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Recent Advances in Text-attributed Graph Learning via Large Models

ZHENG Yan-Ping"*?  JI Jia-Rui"*? HU Yu-Wei"*>* WEI Zhe-Wei">?

Abstract In recent years, the rapid advancement of large models in multimodal learning has introduced new
paradigms for text-attributed graph learning. Text-attributed graphs, which combine graph structures with rich tex-
tual attribute information on nodes and edges, are widely found in scenarios such as social networks, paper citation
networks, and knowledge graphs. However, traditional graph neural networks typically rely on shallow text embed-
dings as initial node representations, making it difficult to capture contextual dependencies and complex semantic
information, and they face inherent limitations in integrating graph structures with textual semantics. To address
this bottleneck, recent studies leverage the powerful language understanding, knowledge retention, and reasoning
capabilities of large models to enhance text-attributed graph learning, promoting further development in this field.
This paper provides a systematic review of recent advances in large model-driven text-attributed graph learning,
covering representative methods and major paradigms across three core tasks: Graph generation, graph prediction,
and graph reasoning. We also summarize commonly used datasets and evaluation benchmarks. In text-attributed
graph research, current work in the three core tasks faces persistent challenges: Inefficient structure-attribute repres-
entation and limited graph generation methods, inadequate evaluation frameworks and scalability in graph predic-
tion, and constrained capacities for complex relational modeling and multi-hop reasoning in graph reasoning. Build-
ing on these challenges, we outline future research directions to provide a structured reference and holistic perspect-
ive, fostering deeper integration of large models and graph learning.
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W) G I 2 11 S5 IR ) 5 ) S A 1P Jo T A 55
LA P 27 2D A 90K 2 AR I A 22 X 4 (graph neur-
al networks, GNNs) A HARMAE Ji it 75 [ 2 ] 45
K b R A FE R S BT AR BB R R ), S
KERIT). SR, GNN 5 51| 7 1575 1 52 70 T 40t
S F A b 435 ) DA e T, % 30 7 7 T AT A7 AE R 2.
Ty 77 1T, B e ) PR A A A A
R, EHEREE I B AR A SUARRRIR, 4l hn 2
ARG ST 28 A =5 K06 BRI SCAR 2, A58 R 2 vy
FROOE LR FH T AT, R AR P b T RO N )
A SO FE IR A X ERE AL B A % R NAE UK
PR B B, PR v SCA B ME B (text-attributed
graph, TAG). 500 & 45 B 2B, SOAR
e 1 P e ) R B AR A B A T R B SO IR, X
BRI & T R T 9TE L BN SOR R BB AR A
RS B W IR 2 B SO g M, A AR &
SEMBEAT 2, BERLIE M AR A 7 5 TR R B 1R X
KEL, FEERREE /12 IRY. R, anfer G 2ot &
KIZE (5 B 5 3CARTE UE B, R 2SR ds &
HIRIR, ORI FR T 2 SIS 5 ) 25 77 1)

1 255 VL o 20 I 2% A0 AL 38 SCAS i P TR, 36
T R SOARE Bl 3 BN SRR RN TT
% (40 Bag-of-Words. Word2Vec %§) 4t N1 UG
T RERIR, FACH GNN 3T 52 i, X Rk
P WL FEHERAR A0 il 2 SR L R, 3X R
FE TR Z BN B AE 388 FH R B 5 R = 1 SO
fiE T AR AE 235 R PR — D7 T, BT JCVE A Rl 4
WE R 2 SCHEAT | R SO, S 30GE UE BB ZM,
A7, B S SUARTE AERAS . Ron S [Afl
Wk 5 93 A1 45 7 AT AE R AR Z2 5%, (01915 BRt &l 18
T PR AR, X LeA AR TR E RN GNN 5
RUFE TR SCA, B 2R A8 DA S 7R AR R A
i RIAFEAR WA .

FEITAE R (R ARLRE , SOA, R BB S
RS 1) B Al B 7R 28 ) 5 )11 270 =X 0 T i 3, HE )
TN TR BRI P A . XM (40 LLa-
MAPL, PaLM™, CLIP! %) 3 - S 404 A 5 50
WGk, I 2R B RAE - 20 L FRICAZ. HEREFI A=
HGRE T, REMGH IR R AR G SR &R, JFAEFREACEL
REARBE N SRIESAT 51T, B BB HIKE,
WEIE 3 THIBIR oM KA R 5 NSO g MR 27 )
A 5E At Gt 77 VEAE 1 SCERBIRN AN R HERE B AR 2T
KA 55 [ 2 2] [ 45 5 9 SO i e I 2 20 e SR AT Y
Yu: — 77, R AT AR R SCAR IR A, 12
T OO R B O 55— 5, KA A
A HERE S AT AL RE ), AT A B REAT B4R ) AR R

S HEWT, T RBAL Gi T R ER AR I B 1 PR A

WA LR [8, 16-18] T SCA & VB 2% ST AT
TENRGR RS, BRZE DT ENES (W
AN IS BTN A ), TG P AR i I R
AR 55 W S35 /b . TR X e SRR 3 B T 4% 4t 8]
P22 D 28 5 X T, S AT A SR bR R 1) RS
RUDRAN (137 X AR Z AT AR EL. Ak, RSCMK
TR OREN AN AR HE O, B0 R AE Al BRI Pl 4 2
= RO AT RSt R, £ R A ROT I, A
771k I B 254 5 JE 1 Rk R AN R PO A
e 1 VAR BT v B = SRR T B AR 5%, R
B OA WE R, (AP A R AT R A% 7 AT
TEAEA 5 T AE BB A, A 7 ik BT 5 2%
KEBEGEMZ BRI RET). W 1 R, A3
HEVEAR AT Bk =T IR S Pk AR, B EAb R
WA LR THIA R, FFNEEENT IR LS.

ARSCH ARG U : 38 1 T HEAM S S
WEFCIIR; 28 2 15 v 28 KA Y e 1) Bl A e 7 V%
TR i P AR OB 1) 23 2R 5 IR B 5 3 1T R BCR
FERAE B PIAT 55 b B FE ke, Bl AR5k
YHEF T ES (predictor). ¥ 5825 (enhancer) 5%}
Fra% (aligner) =RMORITIE, M ARMAET
R AR R G fer 2 b5 B SR A2 0 F AR D 26 4715
it B R AR AL FE I FRAE 55 OB ST R, R s 42
Pl 3 5 R R PR S T P AT 5%, B AR D KRB A
TEE AR RS 2 BE I & 3 5oh AR 1 5 M
F; 88 5 0 /TR B AE R BT S P =
AT S5 Hs I HH 5 5 VR R v s 56 6 1o AT
JIEAEAE W 1) AT S 45, FF&5 & AR ot FE DR
WAKRKRETT 0], BAENMERTY . FI{EH. 7]
B HAT 5530 FH 1) B8 e R Gi it )7 mi 48 51
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1.1 XARBEMERE X SHHE

ETHEALRE S, B G = (v, &) & — MR
PEMI R EAR A 4, B7 SR Vv FihgE & SRR .
B T RN S AR T 22 ) AR X e S A ]
MRFR. B—%1l ec & FH—XTHT 5 (u, v) FHK
B, HAd u, veV Bz WA . W5 A
ek iU [ br R N B e NN (=1 o R 1 i p A
AKX S 2R, WA RN AR u B v 5
v Bl o %S, ik, BRI 2 A 1A E S TG
) . SOAC & M B R — SR AE AL Gt I S i L L,
— NG SR /B SRR SCANE B N R 1 Y ] 4
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Fig. 1

A 0 €V, MR AR 5,5 W TE%
B (v, v;) = ei; € E, MHRBE—ALLARBYE ;. 5
5 g A 45 440 5 2 1 PR L, A P [ 2 B4
HSAE XN, B EREREES. v, 7
AR ch P () TR A T TR
VS (TS0, TIFACSE 2 (30) DT RESCIE BL A
(A TR B (JASCAR). 1 SEBRRL i ) SCA & 1
FY2 L TR 32 W26 40T SR A B 5 1 AR
AT AT, I 2 > PR choA AN SOA R A
B P4 O o OV U R S A .

1.2 EMiERSXREAER

IEAER, KiBEFHM (large language model,
LLM)! sl 5 5 OR7E 5 AL B USRS B KR,
MR T 1 S AR AL (1) A e 75 T, HEB) I SCAAE il
ML B F 2005 SO ARSE 2 A7 T B FE R . X
S AR AR 38 i AR AR SO & AT B Z5, 2
B E BE RN, AMRES 31T 2 2 1015 5 4t
PO E R EEARMEN). R EHE (scaling

Research framework of large-model-driven text-attributed graph learning

laws)!"? #7R BIRR HEO S 408 L IR H
BOIMEERMERCR, RYELSEIHEE
T, AR R RT DU 9 K 2 B AR 5 N I 2R %
P B S AT T K 52 T JMILEE ) (emergent abil-
ities) /& KRB A P A E ISR, Wei 0004 H
5E SN AE /NI e A A AE 5AX R I BE ALK
S, AHFEAR YRR S A — Il A J5 R SR 2 4
THIEE ). X KR A RARNE, BIPERE NP RAE
B2 Z R THE R KA AR R, thAME HA A
AT A, R EE v B A R R A A DA . R AL
(ML RE ) 045 2 D BT . BARE RIS, 84
EELL S bR S 314, A, $EO8 TR (prompt
engineering) TEFZHR AT IG5 BEAHEHL B2 /7
TR I HE EORVE 70, A28 S Nt 32 i 2kl |
Kojima M7 42 H BL4E4E (chain of thought, CoT)
fear, FLRERE 51 5 K TE 5 AR S 0% n) A A A
FLBR, $RTFRTE T B R IR HER BE V), Wang 25
1E CoT MMl 3R H B e B YESE (self-consistency
with CoT, CoT-SC), M 5% 4k 5 b 45 48 il
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H i 2 1B 855 NSRS & 15 00 £ 41 2 7 1) 58 il
NEIEE T A, WA 4EEE (tree of thoughts,
ToT)M o1 FniE Y B 455 (graph of thoughts,
GoT)!M™ g H, KI5 5 AL v] UK AR B 1) A8 it
ATy SR, [RII R AR LU A 58 A 2 A 4R %42 DA
M EIMEIE AR, AR KIE & R A SR P
H, AR T 5 B8 M, Hoa] DUE %A 38
TR 2R A AT B 42 & A s, B RBE 22 A FE B0
TREKIE S B 2 8IS E B RIEE /11, Liu
SIS — AN AT ) BB S R G R 5
BTN 508 5 BAL 3 2 (A ) L KE B R
PRGN A, Fhdad BAR TR A R 3G 5K E 5 A
BT S % Huang 250 $2 H AudioGPT,
A9 K05 5 150 58 e B AL AR BB SR & L F R
H AR B R Z 50T TEAE N IR 2 Bl & 430, OpenAlL #
HE B AL KA Soral™?d! i H Diffusion Trans-
former, FFFIRIE 5 B8 I 2507 AELAEL
P EAEAT ISR, BRW8 A AT B RS HLAF & W B A
IRRAR, 51K 7 NATERIRCR FEFT iz e, 25 Lk,
KIE T A 2 P R A B A B E Bt BRI
77, WORKHHERE T AT #E X Se I N T8 gEfY
G SR RS 5 B AT T X A AR BR IR EE B Ak
PEAEAEAR R BRI, 2 NATT 250 R AR R, i
2SI N TR ReAE i DTk,

o Fl ) B ) ) SRR A0 AR R B
NS y FE4 EMNFER 2 S5 F 1264 0 A
p(y | 2), A2 N5 i 2 TR e OG &L =
J iz N T A28 SCAR 2 BB R 5T
NIAR AN EEAT S5 HARAAE TR 78 0 b i H 1)
TEOLT, 0 S 18 5 e 1) ey 1) Tl AL 1t 22
[F) BN 25 >0 i N 5 0 HE 1R 2% A0 o0 A BR BB 5, i

o Al Y. Al Y B TR 5 ST R (M B
BN p(z, y) BERMAFEAR LS540 p(2), MTTZ]
I I R E 0 B E AR L, 9 A RS I SRR
ATAHALFTREAS . BRI 32 N A T SO A
EUR A B B A B A ST 55 1 5. AR
TET B A& O N2 AR 3000 7 A LA SRR
ZFEAG R AT 55 (R RE 775 ARL[R] B i G v 55 55 JR 75
K AR RN B AT R ANRT G S L T AR o AR
AR S HR AR
1.3 XARMEZIN=KMES

4B TT B A4S 5455 IRINANE], SOAS 8 M K]
AR AR s BTN S P B = AT
5. B A BT anAeT G B AL i B A B S
gt SRS, A2 5SS B Al 78 g

fitlh b, PR FR0I0 LA 0 P 8 70 45 ) B 1 Dy A, XS
R R T R L BB R HEAT Al T S b4, 2R T
Pl ) e A 55 R R A T DO ) B v = AR
5 SCE PR, FIF OO R R A 1) 1R 25 ) i AT 32 A
Wr. & REEEMINEI. TSR RR.
BT 5880 F ok BB s A H SCHE, LRI
SO Jags M 1 25 31 ) B AT SRR R

o KA. EIAE AT S5 A% O AE T 25 E — 4
W G ={Gi}M,, Horh M FoRWIMER, H s
TR 5 5] X L 9 J5 B B SE 3 AT p(G), 3 RES
MNAZ 73 A SRR AR R RS BE  Graode ~ p(G)
[F) IR LR 45 5 4y P PR 0 S S5 A R AR (D15 s e
FIX Gy, 7 B AE A S (s ms it S
B Z AR R). K BNE G =V, €,
{s:}, {ti;}) BETRELE Y (KD V) L5 € (KD
HEL) AR R v € VXTI SCAR R 55, 31X
B R & It 22 0 b PR S R T SRR IE R B X €
RIVIX® (RRATXE R — N5 AU o HERFAE), 108 M4
£ {6y} HALNDRHE R E € REXY, |g) %7l
AR, WRHIETRELER Dy o 4E. IhAh, BRI IERSS
P AR R A e RVIXIVI SRR, Hirh 4, =1
TR M v, 5 Ry ZIAHFEAEIL, Ay = 0 RomM
B A BRI ET, B ERRE
B NP PR R (sequential representa-
tion) R & HY A2 B AR 70 N — R BIE D AN R
SO ERAE A, &S G A N2 (recur-
rent neural networks, RNN) {22 #: 4% (Trans-
former) &5 Fp FIRBRLBEAT A2 B A PR (matrix
representation ) M| B 4% %5 &P 42200 B A g M B 2k A7
BARER, BT ETZS S (variational
auto-encoder, VAE). X HL M %% (generative
adversarial network, GAN) BLH HiAL A (diffu-
sion) M EIAERTTE. MRFRTAEANS, L
PEIAE T n o] vy 28 HLAE B R 4 I A 25 A A S s vk
RIK, A BAE G TR b5 S — B H A A
ZREPE T Hrh R P TR E A AR GEIR AR B
R 0P E i e AR O P 2% AN OB R aX
RTTE AL B G R [ B, BE SR A st Ok
WA R AME S, & T 25 Rk B R m
(54 BB SIS G
BT LLM B AR5, B LLM RARTE KA 2
AV B Fr A, G e 1 485 4 2 1 O 26 1 471
(T 3l P NGO 2098 0 41 P 38 SAR PR i o A
), AT LA I 21 3 L I iR oK A e T AT
H A A B, TS & TR0k 15 S A AR R
55 (AnFn iR B Ab 4, 158 P 25 54D

o M. 7ERIFR R, BT E— K%
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OAES, B TR T O ESH SRR S, T
] e iy A UL )1 SRR RE B A5 H OC R PR TR AT 55
AR TR0 R AR, W] 43 AT s R LS
P, s BT RIARAE L 7095 A DL AN ]
Ja T P T

EX 1 (TRAE). 4hE MBI A bR
BB ER G, K ehrE LS N L CY,
AR v e LRK— MRy € Y, EZH Y
N RIFNES . TR AL H AR —
AN REL fo V= YV, AR TAERARFRET A
v € V\ L, REM R LA R 5; DL AT R R
AEER, TUNEARZE §; = fo(vs).

TEX 2 (BEERTRW). BEHTNAE S5 5 75K K 14
AR WA R e BRI E ISR KR, 4
E—MNUABEE G =, € {si}, {ti;}), K
MR v € VXN —NSCRJEN: 55, BRI (03, v;)
€ & MIRERIK—MIUSCAEYE ¢35, H bR 01T 5
X (vi, v;) RBAAELER. BAM, X TERHA

Wi o, 0 €V, KRR

1, (Ui, Uj) e&
Y9700, St

FERETIIAT 55 5 2] — M VF o BR 2K
go: VxV 10,1, 9= ge(vi, vj)

Hodr, gy RN BT (v, vy) FFAEL IR,
TESEPREM R @ R O IR IEREAR,
A A AR (1)1 R R AR SRR AR
EX 3 (BRR). Bl RS BN ZAEFE
AREATTE SCRAHE. 4 —MEE 2D UAEN
KA
G ={G1, G, ---, Gu}

ﬁ\:‘:':', /l\@ Gm = (Vma Em, {Sn}nevm), }FE%B%
BISRIRA FBREE vy € Y, BBLE H ARo2 T AR R
FEER bR, Bkt B AT 5522 2] — ik
VNSRS
he:G—Y

X TR G, € G, BRI T LY R
T { X nev,, ~ BEEH) Ay SCRIBYE (50} nev,, %
E R, i H TR A

Bl RAE S R R E T M @ B &/ RoR
(graph-level representation), 18 i i K] g b #
£ (graph pooling) XI5 s R RIHAT RS, LU RE
() ) o, 2T 58 o) 2K

BE#%E LLM fE PR 5 A iAF 55 BT 2 N,
BRI 22 FO AT T T A6 PR 20K LLM N T B T AT
% ISR KB SCAR PR RS Ok KRR ), LLM
AIAE 221 J2 TH) 4 B PR TR0 S A8 R 5 e o 1) g
R BRTE T IR, DR SRR 18 X
Faksl 2 AR BE E AN N SCRA BT, R
G b 5 4 RS SCHEAT BB AR LS 2000 Ak LLM
TEFREAR G/ 2 7 T RS, WAl HAEZ AL
PSR v R B T A 2% wh B A R ).

o FHEM. EHEFALS ML OAET, SHE—1
SRR PR, BT BN AR B e
) PR A2 R ORI, Jl It @ AR HE T AN OC RV AR, S H
BIPRS00 R BRI RE BEldhit. FiEf s
TERIRIRZ WS SR ANZ A, HPkaR 7 T
T AT A2 B 5 2R BR AT IR MO R 00 I B 4f 1 A
FE 8% 1t DA SR IE HE B R (1 & B 5 AT Rt

BIHEFRAT 25— M nT 43 20 BRI HE B A R 1%
HEBRPSS. 1) 20 PRI P T — R Bl 5 1 28
F2 HEE GG T [ 45 4 PR R A A T, 491 A D
A BB E R AU SRR CE DD RE B, A
P e — S 3 ) — AU Rk A, BE R SRS
FrE BRI T4, 2) FIRERE (knowledge graph,
KG) 5 —MRE R 0 SOA R 1B, FLT f s s ik
(entity), RN SARBE KK R (relation), 15 AL
(R SCAS J8 1R 8 8 EL R N SR L I OC R 4. FlR
Pl R T (SCRR MR B Ab 42 ) A% AT 55 o Tl
Pl rh e 2 R S SR BOC R, H S BREAE T FR0MI 2K 11
=G (CRSEAR, KR RIAE), 1 Wi 20k
ARG R AEWT H R Sk, Bl ) Ifis H < AR
FITAEIR T — [ 58 2 58 1) 3% 50 00 ) ke HE 508 2R
IR, e 3 HE T SR TR SR DL K B 2 T
Pl 1) 2 2% R 5 I, X SR L 4% 2 Wk
HRE ST, REEKRIFEZ AN F S = o EHERE.
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Fig.2 Flowchart of graph generation models
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Fig.3 The LLM-CG framework for

relation extraction task
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Fig.4 The generative pre-training framework in
GPT-GNN
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Fig.5 The molecular generation framework in

GraphGPT-1

Sk SURJEME 515 LIS 2 IRE B, BT s
20 B G () vE AR, R AR B IEE G = (v,
E, {si}, {ti;}) ™, PATRINIAE D530 % 5 B 45 A I
RSO g M 1 1E S B B B S5 0 55 2 M S
B DA BT HERR . LLM 7E15 5 g 5 HE e
77 R I 2R K Bz AR RE 70, R TRINERAE T HrY
BT —J71H, LLM feild 5 R S itn i i
FAG AR SRk, PR 25 0 A e B i At o —
Jr, e BTN SCEBLRE D) B T 2 T AR 5k R AR
3TE X SR, HHEKE A LLM N H T B AT 2%
DT 2 Phik, Bl an s = B B s 9 g B, M
DA ey RAAE B R RIUAGE P S5 40 8. o I 6 ] B, >4
KT B~ KB 6T T, R4l LLM 7E &
155 Ui 7K 42 1 Th g 58 L R AR T A 44 0y = 28 =X
(HZoERSMBASEWME 1 R). H—KK
LLM fEATE (LLM as predictor), H R B
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i, LLM 508 P &% 76 50/ H br o B4 DA
LLM fEy 2 Z 4%, Bk T IrES 4R, %
JIER B SRS 12 1 R B 1 & 1 DR B S
SHELYERIE TR, ) Es 1 B Rkl ik
AR ZEULEA, FRH N LLM AT 5% 1R A B a4y 2K T
. 4B 6 Fros, i A OBL T B A 2 f 2%
WIZk, A IZ AL T3R5 A _E R SORBI I,
DL s LI A 2R 5 EHENL AR, 346 /M ide 2 ).
SR S5 H il SRR S 75 3, BLA T T AT K
B AFE TR N B e 540 5 75 2 T 2R i
LRI E TIEMIR.

6 LLM {E Ay &%
Fig.6 LLM as predictor

3.1.1 ETFIIHEMAIES KRN

W VL G5 K e 45 Dy e 91) 2 24 T e T AR ) SR A B
e —. ZIT RIS G R B o B
SEE SSCAR— N LLM, N HH A L
NOCHE RS HEERE D), WM BFEARBUNEARIT R,
A& RIFEAES R FARH, SR
& DL E AR A o A B E F 0 1B (ego-graph)
Gy, FEIB IR B 5 515 e bR 5L Graph2Seq(-) ¥4 58
WS token FPA Hey,. WG, ¥ 45/ P8 Hy 5
A s, — AN LLM 3E47 T g A, Bk
R A

Hg = Graph2Seq(GL),  hy = LLM([s,; Hg))

Horr, by, Fox B LLM i 9 H AR5 500 B9 1R
AR RO AR TR A S BN “Ha
NN 5 AT 30 S A e IR 4 445 ) s T )

S, M 5 A S B B SR04 5% (An 15 o0
PRI 53 2855, AR S50 7 B i i 7 AN TR
WA 7 RBOT 2 NS B ERS) 77 ¥ (rule-
based) 54545 4K5) 7% (GNN-based).

o FUIBR BN 7%, 8 B AR K B 1) S i 4
By (s AR AR R ) KN BERES
B, Mig g5 ML 7 (prompt), 28 LLM
AT ARE S S AR B, T —AN LT A
vy NHOITE g, , AT 5ER:

“Center v;; 1-hop neighbors: v;, vg, -+
What is the category of the node?”

KRTTIEEFEAGNGINEBA, AUKEEE S
AR ¢ B P 5 00 B SO AR e i, LA SEEL {8
RN HOE LS, 3 H 2 TAEEREARBINE
AYshit . AR TAE Instruct GLMM R A 4l
BB BRI, R R S R A R R A
PHE A BRE S8, £ 2878 (multi-instruc-
tion) F5 G T LGN EUBISR (negative log-likeli-
hood, NLL) H R TY S5, ik LLM B A K
WA RS RERE TN S, IR DL B B T
1R b FL AW B RE /0, AT LAl AR il s U B AE
Z B BB ZL M GNN fil Graph Trans-
former Y. AU, GPT4Graph! ¥ £ F EAT
% (BLFE G M EL R 518 CPRAR) gt — @B | ARE
5 BB A R R Z 7R E R E S
(graph description language, GDL), ¥ K454 )2 J&
PEEE SN OA, FF 4 AR O B IR TR,
il LLM fef% B4 2 RSB SR, Wy s
ZEP S AAEAE R W B EARECR 2R R D
J GQL/Cypher B jiE A4 S, MR 171
RN ) A U R A A FR 1. GraphText!™ I
DR )70 (graph-syntax tree) HIH)i%E
BLa: BT S 2 BSRHIE A 2 P0G R (s i
i, PageRank. 4 M 25F) G— AU 0] )T 11
JE A EARIE T o, PR R0 28, BT 18
SFREALS G — B AN SCARAE A, Lk F— AT
YIZE LLM 7E 3 52304 7% 8] o 58 1l 22 S B AT 55
FESCHF BN 2] b 2R A L E R A i 2
R 5 HRES R, LangGFM® 4 2 F0 BT 55 40
—H 5 NBERET I, VR E R SCARS A
B LLM #HATH A0/, 1k LLM fE401E 5 2510
P [ B 58 BT R 23 S8 B OO RN ] Ay R AT 5%
A28 GNN &L TR, SR &, I
T BR 2 7 92 S ARG AL A MR, H A R
TR G BRI S A EA Y, HARE LS
PN B HEEE 5 2R pliA K 235 BTt
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Eitd 52 %

o SENIYmILIREN J7 k. fEHIAN LLM Z i, Sofif
FH P b 2 IR 24 S5 P g i 2 6T 19 05 P 408 1 I 3k AT 5
MRS, 238 — a5 & GBS Rk gl
token”), FRHFIXELLE R token 57 i AP J5
A LLM 1, B LLM £ F-fl& )5 1 B SO 91 58 s
RS BERE TN S AT 4. A0 B L GNN
VE NG AE R B 2%, LLM /E A AE 55 T 2%, scIi
P AR S E. 3 WL Bl gmbs 28 7T R A Graph-
SAGE", GAT" 8¢ GraphFormer!'™ 2§25, DAY
RO CSRFESL | B AR, i v B AR s A
REERT A E SRR Hy, K HAE R
FER token A SCASFAIH, 5T mOSCA—[FHA
LLM #A7 & @A, &M TAE GraphGPTH R
FH B S5 M gt 5 SCA A SR 0T B Fa 2 T AE
8 HRRIH GNN T f4R R 7 AT it LA
B G AR, S AR ERIE S MR PRI
A LLM, PMsiE NLL HAR1E Z AT 5518 250 B
W, 815 LLM Be iR A 5t T a5 ME B T 52
BT R A 2SS BERE IO S AT 55, NIEAE L LLM
ZEKG [P) AT A T 35 B O 0T 1 4 ) ) B e e
LLaGA™ N#E GraphGPT HEZRM Fif— 5427+ T
S g — M HEHREEASS LLM 2801
AUHE N, ik LLM 58 B B H f B 25 0 9 A BT 55 &
(2R, BRI S ), RN REF 2RSS/ 25
PE—FHEES TR AZ RS LLaGA RS —
[« B %87 (question-answer) \H 2 5dE, #
T REARN G 8RB g — N, R R
YT RGBS B R AR R S AR AR
OB IXF T, LLaGA Refg [F] 2% > B 454 5
AR Z R RS NG R, R T B (s BT
H ARG 5 3 5 MR IR 7. 4540 9w i Ik 3 J7 ¥4
A RIS SR I Res AR R Kk
BN EFEE NG RR, JUHEH T @K E K
B R AR EE R R R AT LS. SR, RO TR AT R
TR S A AT ZE IR g g, ik
AL R s 2 0] 5 LLM iy N 25 8] 2 8] 5 55 10
AL TN TR S B S RGBT TR
E.
3.1.2 ETHEMMEMNESEREABEE

W VELE Transformer 52 1 5 E N K45
FAG R E, 1515 5 ALK N SEIL GG B
HARFRIRIIRER A AN E AT S\ B8 H
ko B gm o g FIHESE W i, M AV R B B
HUE LLM 2 g, B 7E R EF IR A H 2R E
T AERE RIS, fe 012 2 B B A KRR AR
59k AT Ik A2 L, M AR 45 4 32 5 1 B T T 55

I SR R S HE R R

LL GOFAM 9K, Hiz L BAEEK token
% GNN 8 B AL 5 7 A LLM gt &
B4R E - S ) S B RS gD IR, AR AE
Zetn & 7 fros. BRI S, AR E Je g SO & 1 1A
R S SR SCAR GRS N — B text tokens, NS
AT /BN E LLM JE 4648 51 A memory
tokens, 3t [FH4 S ENE F g A 0N . B EA
F LLM 4625 token % GNN 2 [HA B HES:
LLM 46210750 4E R 3R A FES K SO, KA
F RS N K S 22 ; GNN E AT L me-
mory tokens {E T & /IR, 755+ K i
HT Transformer )7F = 11 BAZEALE token I
1TARIBUER & 5 G M HERE, X615 551 memory FoR it
AT IE IR B 5 S8 F i . S 215 31 1) 45 1 K
Hl memory embedding #i% A LLM f#td2s, /N
A 08 58— BTG 5 A2 % 1 58 BT R/ 032K
BEREAH AR 55 DA S BB 2R 2 45 2 AT 55
GOFA it — PR —HEL N it T LA 742
oL 2 0 BB B GRE S, LRI THE 5 iR
W1 5 0F Bl 46 A ) A A

Bl (TAG JR4HSCAR)
RS CE g —RR s |
 IPCE R R

LLM f#iih 8%
(i / 4h A2 SCA)

K7 GOFA AL RZE
Fig.7  Schematic diagram of the overall

framework of GOFA

TEA-GLMWY U 7 — 4 i, Je &
IR 8 P S K 9 R e 7 o6 55 B AR AL f i) ) 2
], P g8 — 48 AR L AR LE T AT 554
TR PRI LT 58 B B0H 4 BB AT 55 IR AR AT AT
SRR EEERTN, R T 45K gD 518 5 A5 (A6 57
A IR

R g f e B i e iR ) B A B
P HE T TR B JE AR S AT 486 = L e
&S EA TSR, X B s A 5 5 7 3 o v 2K
BeAh, %2075 PR B F S 5 A e A 1 5
Z=, NI ER e E, MESTIRAE S, 7F
—E RS PR T AR SRR N A e VR
3.1.3 HEEHFEESH LLM FUlEE S £

Bk T 38 0 B A 2R 40, G A BT
TH] ) 5 AT 55 35 (WNBE R TUN S 2h 45 B ) (1)
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LLM T A 5 3%, SRR W £ 32 28 5 B ik
BOE N RHE LLM (HERE 532 (e /). LinkGPT™
B0 SCAS 8 1 TR R B TOINAT: 55, B A LLM
et B 00 [ o R (il R HE QR 4% = A
DAY B e, R SR D RO g D A
RN RO B R HLR, SR A 408 S T
5 RERE IO R U B A A i R, 2] AR
PG 51T AR R, Ra, A
BOR IR — s APl S 0 e e ade 59 A, 1 i
LLM X i iz WU AT A5 HE, AT £E DRI AR 2 1) [R]
o PR HE BT . 8 bk = i P IR
LinkGPT RE7E 78 40 K ¥ LLM HEFLRE /3 9 B Atk 1
G AR A 25 40 5 SO ARE X2 IR R R ORIk sk
Bl H R e vE R BERE TN BE 7). LLMADyG™
DU 1) B AS BAE 55, 48 i A 2 T — I i) o R
#4045 when link, when connect, what neighbors,
check triadic closure, temporal path, shortest
temporal path, sort edges by time, degree rank-
ing ! temporal motif counting £ A i) JL2 41 A4 i)
TG — U5 9 H AR TE 5 )25, 9 S SRASR ] 2 <A
I AT LT R A VIR ] 5 4 B A2 BT A0 B I
S DST2 $E7n SR, il 5] B 4% “Sa vt a) |
Ja G IR AR B Y AR R, B ESRT T LLM 1E
A E LR R /). GADPY 04 FiA
R R BN A SOR R YRR b, I 2 B e R HE SR
Z AN E LLM 7242 R 5 R AL A T BT R ok
(13055 AOIRAS. Bh4h, HiGP TP 78 534 1 rpd ot
RO A BN ST B 401 48 (in-context graph
tokenizer), AR KRG B FIES
73 8], T B4 F ORBR 56 B3 055 3 250 1) il
HHERAT 5.

3.2 LLM {EAigimss

55 LLM E £ H TAE 55 30l 80k A =
LLM 1E 3 5 2% A% 0 B AE T 45 B oo K i 2R
FSCRE 7, ooF B o1 R Bl 1) J v AT TR SOIE R, M
T 9 J& 25 1 R o > SR 44 B B3Rk i) N 35
7~ BRI S, LLMs 1 2600 st 1 R 46 SOA J& PRt
ITTUALBE, R FLRE A Oy B8 5 WA SCRAHIER R, 7
YERTT SR RN GNN g AT RIS ). AR
I T DR FERL AN ), X 2R TT VAT LEEARME 2 (fea-
ture level) Bl XCAE (text level) #EATHG 98, 4] 8
It/ AL 2 1 8 B R SO Je 2 L D 19 )
£ GNN HI AN RFAE; SCAS 2 18 55 Ui i LLM
A2 T R S B SCASH IR, P g B Oy 38 iR R AE
MR TS R R ILBE ). X — a0 Rt

0
o
T “k |2§]

s
T 4%

@ o s 7 anN
A W RURFIE
Sk

o]

ofﬁ** —0
S ]
@_’ IEI - " anx ]
BN

LLM 45
K138

8 LLM Eutgsmds
Fig.8 LLM as enhancer

LLM W36 5 ARE AN B R Rl i, 527t
GNN H T e,
3.2.1 $HEEEE

REAE 2 38 A (P A O JEL B 2 1 ) B 2 ) L0
NG F AR BARTF, 1 58 F A 5t RN )
LLM #95 s i SR A6 SCAR & 1 s, 9 i N TE R
z; € R, PRI 28 [a) & AR 19 2 IO W0 46 FRAE J N
GNN T8 M2 ). A S HE S Ron 5B
R, MATETFERHANRESIEA: 1) 2kl
ARTER, Sl LLM 4l S04, F il GNN B4 45
Fy, Z 3 BRI 2) P RIINSRIEE, i@ Bk
PRSI, P SRR AR 2R b A BLARAL, 2B
5 AE A AL PR TT i ARSI AR AN ], {H
A BB EEABRE ) TR T, LA
BEELTE SCHE R RRIE VI A6 GNN, AT B2 T 3 T
M RE.

o KA MBI B S H LLM M7 % i
TR AR, B 5 4 3R A5 108 SR AR N6
TR H GNN RELREAEE R, SLHE SRR
5 S5 KSR AR B RO, X 2RT7 0 B LI
B BB RS SIS, 2 R R LLM 5 K4
IR AR R, GIANTE? 3 —Fh 3 T K 25
o B B S R TN 25 7, K < TS 05 SR
ToO I 22 RO AT J 7 48 Dy W i 22 BR 28 3 2K (ex-
treme multi-label classification, XMC) 1155, 45
“ XR-Transformers [ 73 JZFR W 4510 5 2 53 9
YNGR, XoF K HRAGE SCAS B rh 15 RO AR 38040 A7 i
TR AR S, GIANT & 56 RI A 7 SR sS4
KM 2 W2 5 T, AT AR LI AR Bl
AT Z R ESE T, f# Transformer Jwhid#s
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= Eitd 52 %

TEEH I (coarse-to-fine) Yl 2RIt FE HiZ 20 % 5% 3L
ARG 5 G5 R AR TR R0 R OG R ISR e LG
RS A AR AU L A S5 M BN R 77 1 S Tm)
=, MR TR R &R 85 8 BERT 4ifid, H&
AERCR AR, W] E#EAE )y GNN B MLP K%, #£
ANIG IR TT 85 B AT 52 F B SR T T R0 2R SR
TR AT 55 1M BE. SimTeG P M 4% e A B vp
AU 5T B S5 0 0] R, B S — PR 1 B R Y B )
B R ARLAE A2 15 S0 T 2035 S B B T S 5 /L
M (parameter-efficient fine-tuning, PEFT), /&
AT 55 AH 2R 7 U R B 08 ORI AE
R EFHERIN GNN, i — 0 R & 4505 Bt %
BN IEAE S ZR. Gao &P FERZE 1 LLM 2 546
A= MR EREE ) BB (attention-based
transfer module, AT module), H &N M 2 Fhf
7N T token 2 th ik RGBS B, 1EA
T AVIGRRHIERI N GNN, Mififift LLM 5 GNN
Z A5 BAG . £ RTUHEEBES =T,
OF APRE oK [ 22 455 B B 8 — e 46y SO g 1
B, I B — LLM R s /1R 541 55 1 D LS
FISLE RN 6], B S EAEABOSERTT 21 (nodes-of-
interest, NOI) ¥ K5 prompt F K&l 54—~
F GNN AT S5 /AL BE M S2 IR B 2 AT 5543
KA TI. GITEAEA G ANB R S B T H2 T
ARERTE 75 U R SRR O R 1 R SR, 1%
KITEAE L DARARE I F I, 0] e R BOE RS
SER R A 2 B Z 2 N5, TRV AR SCA G g B
I mE, AL TXTESS H A5 B0 A5
ARAINY, TE R A A PR

o MEIVIZIE. NEMIXLE)FIR, 4 H
FLIZW I ) P R 29 2, a8 i DA 28 AR i Fl B
SRS B A E LS, (5 SRS K
R AR Y 2R B2 A AL 36 I BHE 5 1B 551
XA (A, TSI 4548 518 R B RlE . Graph-
Formers™ j#if 7E Transformer JZH & N\ GNN, £
PLT A5 SSCR S B G MEARR S, BUE SR BT
3 5 BEAG T A B T AR IO S R PAT-
TON I — 35 4/ H G5 e S R ) 3 2 TN 5 SR
DASRTHIE & AN Z B RIS (2K, fR, =
HEFP . BEFE TN & B R /). HJTVE R AE Trans-
former Z 2 [A]5] N GNN #H, #EZ B RER
“Transformer+GNN”" £y, 15 XA K REL
JEE SO R A D Rl A R S5 S R AT 3R
19 5 P B R IR AE . Heterformer®™ [ 7] 544 H.
T R SCAR B B, #£ Transformer % )2 51
NS S token 5 R BBANE R IHLH], SLILL
¥y 518 S JE A Rl AR, I8 G e R T

2 2118 BT RERAE. Edgeformers™ i — 3556
VELSCAR S B 25028 1, R AT f S5 4EXT R
) SIS SR IR AN R R, I DA 43 R 5 50
bb 2 S CE IR sh k. teab, T B R R AR AL
S EMEFEATSS, WAL 2l I < 1B A R+
Je ¥ 4 R B R ML S 5z AL B . UniGLMP)
EZ R IAREEE PR g — B S HA, T4
P RS RE LE T S5, HoAZ O AE T 380 1 IE B IE A
A BENLGI 42 U8 5 P AR R AT S-S5 R0 SR R R,
GG XS UL T I 2R A3, TR TS — A
BA IS a8 /1 8 A Y RURAEEIAL. ZeroGY
TEMTS SNt 4 — I 2505 5 A, X BT A7 5L
P AR T RSO R R AT A, MG A3
LG XA A], MARAS E 38 B AN ] B 2 18] )RR Ak 2
[EZ 5. ZeroG ¥it T 2= T4/R (prompt) B
KL LEANG G RS2 RE . BEmNE,
AEE IR Yt ] ol E 2 2R 22 R 20 R k-hop
(LR B A B IR 2 A /N T A 200 2 )
—), HAERA T B 51— A5 HH £ S
B HIHE R A (prompt node), % A5 B AT
A AR, HURMEA RTE R, 2, A
TEVIGG T Ron HO AT Z AR R A LUK R
RS BEAIE T A 17 R AR
HUHY = AHO,  A=D 2AD 3

o D ONEEEERE. BbAk, ik 4 S E T SRy
KW mEETHE S AR ST RIS X,
ZeroG NAEE S M P)/DEFE I EF A LoRA
ST R ENIERD, A RN by S H SR
MRIN ¢, Z (AN BIA AL BEAE O e BHE S it AT 4k,
W PREL £ 8 LT

exp (sim(h: cyi))

Z exp (sim(h;, cy) )
)

Horb, r ORI E R H TR ARUE A5 i R
B, B BUETEEN O < 7 < 1, BN+ 216552
AT NNRSL, BRI r AR FH; sim(h;,
cy,) NI URRAE by 5290 ¢, PIABALLEE, 85 1@
ot Ay T AR ABLRE T AR LR F Y B ) B T A 54 A
U e AR TN H bR 5 5 2. it — D47t
TERE ST ERIERL A, &5 F 70 e 35 1R B T
WE SR EEN, (AR ESHIENENER,
LS iR Y 1 g 5 )l 2R A . GraphAdapter!® $2
R 18] 2 2 50 LM 1 v 250 1 R A 2
WSS R LLM E R X mid e, B GNN /E R4
HEIGEA AN LLM B2, IVEE R 5 — 2t

L= —log
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AT YIS G B E NS 3R R . FE I ZRBh B,
GraphAdapter K “18 5 -4t A 2R, B
RO R — A W E A g — WG , FRdEid
W22 ML) (RIR& S50 90 A0 5 R UG TE 5 70 A
¥ME) 51 % GNN RE T Y IES A token 17
AR ZE . N UFIY B SR H Prompt-aware Tl A SREHE
TR s e N 2R 00 Sk 5€ 51T A7 R ST
% Ja s TAE GAGAS N 7E b S AARMET &
F LLM A Bibn2s S5 ieRe, w e as ibnis &, JFiE
EXF b 211k GNN FE R 46 BRI bR 7 B 2 T %) 5%,
KT FE Y S B B W 5] BE 8 LLM 5 GNN. Bt 4h,
SFGLEY S GNN 2 21797 i (AR 25, s It
TR SCAS G 2%, A5 7 A= (1) AR ) 2 B I 5 14
ghity, SRR &2 A EIIZR GNN S8BT T
BT REAT LS. 3— 20, OpenGraph™ $2 H —Fh
T8 ) 5 B I 25 00 LLM 5] 5 4540 A iy =, e
HFIH LLM 05 8 SCA J& M 1) X Gt 47 AH BLRE
100, H GG KNG @B, dmRaE &
ZIMINGEES, BT 24— E Trans-
former FERIAB AL IS FF FHEAREUE S 1T,
3.2.2 XAEERE

A JZ 3 5 5 1N B TR ARE S R X
miRH TUE Sy R, BARMNS, FIH LLM X JE
GCARJEME s AT RRUEA . B R SCHNARBOE CE
W, AR RCE BAE BRI RSO, 2 AR
SO RS E AN RS BE S, R R BRSSO
i oy [m) B AR AE FE N GNN SR T S5 M0 it A
T EHEA IR A R, %7 E SRS S
AR B | DRI LE Ji U SCAR 1 75 A5 KBS JE AR 5
el Bet W RS o] R UG B 78 SE B A
R R SRR + 3 58 SCANRRAE AT Rl A
B MEYE JUEIIL GE SN 5 AT O NI E/i5a ikl
MRINIFRIE )1 588, ENGINES $2 H —Fh <l
B PR EMESE, FERSE LLM 244, R &
YZkM GNN i (G-Ladders) 8T LLM % 2
ZN0), R R R EE g S A . LR AT R AR, G
B LLM 4td 0 5 SCAR, $EHL token KRG R E A
W RRFIR, HHE—ER G-Ladder {FEAZE .
BN SRR AL T I B S50 S 2002k, BEAR
B 7 LLM Zwfid 5t &, SO 4 Je a4 4% 2 LLM &
i, WEREK T A5 NZGRA. 5EAR, TAPEY
PR LLM 1B RERS R0, M EHE BAE NS
M ERARSS. 1Z 718 Jed i prompt A A LLM 3RHL
RTINS R K 3 ARE R, I AT
F LLM iyt fife B 1 AL vl 5 15 B AR IE 1) i R 4%
(LLM-to-LM interpreter) #1X £ 3 Ak AR F£ 40

NI EARE (B SR AG SCAR RN R R N R T
)Y, B H GNN B4, % ELETA LLM A
AT ISR, 564 GRTFRA BE AR5, IR G T THE
SCHLS AR, B P, KEAY ¥ 3 F AU
AR5 A RARRED™ & 2 AN ARSI N, Tl Pan 55 )
N R 28 A R LLM AR & % b B S0 A B 4R
Tk LR A B B R AE LA A LLM RY
A 2R R SCAR B A SR USRS R SOA
FLFRER B 2, UltraTAG-SI0 #1338 9 S0 A
REE 5 5T LLM (9797 5 38 6 300 58 A 55 s iy ) 41
F, 75 GNN R 75 ™ 55 5 ) SCAS Jg 1 A
R B R SE M AR oR. KR EE R EL S S
LLM 4 537 UM DG HI AR 78 S04 (I se 4445 B A
FEEHE R %), I 5 AR SR M B sl & g,
MM EARKR LLM BN i, 8257+t
By N S 7 26 0 T 5 DX 4 RE .

3.3 LLM {EAXI5F85

JAERTAPI R O AEEUES R R IR
T Re, HEMRZRE AT 5157
[F] 5 P 25 ) 1 S [A) AT DL R SR GE 5%, AR, P38
FEAE HLAG 8 1 45 4 VA 0 s R SR, A = R
TS S ML, LLM X DL 7R 4 42 B ) o SCRRAE
FEEAZ ARE 12 IR, R TX — kR, U
FLPRH T LLM fE R s va X, B ddxs
2]\ RRZRTRAENLA], F LLM 5 GNN RR %
[EFE ZRad #2 R R AL AL, an il 9 s, IXKT7
AN R PR T2 7 3 5 BT 25 T, T A DV AS 4
— 58 SO 5, DASEE B R 2 R ) BE OB AR S
e AL AR L2 — & GLEM™) R A H
B Kb (expectation-maximization, EM) HEZEZE
B2 LLM 5 GNN, fEA G| NG M briE rIfE LT
SERRER AR, HRAAE SN &) 10 Fos. L AU
IR AFREN SR EN HES; o 5
B4R E 25 M H bRk B BAUE 524, H
TP A A bR 2 AU B S AT AR B s AR
f59.

e £ E &, [ll%€ GNN, ffi ] LLM X}y
RAEBANREE §,, H5 HELFRE— M GNN 1
ISR E bR, SEBT, A SCAA 2 AR Tl 2 A7 -

O(q) = Z Eqq [log go(yn | s1)] +

v €L

(1 - Oé) Z logQQ(gn | Sn)
vp €U
HoAr, go(-) TN LLM S50 AL SCA B T
W o3Ai; O(q) Fom E 56T LLM Bl 7345 go 1
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Fig.9 LLM as aligner
ENNEE s

1 t
v

GNN Al o —
Pobsss =
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K10 GLEM HI#ARHEALR & K
Fig.10  Schematic diagram of the overall

framework of GLEM

etk H A%,
o 7£ M b, [fHE LLM, f# /] LLM 4= sl
BRI h, FIMAPRZE 9, 1E 9 GNN IG5,
1G5 H I AN 43 A
Op) =B Y _ logpy(yn | hu, A) +

vn €L

(1=8) > 1ogps(in | by, A)
vneld
Hr, O(p) £x M kT GNN Flill 7315 py 1
etk H b,

%7 VIR R BENETE A LLM 4wy
X, FRAE AR ZERT 55 LLM 5 B SRRz
), AT AE I it 72 A0 0 fl 6 PR SRS 1 R
T G T2 ity B g BB I Ry R I A R e 1 54T 5%
T4

ConGraT™ gk — 5% i XF b &7 SIAE ) 5540
e HAx, 51 % LLM A g i) 3R 7 5 3 2T B[
GNN FRAE. ZEWR T TR ik, 453 [H
— 9 FUE LLM 2% 8] 5 B 23 1) A 1) 38 s PR R — 2K
[] B 5 AT X, AT SIS S5 S5 R
GRR, A MRREFEMEEGIZILEE . LA,
G2P2 B MR B YR SCA 7y RAE 55, 48 AL ST
A Bl P S R AT AT 2 B 2 B E SOREK, HE LA A
R B SR B B SRR 171 T —
AN EE: SCAR I H G T 5P B B HLE
o, BT SR EEBRE A 1A TR NI,
G2P2 H /e it = Fh A HARA (SCAR—TT 5, SCAR-
L N SR D) FRAE TN ZRB B gl N 2 R A0
Eea 20, DR SOAR b 25 55 ] 4 L 28 00 5 22 Hh 22 ik

AN BEJE, 72 T AR, AR 2 T KR
RGBT FREA SO FEA R, Horp, BB
B B RO IR R, AR 5 AE S A
IR, JRas B BT R BT AG 1L, B
fRTH RN G MBOR . AESLARX FFAE
ChatEA™ MLk AR A B 45 78 24 85 ] S AR DL 2% -
Z R B AR A 4 (knowledge graph
code translation, KD-Code translation) ¥ 2 J5 %1
R G5 1 5 AR R R R 5 9 S X/ B 2R S 4
W, PR i S —HESE 5 B R B P B g,
il LLM 7EX 1 N P T 215 40K, 451 5
() S5 40E 5 DL W S22 75 00 5%, i 2 3R T m A
KG LRIk B, dk—2H, LKD4DyTAG!™ %
1 B0 LLM X A3 55 i )45 5 030 SCABEAT 9
RAT & ST ILE R, PRI SR AR TR x5
FR BRI GNN KIILZEIR T, W AE [F i g A
GE KL IR 5 SCAC I FT B T SR T R SR B T AL
Iy RAEN A EUE S5 HITERE.

3.4 BEFNERNA

AiH5e LLM 5 GNN 456 @855 0T B i
DU RS Y R0 N Y e O, e UMK VE AL M L HEHF R 48
5 SR =283 5 e 9 ARER, 70 0% RS 17026
BERTIIN 5 HE /A SR 55 B, W L an T A1
HSCARMIAE B 5 B S50 ¢ R4 T Bk 5515 51
Z01H] 55 T AR
3.4.1 HRVEREI

E LT /<Bfil S VESE S S, Sk (K5 IR
oy B ER) AN R 28 58 ZR 45 [R] IRl P
H 8 58 Gy 2 1E HF /BRI R 55 R 2 UK. A
I LSS MO SCARTE X, LLM 5 GNN 45 &
BN —FRA R AR GNN I 28 M O 22 B 5 4 12
TEAE I B 54 5 RS AL AR 20 LLM RS 1)
ST P B AT X 70 TR SLZRER, TR AN A A ) A
XSRS B A . BARTT S, FLAG!M™ 558
7E H BR 7T KU k-hop @03 A 51N T SR BLAIS J& SR
Fe, RS REE 5 B AR S0E SCEAHSG MG, L
i “SRVETT RURB N IR AR5 5 B A1 3800 2% 5 ik
MR B S H LLM AT SR 36 SO i R S5 5 %
SRR SR BRI SCA (IR X 35k /TR AR ), 9
T g 58 BRI 0 BT )RR B JE R A S R SCA
For 5T RS — I ATTRERIE R GNN (skip-
GNN) BEAT YIZ5E5 KUK TR, T2 T X VR 5 A
5 AT AR ZCR. b4, MLEDUSY )\ <285
% (type-level)” 5 “K R (relation-level)” N JZ
[0 51 N LLM $§5i: — J5 [ A [ 5 8T AR pl g
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Gl BE H X o0 1 B SRR, SR IRVE 5 IR S
R ZE SR 59— J7 TR BEAS [F] 5% R AEIRVE TR 3 Y
TR FEREAT B G B KRR MR AR S Bk
% JZ 8 R AL B & N IR e o 28, AT 3
PRI AR
3.4.2 EERG

TEAN AL HESE S =, P =8 2 D) 1 s
W55 M SESEAT N2 HARTE K IR AE B, 51k
[FI, P EETUE TR, B PP 5 M ESEE
SCAR, R B ARG R M 1 i ) SRR AR S R A
{EAE A Al B 78 A . GNN 5 LLM 45 &
WA B ARG 5 5 SCRE UG 5T 9 — RAE 5 B
A GNN M E M\ AE BB 1 22 S RE AT A
IS AR AL PER G, LLM UM A 25 4 A6 SCAS i
AT X 4 A8 CRoR, 8 S5 RIS 5 DL 35 10 8
HEEEE, Wi HERE 1R 518 SO
FEFix—HE, RecMind!"™ ¥ LLM £ R “fi i 56
3167 5l NIFEFAAE S BN 45 LLM 25, JHE&8h
B EE RCAR AE O  S  P EE SUR R TR SR
LightGCN MHH P —##h 28 B 2 3 g5 f ko, Bl
J&i , RecMind JEid B0 M 5 Eb 24 S 0 5 R KRS
6], FR7E BT B A s FE b S N T3 A AL, sk
BUXHE S5 450645 5 19 B & R —ER JE 3 5
KRFEA L EARHE A5 B, 7558 A 78 2 i
Z RIS RIES, TSRS X UK H 450 — 3
HIHE &5 B, #E— 2, LLMRec!™ FJH LLM %}
LV G AT FH 25 AT A S HEr, Hlgee HIA
PR =R om S SRALF P - A LA AR/
SEIEYN LT RUBME L A P SR 7R R
b, B (I3 T Light GONUS [ [ i
U8) e SR S5 R BT BB SRR, B
WG a5 R AR T NG RES 5 AR
fE, FF /e s mHe e . shal, el ) TIE
e s, PG B AL IR 5 1 D75 SCAR S, ik
SUTTEARIE N 5 5 r 2 (B [ 2 K BT NAS B (i
I8 TS 08 JUSRCER), AT B A B S
FRIAT N CLRec™ AT N H 1 S 22 B R &R
HLUN TR, B O R NG s S
N EARTE S HREIN LLM, 8RR 78 HE 752 U S I 5
XA HEMWAT N R, BN 5 N BRI 9 5 k%
WL (0BRGP B FOEREIIAL) LA IR R I
I ) Ar B B, FE45 A B S A0E SR B T X
5 057 VG i 5 8 7 Al 4 1) 22 18 B g, T FE T AR HERE
WS B BN S TR A R HE R S R
3.4.3 BREFUN

FERE SO b, T3 As 5 AR E 5 2 4,

B A5 RS SCAR R U R A =] A
LT, A A AMEAS BRIV, RN,
(IR AAAE AT B 4% 2 AL IR 5 Y 28 R Bl 255
(1) 5% R AR, 15 5 X1 B2 ) A A 5 1 B B s 1D 52
W E. B, LLM 5 GNN 145 8711 % T A
A HEARILH: LLM £ 57 WIAESE F 4 SO 32 AT i
s SRR S LR, GNN NFER R R E
RS A 505 B AR, TR SRR B
SR 5 s B I SE R R R — IR R T
M5 5 Sk B 3. 3T IX— B, Guo Z™9 ##
HH DABCE KB 5 R R B 52 A AT 1 1AL 2 1 T
D KA R EEAE [RGB 1008 BT T 5 A N T
Zx LLM 13 3 SCRRAE, FF78 3 S hn i L He
R SRR 25 A T R 2R G5 LB 2w b 2% 5 A b
I LLM TEZAT S 2 5, HERXT LLM =4
1) token £ 7B H 20 45 B0 R & RAE IR 5 7
LU 2L . LED-GNNT 3 — 50 397 5 o
B I 2O R I U R e (R AR AL Bh &S D
LLM M iF i B 22 A—k R 2 B ISR &
ZIGHL, FRAE AN I TR R AL S s A e
FEEA B NS R BT K, — R
ABNZS GNN i 778 BAL B 5 a, iRl <%
R FALE T I 8h 2 B G S TH PN AR

4 [EEE

JEAER, ROE 5 AR f IR H 58 K IS ORI IR
HARGE ), RS FESHIS T EREY). BEE
CoT!", ToT!™!, GoT!" FHEFL AN, Kif
BRI AT EIRE IR BRI T A
HEH. B, BEAE 2 EFE TR H, OpenAl o BRI
. DeepSeek-R1 S5 A8 i v 4b 57 > 3 KR AY
() L A, ASEA Y B B H L e R BE AR AT A, i
— P ORI HEHLRE 7). AT, BT R4
M e, R AE ] E fHE R I i 4R &R I
TR 0] FE Je I\ G5 A E i A B L HE BT BN A =
NI RFENE. 25 % — AW SO R
A A HE ] P 2 0 1) I 25 5 4 3 1 B SR
Fa. K8 T BRI T S R AT A B ) 4
JRFRINEER . AR R N A 4
SV A R T R SR BT B3R, IF Bt
AE 28 AR BT AN 3 AR A 2 S BT 55 () B A
— i, PEHEIER 73 D 25 B PR HE AT 55 R0 e P 4
TS5

4.1 ZFHEHERES
22 it PR HE AT 45 48 i R AR B RIS P HE
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Jr 55 P 2 M B SR TR R, AT R AR R % P S 1 HORE S AT Bk, KB M 2 b3
I ) Bl S5 5% T ORI T [ 5 R A B 1) B e (G, Q) X, RFKER A LLSTATE At
L MAS LA T 2 i R 4 ) )
g%ﬂﬁ‘ iﬁﬁai%%; ,Qé)lgl‘zﬂbxfg;%iﬁé%g@ﬁ% MG @A
(1)), VA, €SI AT A4 v, € © SR TF77i%. NLGraph'™ 3 i
N A ‘ — UCHC. e S Ay I 20 I 4% 25 )\ A28 L [ 4 2
V. 4RI B SOCR R 5, FIRER T4 frEE, [ A T A
SRl ey € £, HFSIBICKIRL 1. Mgt g - (7 RAURBUIDRITAIRE SRR ISR i
SRR R TR A N A, @ i . LLMtoGraph™, GPTdGraph™, LLM4-
L1 vt B e g e B g v g DyG!" I Talk like a graph™ j&— R ¥ HHHFE T
S ) R A B i) @A OC 1 8 4. LA R Ik 3 ] b e e ~
HES v — B O T o (P A g Do LR HOLAR, S D BRI S A R
RS, W 1L R, AR Ry 0o WL W SRR SRR i,
B 5 5 % e 2 o DL S (graph modeling language, GML)™)
FEIFRICIE S (graph markup language, Graph-
- e ML) 10 S8 K 8 0B 2 5 76 A S A
B S5 46 77 T 1R 22 . Rk, WA EATILAR T 1 AR
— e Q E AT~ FIFE 7R WS U Zero-Shot Few-Shot Al CoT 25X} K
"-’“% (cgd) [c@) e UUmAR B SRR 17 A OB, MA-
- \ %4 GMAM it KIEFHEM B A BRES
S A e PR i BT R, SRR T A KIE S
i e ) WETNTE ST IR BE /1 BE G S 2R L 36 25 3 i
A R _>g PSR B, PSEUDOM 38 i KA 45 % B
SR O B, IR E B BT AT
SN AT Y E3H ] B 3 e 7Y 15 B — A
B 1L S PR ﬂ;ﬁfﬂ:ﬁf S
Fig.11  Two approaches for classical graph A [ L2 P 2 A T 52 T RO 5 A i)
reasoning tasks 1. BE%E P IS R B AR 15 SRR 2, IS5 i) =7
AR 0%, FHERER L HORAA. A, KiES
4.1.1 ETESHEHE 150 7Y 7 Kb BE A SCAS I 2 B R ) 1R A R RO
MARZHOTEHZETIEF W, e KE () P 8RS [, 2 S S8 M 0. = AL 288 1 W 2 R 52
®2  SIEHEE XL
Table 2 Comparison of classical graph reasoning methods
Jiik FRA R HEFR PR 12 AR B gt v
NLGraph™ X x X H 2RI F ik
GPT4Graph!" X X X H ARG 5 iid
LLM4DyG™"! x x x H AR5 = ik
Talk like a graph'™ X x X LR BERIES IR
GraphAgent-Reasoner!™ X \/ X H AR & ik
PSEUDO™ X V X Dy ARSI 5%
GraphLLM®™ v X X GNN %if (graph token)
GraphToken®" v X x GNN %t (soft token)
GraphWiz* V V X H 2R = ik
GUNDAM® v w/ X AR ik
GITAM N X x ZREE (B +3CA)
GraphTeam™ x X v FSRIE & fid
GCoder™ v X \ HRE S Hid
PIE® x x N HARE S fiig
CodeGraph®™ X X R ERATEN=ET 0
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PR BAT 550 T 5 4% 0 inl N, — AN B SR B ARE 2 o
B2 s Rk, GraphAgent-Reasoner™ $g H
18 FH 22 %8 R A4 S () i 1 DR RIS (10) 52 7% ] 4 34 i)
A H Master 23 &1 X5 4 A B B 0] @23 1173 A =B
O, W 2R HEER AT 55 20 fi o DAY 55k v O [
BFAES, IR — AU B, B ERS
TSR A A O RS P HE B o) R R R (H
T oA NEE AT R E S 1T ORI KBS
A5E 0 HE P IS [A) G 55 In) R, 27T VAT AR T R R E O HE
P A A0 A

o FYmtd ik, R BIH ARIE S R K451
2 FECE TN OE KA, GraphLLM®™ #1 Graph-
Token®™ 43 J/{# H] Graph Transformer Il GNN 3k
Gt P L5 H. GraphLLM LASCARIAL B 4 s {F A
Graph Transformer 14N, K B SCAFI G515
TR A [ K BE AT 4 A R, AT A A R
ik KE S B A 2 MBS S Graph-
Token il GNN H4 E 45t 4 h 1y B 4 WL 22 0F
] 4 FEURH SCAS 2 UGS 5%, AT ASE K1 35 455 20 e o 3
i B 45K, SR GraphToken 1] B 2m i 28 /& 555
SE (1), BIXEAS [R] 0 T 55 75 255 T T 258 T8 1 ] 9
2%, 29— BUESS B4 B T 5 —AME 5
B, B B R R AR R B, B Tz
(RS I PE.

o E48 AU 7k, GraphWizl* # & 7 5
HA B #4210 8P 4 Graphlnstruct. 5
{58 FH B A A BB w4 A T Llama2 721508
£ BT RO, TR S AR Y R i e i U A B
PR AR L HEEE M) JE. GraphWiz 19— AN FéE 2
FENZRB LA B HEFRAE 55 b ™ B A T AR
1) P A B AT 28 BRHEAT TP IO A 1] B, He 2 1 25 )
R[] B 2 A5 A ok T 2B R X 6 ) @ L [R]E
GraphWiz Bl Chat GPT-4 Sk A4E Bl R4 # ik 12
HH o AR A E B R B R 55 ) . GUNDAM™
T I T AT PR SRV A R A e R R A B B AR
R A R R BICH o ZE e . [RDRS  B k KE
SRS E A, GUNDAM fEH
GPT-4 X AR AT A, AT A 1 22 8 H IR 1
HERE PR A2, BEAh, 1% TAE IS B0 A B I 8 i
PR nfer B AR Y e ) BRI T BEAR SCFF. Graphln-
struct? $ H B AT B AL 55T RO T RN O
DA B 23t 21 AN BT 55 1) I 3 i 48 . Jd
TEAZEAR L gk, DL 22 S 8] 20 3R AE
B 5T H0RS 3] T GraphSolver #AY, £ =4
JERIMTS BT G BRI TE. 2RI
F B IX — B  E 1 JE &, GITARY

A5l PR 5 RS TR SR 3 A 1) 46 ) IR A0S 5 2 AT I
HEFE. SR GITA M AL B R A I 54, 24740
RN AIE H B, B GraphViz!'™, Matplotlib!*!
SEIE AL B 2 AR AR AR H Sk, AT ME AR o —
W KBA (vision-language large models, VLLMs)
PRI,

NGB ETRHERLS R, K SHFEES
FHN B RE I HEB B A, SR, BRIGRE— R K&
35 ORI B 48 AT KA A5 R 7 i DAAE HE B i B
S A8 IF L0 Myt HEBEBR AR AR EIRURSERG i X —
PLg s, DUR R R 2% B0 O(N?) B KI5k
B (Fer N O AR ), ST R E N 10 1
INE] 100 W, B it 2 5m tHE B D A g
100 #0210 000, X3S F AR R BEE A ] 52
. K2 B T8 5 07 T i A (R R 0 1) A
FEEARH ET R FEE Y R
4.1.2  REBIERA EHEIE

AR, BAR B4R T8 5 15 AR AL B HE
T i 77 TP R PR, — 8 A 5 NACHE SR A 2 ]
PR b 5 5 A AR [l . B M e R T
A AR L — MR C, B A Rl AT R
(Bl exec(C)) 1531

M(G, Q) = C, exec(C) = A

CodeGraph!™ $ D FE A 7= B ARG A 9 32 7 i
NG RIEFHA 5] 5 Hd S %9 S AR R A 22 1 i)
B R T R TE R AL AT B S R A i
BRI ERE R . SR CodeGraph 75N
B i) R Bk G 55 ) LA SR AT S A AR AS ) BRI T
JripE Y S S, GraphTeam™! 22 {# £
AEROME R i) . B, 1% TAEME— M
A EIAE ¢ APT SCRY I ER A — A Bl G 2
FHATZEW R L0 E. AR H, #RA
T 23 56 WHTR BE N 2256 e b ks 2 AH G APT SCRY
BHATAL, R EH X LB E R UG iR
L AEACRERE 08 g B AR SR A o 18T ) L. GCoder!™
JE e M R RN I T G B A S AR I SR A A ST SR
KRB AR AP RE ). X RAEVIZREEF
HILR TS, GCoder 23 MARAS JZE Hhfs: 2% B AH AL
PIARES AR A Ah bR SR B AIS A2 . GCoder
AFAE ) o) B By T2 2 a8 F AN IR ) 1
F2 APT AR S kAL X FEE A IR FIE
HRCE B EEE 8, KRR Mz A1 SRR
AN, AR AR R4 78 55 1 LS5 Bl GCoder
i 2 tH LB B PR RE T B, IX AT e 2 AT S T
[ 5 R PIERT R4 BHERAT 55 MR U S D AR
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i, 5 )ik — AR 9 BTN SC, RKIE SR A
HH R R i L) AT R AT A RS

4.2 FNRENEHEIR(ES

SR DL — R = o H AR S A RR, —
WERNKG=(h,r,t) CNxRxN, Hdhn Ak
A, r NKRR, t NI, N AR ES, R
RERXRES. FR EHEHERLE) F 2E 5 0 HHR
Bt % (knowledge graph question answering,
KGQA), B € 5l g g RAEFE ] 7] (1) = o2
(hgy Tqy tq). BAHE, F5EASTRINIYE R 3 b sk
R RIMEFL (7, 14, ty), (hgs 7, tg), (hg, Tg, 7) MR
SRR, A8 S8 U B VS HE B 7V 5 Ak T A )
FET BEAT BRI TR0 Ay = R R —
R SCA B R, AT S fED L@EE A EFEE N
B . SRS S AR 5 K S A 3 g
STz W R RN 2%, O N T 0 R P HE B
R4, vk T B3 B RE IR . BLA B R Y K
BN AR B HERR 1) TAE AT LL4y 9 KRRy B R
S8 R 2 R T2 P Ao
4.2.1 KRRBEMEREFRRIERS

S AL S R R E TR R AT I 2R AT LLAS
Bz B HER, AR IR R AU s; Ay SO
BN hy € R SRSEPLFNRIIIEN . Lukovnikoy 56
SR T 2R TR 5 R N 2 5¢ R P b, FAE A
BERT 55 K15 5 AU SR S 2 120 ) SCAR AT i,
THEELE T S MR M, MEAE SR E M
228 T 1A UL I PERESR T ERNIE™ 7530 A 2
s 2 FIRw il 7 —Fhaniigmid gy, Ho e soAk
ASEARAT B0 RGP I e 148 R R E
HEANFNE FRoRd. Ah, ERNIE 72 fi1 5 78
AT 2 SR RS BSR4 P S AR = o L)
B . Luo Y 8RR 5 BLAL K gl in) L g
KR v, @S HEIRA I NA s(r, ) = Emb' (1)
x Emb(q) RATEIRC RS W A CHREE, IR
FHRE = 0. HH, Emb(-) R HKE S B8 Y
TS 2N SCA R A 2. QA-GNNM [IHESEAE] 12
Frow, FAT KIS 5 B A g i 7] @, 45 18 25 22 X6t A

ZIRIEAHL

x [o o)
Kif
BB mewa\
o =g/ \e-_ -4 \»- }

% BT
R
35
A

KR

HEPE JEEe
2 N

12 QA-GNN H#AHERUR B
Fig.12  Schematic diagram of the overall

framework of QA-GNN

SRR B e ) SRR DASE SRR AL HLRE 08 ELARAE 38 (5
SRR, HOR )@ g T AR Dy — S B S T
VT 100 U7 R S AT R, PR S S L 2 T 4 FE Bk
A R A6 SRS B LM R R A E R, Hu 5
P TAE 25 2 BRI J7 7k, Witk R T K08 & B
(1 KGQA HEZE——JL T 70 R AR EIEHELE (classi-
fication-based KGQA framework, KGQACL) Hl
ETRRESHF IR EIEHES (ranking-based
KGQA framework, KGQARR). KGQACL {# &
AT L ) R e ) SRR B R T i)
AL SEARFI R R AT 49 Se A S, Bl INAL TS5
5K AZHAE 0 H:
S(e, 1) = ASe + (1 = N)S.

Forr, X R 36 R 4 45 S R AL S H. AR A
B IRISIE SEAR 5 O RAE RN S O R A7AE, R
JE LA I SRR O RIENE R, KGQ-
ARR A[AF KGQACL Z A7E T HARYE 5 1] i)
ESCAHPBLEE R R R R, Bk, Jo Ak il i ik ik
SEAR R g ik S AR BT AH EE I Ok R A ARIE R R,
B i U1 B I 5 e O AR 2 T PR SCRRABAE -
S(q, r) = cos(hg, hy)

Hot, by, by 7300 91 F AR G A ) ) AT O 2R 36
/~. Edge ZEM 5 R RS R IG 984 B (graph
retrieval-augmented generation, GraphRAG) #
o, R AR B AR G e g Y 5E AR R DA O G
(2 W) SR AR A A5 &, LSRR BN SO TR L PR
R SCERAAE. B, L Se MR SO o R ) 3 HY
SEARFIAR B, SR 5 A DA 50 1) SEAA 2 24 ikt
XA A XA . 4558 — AN T, A4 X 4 22
FH A2 G 70V 2, 92 i K BT A 0 23 e R Y1 sk BAAE
FSONT FH P 1) e 2 W) 3.
4.2.2 KIRBEUEAHEIHEERRR

BT KIE & B B 28 98K 1G5 AL B A2 e HE
Ry, R 2 TAER RIE SRR HERL 35, fa N
o 28 B ()5 0] U O 1) = o2k B A o A
Z. DEKCOR™ ¢ ] f, far 28 2] 1) =y 4 A fige 1k
B RSN BRSNS RTE S A, AR T
5% 3% 5 22 (¥ 43 %, DRLK™! 5 DEKCOR 2%
AR TR 3, FRAEH R TE S AN B SO EAT g,
BTy R BT ORN S E R AIHATE
BAZH, ARG TN %, Yan 2509 %) TR/ — Mg ik
B RIE a, B S ENIR B ks 2R A S IR R AT
P1, ey Do,y IR CAIRLE g FIAHOGEE R D1, -, Do
N BT, i KBS B WNR % “a is the an-
swer of ¢ 7 & 75 B R H W 1 2 S 504k o & 1E
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NI AEE. OreoLMPT E it —Fh AR B2
(knowledge interaction layer), 7] PL5 &0 &%
HEFRALER TR, AT R BUAS [F] O HEER B A2, AL
HJZ FH46HE KIE S AR Transformer JZ 2 (0], ##
HEEE ARG B, MM & TE L. GreaseLM"™ F|H
KA 5 558 A B S AT P i 0 [ 265 Ach B P &5 ) T
71, B EZS FIE RS 9 5 RS 15 B
BAE—i2, @i MLP Bl %, UniKGQAM™ & Jf
T nH R R ANHERR L A R &R R A
KRR, RIEER R AT M FIAE A BAE 3
DABE B BN SR I 0 B, B S 308 38 0 500 v 1 S Ak
1E R . ReLMKG! R H K 5 A 806 52 4% 7]
AR AR AT IS, fEA G NEANEZS I 103C
AT A A B AR, KE 5 BN [F 2 %
HH A ERRES, 5 FEMENEIZ L IATIHE
FEFEFIZE S, 7800 R 250 A R B b i 2 =00
. Struct GPT! % it [T FE 0, 1EKTE S AR
A DA ) 5 e R OB R S A as
WAE B, B AT POERE W B B Y HE B 2% R E
1. G-Retriever!"? 7 5t B SR L R 5 ) &
Z AN AR AL BE , BN SR AT OC R 1K 4 4, W 7 B
R 1n) A A R T B (1) e /N A P ) A R PC-
ST HyERff M 152 5 ) @A R F . KRiES
TR DL B S il REAE D B R SC, Ha H e) R  ER
Six 21 7E G-Retriever FJFEAE FAE H ok, Hw
e A HEER RO 5 LA () AT A, TR R T
JI P~ Tl @, AR 5 K O ¥ R AT PCST BEAR
FIAHRH T B, a1 BPHEEER A Y B SR
HBELA KB SAAEZ: . RoGI FIFH KR 3 A A ik
T REHE Bh il i) L ¢ R KA, SRR IR AS R O%
Z M FNR B rp R B FE AR B ARy R Sk
KBS A N AR, ToGP 3T KiE 5 A%k
AT E B R ANHE R, HHEAR A 13 . Bk

Australian
capital territory

K 13  ToG MR =K

Fig.13 ToG process diagram

i, ToG \—FRFIERT f KT WAE R (beam
search), M4 i) BUE BAA E B R NIRR
JiH), BERRABE. ToG S R E Y]
&S [R ) BOA B R IR E R, ToG2.0M7
7E ToG H2Ehl B vt —FhiR G RAG HEZE, B ST
LR Bk S A e — i, R 7 AR S A B
E RSB ] AL ToG2.0 — J T A A0 iR K it
VB9 S P, ad o SR E] 1) 9% 2 51 3 S0P R R DA
2R Z 8% o — 7 R A & 20 SCRE R B
R BN BRI AL R B L R B AR
Plan-on-Graph"™ g5 ToG AL, (HAIAR 5] N
T HIRBIEENLS], HAESRA S YA L0 H 8 £
%o i B IR R DAL R AL . AT S A A
T 1) LA i RS 2R A T H AR KR T

N ARZ; bt 2 E kTR HERE R AR AT
HAR B BORAS, N RS SR, &E KRGS
LR I T 10 12 N 25 T 2 7 75 22 R A E R
12, FEHRE (a1 2 RS Se AR HOF R % . MindMap™®!
Z—FhR4GERI A (plug-and-play) ) Prompting AE
BEDAEOR R AR By, BB R 1 A2 R
EYE G DS T S 4 S R HEE =N Br. B,
MindMap 1 56 H& B T B A2 A8 e 4 1 K
SRIE G S A i R T R i A A
%, MindMap i 248 BOrT A4 i S 4 3 R R T
HEHPRAR, BB T T 5 2% W SR AT 55 1 T f R 1
& HEIE. GNN-RAG! 43 J1 R F 4 22 o 45 A 341
e & R RN R 5 A R A 3 SO TR e R AT R
T r) 2. LR P A 2 PO 8 SR A 2R R RE ) 2 R S A
THEE R SRS In) YT A 1) ) e A B AR T BT
K, AR 1k KIS B AT T AT HEEE. Subgra-
phRAGM it — PR R S HE RS, T R &
S MLP SR TR R, @I Vs 3euE B 1
BERRNA M. B &S00 B R OGS
MAZ B, SubgraphRAG TE St Al &SNS E T 25
(AR ERSS 5% @ s AR R RS, R R BRI =
TCALN IR R IR f5 R AH B R B R 75 A B
e, tmR e T RAMNERI. L ANFKE
o B PR A S5 R ) 8 &, GraphVis™Y A6 2
F @ GraphViz!" BN B, fi N4
VLLMs @47 0058 51 R B0 HE R, kA nd A Y o
U AR K 25 8, GraphVis BEAT P13 1] B R a0 i
SR B ) 2 A A B B R AR 2 2L SRR BoR
GraphVis MYTE KGQA LRI B 4F, fE % R 2
fE45 FAHR R A B 2428 7. PathMind!"™?
B3 IA 7R SRR TC B4R 5] N s Bl 75 BLIEAR
HEHA B vH B AR I R R AT Sk, B — A
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S 52 &

ROUSE R AR i . B, Fod s i SO
FNBRARIR S AL, 255 i BB R RASA AN
AT 5 B S R OR AR R ) B e, AT
FE FCHE R B A%, IR FAE 55 5 52 18 2 T A S A2 O
R FE R BOll 2, R 51 3 K1 5 4R A 5 A A
HEBR PR AR AT R0 AN fRE (Y4 2.

4.3 EHEIBERIN B

] S AR Y 58 A T 2 T ASE 20 R i R A L ) 5 A
(IRE ST, A2 e 35 b A2 2 300 5I2 T i 08 11 A% 400 i
AR B HERR AR R AR AR R 2 HERE RGN 4
Rz =AU B
4.3.1 £YEZE

GIMLET!"™ i@t 45 73 F token W AL E
YR Bk AR S AR AT DU 2 1) R B (A AR
AT DL [ s Ak 3 [ 55 W RN SCAS T G 75 51 N (R B B
[F) B AR 33 7 T ML) v A R 25 4 5 48 2 SO, 1
9 7 B AELE R WAESS Bz AL fe . i e &
S FATS LT P4, GIMLET £ ¥ J& 1 T
AT E RPN i W B 2 ST i B e
& PERE. KGTM $24E T & AN E P 2 1 ki i
TEHERESEE PcQA. YT PN B ARIE S ),
FLE e I ) R IOCBEE E, TR AR R 1)
R AT AR DR TR iR Kk R 42, BT i
MR RMATIE R, IEIF BN R REE RS KIES
PR AT fe A HEFE . OpenTCM YT M (H 42 5= i)
R ) 68 H AR AR PSR HGE L 373 JiE, M
T 4.8 IR 15.2 TR AW AR K RE . @ik
TEFR I E A RHERE, OpenTCM A] RLIEAT 5 Ff
rh 2 2545 EURIS W ) 25
4.3.2 HEERS

RGHEFRIEFHEYMHEE KRGS 7 i
J& | {EAH A RUATY SR THI e R0 5 A28 ] A5 (1 40 5 LA
S Z A 2 U ) 1) 8. K-RagRec!™ M1
Pl it Hh RS 2R R G 1) 3 T R 4 A A A IR R I R
Ak, K-RagRec B 562375l MORRLFE A4 b B2 2
THDCE 0 R S A 2 7 &R 5 T RCRTR 17) FE 4L
W FE; AR5 B H G NS R RS R IR AT
B AT R R SR fE R R R B AR 1
AT EHE P AR ARG R0 &, S I AR 8 4
COMPASS!™ 15 5@ i P s A 4 A TN ot 5% 45
P IR B 5 5 R0 5, AR5 R B A i 4R
LSRR AT TP f - HE R RIS B R 2R
KT 13 SRR 4 Pt 8 8 ) T S A B 5 e
P s, $&7F T HEEE MR R A AT R, CRAVERY
SINBHRE L TR 5 2 B Be R OR AT U R HE 2.

SR BeARAE B ST 1 2250 E FEiE i T s e S
o iE FHERE, & M5 S U B HR G 2 e
K HITE B A IR G G A
4.3.3 ERXE

Pirmorad®" #8 % | K1 5 H A 7E 4 fl ] 3
PEERAS I 1 R HEER RE . L S N SR iR
b R H bR SR B ) k-hop AR 1 3 5114k N
WARBG RN, ¥ )\ Fh L BB dh 4 4544
YEN bR SCRR AL SR RAE 5 B8 DLVl v] BEFE B FE4E
FRAEERAR . SO0 a5 R B KIS 5 R AR 45 M AL R
JE 55 e F A 30 A fan-out (4 AR —TK 1 A0 B R
ZAMEF), fan-in (2K ESILRERL—IKF)
AR A, BT B AR R A R R A0 Y B
FHE: 3. He 25200 ) B KTE 5 1184 4 My 4 Bl SO AR $
5, oA B s A3 BOCHRAS JE A 3 AU iR A s
PRV (R 7 B R A2 9 R sh AT AL o . SRt &5 )
RO ZAE T B9 A R0 B I UG5 5, S
PRI T Gl XU B FE BT 7. Khanvilkar 209 42
H — T ) AR AT M B S A2 B WS 4% 5 A R R AE
2 HE e dsh A5 5 BRI R R R R S
HRAE, ) FH P b 25 ) 28 6k ] B 47 S 3R AT 20 S AG )
BEX RFEERAR IC I T BEAC 5y, AR R AH G I B 2%
IR RS PR HARIE S R, WA A
PR AT H T R SR AR

5 WIRESESVEN

5.1 BEERESHBIEESIENGE

5.1.1 BEHEp#HiESE

TE AR Ak, A6 A [ PR S R 1) A, AR S A
g TEANEERE, TESHENRRE TEARE
SCHR [37, 204-206] 2, Wk 3 . R & TR IR
g T B PR TSR . PR AT TN
A AL FARF AR F Sk, o, X =4y
BSR4, 7 A8 LR P 8/ o i 0 1R AR R
T RN ZER R R B I R RE R T
EHAABORTET 1000 B, BT (K) 80H
Ji (M) NHALRIR.
5.1.2 EERBREIFN

TE W 268 A5 0 B I VEAS 5 T, I ik R Ay
NE=ABbr: — RET GBS, B EWAS
A S E S EE R E R A R R S
SEEIALE; R T AN bR, B R
FA A28 P 28 4l B A B B AN 2 25 R (R AR ABLRE ;. — 22 T
] N AT 55 AR AR, VR AR B 48 2 75 BE s A SR
FE AT S (A7 Aoy 28, BERE T sl B 43 2%) rt
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Table 3 Common datasets in graph generation models based on language models
Bt te PR Uk Kl W RRA U s3it) SR
WARRIOR® 100.0 K 285.0 K i SRR SCA EYGR@N [205]
IMDB-text 125.714 K 1.5 M Az IR AR IR A [204]
Cora-text!"! 48.8 K 110.8 K A2 JRURSCA JRUG A [37, 204]
WeiboTech" 20.767 K 109.3 K Az RIS A EYGR@N [204, 206]
WeiboDaily"! 66.5 K 354.1 K Az IR AR IR A [204, 206]
Metoo/® 1K 32.0 K e JR IS x 164, 207]
Roe 1K 1215 K AL JRAASCAR JRAR A (164, 207]
MovieLens-1M?” 6.0 K/3.9K 32.0 M i =2 JRAR A JRAR A [176, 178, 210-211]
Amazon review? 54.5 M/48.2 M 571.54 M Fiica JREE A JRUESCA [178, 211, 213 ]
Steam?'" 2.6 M/15.5 K 7.793 M e TRt A S [178, 210]
Lastfm®7 1L9K/17.6 K 266.0 K Hete B A x [216-218]

AE, AT s I LA SO B A S F A

o LTSI IE R PR, XT3 A1 2% > s fE AL
AR, BT GETHREAE 4R AR I A ] 5 AR
Vel 2 T) FRD g P e A Sk A B A e o . > I AR oA
B R TA KRBTSR AR (B ETRG . B ),
B2 A i PR 1 % 0 g 1 5 U B ) 22 B, PP Ak AE
KRG EARGMRE. @AM E R EaRE—
AN R B X 2 v At T R ) R A R R )
A (FEo3 A ) AR 28 L 2205 2 AN 2 B A
BT (motif THE), LS KR 5 R AR AE —ilE
P RERERE (R RH) Yol IS, e AR
F1R) 40 435 U 7 PR TR . kAT N s T, 2 S
ALFE N 25 1) T BIE 2L (claw count). B _E 2+
KL EL (wedges count). 1) 85 K I8 43 B R/
(largest connected component, LCC). Bl 5
i HI$E 2L (power-law exponent, PLE) DA A% i@ 53
&= % & (N-component). % T T ML HITEIR,
AT A B R 22 7F (maximum mean discre-
pancy, MMD) #4745 5 A 5 K 7 A 14 25 25
B Bk, R A EE RE AN Goen, WIZRE
BEEN Guain, MIRBIEEN Gres . RBFHE ML B
B F(G), BRI R A RO L B R R, Fen
= {/(®)|G € Gyen}, Fiest = {f(G)|G € Giest}, BEIFK
M MMD 5 Fyon 55 Fie HIERE:

MMD(Fgcn, Ftcst) = E[k(Fgcnv Fgcn)] -
(B, Fra)] +

E[k'(ﬂesta Rest)]

AN, TR A R S S B A K
B, kA% R, R R R T B T

o ST HIAM LR, SR1, 2T GriHHFAE
PPt HE bR A7 A = e R PR 1) o ia % oh %

APRSLFERR, TAER — bR &1, SR G N
HMe; 2) ZHEOTENGEIRING Y, ZM T 5L
()8 PERRAE, e LA TH e ik B (138 B S 3) SR
Mg (W B WSS A R
&, AT BT . AR IR e ) j, 3 3 Bt 9 4
R AT 2 TR 22 I 25 (14845 (neural-based metric)
BEAT WX 28 A BT I PPAS . RN ZR I #h 22 X 2% I
U E TS EUE B, BT X sk g, 5
ST AR [221-222] 42 H A3 F LSS BEAL N 28 4 9 ifh s
Vel 8045 A B AR P ) RT AT 70, BRI T B AL
Pl 2 9 28 TT VR RRAE SR AR, FH TR & B AN
B SRS, X B B AR AR Ir R S FH A v B B
& (0 Fréchet A& 8 MMD) HRIXEEHR N,
DLAR b B R . AN 138 SR A ST UE B 1 IX e g
ORI IR 2% PRI FR B RE B8 A R0 B 0 40 1 45 74 R Ry
fiE, MTIAS 4t — AR s 2 5.

A, B BT R TR A L T A R
A USRI BhAS B AR AR bR T R
P R 4 BT AL B R 9 i S BRI R )5 N A% 2 1
PEURE ALY F5 . X PR VAR — Se R R 1) B
N TA)AH OG (1) F A AR BT [F] 0 A FE AR, a2 i
BN B AR 51 2) 2 0 R AR A3 1 45 1) T
UK g — & 3) ikiRthr Eeir, FEZ D
febr, HWE Z AR E 2 4) FTEE
LB SR, FBUSATI FRAILR,
BEAS T RFUBEVEAG . Bl B2 A BB O 5T s
LrAe] A B P B2 P 1 R AR 2 BT oy B
T3 ¥ A B AR S U oy — RS
PRI, JRAEREAN I 18] 25 b FH i 2 AR A B
SR, 2R T7 V0 I TB) A 5% vt A e B AN D A S [
IIATREA, g T A BRI AR 5] 5 I R
Mk, JE8ETAE [224] $2H T JL-metric, — i )
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52 %

BN P A BT (R R PP AS SR AR 2T VEA I 3h 3
B2 X 28 A DN IR P g i 4, ELRECH 4TS s 53R 4h
IR S A A 2, AT FE AN 2 2070 i g bR A T 2
N, SEIN A sl A A A R ) i 3 S DA

o [ [n] FWEAESS TR R. bR 1 B4 e B30 4
SERIA S RVEAS FRBR AL, A SRR 73 BIF FE AL B
RSB 82 FH RICRE L A, i T 1) LA il AT 55 O o
e, XRTTIEA BB B R S AR, T
e i 7 74 A= B P SR [ 5 SR 55 v s A
AR VPAG T B, 2N Y 3 55 B4 5 2 BN B
FET, AR AR KRBT 73 w9 KU UR: 1) i T
SER R — SR VRAL . B AERT TR A R 1 AT
R IRIR B, JEA B R R BEAE NIRRT I
JE A I GRBOR . AR AR d1 SOk [225] $2
FERIN—MhEE TR R PR HEZE: 5k, fEIR
b PR AE k] b S )1 22 e TN 455 A
B BEJE, EJE A B RN B g — PP Al X A
UV RE, 493 20 P AE 55 1 HE B 22 5l 2875 1 AR
(area under curve, AUC) &F45HR. 27 E M EIUIZRH)
BT e 5 B4R B I 2R RO AR RY PR e 22 bz 1,
WA R B 5 506 A 24 1 AT 55 ROH 7, B
AN SHFEAE B AL SCRHAL RO 22 3] d 2. )5
e TAEISCHR [153] R T 1K — 1 MvEat, 2 —
A IR J HAE i AR AR Th e 5T B T T A R
Y. %07 ik s A B R TR G R D e 2 TH ) — 3
P, T AR PR S5 09 132 s 5, REAS s A i R AE
HYAES TR 520 7). 2) B A AT 55
9 B B TR, 5 AR A AR B s d5
K b AT A Qi 2, 4R TR RLAE H A i 4R
R R AE S IERE . 2T VR I AL
St e N RS, IS P A I TR B 1 AR
i, A 5 00K U A JS S T B b AT o AT
¥, TS5 T AT S5 R B A R AT (0452 1 2%
LR RIS ), PRSI 32 A e o1, LT
fE VGAEP 12 5 T-28 7y I8 F 9 it 25 0 76t & 13
FoRs INESR, L E A B S5 BT AR I 25,
FAEFERETIONAE 55 B3R oA R0, 3508 1A Rt
TN ZRrEnt. B RS SRR W U B R E,
BT L b i T L B, GPT-GNN
HAEETI SR BB Elgh—1 GNN B4 [l
JE ¥ BN SR ] T W04 MRS RR, JRas &
155555 7 MRS 2 AE O A _EHEAT RIOM , B & AE A
£ EVPAGTT R R SRR IO RE. 25100, Graph-
Master™ R H 7 TR Z—F0f " 62X, 30k AE L
20 MRS I . Bhsh, LGGM™Y i —2
PR T AN L R Al A il B 5 R PR RE A

HRE P B
5.2 EFUMESHBIEESIENGE

FE P UNAE 55 (W15 so 28 BE B L B 43
) v, R EE S AR ] Ay N A G e
£ 5TH A LLM 1 SCA BRI, B0z A
Cora. Citeseer. Pubmed. ogbn-arxiv 4% 4t F%
P52 R 2 AN A A 22 0 T 4k B A 4 5 17 42 (bag-of-
words, BoW), #tZ JRIASCAR N2, BITHE LA 7R 43 K
FERIE S BN HARESE L EERE ). &
LLM 7EEMESS BN HZEEGE, SHREir %
I T B 5 0 e 5 2 I s SR i I 1) SCA i 1
B, Feak— 20 ke th [m I R A st B AME S
R 1AL E (textual-edge graphs, TEGs), X
FM TAEHE GLBench® 5 TEG-DBM™, &7+
T LLM 7E B TUAT 55 b i3 A A il — 25k
ey TRINE /R ST vy N N vl U2 N E A
1755 2 U 5, N R IE 518 S BRI ERE
UL TG —1M+ 5 MR, K 4 84 7 41K
TRIIAT 55 vhi F B AR M B B S AL &t 5
SCAJE MR R AT 2R 77 AR

FE B TIAE S5, 32 IR 70 38 0 R 9 AR
BERETRM AN 73 K = 2R AR5 BT R AL T
WTPEAETEN_ERAUT T 4% G5 AR A2 9 2% 7151
FrEFEAR, DRI AR SCAS PR AR SGTH R SR AT VR 48
e, A FH T8 bR AR T R . 6 T8 Rk
1155, % WFehs 845 Accuracy. Macro-F1 1 Micro-
F1, H T S AT 52 1 70 FE R P 5 20
By, o TREETONAE 5%, M4 b FEAEH] AUC
F1 AP (average precision) % 73 F48 bR K PEAN
B oy IESAFEATA R BE 7). AEAER, B T B4 Pl
SHEFATE S5 A SCHEA W I 5, B 9038 T AR 15 5
R H T KPR MRR (mean reciprocal
rank). Hit Rate fl Recall@ k, FH T~y & 15 28 %o {5
DA o . X T B o BT 5%, B FR ) B
G b e 2 S I R w07 1L N vl |
2B, PRIE E % K Accuracy. Preci-
sion Recall Ml F1 8504545, T AR A2 14
o) b ARy e

EHERESBERE SN A

2 BT, Aol S 46 T8 )RR
VEHE LA SR AN 20 i BB SR B, iR 5 KR 6
.

o IR IEITE HETE. i [ 4 B 3 2 ) 4
AR B A A 52 23 SCHEERLBE 7, IS iAok &
T 22 B I ()R AE . M 4RI A S

5.3
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Table 4  Statistics of commonly used graph prediction datasets

Hda b R B3 ek fE55 K7 Ak RHESRAY
Coral 27K 54K 7 RV S E2¥N W48 (BoW)
Citeseer®7 33K 4.7 K 6 A AR 2R 11 4% (BoW)
Pubmed? 19.7K 44.3 K 3 RV S FR 4% (BoW)
Coauthor-CS?7 18.3 K 81.9 K 15 RV S BN W48 (BoW)
Coauthor-Physics®” 345 K 248 K 5 oK AR 11 4% (BoW)
Amazon-Photo®” 75K 119 K 10 RV S FEL 4% (BoW)
Amazon-Computers?” 134 K 245.8 K 8 T EHE EERE 4% (BoW)
ogbn-Product” 54 K 74.4 K 47 A AR ElE] 11 4% (BoW)
WikiCS#7 11.7 K 216.1 K 10 RV Wikipedia GloVe
ogbn-Arxiv-TAP 169.3 K 1.2 M 40 R AR JE AR SR
Books-Children®" 76.9 K 1.6 M 24 RV N LR JRURSIA
Books-History” 41.6 K 358.6 K 12 W R HLR JRIE A
Electronics-Computers 87.2 K 721.1 K 10 A AR i) JREE A
Electronics-Photo” 48.3 K 500.9 K 12 RV N LR JRURSIA
Sports-Fitness?®” 173.1 K 1.8 M 13 BV CEN| JRAR A
Citation V8" 1.1 M 6.1 M — BERETRI 2R JRUG A
GoodReads®™ 676.1 K 8.6 M — BRI B JR 4R SCA
MAG-Mathematics!** * 199K 34.7K — e EXN JR g SCA
MAG-Geology!™ 20.5 K 51.5 K — BT LSS JE GG SR
Reddit® 334K 198.4 K 2 R R A JgE A
Instagram® 11.3 K 144 K 2 RS 3z JRUASCA
Stackoverflow™ 129.3 K 281.7 K — BERETI PARAIX JRgRSCA
Twitter 176.3 K 24M 2 W, BB [y SRR SCAR
F 5 AR BRI AR
Table 5 Knowledge graph reasoning datasets
Hoa b HR R i) EZ:S EES A
WebQuestions? Freebase 5810 \/ X 2013
SimpleQuestions*” Freebase 108442 X X 2015
ComplexQuestions™" Freebase 2100 \ \ 2016
GraphQuestions®! Freebase 5166 v v 2016
WebQuestionsSP*? Freebase 4737 \ X 2016
The 30M Factoid QA Freebase 30 M X X 2016
SimpleQuestionsWikidata! Wikidata 21957 X X 2017
LC-QuAD 1.02%) DBpedia 5000 \ \ 2017
ComplexWebQuestions** Freebase 34689 \ \ 2018
QALD-9%7 DBpedia 558 v v 2018
PathQuestion®* Freebase 7106 \ X 2018
MetaQAP WikiMovies 407513 N x 2018
SimpleDBpediaQA " DBpedia 43086 X X 2018
LC-QuAD 2.024 Wikidata 30000 N N 2019
FreebaseQA®" Freebase 28348 X X 2019
Event-QA®* EventKG 1000 N N 2020

GrailQAP Freebase 64331 N N 2021
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Table 6  Classical graph reasoning benchmark datasets SLE N R YR WS, o) R HAT %8
S EAYE WA WREEAN K e RS IR I TTIMR 91.
NLGraph™ 8 #4510t 1000 . I
Talk like a graph™ 8 %5 10* 8000 6.1 [E%ERAIARRTE

Graphlnstruct!"? 21 #) 10t 5100 @E&*ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ\ﬁﬁimﬂﬁig‘ﬁ%jﬁ
GraphWiz* 9 2 10° 3600 77, BFER AR AT Rt = A T VA DL

GraphArena®” 10 ) 10t 10000 @E%%\ @}Eﬁ E(J"l;lz'fﬁﬁg/%

IR FERI 3, U Freebase. DBpedia. Wikidata
&, BAFEME S EMERNKCREH. BT
R S ) IS I R A o8 2 B 2 A, AR G HE
PR S 0 0] AL B 2 S OR, MEE AN RIS
ANANEE, IR TR B S U B B A 1 22 0 HE ) R
5 AT A R R R, X
AR VA A AE FLSL AR S T AR B ) 42
M7 E B E, Hod 2 kR [ — A ) R S
ZARAZMATHER, A FF 20l 20 X R A e
N T ) L R S A R B R SR 2 SRR —
i 0 5 e B T 22 S SR R, IR S SR T R 2
Ir) R PR 2R S B IROT Gr B 75 [ I 35 A2 1A 2% A2
 ILPEI 45 R LS Accuracy. Macro-F1. Micro-F1.
Hit. Hit@1, ATy &5 850 2 AN 1k 2 i 36 1)
BARUERAYE DA EAHE 7 i =

o L5 PRIHETE. £ it PR AR 4 T BIE AN
Pl & g B 2% o R B ) P B A R AR S B
FLERAE BRI BEESE. BURE — o NG SR 4R,
BT ER BEAE BEALE, AR5 1817 A G
R RE S, B BR B 34k A B n) ESCA, R
AEOS T L. Bl T P A A I 2 R, 20 0 I HE P A8
SEEAE AL/, A 100 A7 A, B
BOAMBL. R 6 S A T 2472 SR HER R I BE
£, 7 55 R AN ROV HEOR B MCP. TSP

%5 NP se4 . i1 B s 26, B8 yes/nos

N B SREE BRI, AR A AR VI
LB T PR R i, AR B AR e
i I W ZRAA A Ty AR U 3, PR E
VIR S SR HEAT LU, PRI AR —BBON IR .

6 ZERiE

SENNCSETVIESEE i SERE NS E S EIEYN
ARSI RAE KR I N T HUAS 1 2
SR, BUA T3 iR e — RS ER . 3 B
Xt P 2 5 i Ak IR AR I e = 0 A e A P
FE A ARRLBE AT 43 1 PR AR R A 4 AT et 2
PR A8 i AT, 7 EEA 2 7 I B SRR R A . A
ARG AR BT 5 EHERE =T A 24 1

o TR, AL TR ST A s A
BRI A% B O, (E 3l A7 AR R 2 P TR 2
2R TR, M DAY = R, U D BT RIE
FULRAE R IR BECT >0 i 07 AR B AT e g
J A T R, SO BE R KRB, S BUE
JREIFR AN R BT R 5 AR 0 EO A T 2 A
R TR R, TR 57 21 7 iR AE =B
F G4t L RS ARR T AR AT 4
JElE 5 RBRE IR EHEZ.

o AR RBEZ . B B Y A e dE I £E 7147
IR T R geit &, AR, AT SOR I A
JRATE 55, ARSI 2% A8 R Xt 5 FH P AT s B 1o,
AT ST AR 5 RIE T BB AR, A
SN AT G i S 56 R AR RO 32 1. e Ab, B
TR R BAE S D Re MR, DA B TR
FE S E R

o VPl IER. HEMGRIEF AL, EIAE K
SR ME—FUE, PHAEAS B BAT AR AE. T
W25 (I b e LAY RE, 2 T G it A9 FE AR U 20 B 22
SERIRRVERY, VE 2 3 SHE G &) 0t BUATHECE i (1 98 E
F B AU, BRI L A e AR PR
(NS

6.2 EFUNAIAREKSE

LLM 25 B T (0 4 Je 75 Z A Ros oK.
B 5 RGBT R AT EIR R R A R
fiff R 1 215 5 /token FRIE 5 AN E MR LA 3
TS, SCE R GEVE MR THE T TR N & B bk
SR AE, FF T S 2 A b R A A ST
ML LLM fE &% 2 ke o AL B 5 DI RE.

o SiNIRIEEEMEREAER. HiE LLM 25
P SO0 A7 1 e 79 5 T e — D, B EE S
token RIEZE A BRKBEMELE, ZALTITK,
THAE KRB 5 T HER AR R RENEE ST
7, LLM sk = BT RO 2 PEAG TF SRS
e, M L ELHE SRR Nl O R RA e ZR T RN
SER A IR AR R 1 B8 5 /token RIETT A,
CAR Y JZS AT @ AR AL, A LLM £E R
EZ 5 ks B e RAERE AT, ARITR



8 ARSI IREN ) SCA R 1 181 2 2D Bk sk e 1583

AWK LR R, AR, ISR SN R
AHE VMG TS R RET B, LLM £ BUESS A

PR CREAT 0487, T RERS B T A5 R AT 4

CINER:92EE R 27 ISR

o Gt ek, A LLM-GNN P RHES
FE N R P AN E A V5 G TSR B = R G 1 1)
BTt LLM 25 5 52 204052 i DL AR 7 7]
M BGEPEERTE, B SCAN S, RS R
ARG ) A0 R B AT 2 e L e A
W B R AE X B s, e S AE N, ff
FREEA )[R R G0 B KBRS ST, Kok 75 2
MGE— A A LLM 5 B S50 & b5 877 10
7 LLM M 5] NEF5F prompt 5 40 &0 1) € 42 il
R LN | N A 2R SOl 2 Y (A
M b5 e R U SRR P20 I AE 22 50 )2 1T A% e o 21 i
HE VAl S B HESE, AT LLM-GNN H [
RGAEX HUA B 53 A1 I #% A AR OR$F 1T T w]
W IAT .

o Y JE. Br 7RI =R ERWEA A, K
HRIL W] DL 2 Fh g 0 48 B2 3 — B 4248 LLM 72 B i
AT S A A A : LLM AE 2§ (controller) )
A GNN LR AR, RETT A58 1ik
B, HEWHAN GNN AL R (graph neural
architecture search, GNAS) HEZ2, i LLM = 545
FFE T 1) | Bh it 5 i ; LLM AF 888wt
#% (data designer) H BB I3 ELAEA 5% 2] B8 1%,
BN S rh i B2 RO A B 2 300, 3 4n
DMA®! 4 LLM 9 e A 4T AR TS AL (noisy
oracle), &84 BS54 BTH A 5EMK, AJ5t F i LLM
5 GNN 3 [A] g “HRE =5 156227 s LLM E U 4
#% (editor) WICAFNH &by gt . ik 51214
LLM 1EANPE# (critic) X GNN FRIMEEAT T 43
B FEIE B 0P B — BV AR 5 LLM RN 2 1.
Z RHE A (coordinator), it HARIE S
FEJR 5 GNN Z [A) 4% 346 v 2 ) 5 HE BRAR B . 10X
B e M (0 O MYIPIRR S BR =28 E 00
X —F KA N LLM-GNN P FRIMEZE ) HE NG
SRRV AR T A T AL A SR I TIN RLL

6.3 EERIRFKSE

RAGETYAE AL B I HE AT 55 07 T AT AL T WP R R
B B, FERL R R Kt B U5 T YA wE o iy, A
FEAR TR TC 12N A P 1 F A L 8 5 o 1 45 40 )
B AE 71 DL i B 2 R AT B ) 2

o TR, Rl KA Y Kb B AT ) LR B,
TEAE A SCHF 20 ~ 30 19 L R B /0 1B L I 3 A

R X YR RE F R A K F R S S R
B PR RE T F%, DL A AE B IR AR K 42
FEOR MK R ST, RIS s et () RS B
GPT-5. Clauded 25t I HERFICAZ 50 AT M 1%L
% B g . Ak, B 7 v ok B HE BE e 1
AN EE L@ HRE S BEE EFEIENPT SRR R
FRE R, N TR 2 B 1 v 1) I B ) 8 5 2 AR
B O HE R %A, B EUHE L S 5 7R R )20
TR R T e TR AR ). AR 7R BT A
gt 7 X, B EEIERPREIELGTETEAT, b8
ALy T A SRR S A

o L5 MIBfR. DA B AR I KIE 5 BEALTE b
IR 5 B S5 M R I AR H B A D B 45 7 T e B
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