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Survey of Research on Knowledge Graph Based on Pre-trained Language Models
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2 Laboratory for Big Data and Decision, National University of Defense Technology,Changsha 410073, China

3 Fujian Provincial Military Command, Fuzhou 350001, China

Abstract In the era of large language models (L1LMs) , knowledge graphs(KGs),as a structured representation of knowledge,
play an irreplaceable role in enhancing the reliability,security,and interpretability of artificial intelligence. With its superior per-
formance in semantic understanding, pre-trained language models(PL.Ms) have become the main approach in knowledge graph re-
search in recent years. This paper systematically reviews the research works on PLLM-based knowledge graphs.including know-
ledge graph construction, representation learning, reasoning, and question answering. The core ideas of the relevant models and
methods are introduced and a classification system is established based on the technological approaches. A comparative analysis of
the advantages and disadvantages of different categories of methods is provided. In addition, the application status of pre-trained
language models in two new types of knowledge graphs.event knowledge graphs and multimodal knowledge graphs.is reviewed.
Finally, the challenges faced by current research on knowledge graphs based on pre-trained language models are summarized,and
future research directions are prospected.

Keywords Knowledge graph,Pre-trained language model, Large language model, Multi-modal. Event knowledge graph
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Examples of three types of tasks in event knowledge graph



B L A5 T IO S0 R A R R AT S 4 A

17

F 8 HT PLM iR B B 0F 52 7 vk i AR DG 15

Table 8 Relevant information on the research methods of event knowledge graph based on PL.LMs

&% % Wk A A/
PLM % & F #4746 . 4 & 8 ot 4 % % 8 47 ‘
ETF 0% ff)ﬂ MATEGRS MRS X BREHHE Yang et al. [182), OntoEDL!83] , DyGIEL 18]
A F 5 # 3
F A0 I EFHS HEEERYHAIABES KERALEAMEES  RCEEDS], ONEIEUST, Lyu %088,
# R By PLM 42 30 ¥ 1 TANLL!86]
B EH PLM JE % % M- % (Bl 4 R B) BN X AT Text2Event! 1897, Gen-Argl19071, UTE[191],
PE T e RIE EA2E192], PAIE[197, Memory-DoclE[191]
A B APLMERHBE, ¥ IMAXKY B AKF, 4% F  PoKE), TSARI),  Procnet197),
07 G E S S ESE L 5 ¢ 2] TARAL9S]
FUR LM B B T R PLM fF 4 % 4 2 & % 9% U T ol
EFSLM . BARENERAKBEFARAAFE A, FE o o b Wang et al 70 Bayesian
o L Trans[201) , MulCol202] | Unified-ETRDC203
=R i [F] PLM %4
RALIA 3ty LLM 48 0 48 75 B 0 ok 52 3038 B3 By ot F % & .
N N o . ' T Yua al. 12041 | IncSchem(2%5] . AutoG-
EFLLM R 4B ET SLM 807 % F 08 % . 5 0L P;;‘;)ﬁjt ' neSehem uto
SELLMEE R RF W AEE A8 %N
- . [207] Sem QT 208] _
X %K BHETPLMMEELZEABA Liu etl al. ., SemSIn , DA
FHER #a Promplmm ,Gao et al. [210]
Syt S o 3R A PLM 3 N2 4R G FREEE X A4 KnowDisl?!'),  LearnDA?'2),  CauSe-
5 B B R R R RL[213), LSIN[21] ,ERGOL215]
FUE PLM 3 2 st 947 BT XA K5 3% 37 8y 4 )
Barh al. L2153, Choubey et al. (2177,
HFFUEA AEFRALE. RA-MAXBRNTFAR. HEA E;‘)rAi“hfL;; ;\h ) 10&3 e
P P B — A% SE[218) Ahmed et al.
A AE PLM#ARBG, FALBETEN, KE N EA 1
ES 47 1 LT e P E3cl220] 1, 1. (2210 4 et al. [222], T
TETR  sawmwp—txnmeanamr ensrey Lo abeetd sl el © T
N ﬁﬂ%’fﬁ‘]ﬁr}jﬂﬁ%%fl’]?ﬁ?ﬁ et al. s Ravi et al. » FlOrwoo -
1 R B A PLM P03 BRI

A B (Event Extraction, EE) 42 M\ SCAS b 2 B 45 #4416
B SRR R A A T 55, Bl % ) A I i oo 48
B, B il UK 22 0 A LA A 2T R R 2 I 4 S B T
PLM AR SCA B bR 330 25 6} A+ mh (9 238 i A7
i AEF AP B B AL
.11 A FRFESIIR

] T 9% Ak fih B (Sentence-level Event Extraction, SEE)
H& N — AN ) e B & TR RD S 80, ARHE BRI O R
i), T PLM Y SEE J5 ¥ 0l 43y B T 43 28 1 Jr 15 FLEE TAE
55 e e 1y 7 v

T 432005 A PLM %4 7 47 4 19, 4% J5
SYRIRATE MR, Yang U #E BERT LiRIn—14%
Gy RS Z A A AR L 43 0 T i R ARG I A TR B
OntoED" ™ F| I ¢ 14 1 3¢ R F & F A, DL B ik 56 F
BERT (#4825 2% fil & K . DyGIE! F| ] BERT XJ A F
BEAT ST L SR 5 B 26 SCAS 5 B, 4 i 5 P L 3 5 5 A AT
AR TR 5 BE R i S B O AG B 45 4 26 4%

FETAL S5 e i )y 2248 EE %46y In) 28 5l 8341 55, R
S F 2 0 A 54T 45 Ok A PLM 4R B £ . RCEENSS 2 1y
TR T BERT MY HL & [ 132 B4R HE 28 , 3 o 18] 24 19 O =X 47l B 28
. TANLUSURE EE %38 80 B AT 45 1045 4 10 15 B1E N i
A /% B — 34 R PLM 47 4 L 4 — b 45 B2 10
XF 575 Bk LA DR 3 B 25 0 5 A 1 Y OE T 43 IE TG
ONEIE" | ] BERT 724 (1 fx A A3 T 4 3% 226 FUR 465 11
O3 JE A TG BT A A S ik R 4% L S AR B HE R 3 1 JR S 43 B
RGP R R D2 R R & R B R, Lyu 0%
4 EE 1 Jy — 20 SCA 25000 Al )25 i) (an = — AN I i 3 1 28
HTEEECRET —RFEEG) R ATER A F A R

7.1.2 XHEAFHBER

SCAS g 5 il B ( Document-level Event Extraction,
DEE) & M 43 078 SCRY Hp 1 22 A4~ A op $12 B fih 2 37 A5 8
4% PLM 7€ DEE R #E4E F /AN [, 5 0k 25 07 3k 43 S it 3
i £ B 77 ¥ R 2 B RO O 1k

it B 3 A 0 T il R PLML AR Sy 4 - ik 1S 1 D 2 A
A HAE N SCAR P BCE . TextZEvent™ DL T5 #58 3h
FERE BT TP B 2547 4% F S R O£ 24 R A
5 3k A HfE B B b v A3 F . Gen-Arg™™ il ]
BART £ A4 s, 45 EE AT 55 % 4 o i3 2 0 B AR AT 2%
PR B A 45 8 RSB R SCRYEBL R L AR R — M S
SR B AR B . UTE™ Y F) A 45 4 4k wh BUE = L 18 A
PLM 55— Jai B9 A [] 1) 41 45 4 3 3o 6 TR X A 42 s AL
3V 2B I E A L ST S RO . EAZED AR
SN — B0 ) SO SCRY R B T SRR O R AR
FIAT F A8 S B OB R, O 38 o 8 3 09 1R SCaEAT I
SRMAERE , PATEN™ 5] AT 3T 425 B 5 5 3k 5 4% Ok 8 25 4
ASCA A H AR I AR IR /45 S FR I0 28 U5 ] BART 1E28
A 7%  $E S B0 By A B/ . Memory-DoclEMY 5@ i
PLM # @ SCR il i AF ke 3¢ LR SCHAHE B IR B
ERAAE X TP RMELFHNSH.

A%+ 1A A A PLM AR 4 5 4% , 2% 20 S A SCAR
B0 A e o AR 5 3 5 AT 55 S0 SR I R 4R A #Y . PoKE™
1t 366 A fih & 45 S il G 4 3R B R0 28 T A RS ST 45 L
b AN [ fk e e B S B2 IR 38 BAE L Ok i A TE PLM
P TSARY 5] Al 4 3 L 78 (Abstract Meaning
Representations AMR) 5| 53 i) 3¢ T AF M, 3 T Jy 30 A1 4 Jm )
M AMR 35 SCIE] 3 4l 42 A7 P A B] 7 AiE . Procnet™™ f#



18

Com puter Science TEHELZ  Vol. 52,No. 1,]Jan. 2025

BERT 1E 2N 750 br i 4% , 76 8] 1 ) 1w DU S5 4, 3 a5 44
2 BRI 1 BRI S HEAT T Bk 18 B H R OR RS
AL R BE B e /N Ak O Wk AT SCR R 2 S 1 b L
TARAMS @3 RN FE T AMR A SCA X 55 25 LR B 2% 55
B REAE L 28 I R[] — SO o A LAY 8 4, O GNIN A
Shy B 22 TN AR TR Sk A 4R F A
7.2 BHXREWR

22 & & B (Event Relation Discovery. ERD) 1§ & ¥l
HOEPAFERN LR, AF/EFRRMER RS, ML
g MR B F AR B P R R N E A R
N Z 15 LRI R, A SCE AR T AT PLM By B
JP O Z R BRI SR 06 2R R B A 6 SCik
7.2.1 WAEXAZAXN

A 2 R & P (Event Temporal Relation Discovery,
ETRD) 2 F {1 2 [8] 46 J5 WUT i il ik . R IR B F R R
BTN T3 0918 15 AE SCRHE 4B P R R B R
AYZRIa R, T LA, Bk i £ 1 2% F 0ok PLM H T P 56 &
RIAE S5, sy vk 22 R SLM AE Jy 4 % 2% M S0 A
W SR SRR L BT ARIOG R L s R R E % LLM
PE v B o i e RA T H

DT SLM 5 v . FHBUBLE /N W FF IR PLM 1E R
i B 4% > 2% 3 1B SCRAAIE P58 2o A D C R RO 4 O 2k B
BHT R . SRR 8 F FE Ui PLM 2458 . Su &0
1 10— i B TR B A S 0 B I L R RS R,
BERT %% > 2| 1y SCA i A K 52 BUAE 45 48 46 SCA v i) 25 8 i 1)
KFR . Wang R PLM /E R 4% 2%, IR I T ) B 58 4
BT FUAS B 5 P Ak T 5 ol 5 B ok 32 F+ ETRD 1 o o 4 AT 5
¥ . Bayesian-Trans™" i il BART fE g % 0 8% , 44 3 {2 it i)
K FR RN HEA Sy R A R, O3 Sk DL v B 4 U R A R R 50Ok A
W LA L 2050 5 108 S 0 4 g A R 6 A B8 1 . MlulCo™* )
JH BERT 3 4 h% J& # I F 3C, ffi J§ GNN 3k KR 42/ SO %
) 5 R B D REAE , 4R 5 T8 2o 22 RUBE ) LA ) H B 3 W] I 5
P, SCEL D R B2 504k . Unified-ETRD™ {f f§ PLM 1§
R GRS A K I OG FR 5 Ak Sy sl (8] 00 38 A R A 2, I
T [ 5 %6 22 8] 9 56 ZR ok 5E i ETRD. 1% 77 2 1T DL 3E B 4% 4
PG s MR R 0 56 & X

DET LLM Bk, XK HE#E TN LLM 42 4R
AR Sk S B0 vty 30 oy 1) BF U 06 R R B, AH L6 T SLML 1 R
Jon a7 8 v 2, HORE 426 LM |T L BIAEG B FH L JC 75 7 1R 4 A (1
WFBZEM . Yuan ZPUHF 58 T ChatGPT #EE#EA ETRD
MIARE ST it T 3 T R ROk 3 i AE 55 O PE Al ChatGPT,
HE B T AR XS T W 7, ChatGPT RE fi% 5 o 4 b 4 iy 110 56 &2
BIFi AT K R 2. IncSchema ™™ Kt 25 4455 =W A — Fh AT LA
LLM R4 i & IRAROE 20, DLRAE BT 3 g o B2, B #24b
PRI AR Z B A2 RN B C R . G Ah IE 5T AT — Fh 3 A 42
TR AR E J5 1 DATE W 52 4 B, AutoGPT- i i 4 it
A RE 7R 5 R R R AR R AT LLM #EAT SR R R R I,
7.2.2 BARRKZAEN

AR S5 & & B (Event Causality Discovery, ECD) 48
ISCA BT B B A R S R R R R BE B . ST,

JET PLM (S B 5R 56 R R IO R E 45 P 5 T 1Y A
2L MR T PLM B9 PR 56 R R BB AL, DL ORI PLM 5]
AFRFBENR e 1g ik T PR AR OG R OB I A s s R

DT PLM BB R C R E AR, #1d PLM 3k 40 4
A2 BT CCR MBS C R, Lin F 5| AT
PLM ) 01 {H % S0 i 3H 558 R 7 1) 4 280 B8 0 A7 R (R PR SR G 2R 1
KB PR e EE RS AR B SR 09 BERT Xt 4] F i 47
SR, 2 ) FEak Ve R A ATk B2 R BE 6 A BERT, {0
F A48 FR P L MASK IFF 5 IR L DL 2 48 35 04 S 77 11458 =2
EFF L TR R, SemSIn'™ Ll BERT Jyifi 45 4 i3 #% . 4>
S GNN Fl BILSTM X DL 35442 v (1) 45 48 F1 5 =5 14 4
SR 25 F 3R AT SR 0 SCHEARE, DLk B O R A IR R S R
DAPrompt"**" iff i i P B 15 B 7 2 2T MY, Sy & 90 PR 2R G
FRUTHR R BIAR  IF 5 0 A SO0 34T B R 1 B B0 = 8
FIER HE N R SE R . Gao 0%t ChatGPT #Y SCA [H IR
HEFLRE ST HEAT T B KR T IEAL IFIED] ChatGPT A& — 1~
AR A1 B SR A B2 T 2 — AR A7 1 B SR A R

2)FEF PLM Y 4136 1 B 3R 4048 . 8 ik PLM 5] A 4b
TN PR R A D IR 2R O R 4R IR R U B 2 0 R R
Dis™! 35§ Y1 0 PR 48 PR 2R = o i F R A T T R
J R PR RV IR — 2B AR A A 1 )R ) O AR A a2
TFoRUIZ 3T BERT 4 i 25 A9 I SR R & BB, Learn-
DA g — B R 5 | 5 1 B0 16 5 HE 48 K IR SR 56 &R & SR
AT R R SR AT 45, il BERT 47 4 % 0 fit 5, 9F:
b U 2 ) R LA OGRS A 32 OB 3R, CauSe-
RLPYT AN B SR R 3k o2 3] e 1 SO BARBEX L R R
SR FAXE HG A% 3 5 w5 2 3 3 9 A5 o 804 Tl A B0 3k F BERT
B H bR R 56 RARBOBE AL, LSINFY ¥ ok | 3 k4 F 1Y
BERT FF 3CfF Bk A BLECKE B AN AR S /1 /Y GCN iz A
HEAT BB F PR EEJE I R SRk AL BB 45 4> K 4% . ERGO™" il
b A B S OC R B ECD #5475 8 40 28 m) B, 48 & 2 1 0o
KR4 Ry HE Wi, B J5 R A 26 & B Transformer 4 3R 7%
TE 1 8 SR
7.3 EHH£IEHERE

SCRY T REA VR £ SCAR 3R A [ A 4 T R 51 R A
) B0 SE 1R 1 2 R 23 2 20 A TR f b, B SR 1R 3k 3 O
(Event Coreference Resolution, ECR), 3&F PLM 1 5 {4 &
FE RO R A PLM 2% 3 S0 SCAR i A FoR 2R
J5 R BT SR VC L VT 43 5 3k 8 Se AT S R HE R i Ok kAT Sk 4
TH it
7.3.1 AT EFEMHEATG S K

W27 R A PLM X 3 {4 3 647 1 SC g AR, 48 JR X
2 3 i A R AT A B SR 0 R AR E RIT A A A
F R oy Tl — A LR R

Barhom 2515 48 4 — Bl ] F 25 SCAY 2L 45 % BT A9 AR, i
F ELMo #E47 I+ F SCHER, & 48 1770 85 B L JR Bl B R SC L &
53R 22 ) B 06 R, 38 i i -8 o0 45 M ok R oR 1 1R
Fx . Choubey M1 Huang™'" fifi F BERT 1 4 SCA ) 4 i 4%
220 B i A R A S R RO AR R S AT 2 IR R R
FHBI WM AR 2 . EPASE™' fii A/ BERT #E 47 I F SC g £,

Know-



B L A5 T IO S0 R A R R AT S 4 A

19

Bt 1R SCIR BB S R 4R 3K 5 o0 LCOREF ] >k 4 i) BERT #ff
P30 A R SCOE AR L3l 0 3 ST B MUK I SCRY fA b
S5 AFIARIC A B A R S 2L 43 4y . Ahmed S5 i
FH S SCAYIE A CDLM X 25 04 SCAR 47 4 85, A L g % 5K
Tkt IR AR TR RO R IR FE — 4T A i 48 AR A HE R ARG
E-IUE T /S0 bt ]|
7.3.2 ATRAFHHFAGT X

W27 R AT AL 345 0k Z R AR B0 I A L B SR
T AR5 AR e A7 RN S o A S0 o S 3 —
AL AT ST HE T . A B T X R O L 2k
T B E A ROE,

E3C™207 & —Fhih 2 3% ECR J7 3%, I BERT #4738 19
B FE R B A @ EE A1 ECR AT 45, AR IR 3
A R IURRAE , I B 2SR 51T 0 54 8 AR AL AR X 2 B
FEAEFR . Lu il Ngt?U 3 T SpanBERT $2 1 3 T 1 i i 462 1
AT ECRLUEM] T 524k 45 115 & B8 48 A 250 B 5¢ B ECR £
o FML, Lu Ml Ng™ B I THEFARZSMTESFIM
ECR 7k B F MR T 5 MES AT AL, ¥ 8511 55

— B A HRAR ARG AR ] i AR, LR AL ST
Tran 55 flE A BERT 25 5 3J i) % 71 | 55 1 4 221 F £
TRPRFR IR SRS 78 SR 540 vh g | R R TR B A SO R 45 1
P&l d5e Je 38 o s 8 o e A A A — B0IE U AL A4 B 1R 1 AL 4 4
. Ravi S0l PLM ARy 5 5% 4 55 45 . 78 ECR g &Y
BT — AR 5 R T T ECR R PERE . Hsu Al
Horwood™** i 1} —Fh 3k T % [ Fe 7R 5% 2] 19 8% SCRY ECR 1977
% LA RoBERTa 1 Jy % % 2% . I ) FH] pf 22 0 2% A, fo Jm Al
P 48 R 7R AR T A9 18 Bk HE AT I SR A A

8 ET PLM W ESEEMIRE LKA

2 HRE S (MMKG) #F 5% i &b F 5 30 B BE . H b
AH DG B BIF 97 2 A v 7 i 4 SE R L SR XS SF O R I
R A A R 2 2] R B X 7 A D o, P 4
AJ5 B F MMKG R #2200 fil i PLM X 2 28 AU
g — b IR RE 1 W] LA BE 22 A58 A S I IR R 0 A L R LT
PHANRL A B e, 3R 9 MHEIE9 TR T PLM 0 2 M
WS 52 J7 15 A 2615 A

F 9 T PLM i A8 AR I IF 5T T s AR DG 1R B

Table 9

Relevant information on the research methods of MMKG based on PLM

% B/ T %

PLM #y 1k A

uMTL228] | FMITL229), BRCLIZ30), TTALZ31), MAFL232],

w4 SRR B .
MGICLEz34]

TISGFIZ33) . f 5 — % 8 8 3¢ F Bl 24 oy B4 # 4T
BRERTEE RN EF
HEGERTRESEERSER -4
R R R Tk

Bl “ A 4 KRR

18 4 A 2 R XEFF SCARFR AL HOE R T
EHESBETENRDEXT RS KE
fr B HEAT B A AL 2

AR -G EFIAMEABRNNENET,
HRAESELGE R

EhBERDE FLFLREEZ WG SH

SR R TR MEAformer 23] ,UMAEAL234]) | Oscarl?35] , Knowledge- CLIPL236]
X R B HVPNeT239] , DGF-PTL242) , MoRe 241
e CAMEL!242) | vM2 E2[243] | Multimedia-EE244), CLIP-Event[245) | VF-E-
ventl246]  TSEEL247]
A ViLBERTL?48), Visua-BERT!?4%) | LXMERT!?0), VL-BERTL?9! | Pixel-
A HE Foro - . .
" BERT(252], Inter-BERT(253 , Unicoder- VL2
g Han et al. [2%), ERNIE-ViL[?56), ROSITAL?7), UNIMOL?8), Sun et
T F A o= . P .,
al. [259  Huang et al. [260] | RECipel262) , vpL264]
wm MarTL265), MKGformerl266], KVQAL267], SGMPTL268], VBKGCL69),

MACOL270]

AR A B R

8.1 HAEEME
8.1.1 & & FEHkirA

WL Ay 44 2R B ( Multi-modal Named Entity Recog-
nition, MNER) & 75 M [ {5 b I A0 52 i B A5 P08 X 2L 985
FE TR G H A SR (BRSO £ S AR id X e Xt &2 . PLM 1
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