corresponding embeddings.

By carefully evaluating different metrics, the inverse Wasserstein distance provided
the most reliable results for comparing text-based responses generated from pruned
graphs [94, 95]. A higher similarity score indicates that the removal of specific graph
sections has minimal impact on the output. In contrast, a lower score highlights sections
that are more influential in shaping the final response.

After experimenting with various perturbation counts (10, 20, 30, 60, and 120), it
was determined that 20 perturbations strike the best balance between accuracy and
efficiency [96]. Each perturbed graph version P(G) generates a new response, which
is compared to the original response using Wasserstein distance, inverse Wasserstein
distance, and cosine similarity for the text output, and cosine similarity for the graph
structure. This dual evaluation allows us to measure how perturbations affect both the
graph’s internal structure and the generated outputs [85].

The calculated distances are used to assign weights to the removed graph compo-
nents, with a kernel function applied to adjust each component’s contribution. These
weights highlight the most influential sections of the KG, identifying the parts critical
for generating accurate responses [20].

Finally, a probability function m; based on cosine similarity is applied to analyse
the influence of perturbations, as in Eq. 12:

12
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P\ e
prom 0_2 ) (S prom (12)

Where C; denotes cosine similarity between the original and perturbed embeddings,
and o is a scaling parameter. By combining cosine similarity for the graph structure with
inverse Wasserstein distance for text outputs, we provide a comprehensive framework
to evaluate the impact of perturbations [11, 20].

Step 3 — Regression Model for Explainability

To enhance interpretability, we apply a linear regression model that relates the
applied perturbations and their weights to the similarity scores between responses from
the original and perturbed KGs [17, 20]. Let the perturbations be P;1, Pya, . .., P, with
corresponding weights W1, Wia, ..., Wik. The regression model is defined as Eq. 13:

Si = Bo + BiWiu Pin + BaWia Pio + -+ - + B Wik Pir. + €i, (13)
Where:
® P, Py, ..., Py are different perturbations applied to the KG,
o Wi, Wia, ..., Wi are their corresponding weights, reflecting impact on responses,
® 31,08s,..., 0 are regression coeflicients indicating the influence of each weighted

perturbation on similarity score S;,
® ¢, is the error term for the i-th observation.

By mapping weighted perturbations to similarity scores, this regression model
quantifies the importance of each KG component. The regression coefficients thus serve
as interpretable indicators of how individual nodes and relationships contribute to
generating accurate responses, enabling both visualisation and deeper understanding
of the model’s decision process.

Loss Function

The regression model minimises the following loss function to determine the best-fit
parameters [97], as shown in Eq. 14:

n

Loss = % Z (Si — (Bo + BIW;P,))?, (14)

i=1
which reduces the squared differences between the actual similarity scores .S; and
the predicted scores from the regression model [98].

® S, is the similarity score between the original and perturbed graph responses.

o W, P; denotes the weighted impact of the perturbation P; on the responses.

® The regression model links perturbations and their weights to similarity scores,
enabling us to determine the relative significance of different graph components in
response generation.

Based on the regression coefficients, we visualise the most impactful nodes and
relationships within the knowledge graph [18]. Varying colour intensities correspond to
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the relative significance of graph components: the more intense the colour, the greater
the contribution to response generation. A colour bar is included to provide a clear
legend for interpretation.

This visualisation helps users identify which parts of the knowledge graph contribute
most to the system’s responses. It also provides transparency by making the system’s
internal decision-making process more interpretable.

5 Numerical Results
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Fig. 3: In our investigation, we adopt a suite of evaluation metrics inspired by
foundational work provided by Google [99], emphasising the multifaceted nature of
assessing explainable models. This work highlights the significance of metrics such as
accuracy, ATT stability, ATT fidelity and consistency as essential tools for a rigorous
evaluation of model behaviour, particularly when comparing explainable models to
traditional black-box models. The adoption of these metrics provides a structured
methodology to dissect and understand model reliability in a more holistic manner [99].

We now present our experimental results regarding the system’s attribution (ATT)
fidelity, consistency, accuracy, and stability when perturbations are applied to the KG.
Weighted linear regression and Bayesian Ridge regression (inspired by BayLIME [100])
were employed for evaluation, along with similarity measures such as cosine similar-
ity [101], Wasserstein distance, inverse Wasserstein distance (inv_-WD) [95], and a
hybrid of both.

Our analysis focuses on the similarity of perturbed KGs compared with the original
KG structure and their generated responses. Specifically:
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Fidelity: the closeness of perturbed answers to the original answers.
Faithfulness: The degree to which the explanation reflects the true internal workings
of the model.

Consistency: the uniformity of model behaviour across multiple perturbations.

® Accuracy: whether the generated answer remains correct under perturbations.
Stability: the robustness of outputs when small changes are introduced into the KG.

These evaluation criteria, summarised in Fig. 3, are essential for understanding system
behaviour under varying conditions. In the following sections, we provide detailed
results showing how well the perturbed KGs retain both structural integrity and
response reliability.

5.1 ATT fidelity Metrics

In evaluating ATT fidelity, which measures how well the responses generated from the
perturbed KG align with the original KG responses, we used cosine similarity [101],
Wasserstein distance (WD), inverse Wasserstein distance (inv-WD) [95], and a com-
bination of them. These metrics were applied using two regression models: weighted
linear regression and Bayesian Ridge regression. Our goal was to determine the best
metric and model combination to ensure that perturbations to the KG do not compro-
mise the system’s output ATT fidelity [18]. ATT fidelity is quantified by the coefficient
of determination R?, which evaluates how much of the variance in the original response
is explained by the perturbed response [98]. The formula for R? is given as Eq.15:

R o ZihUZ > 9(Z:))? as)
S (f(2:) = F(Z)?

Where: - f(Z;) is the original response predlctlon - g(Z;) is the perturbed response
prediction, - N, is the number of perturbations applied, - f(Z;) is the mean of the
original predlctlons

In addition to R2, we used Mean L1 and L2 losses to measure the deviation between
the original and perturbed responses [49, 97]. The Mean L1 loss calculates the average
absolute difference between the predictions in Eq.16:

NP
= 120 - 9(2) (16)
Pi=1

The Mean L1 loss (L1) measures the average absolute deviation between the original
responses and the perturbed responses, providing a robust metric against outliers.

Similarly, the Mean L2 loss (L3) evaluates the squared differences between
predictions, which penalizes larger deviations more heavily, as shown in Eq. 17:

L= 3012 ~9(2) (")

Weighted versions of these metrics, L’ and LY, incorporate kernel-based weights
w to emphasize the relative importance of bpeaﬁc perturbations. They are defined as:
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LY = S (F(Z) ~ 9(Z0)] ) (15)
P =1
1 &
Ly = N, Z ((F(Zi) = 9(Z:))* - w) (19)

The weighted coefficient of determination, R2, extends the classical R? to include
these weights and is defined as Eq. 20:

NP
R2 —1_ > (f(Z) — 9(Z:))? (20)
w Np 2
>im1(f(Zi) = fu(Zi))
Since R2, can be biased upward in small samples, the weighted adjusted coefficient
of determination R2, corrects for both sample size and the number of predictors, as in

Eq. 21:

(21)

w

R? :1—(1—sz)[ Ny — 1 ]

Np— N, -1
Finally, to capture the overall discrepancy in the mean values of predicted scores,
we compute the mean loss, L,,, as in Eq. 22:

S (2 S (2
NP NP

Ly = (22)

This metric quantifies the absolute difference between the average original and
perturbed predictions, offering an additional perspective on model stability. The results
are summarised in Table 2.

To thoroughly evaluate the ATT fidelity of responses generated from perturbed
KGs, we conducted a comprehensive analysis utilising a variety of metrics. These
included cosine similarity [101], Wasserstein distance (WD), inverse Wasserstein dis-
tance (inv_-WD) [95], and combinations. thereof, all assessed using Weighted Linear
Regression and Bayesian Ridge Regression [97, 100], as shown in Table 2.

Although some linear models, such as cosine, achieved the absolute lowest weighted
L5 losses, we deliberately selected the Linear Regression model using inverse Wasserstein
Distance (inv_-WD) because the trade-off in numerical performance is negligible and the
benefits for explainability are substantial. As shown in Table 2, Linear cosine attains
a weighted Ly of approximately 6.65 x 10733, while Linear inv_-WD has a weighted
Ly of approximately 1.57 x 1073!. Both are vanishingly small, and all linear models
have weighted R? values essentially equal to 1, indicating a near-perfect fit. Inv_WD’s
interpretive advantages outweigh the marginal gap in raw loss. Unlike cosine, which
only measures angular similarity between embeddings, inverse Wasserstein distance
captures contrastive differences in the underlying distributions. This makes it more
sensitive to meaningful distributional shifts and asymmetries in kG structures. Such
sensitivity is critical when the objective is attribution fidelity: faithfully identifying
which perturbed nodes or relations drive output changes.
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Inv. Inv. WD WD

Metric Cosine WD + Cosine WD + Cosine
BayLIME

Mean Loss (LM)  1.52E7% 2.71E7%7 2.30E%7 2.71E7%7 1.53E796
Mean L1 Loss 1.17E79 2.10E 6 1.78E706 2.10E 6 1.18E795
Mean L2 Loss 3.7910 1.21E~ 11 8.70E 12 1.21E~ 11 3.83510

Weighted L1 Loss ~ 2.20E7% 3.93707 3.34E707 3.93707 2215706
Weighted L2 Loss ~ 4.24E~ 11 1.35E712 9.72E713 1.35E712 427~
R2 1.00E 100 1.00E 100 1.00E 100 1.00ET%%  0.99999998
R2 1.00E 100 1.00E 100 1.00E 100 1.00ET%  0.99999996

Linear Regression

Mean Loss (LM)  2.22E716 7.77TE16 6.66E 16 5.55B 716 2.22E716
Mean L1 Loss 2.05E16 9.49E 16 9.05E16 7.22E16 2.16E16
Mean L2 Loss 6.10E~32 1.18E73Y 1.08E73Y 7.57E31 6.35E 732
Weighted L1 Loss  2.99E~'7 1.88E16 2.26E716 1.75E716 3.99E 17
Weighted L2 Loss ~ 6.65E~33 1.57E31 2.14E 731 1.635731 1.02E732
R2 1.00E 100 1.00E 100 1.00E 100 1.00E 100 1.00E 100
R2 1.00E 100 1.00E 100 1.00E 100 1.00E 100 1.00E 100

Table 2: Fidelity comparison between perturbed and original KG responses using
BayLIME and Linear Regression across similarity metrics.

KGs are heterogeneous and often exhibit skewed distributions, with some dense
clusters and many sparse, rare entities. Metrics based purely on similarity can under-
represent rare but influential nodes. In contrast, inv_WD is derived from the Wasserstein
family of distances. We used the inverse Wasserstein Distance in our weighted linear
regression model because the standard Wasserstein Distance tends to identify nodes
with the opposite influence on response generation. Using inv WD, we aimed to
highlight nodes with a direct impact on output. and is robust to differences in scale
and distributional shape. This makes explanations derived from Linear inv_-WD more
robust across both common and rare cases, which is particularly valuable in domains
such as healthcare, where long-tail examples often have outsized importance.

Moreover, by combining inv_-WD with a linear model, we retain complete model
transparency: coefficients directly indicate the contribution of each perturbation to ATT
fidelity changes. This aligns with the central aim of explainable Al research, moving
beyond numeric performance to produce explanations that are trustworthy, actionable,
and generalizable. Finally, inv_WD helps avoid overfitting to mere embedding similarity
patterns. Similarity measures like cosine perform exceptionally well on in-sample data,
but may generalise poorly to novel or rare perturbations. Because inv_-WD explicitly
models opposing or divergent distributional changes, it provides richer attribution
signals that remain valid as the KG evolves.

In summary, our choice of Linear inv_WD reflects a deliberate trade-off: we accept
a negligible increase in loss in exchange for markedly improved explanatory power,
robustness across heterogeneous data, and theoretical alignment with attribution
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fidelity objectives. This makes Linear inv_WD a more appropriate and principled choice
for our explainable KG reasoning experiments than simply selecting the numerically
top-ranked alternative. [98].

5.2 ATT Accuracy

Across the ten questions, the evaluation results offer insights into the explainability of
GraphRAG by examining how effectively the model highlights relevant parts of the
KG in response to user queries. The ground truth indicates the critical nodes in the
graph that should be highlighted (marked as “1”), while the model predictions under
different temperature settings show which nodes are actually emphasized. The analysis
reveals that temperature settings significantly affect the model’s ability to retrieve
and highlight pertinent information from the KG, influencing both explainability and
interpretability [102]. On average, the model achieves an AUC of 0.878 for 7=0 and
0.744 for T=1 across all questions (see Appendix Table 7 for the detailed per-question
results).

At a temperature of 0, the retrieval process is deterministic, which means that
the model consistently selects the most relevant nodes based on the query. In most
instances, the predicted highlights align perfectly with the ground truth (AUC = 1),
indicating that the retrieval mechanism successfully identifies and selects the most
critical components of the knowledge graph. For example, in queries such as:

® What is insulin-like growth factor receptor binding associated with?

® What is pancreatic serous cystadenocarcinoma associated with?

® What is glucagon receptor activity associated with and how it interacts through ppi
with low-affinity glucose:proton symporter activity?

® What is glucose binding?

the model accurately highlights the intended nodes, as shown in Fig. 4 for temperature
0, demonstrating strong alignment with the ground truth. This level of consistency
suggests that deterministic retrieval ensures reliable knowledge attribution, making it
especially suitable for tasks where transparency and factual accuracy are essential.
In contrast, at a temperature of 1, the LLM generates responses, introducing
variability in how information is processed. Instead of strictly adhering to the retrieved
KG components, the LLM may shift its focus to different nodes, sometimes misaligning
with the expected ground truth highlights. This misalignment is evident in several cases:

e In What has a synergistic interaction with Flurandrenolide drug?, the LLM empha-
sizes incorrect node 'neurofibrillary tangles’ alongwith correct node 'insulin peglispro’,
resulting in an AUC of 0.89.

® In What is UDP-glucose:glycoprotein glucosyltransferase activity associated with and
how it interacts with serotonin:sodium symporter activity through ppi?, again picks
the least relevant nodes, leading to an AUC of 0.78.

® In What is Insulin tregopil and with which drug does it synergistic interaction?, the
LLM highlights equal correct and incorrect nodes, causing the AUC to drop to 0.56,
indicating a complete deviation from the expected explanation.
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Fig. 4: Accuracy Comparison for the Query “What is insulin-like growth factor receptor
binding associated with?”.

These variations suggest that at higher temperature settings, the model may
rely on a broader context rather than strictly following the retrieved knowledge,
potentially introducing hallucinations or misattributions [5]. However, not all queries
are equally affected. For instance, What is pancreatic serous cystadenocarcinoma
associated with? and What is glucagon receptor activity associated with and how it
interacts through ppi with low-affinity glucose:proton symporter activity? maintain
perfect alignment (AUC = 1) across both temperature settings, indicating that in
these cases, the LLM does not introduce additional noise and remains true to the
retrieved knowledge. Conversely, for queries like What is glucose binding? and ”What
18 glucose 1-phosphate phosphorylation and mitochondrial genome maintenance, how
do they interact through ppi?, the variability at temperature 1 results in a drop in AUC
to 0.89 and 0.78, respectively, highlighting the inconsistencies introduced by the LLM
during explanations.

The observations align with the broader role of temperature settings in LLMs,
where the temperature parameter controls the level of randomness in the generated
text. This parameter determines how likely the model is to select less probable words
instead of the most probable ones [103, 104]. The impact of temperature settings on
text generation is well-documented:

® Temperature = 0: The model consistently picks the most probable next word,
resulting in deterministic output. This leads to consistent and factual responses,
making it ideal for applications that require high accuracy and predictability. However,
responses may sometimes be repetitive or lack creativity.

® Temperature = 1: The model introduces more randomness, allowing it to select
from a broader range of probable words. This produces more diverse, creative, and
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human-like responses, which are suitable for applications like storytelling, brain-
storming, and creative writing. However, this increased diversity can sometimes
compromise coherence and factual accuracy.

These effects illustrate how temperature settings influence the explainability of
GraphRAG. A lower temperature ensures that the retrieval process is deterministic,
leading to consistent and explainable highlighting of relevant KG components. In
contrast, generating responses at a higher temperature introduces variability, which
can lead to mismatches between retrieved and highlighted knowledge. Although this
variability can enhance response diversity in some contexts, it can also compromise
explainability, making it more challenging to trace the generated answer back to the kG.

For applications where explainability and factual alignment are critical, such as
healthcare scenarios, scientific research, and knowledge-intensive question answering, a
lower temperature setting is preferable. This approach ensures that the model reliably
highlights the most relevant graph components [5, 102].

5.3 ATT Faithfulness

ATT faithfulness refers to the extent to which an explanation accurately reflects a
model’s reasoning process. A faithful attribution assigns high importance to inputs
that genuinely drive the model’s output, rather than highlighting spurious correlations
or irrelevant features. This property is widely recognised as essential for trustworthy
interpretability [105, 106].

In our study, we operationalise ATT faithfulness for GraphRAG by measuring
the correlation between attribution-based metrics produced by KG—SMILE (here,
ATT-AUC at different decoding temperatures: at T=0 retrieval is deterministic, while
at T=1 the LLM introduces variability in its responses) and the externally reported
benchmark accuracies of the same model. Concretely, for OpenAl’s GPT-3.5-turbo, for
each prompt ¢, we define

x¢ := external benchmark accuracy of GPT-3.5-turbo on dataset/prompt ¢,
yi := ATT-AUC score of KG-SMILE for GPT-3.5-turbo on dataset/prompt ¢.

We then compute the correlation between these values. Importantly, our results
show that whenever the model achieves higher benchmark accuracy, the corresponding
ATT-AUC scores are also higher, indicating that more faithful explanations accompany
better model performance. As summarised in Table 3, across n=10 prompts we observe a
strong positive correlation at T=0 (r=0.933) and a weak correlation at T=1 (r=0.070).

Formally, we compute the Pearson correlation coefficient:

> MR
Vi @i =2 (i = )%

where x; are the externally reported benchmark accuracies, y; are the corresponding
KG-SMILE attribution scores (ATT-AUC at T=0 or T=1), and Z,§ denote their

r (23)

20



means. A strong positive r indicates that attribution metrics faithfully track external
measures of model competence.

Temperature ' n Pearson r
0 10  0.975524
1 10  0.845926

Table 3: Pearson r between
ATT-AUC (y;) and external
accuracy (x;).

Thus, in our framework, ATT faithfulness is an externally validated property:
explanations are considered reliable to the extent that KG-SMILE ATT-AUC scores cor-
relate with established benchmarks, ensuring that interpretability provides meaningful
insights into knowledge-graph—augmented language models, particularly in high-stakes
applications [107].

5.4 ATT Stability

ATT stability evaluates how well a model maintains its accuracy and consistency in
the face of minor perturbations to the KG [108]. This property is a vital component of
an explainable model, as it ensures that small changes to the input do not significantly
affect the model’s predictions or the explanations it generates [20, 100].

In this study, ATT stability was assessed by perturbing the KG through slight
modifications to its structure, such as altering relationships between nodes, and then
measuring the similarity between the original and perturbed explanations. The Jaccard
index [49, 109], defined in Eq. 24, was used for this purpose:

|AN B
Jaccard(A, B) = AUD (24)

Where A is the set of explanations from the original graph and B is the set of
explanations from the perturbed graph. The index ranges from 0 to 1 and quantifies
the similarity between the two sets. Higher values indicate greater ATT stability.

The results in Table 4. indicate that the ATT stability of explanations generated by
the knowledge graph (KG) model is significantly influenced by both structural changes
and temperature settings [100, 108].

As shown in Fig. 5, Analysis of temperature settings shows that at T' = 0, where
the model operates deterministically, explanations remain stable despite minor mod-
ifications to the KG. Here, T denotes the temperature parameter controlling the
randomness of the model’s output. This is evidenced by consistently high Jaccard simi-
larity values (1.000 in multiple cases), indicating that the model retrieves explanations
that are nearly identical to those generated from the original KG. This suggests that,
in a low-temperature setting, the model prioritizes fixed reasoning paths, maintaining
robustness against small perturbations and ensuring consistency and reliability in its
explanations [20].
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Perturbation triple added Jaccard (T=1) Jaccard (T=0)

(“insulin-like growth factor receptor binding”, 1.00 0.10
“associated_with”, “type_1_diabetes”)

(“pancreatic serous cystadenocarcinoma’”, 0.90 1.00
“treated_with”, “chemotherapy”)

(“glucagon receptor activity”, “inhibited_by”, 0.80 1.00
“insulin”)

(“glucose binding”, “expression_present”, 0.70 1.00
“pancreas”)

(“Flurandrenolide”, “used_for”, 0.80 1.00
“diabetic_skin_conditions”)

(“glucose 1-phosphate phosphorylation”, 1.00 1.00
“associated_with”, “glycogen_storage_disease”)

(“UDP-glucose:glycoprotein glucosyltransferase 0.90 1.00
activity”, “regulates”, “protein_folding”)

(“SFT2D2”, “expression_present”, 1.00 1.00
“pancreatic_islets”)

(“diabetic peripheral angiopathy”, “caused_by”, 1.00 1.00
“chronic_hyperglycemia”)

(“Insulin tregopil”, “used_for”, 1.00 1.00

“type-2_diabetes”)

Table 4: Perturbation triples and corresponding Jaccard similarities for T=1 and T=0.

Conversely, at T" = 1, where the model introduces stochasticity in its response
generation, a slight decline in ATT stability is observed, with Jaccard similarity values
dropping a certain values in most of the cases. This indicates that higher temperature
settings lead to greater sensitivity to perturbations, prompting the model to explore
alternative reasoning pathways and retrieve explanations that deviate significantly
from the original [110]. The introduction of additional triples, even if unrelated to the
queried entity, alters the structure of the graph, causing a cascading effect that disrupts
the model’s ability to maintain consistency in its explanations [108], as illustrated in
Fig. 6, which depicts the ATT stability analysis.

This contrast between deterministic behavior at 7' = 0 and stochastic behavior
at T' = 1 highlights the dual nature of temperature settings in LLM-driven KG
reasoning [102]. While a low-temperature setting ensures ATT stability, a higher-
temperature setting enhances adaptability, allowing the model to explore diverse
responses but at the cost of increased variability in explanations. The sensitivity
observed at T' = 1 suggests that even minor structural modifications in the KG can
significantly alter the retrieved explanations, reducing the model’s reliability in dynamic
environments where perturbations are common. This raises concerns about the trade-
off between explainability and adaptability, as a more stochastic approach may enhance
response diversity but weaken robustness in explanation retrieval [100].
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Fig. 5: Impact of Adding the Triplet (”glucagon receptor activity”, ”inhibited by”,
”insulin”) at Temperature 0: Jaccard Similarity 1.0 in Knowledge Graphs
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Fig. 6: Impact of Adding the Triplet (”glucagon receptor activity”, ”inhibited by”,
”insulin”) at Temperature 1: Jaccard Similarity 0.8 in Knowledge Graphs

The findings emphasize the importance of temperature control in KG-based rea-
soning models, as temperature directly affects the balance between stability and
exploration. A key implication is that models designed for high-explainability tasks
should favor lower temperatures, where reasoning pathways remain consistent even
under minor modifications to the KG [20, 108].

5.5 Consistency

Consistency assesses how predictable the system is in its responses to small pertur-
bations in the KG. It evaluates how stable and reliable the model’s responses are
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when minor modifications are made to the KG structure [20, 110]. In our analysis,
we applied slight perturbations across different sections of the KG and evaluated the
consistency of the model’s responses. Across 50 runs, the responses varied minimally
across different partitions of the KG (parts 1 through 10). Part 1 exhibited the least
variability, and the remaining parts also showed only minor variations, indicating that
the system’s responses remained consistent in the face of small changes across all
sections [100]. The narrow range of variations suggests that the model’s responses
were stable and largely unaffected by minor perturbations. Despite the slight differ-
ences observed, the model demonstrated strong overall consistency by maintaining
reliable responses across all parts of the KG. This suggests that the system is highly
predictable when minor perturbations are introduced and can handle them without a
significant decline in performance. However, if more extensive or systematic alterations
are applied to critical nodes in the KG, greater variation could occur. Small, localized
changes, however, did not alter the system’s high degree of consistency [108].

The results from the 50 runs confirm strong consistency across most sections of
the KG and demonstrate that the model can produce stable and predictable responses
even when the graph is exposed to minor perturbations.

5.6 Computation Complexity

Method BayLIME Linear Regression
Cosine similarity 25.01s 25.60s
Inverse Wasserstein distance 20.02s 25.20s
Inverse Wasserstein + Cosine (hybrid) 23.32s 23.43s
Wasserstein distance 27.02s 25.68s
Wasserstein + Cosine (hybrid) 18.18s 17.17s

Table 5: Wall time comparison of ATT fidelity configurations. The graph metric is
fixed to cosine similarity; row labels denote the text-side metric.

To systematically evaluate ATT fidelity across text and graph representations, we
analyzed multiple similarity metrics, including Cosine [101], Wasserstein + Cosine
(hybrid) [95, 111], Inverse Wasserstein distance [94], and Inverse Wasserstein
4+ Cosine (hybrid) [96]. Our experiments, which included 20 perturbations
per configuration [85], compared the performance of BayLIME [112] and Linear
Regression models [98], focusing on both computational efficiency and ATT
fidelity [18].

Table 5 illustrates the trade-off between computational efficiency and accuracy when
analyzing text and graph representations [20]. The fastest method, which combines
Hybrid Text Metrics (Wasserstein Distance + Cosine) with Graph Metrics (Cosine)
ATT fidelity Analysis, achieves the lowest processing time of 17.17 seconds. This
makes it the most efficient option for rapid evaluations while still maintaining reasonable
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accuracy, as confirmed by linear regression analysis. In contrast, the BayLIME ATT
fidelity Analysis of Text-to-Text using Inverse Wasserstein Distance and Graph-to-
Graph using Cosine, takes 27.02 seconds. This method entails a significantly higher
computational cost due to its use of Inverse Wasserstein Distance, which improves
explainability by effectively capturing opposing nodes [11].

These results highlight the trade-off between computational efficiency and
ATT fidelity, emphasizing the importance of selecting appropriate similarity metrics
based on the specific requirements of the task [102]. Experiments were performed on
Google Colab’s standard runtime environment, which provides approximately 12GB of
RAM, demonstrating efficient time consumption compared to alternative approaches.

5.7 Chain of Thought

In complex QA tasks, particularly those involving GraphRAG, traditional LLMs often
struggle to produce meaningful responses due to their reliance on direct retrieval and
pattern matching [113, 114]. Many real-world queries require multi-step reasoning,
where multiple entities and relationships within a KG must be linked together before
arriving at a well-supported conclusion. To address this challenge, we employ Chain-
of-Thought (CoT) reasoning [115], a structured approach that guides the GraphRAG
system through intermediate reasoning steps, ensuring that answers are generated in a
logical, explainable manner while leveraging the structured representation of the KG.

Example Question Requiring Chain-of-Thought Reasoning in GraphRAG Consider
the following complex question:

"Which disease is associated with glucose binding through its link to neurofibrillary tangles,
and how does this connect further to a condition related to calcium-release channel activity?’

This query requires GraphRAG to conduct multi-step reasoning, as it involves:

® Understanding glucose binding glucose binding through its link to neurofibrillary
tangles.

® Understanding diseases associated with diabetic binding.

® Analysing its connection to a condition related to calcium-release channel activity.

A simple LLM query often fails to adequately address such questions, as it lacks the
ability to connect these concepts explicitly within a structured KG. When simply run,
it may return: “I'm sorry, I don’t have enough information to provide a helpful answer.”
Instead, a CoT-based GraphRAG reasoning framework extracts relevant knowledge
from the KG, traces logical connections, and formulates an answer grounded in explicit
relationships rather than implicit language model heuristics [116, 117].

5.7.1 Extracting and Structuring Relevant KG Triples

The first step in this approach is extracting key entities and relations from the
input question using NLP. The function extract_entities_relations(question)
identifies relevant entities e.g. ’glucose’, ’disease’, ’diabetic’, 'neurofibrillary tan-
gles’ ) and relationships (e.g., bind’, 'relate’, ’associate’, ’interact’). The function
generate_chain of thought (kg, question) then iterates through subject-predicate-
object triples stored in the KG, constructing a reasoning chain such as:
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glucose binding — [expression present] — Neurofibrillary tangles
Neurofibrillary tangles — [associated with] — Disease

Disease — [associated with] — calcium-release channel activity

By extracting and organizing these structured triples, the GraphRAG model
enhances reasoning interpretability, ensuring that each step in the answer is traceable
within the KG.

Complex questions such as the one above cannot be effectively answered by a direct
LLM query alone. Unlike simple retrieval-based approaches, which rely on match-
ing isolated facts, GraphRAG with CoT reasoning ensures a structured approach to
logical inference. Without CoT, the system may fail to correctly connect multi-hop
relationships, leading to fragmented or incomplete answers. The CoT framework decom-
poses queries into sequential reasoning steps, ensuring both accurate and explainable
responses [118].

Once the reasoning chain is established, the extracted triples are format-
ted into a structured prompt using the function format_triples_for_prompt(
reasoning chain). This process guides the LLM with explicit, factually grounded
information, reduces hallucinations, and ensures responses remain faithful to the
KG. By explicitly presenting the logical sequence of facts, the CoT approach enables
GraphRAG to generate structured and context-aware answers.

5.7.2 Explainability Through Perturbation Analysis

To assess the explainability of GraphRAG, we implemented KG-SMILE, a perturbation-
based approach that systematically altered the KG structure and evaluated the impact
on generated responses. In each iteration, we generated a perturbed version of the KG
by selectively removing or modifying nodes and edges. This perturbed KG was then
fed into the Chain-of-Thought (CoT) reasoning framework to generate an answer. By
comparing the perturbed responses with the original, we measured their alignment
using both cosine similarity [101] and inverse Wasserstein distance [95]. This iterative
process effectively identified the most influential nodes and relationships [20, 85],
revealing their critical role in shaping the final generated response. As illustrated in
Fig. 7, the importance coefficients highlight key nodes which significantly contribute to
the reasoning. KG-SMILE provides a structured mechanism to interpret the decision-
making process of GraphRAG, ensuring greater transparency and explainability in
Al-driven question answering.

5.8 Pre-Prompt Mechanism

A common challenge in KGQA systems is their occasional inability to retrieve relevant
information when queried with a specific phrasing, often resulting in responses such as ”I
do not know.” This limitation arises due to the sensitivity of retrieval models to linguistic
variations and the inherent constraints of structured knowledge representations. To
address this issue, we employ a pre-prompting mechanism that generates multiple
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rephrased versions of the original query [119, 120], increasing the likelihood of
alignment with stored knowledge. By broadening the phrasing spectrum, this approach
enhances retrieval efficacy and mitigates the risk of response failure.

Once the rephrased questions are generated, they are individually processed through
GraphQAChain to obtain possible answers. However, responses that still return 1

do not know” or similar uncertainty indicators are systematically discarded [121]. A
filtering mechanism ensures that only valid, meaningful responses are retained for
further analysis. This selective approach significantly enhances response reliability
by eliminating uncertainty and ensuring that the final answer is constructed from
informative, contextually relevant outputs.
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To determine the most accurate response, the filtered answers are aggregated
using embedding-based similarity techniques [13], which synthesize the most
semantically representative response. By leveraging multiple valid responses rather
than a single direct retrieval, this process improves answer robustness and completeness.
However, while this method enhances response accuracy, it introduces a trade-off in
explainability [107]. Because the final answer is an aggregation of multiple responses
rather than directly extracted from a single node, the system highlights more nodes in
the KG, similar to the way a simple LLM-based retrieval process does but with slightly
less intensity. While the correct knowledge component is still identified, the aggregation
process results in a broader distribution of emphasis across multiple nodes rather
than pinpointing a single definitive source. As illustrated in Fig. 8,by integrating pre-
prompting, selective response filtering, and answer aggregation, I significantly enhanced
the stability, accuracy, and interoperability of KG-based QA systems. This approach
ensures that even if an initial direct query results in ”I do not know,” alternative
formulations allow the system to retrieve a meaningful response. While explicit node
attribution may be more distributed, the modelstill correctly highlights the relevant
knowledge components, making this technique particularly valuable for high-stakes
applications such as healthcare research, institutional knowledge management, and
decision-support systems [122], where both precision and transparency are critical.

5.9 Cross-Model Evaluation

This section discusses cross-model evaluation to analyse the performance of responses
generated by the GraphRAG system against two specialized medical LLMs named
Mistral and MedAlpaca. The objective of performing cross-model evaluation is to
investigate how well the responses generated by this GraphRAG align with responses
generated by medical LLMs for the same 10 questions. This analysis provides insights
into the strengths and limitations of our approach. This system uses a constrained
dataset from PrimeKGQA. Mistral and MedAlpaca are often considered suitable
corpora for assessing ”ground truth” in biomedical querying. These two LLMs are
trained and fine-tuned on domain-specific medical corpora. For each of the 10 questions,
responses are generated independently using these models. To compare responses,
similarities are computed using a composite metric containing semantic and concept
similarity. Mean Composite Similarity is an average score combining semantic (meaning-
based), concept overlap (key ideas match), and content (word/structure match). The
+ number represents the standard deviation, indicating how much scores vary, with
higher values indicating greater inconsistency. To assess semantic similarity, embedding
similarity is calculated using Sentence Transformers. Concept overlap and content
similarity measures are performed using key concept extraction and cosine similarity.
Mean Semantic Similarity represents just the meaning-based part by ignoring exact
words and focusing on ideas only. Classifications were assigned based on similarity
thresholds: very_low (< 0.3), low (0.3-0.5), medium (0.5-0.7), high (> 0.7) A small
subset of the full PrimeKGQA is used to implement GraphRAG, which constrains
retrieved information. This subset focuses on specific entity-relation pairs relevant
to biomedical concepts, leading to potentially incomplete responses compared to the
comprehensive knowledge encoded in Mistral and MedAlpaca. At the temperature of
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0, GraphRAG operates deterministically, strictly fetching triplets from the KG. At
temperature 1, the system allows partial integration of the LLM’s internal knowledge,
resulting in more elaborate responses. However, in our Graph-based RAG, outputs
are highly dependent on the supplied KG edges and nodes. Whereas medical LLMs
can generalize from trained patterns, they may not align precisely with PrimeKGQA’s
specific data. The medical LLMs possess broader clinical knowledge and alternative
interpretations that differ from our subset of KG. Additionally, potential hallucinations
in the medical LLMs could further contribute to mismatches, though their medical
fine-tuning mitigates this to some extent.
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Comparison Mean Composite Mean Semantic Classification

Similarity Similarity Distribution
Temperature 0
vs Mistral 0.319 (40.214) 0.515 very_low: 4
(40.0%)

low: 3 (30.0%)

medium: 3

(30.0%)

vs MedAlpaca 0.017 (40.034) 0.017 very_low: 10
(100.0%)

Temperature 1

vs Mistral 0.470 (£0.198) 0.716 very_low: 3
(30.0%)

low: 3 (30.0%)

medium: 3

(30.0%)

high: 1 (10.0%)
vs MedAlpaca 0.020 (£0.024) 0.020 very_low: 10

(100.0%)

Table 6: Similarity statistics for GraphRAG outputs at different temperatures against
medical LLMs.

The results in Table 6 indicate low overall similarities to both Mistral and MedAl-
paca. Considering KG-based constraints: at a temperature of 0, it is highly precise
for KG triplets but lacks the depth of context-rich outputs of medical LLMs. For
instance, in Question 1, GraphRAG at temp 0 Mistral provides a broader physiological
explanation, whereas GraphRAG interprets relationships and entities strictly from the
literal KG subset. Temperature 1 exhibits modest improvements (e.g., 70% better than
Mistral), as it leverages the LLM’s internal knowledge to elaborate; however, it remains
KG-dependent and thus diverges from the medical models’ parametric generalizations.
Temp 1 performs slightly better than Temp 0 against Mistral, as it utilizes Al knowl-
edge, but has poor alignment with MedAlpaca. MedAlpaca results are poorer due to
its clinically detailed focus, which prioritizes ethical, patient-oriented phrasing that is
missing in our PrimeKGQA subset. The PrimeKGQA subset excludes comprehensive
relations, resulting in ”differing responses.” The KG’s sparsity restricts response depth,
unlike the medical LLMs’ broader knowledge. Despite this, the results are not entirely
poor; the moderate similarity to Mistral (0.47 at Temp 1) and consistency (0.617 vs.
MedAlpaca) suggest reliable outputs within the KG’s scope, potentially comparable
to human evaluation for fact-specific queries. The overall assessment results confirm
that the PrimeKGQA subset is accurate and that the KG-based RAG is precise, but it
needs a more comprehensive KG to broaden its coverage, marking a key direction for
future work. Additional improvements could involve iterative KG expansion to capture
emerging biomedical relations.
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5.10 Future Prospects

GraphRAG technology faces several key challenges while also offering promising
research opportunities. One area of focus is the development of dynamic and adaptive
graphs instead of static databases [74, 123-127] that can incorporate real-time updates.
Additionally, integrating multi-modal data such as images and audio would enhance
knowledge representation [128].

Addressing scalability is crucial for managing large-scale KGs, which requires
advanced retrieval mechanisms and efficient infrastructure. The use of graph foundation
models [42, 115]can improve the processing of graph-structured data, while lossless
compression techniques are necessary for effectively handling long contexts [123, 125]

Establishing standard benchmarks would create a framework for evaluating method-
ologies, promoting consistency and progress within the field. Expanding the applications
of GraphRAG to complex domains, such as healthcare [129], finance [130], legal com-
pliance [131], and the Internet of Things (IoT) [132], could significantly increase its
impact.

These challenges highlight the potential for GraphRAG to evolve into a robust and
versatile technology across a variety of domains.

6 Conclusion

In conclusion, this study presents KG-SMILE as a framework that brings explainability
and interpretability to GraphRAG systems. While standard RAG helps reduce halluci-
nations by grounding outputs in external knowledge, it still functions as a black box,
users cannot see which retrieved pieces of information shaped the final response. By
introducing perturbation-based attribution analysis, KG-SMILE makes this process
more transparent: it systematically alters graph components and observes the effect on
model outputs, thereby identifying the entities and relations most influential in gener-
ating a response. In this way, GraphRAG becomes not only a retrieval-and-generation
pipeline but also an explainable system that can clarify why an answer was produced.

This capacity for explanation is especially important in sensitive domains such as
healthcare and law, where decision-making requires not only accurate outputs but
also accountability and trust in the reasoning process. Rather than claiming higher
performance, the emphasis here is on transparency and traceability, ensuring that users
can understand the link between retrieved knowledge and generated answers. Looking
forward, continued research into dynamic graph adaptation, multi-modal integration,
scalability, and standardized evaluation benchmarks will further shape the role of
explainable GraphRAG systems. With these directions, such frameworks can provide a
foundation for responsible Al applications across various sectors, including healthcare,
finance, IoT, and legal systems.

A Additional Results

To complement the results presented in the main text, we provide in Table 7 shows
the area under the ROC curve (AUC) scores for biomedical question—answer pairs
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evaluated at two different decoding temperatures. These results illustrate the effect of
temperature variation on answer consistency across a range of biomedical tasks.

Question AUC (T=0) AUC (T=1)
What is insulin-like growth factor receptor binding 1.00 0.78
associated with?

What is pancreatic serous cystadenocarcinoma associated 1.00 1.00
with?

What is glucagon receptor activity associated with and 1.00 1.00

how does it interact through ppi with low-affinity
glucose:proton symporter activity?

What is glucose binding? 1.00 0.89
Which lifestyle changes are most effective in preventing 0.50 0.44
neonatal insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus?

What is glucose 1-phosphate phosphorylation and 1.00 0.78

mitochondrial genome maintenance, and how do they

interact through ppi?

What is UDP-glucose:glycoprotein glucosyltransferase 0.89 0.78
activity associated with, and how does it interact with

serotonin:sodium symporter activity through ppi?

Where is SFT2D2 expressed? 0.89 0.78
What is diabetic peripheral angiopathy associated with? 1.00 0.89
Which molecular interactions are associated with 0.50 0.10

neonatal insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus?

Table 7: AUC (area under the ROC curve) at decoding temperatures 7=0 and T=1;
”ppi” denotes protein—protein interaction
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