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Abstract—Knowledge-based visual question answering (KB-
VQA) requires a model to understand images and utilize external
knowledge to provide accurate answers. Existing approaches
often directly augment models with retrieved information from
knowledge sources while ignoring substantial knowledge redun-
dancy, which introduces noise into the answering process. To
address this, we propose a training-free framework with knowl-
edge focusing for KB-VQA, that mitigates the impact of noise by
enhancing knowledge relevance and reducing redundancy. First,
for knowledge retrieval, our framework concludes essential parts
from the image-question pairs, creating low-noise queries that
enhance the retrieval of highly relevant knowledge. Considering
that redundancy still persists in the retrieved knowledge, we
then prompt large models to identify and extract answer-
beneficial segments from knowledge. In addition, we introduce
a selective knowledge integration strategy, allowing the model to
incorporate knowledge only when it lacks confidence in answering
the question, thereby mitigating the influence of redundant
information. Our framework enables the acquisition of accurate
and critical knowledge, and extensive experiments demonstrate
that it outperforms state-of-the-art methods.

Index Terms—Knowledge-based visual question answering,
knowledge redundancy filtering, selective knowledge integration

I. INTRODUCTION

Knowledge-based visual question answering (KB-VQA) [1]
is an extension of the traditional VQA task [2] by requiring
models to answer questions that cannot be resolved solely
from image content, necessitating the integration of external
knowledge. Early methods [3], [4] focus on extracting explicit
knowledge from multiple open-domain knowledge resources
(e.g., ConceptNet [5], Wikipedia [6], and Google Search
Corpus [4]) and combining the retrieved knowledge with
image questions for answering. However, retrieving knowledge
relevant to both images and questions presents challenges,
often leading to the introduction of noise. Inspired by the
powerful knowledge reasoning capabilities of large language
models (LLMs), subsequent studies [7]–[10] prompt LLMs
with textual descriptions converted from images to generate
answer predictions with no need to retrieve explicit knowledge.

The limited knowledge scope and lack of visual perception
challenge LLMs, while visual language models (VLMs) are
more suited for vision-centric tasks than knowledge-centric
ones [11]. Therefore, another line of work focuses on how
to integrate external knowledge bases on smaller LLMs for
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... motorcycle throughout a race, with repairs made  a  
nylon pants padded ... the usual outfit of the motocross 
cyclist. motocross racingkinney ... others definitely not.
(Previous methods, e.g., SKSQA [13])

Q: What sport can you use 
this for?

High redundancy

off-road, motocross, and dirt bikes are all motorcycles 
used to navigate nature while on two wheels.
(Our method)

Low redundancy

Knowledge Image-question pair

Fig. 1. External knowledge retrieved by our method and recent works. In
the knowledge texts, words with low relevance to the image-question pair are
highlighted in red, while relevant words are highlighted in green.

KB-VQA. [12] translates image content into textual semantics,
which consists of an image description, objects with attributes,
and OCR characters. Then, a long query containing these
texts is built to retrieve knowledge that assists in LLM
training. However, their retrieved knowledge often includes a
substantial amount of content unrelated to the question, which
may limit the model’s performance. Recent work [13] explores
training VLMs to pick up relevant knowledge documents
from retrieved information, while many question-unrelated
segments exist in those documents, as in Fig. 1. Moreover, the
lengthy search queries constructed by existing works make it
difficult for the retrieval process to focus on key information
in image-question pairs, often resulting in a large amount of
redundant content. Inaccurate knowledge introduces additional
burdens, hindering the answering process.

To mitigate the impact of knowledge noise, we propose
a training-free framework with knowledge focusing for KB-
VQA (KF-VQA for short), which enhances knowledge rele-
vance and reduces redundancy. Firstly, for knowledge retrieval,
we aim to construct low-noise queries, thus increasing the
relevance of selected knowledge. Since the image provides
key context for identifying relevant knowledge, we leverage
the multimodal perception capabilities of VLMs to distill the
essential content from the image-question pair. This enables
us to obtain precise and low-noise queries, minimizing the
impact of irrelevant content in queries for knowledge retrieval.
Secondly, considering that there is still redundant information
in the retrieved knowledge documents, we refine the knowl-
edge by integrating the VLM’s visual understanding with the
LLM’s reasoning capabilities to extract the relevant segments.
That is, LLMs combine the question with fine-grained visual
details extracted by VLMs to identify the answer-beneficial
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content, thereby reducing knowledge redundancy. However,
completely filtering out noisy content from external knowledge
is impractical [13]. It is intuitive to lower the impact of
redundant knowledge by introducing external knowledge only
when the model requires it for question answering. Therefore,
we introduce a selective knowledge integration strategy. LLMs
incorporate external knowledge to enhance the reasoning abil-
ity only when they lack confidence in answering a question,
further reducing the impact of knowledge noise. Experiments
on benchmark datasets show that KF-VQA outperforms base-
lines and achieves the state-of-the-art performance.

Our contributions are summarized as follows:
• We propose a training-free framework with knowledge

focusing for KB-VQA that mitigates the noise effects by
enhancing knowledge relevance and reducing redundancy.

• We introduce a selective knowledge integration strategy
which incorporates knowledge to help answer questions
when LLMs lack confidence in answering, further reduc-
ing the impact of redundant information.

• Experimental results show that our method outperforms
competitive baselines, achieving the state-of-the-art re-
sults on both OK-VQA [1] and A-OKVQA [14] datasets.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Training-based KB-VQA Methods

Training-based KB-VQA methods require training a model
to answer questions. Early studies [3], [4] augment models
by retrieving knowledge directly from various open-domain
world knowledge sources. Given the powerful knowledge
inference capabilities of LLMs, subsequent methods explore
how to combine explicit knowledge with LLMs implicit
knowledge. For example, [15], [16] generate candidate an-
swers to questions by prompting LLMs and incorporate the re-
trieved knowledge to enhance model performance, while [12],
[17] utilize explicit external knowledge to train LLMs. Since
irrelevant information exists in the retrieved knowledge, [13]
trains VLMs to identify relevant document-level knowledge.
However, within the documents, there is still a large amount
of content irrelevant to the questions. Our framework could
identify fine-grained knowledge segments related to the image-
question pair through the collaboration of VLMs and LLMs,
all without the need for training.

B. Training-free KB-VQA Methods

Although training-based methods achieve performance im-
provement, they often rely heavily on large amounts of labeled
data and suffer from poor generalization. With the emergence
of knowledge reasoning capabilities in LLMs, a training-free
method [7] prompts GPT-3 with in-context examples and im-
age captions to realize KB-VQA, while generic captions may
lose image details. [8] assists GPT-3 in understanding images
with question-guided captions. [9] selects better in-context
examples to maximize the potential of GPT-3. Given the high
cost of GPT-3 API calls, [10] constructs a large amount of
in-context content to achieve GPT-3-like performance using

smaller and open-source LLMs. Due to the limited knowl-
edge scope of LLMs and the flaw of hallucination, [11]
decomposes questions to retrieve knowledge from external
knowledge bases, and shows that VLMs fall short in KB-
VQA. However, this work still relies on lengthy queries to
search for knowledge, which leads to the retrieval of irrelevant
content. In contrast, our KF-VQA not only uses essential
content from the image-question pair as low-noise queries, but
also filters out irrelevant content from retrieved knowledge,
thereby enhancing the knowledge relevance.

III. METHODOLOGY

The overall architecture of KF-VQA is illustrated in Fig. 2.
Designed to enhance knowledge relevance and reduce redun-
dancy, it comprises three components: knowledge retrieval
with low-noise queries, knowledge redundancy filtering, and
reasoning with selective knowledge integration. To retrieve
highly relevant knowledge, the retrieval module builds low-
noise queries based on essential content extracted from image-
question pairs. The filtering module then leverages the comple-
mentary strengths of LLMs and VLMs to select fine-grained
segments from the retrieved information. During LLM rea-
soning, a selective knowledge integration strategy incorporates
knowledge segments only when the model lacks confidence in
its answer, thereby minimizing the impact of noise.

A. Knowledge Retrieval with Low-noise Query

KB-VQA typically involves retrieving auxiliary information
from knowledge bases. However, the lengthy retrieval queries,
containing excessive image details, from existing works [12],
[13] always distract the retrieval process, resulting in the
selection of irrelevant content. We propose constructing low-
noise queries containing only essential content from image-
question pairs, guiding the retriever to focus on key infor-
mation and select highly relevant knowledge. Specifically,
we utilize the multimodal perception capability of VLMs to
extract keywords that summarize an image-question pair. That
is, given an image-question pair (v, q), we prompt a frozen
VLM to generate a set of concise keywords k which represent
the pair’s essential content:

k = VLM(P1, v, q), (1)

where P1 is the prompt template. Considering the importance
of the question in knowledge retrieval, we concatenate the
keywords k with the question q to form a low-noise query
ql = [q; k]. Then, we use the Google Search Corpus [4]
as our knowledge base D and adopt ql to find relevant
knowledge documents from it. Following [12], [13], we encode
ql and each knowledge document di from D, and calculate
the similarity score between ql and di to retrieve the top-r
documents with the highest similarity as follows:

Kd = {d̂1, . . . , d̂r} = Topr(sim(ql, d1), sim(ql, d2), . . . ),
(2)

where sim(ql, di) denotes the dot product between the em-
beddings of ql and di. Since ql contains only key content, the



Frozen VLM

Frozen LLM

Low-noise Query:
What year was ... source 
invented? floor lamp, 
desk lamp, table lamp, …

Keywords:
floor lamp, desk lamp, 
table lamp, …

Knowledge Retrieval with Low-noise Query

Retriever

Knowledge Documents:
Artificial lighting technology began to be developed 
tens ... 1879 thomas edison and joseph wilson swan 
patent the carbon-thread incandescent lamp ...

Concatenation

Knowledge Redundancy Filtering Reasoning with Selective Knowledge Integration

Confidence 
Judgement

Knowledge 
Integration

Example 
Selector

Image-to-text 
Converter

Prediction: 1900 (Low Confidence)

Knowledge Base:

Fine-grained Image Information:
The type of lighting source depicted 
in the image is a floor lamp.

Filtered Knowledge:
1879 thomas edison and joseph 
wilson swan patent the carbon-
thread incandescent lamp.

Concatenation

Examples:

…Example 3
Example 2

Example 1 Filtered 
Knowledge

Prediction: 1879

Image-question Pair:

What year was this 
type of lighting 
source invented?

Fig. 2. Overview of the proposed framework. KF-VQA constructs low-noise queries by extracting essential content from the image and question to retrieve
relevant knowledge documents. Then, a redundancy filtering process extracts fine-grained segments from the retrieved documents. During LLM reasoning,
knowledge integration is selectively activated (green line) only when the prediction confidence without knowledge (blue line) is low.

retrieval process would focus on these critical pieces to find
relevant documents Kd.

B. Knowledge Redundancy Filtering

Although the retrieval with low-noise queries could enhance
the relevance of retrieved knowledge documents to the image-
question pair, considerable redundancy remains in these doc-
uments, impeding model reasoning. We guide LLMs to filter
redundant segments from retrieved documents by leveraging
question-relevant visual details, since focusing on the visual
aspects of questions helps identify cues for selecting relevant
segments. To extract such visual details, we first prompt the
frozen LLM to transform the original question q into an image-
based question qv , which focuses exclusively on the content
presented in the image v. Then, the VLM leverages its strong
visual perception capabilities to answer this visual perception
question qv to obtain required image information as follows:

qv = LLM(P2, q), (3)

av = VLM(v, qv), (4)

where P2 is the prompt template for LLMs, and av denotes
the fine-grained visual details about the question q.

Based on the question q and visual details av , we encourage
the LLM to identify relevant segments Ks from Kd as follows:

Ks = LLM(P3,Kd, q, av), (5)

where P3 is the prompt template. The segments Ks pro-
vide more fine-grained, low-redundancy knowledge about the
image-question pair compared to the documents Kd, thereby
establishing a better reasoning basis for the LLM.

C. Reasoning with Selective Knowledge Integration

During the reasoning process, our knowledge segments Ks

would assist the LLM in making predictions. However, despite

our efforts to filter out redundancies, completely eliminating
knowledge noise is impractical. For LLMs, there are situations
where the model relies on its implicit knowledge to answer a
question correctly, while the retrieved knowledge leads to an
incorrect answer [13]. Inspired by this, we propose a selective
knowledge integration strategy to minimize the impact of
residual noise. This strategy aligns with human intuition and
enables the model to integrate external knowledge to improve
its reasoning only when it is uncertain about its response.

Measuring prediction certainty is central to our strategy. The
generation probability assigned to an output sequence reflects
the LLM confidence in its prediction. Therefore, we explore
the model’s confidence score, derived from probabilities, as
a decision metric to assess whether knowledge is needed.
Specifically, given the input x and output y = {y1, . . . , yL},
we aggregate the sampling probabilities at each time step to
obtain the confidence score as follows:

f(y) =

L∑
t=1

log pLLM(yt | x, y<t), s = ef(y), (6)

where the confidence score s is defined as the mapping of
the aggregated probability f(y) to a value between 0 and 1
using an exponential function. Then, we could achieve selec-
tive knowledge integration in LLMs by setting a confidence
threshold τ . The LLM would answer the question using its
implicit knowledge and obtain a score s. If s ≤ τ , the LLM
would introduce h segments Kh

s which are sampled from our
retrieved knowledge Ks to boost its reasoning.

Besides, in-context examples and generic image captions
are essential for training-free methods. Following [10], [11],
we use MCAN [18] to select the top-n most similar examples
E for each test sample and obtain image captions cv through
a converter [19]. We combine cv with image details av as I



to provide LLMs with visual semantics. Finally, the reasoning
process with selective knowledge integration is obtained as:

af =


argmax
j∈{1,...,m}

pLLM(aj | P4, Ej , I,K
h
s , q), if s ≤ τ,

argmax
j∈{1,...,m}

pLLM(aj | P4, Ej , I, q), otherwise,

(7)
where P4 is the prompt, and s = e

max
j

pLLM(aj |P4,Ej ,I,q)
. To

obtain more robust performance [7], [10], we prompt LLMs m
times with various Ej to obtain m predictions, and ensemble
them to select the one with the highest probability.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Experimental Setup

Dataset. We conduct experiments on two datasets: OK-
VQA [1] and A-OKVQA [14] to evaluate the effectiveness of
our method. OK-VQA is a challenging knowledge-based vi-
sual question answering dataset including 5K image-question
pairs for testing, with most questions requiring external knowl-
edge to answer. A-OKVQA, as an enhanced successor to OK-
VQA, contains questions that not only demand a broader range
of knowledge but also emphasize the use of knowledge for
reasoning. It includes 1K image-question pairs for validation
and 6K pairs for testing.

Implementation Details. We evaluate model performance
using the standard VQA metric: accuracy [2]. In our frame-
work, we employ Contriever [20] as the retriever, Llama3.2-
11B-Vision [21] as the VLM, and Llama3-8B [21] as the
LLM. We set the number of retrieved knowledge items r
to 20, the number of selected knowledge segments h to 7,
and the confidence threshold τ to 0.8. Following previous
methods [10], [11], hyper-parameters m and n are set to 5
and 10, respectively.

Baselines. We compare our framework with training-based
and training-free methods. Training-based methods include
KRISP [3], Vis-DPR [4], REVIVE [16], RA-VQA-v2 [17],
and SKSQA [13]. Training-free methods include PICa [7],
PromptCap [8], Prophet [9], Simple [10], and DKA [11].

B. Experimental Results

Comparison Results on OK-VQA. Table I compares the
performance of our KF-VQA with state-of-the-art baselines on
the OK-VQA dataset. The proposed framework consistently
outperforms both training-based and training-free methods,
showing that our high-quality knowledge benefits LLM in
knowledge-centric visual question answering. Training-based
baselines select excessive knowledge using verbose queries,
which hinders their performance due to knowledge redun-
dancy. Although SKSQA employs document-level knowl-
edge filtering, substantial irrelevant segments still exist within
chosen documents. In contrast, without expensive training,
our framework leverages low-noise queries and fine-grained
knowledge selection to obtain concise and relevant knowledge
segments. Compared to the strongest training-free baseline,
DKA, KF-VQA could improve accuracy by 1.1%. DKA also
utilizes lengthy queries and struggles to retrieve relevant

TABLE I
COMPARISON RESULTS ON THE OK-VQA DATASET. THE BEST RESULT IS

IN BOLD.

Method Model Knowledge Resource Acc (%)

Training-based methods
KRISP [3] MMBERT ConceptNet+Wikipedia 38.4
Vis-DPR [4] LXMERT Google Search 39.2
REVIVE [16] T5-large Wikipedia+GPT-3 (175B) 58.0
RA-VQA-v2 [17] BLIP2 T5-XL (3B) Google Search 62.1
SKSQA [13] BLIP2 T5-XL (3B) Google Search 62.8

Training-free methods
PICa [7] GPT-3 (175B) - 48.0
PromptCap [8] GPT-3 (175B) - 60.4
Prophet [9] GPT-3 (175B) - 61.1
Simple [10] LLaMA 2 (13B) - 61.2
DKA [11] LLaMA 2 (13B) Wikipedia+ChatGPT 62.1

KF-VQA (Ours) LLaMA 2 (13B) Google Search 62.8
KF-VQA (Ours) LLaMA 3 (8B) Google Search 63.2

TABLE II
COMPARISON RESULTS ON THE A-OKVQA DATASET.

Method Model Val Acc Test Acc

Training-based methods
KRISP [3] MMBERT 33.7 27.1
SKSQA [13] BLIP2 T5-XL (3B) 57.2 56.4

Training-free methods
PromptCap [8] GPT-3 (175B) 56.3 59.6
Prophet [9] GPT-3 (175B) 58.2 55.7
Simple [10] LLaMA 2 (13B) 58.6 57.5
DKA [11] LLaMA 2 (13B) 62.1 59.9

KF-VQA LLaMA 2 (13B) 62.4 60.5
KF-VQA LLaMA 3 (8B) 62.9 60.9

knowledge. The redundancy in DKA’s knowledge prevents
its LLMs from performing well, while our method integrates
VLMs and LLMs to refine knowledge, thereby achieving the
best performance. Besides, our concise knowledge reduces the
length of LLM prompts, which accelerates the inference speed.

Comparison Results on A-OKVQA. Table II presents the
results on the validation and test sets of A-OKVQA. Most
training-based methods perform worse than training-free ones,
while KF-VQA surpasses the best results of training-based
methods by a large margin, achieving a 5.7% increase on the
validation set and a 4.5% increase on the test set. The trained
models focus on patterns within the training set, which may
not generalize effectively to other questions of A-OKVQA
that require diverse knowledge, and their reasoning ability is
also inferior to that of strong LLMs. In contrast, our model
encourages the LLM to perform accurate reasoning through
concise knowledge. Compared to DKA, our method shows
improvements of 0.8% on the validation set and 1% on the test
set. That is, LLMs could better derive reasoning insights from
our concise knowledge rather than redundant information.

C. Ablation Study

To illustrate the effectiveness of the framework’s key com-
ponents, we perform an ablation study on OK-VQA, with
results shown in Table III. We build a Baseline model which
directly uses knowledge retrieved through lengthy queries [12],



TABLE III
ABLATION STUDY ON OK-VQA.

Method Acc

LLM 61.3

Baseline 60.4
Baseline w/ LNQ 61.5
Baseline w/ LNQ & KRF 62.4
Baseline w/ LNQ & KRF & SKI (KF-VQA) 63.2

60.6 

62.1

62.8
63.1 63.2

60.0
60.5
61.0
61.5
62.0
62.5
63.0
63.5
64.0

1 5 10 15 20

62.3 
62.6

63.0 63.2 63.0 

60.0
60.5
61.0
61.5
62.0
62.5
63.0
63.5
64.0

1 3 5 7 9

61.7 61.8
62.0 

62.7
63.263.0 

60.0
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61.0
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62.5
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63.5
64.0

0.600.650.700.750.800.85
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(%
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Fig. 3. Hyper-parameter analysis on OK-VQA.

[13] for reasoning. Baseline is inferior to the LLM without any
external knowledge, as redundant and inaccurate knowledge
fails to benefit training-free reasoning. We introduce low-
noise queries for knowledge retrieval (i.e., w/ LNQ) and
improve the performance of LLMs. That is, the queries with
key information are beneficial for locating accurate knowl-
edge. We further integrate knowledge redundancy filtering
into knowledge processing (i.e., w/ LNQ & KRF), resulting
in improved performance that surpasses DKA. It shows that
selecting relevant knowledge segments leads to fine-grained
knowledge that is more accurate and concise. When the selec-
tive knowledge integration strategy (i.e., w/ LNQ & KRF &
SKI) is applied, we obtain the complete framework (KF-VQA)
which performs best. It shows that using knowledge without
considering whether LLMs require it hinders performance, as
noise from external information cannot be entirely filtered out.
Each component contributes to the reasoning of LLMs.

D. Hyper-parameter Analysis

Effect of Retrieved Knowledge Numbers. Fig. 3(a) shows
the effect of the number r of retrieved knowledge documents
on model prediction. The performance improves as the doc-
ument number increases from 1 to 10, illustrating that more
knowledge retrieved through our low-noise queries leads to
improved reasoning capabilities. The model’s performance
stabilizes when r ≥ 15. This shows that useful knowledge seg-
ments may only originate from a small subset of documents,
and simply increasing the number of retrieved documents does
not result in sustained performance improvement.

Effect of Knowledge Segment Numbers. We evaluate
the impact brought by the number h of selected knowledge
segments, with results shown in Fig. 3(b). As h increases from
1 to 7, the prediction accuracy improves incrementally, indicat-
ing that our knowledge filtering module effectively identifies
useful segments from noisy documents, thereby enhancing

TABLE IV
COMPARISON WITH THE VISUAL LANGUAGE MODELS ON OK-VQA.

Model MiniGPT-4 InstructBLIP Llama3.2-11B-Vision KF-VQA

Acc 29.3 47.9 44.2 63.2

the reasoning capabilities of LLMs. The model performance
declines when h > 7, likely due to the inclusion of less
relevant segments, which disrupt the model’s prediction.

Effect of Confidence Thresholds. Fig. 3(c) exhibits the
effect of different threshold values of τ . A low threshold
τ means that LLMs cannot leverage knowledge even when
answering questions with low confidence. As τ increases, the
LLM could integrate more knowledge when it is uncertain
about the prediction. The performance declines when τ > 0.8.
That is, if knowledge is introduced when LLMs could answer
a question with high confidence, the irrelevant content from
knowledge may degrade the model’s performance, since the
noise in knowledge cannot be fully filtered out.

E. Comparison with Visual Language Models

Since VLMs demonstrate strong abilities in visual recogni-
tion and language understanding, we compare our framework
with VLMs, such as MiniGPT-4 [22], InstructBLIP [23], and
Llama3.2-Vision [21]. The results in Table IV show that
our method outperforms these VLMs by a large margin.
Although VLMs could better understand images, their knowl-
edge reasoning abilities are inferior to that of LLMs. Our
framework leverages the collaboration between the VLM and
LLM to acquire high-quality knowledge that aids in prediction,
providing an effective solution for KB-VQA.

F. Qualitative Analysis

In Fig. 3, we present a case study comparing KF-VQA
with DKA. For cases (a) and (b), LLMs require external
knowledge to answer the questions, as they could only make
predictions with low confidence. The redundant knowledge
retrieved by DKA hinders accurate predictions. Its retrieved
texts, while abundant in visual information, are not only
lengthy but also poorly relevant to the questions. In (a),
the date “1845” misleads DKA into an incorrect prediction,
whereas our concise knowledge contains essential clues. In (b),
DKA fails to retrieve relevant knowledge. Our method focuses
on key information, such as “falling leaves” from the image
and “season” from the question, enabling the extraction of
knowledge segments containing “autumn”. Case (c) illustrates
a scenario where LLMs could confidently answer the question
without external knowledge. However, the knowledge retrieved
by DKA includes noisy content, such as “1830”, leading it to a
wrong answer. In contrast, our selective knowledge integration
strategy allows LLMs to leverage implicit knowledge for
reasoning, thereby mitigating the impact of noisy knowledge.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper presents a training-free framework with knowl-
edge focusing for KB-VQA, that mitigates the impact of



Q: When was this type of 
sport invented?

...batter posing player a batting bat at a ph the in philadelphia holding ... a baseball ... rules ofmodern 
baseball were formalized in 1845 by the New York ... in equipment and technology. (392 tokens)

...a man from cooperstown, new york who invented baseball in 1839. baseball ... doubleday in 1839         
during ... the story that abner doubleday invented baseball in 1839 ... at west point. (160 tokens)

A:  1845

Image-question pair Knowledge  Method

DKA

KF-VQA

Answer

A:  1839

Q: What season is it 
outside?

...a man and his dog relaxing on a red couch in the sun house. The man is wearing ... and the dog is 
lying on a blanket. The cat is shedding ... The man is holding ... the month of December. (279 tokens)

...autumn, season of the year between ... decrease. autumn is one of the four seasons on earth ...     
autumn marks the transition from summer to winter... halloween are celebrated. (174 tokens)

DKA

KF-VQA

A:  summer

A:  autumn

Q: In what year was this 
mode of transportation 
created?

...a train boarding on a train station with its  ... first steam-powered locomotive was built in 1804 by 

... first successful steambuilt by Peter Cooper in 1830 ... across different regions. (415 tokens)

w/ implicit knowledge

A:  1830

A:  1804

DKA

KF-VQA

LLM 
Confidence

         
(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 4. Case study on OK-VQA. Retrieved knowledge from different methods is listed along with the corresponding number of knowledge tokens.

knowledge noise by enhancing relevance and reducing redun-
dancy. By identifying essential content from image-question
pairs using VLMs, we construct low-noise queries to retrieve
highly relevant knowledge. VLMs and LLMs further collabo-
rate to filter out redundant segments from the obtained knowl-
edge. Besides, for LLM reasoning, a selective knowledge
integration strategy is designed to incorporate external knowl-
edge only when the model lacks confidence in its answer,
minimizing the impact of redundant knowledge on reasoning.
Experimental results on benchmark datasets demonstrate that
our method outperforms the state-of-the-art baselines.
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