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Advances in Knowledge Graph Embedding Based on Graph Neural Networks
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Abstract: As graph neural networks continue to develop, knowledge graph embedding methods based on graph
neural networks are receiving increasing attention from researchers. Compared with traditional methods, they can
better handle the diversity and complexity of entities, and capture the multiple features and complex relationships of
entities, thereby improving the representation ability and application value of knowledge graphs. This paper firstly
outlines the development history of knowledge graphs and the basic concepts of knowledge graphs and graph neural
networks. Secondly, it focuses on discussing the design ideas and algorithm frameworks of knowledge graph
embedding based on graph convolution, graph neural networks, graph attention, and‘graph autoencoders. Then, it
describes the performance of graph neural network knowledge graph embedding-in tasks such as link prediction,
entity alignment, knowledge graph reasoning, and knowledge graph completion, while supplementing some research
on commonsense knowledge graphs with graph neural networks. Finally, this paper makes a comprehensive
summary, and future research directions are outlined with respect to some-challenges and issues in.knowledge graph
embedding.
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Fig.1 Research content framework
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Table 1  Description of R-GCN, WGCN, CompGCN and KE-GCN update functions
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LU

h, =o{]‘14i ¥y a;;,c;;,J (10)

m=1eNreR,,

Hrp, o h=JtH R A RN, a), J& = JCH BT
J1 &%, AR Y JE , r-GAT (relational graph attention
network ) i i Z2 3 18 2% 2 SEAR I i A o , R Y
T A8 X R AS [ 9 SE AR O AR 8, I ELR) 56 R ARAE
R R R A B T AR R E . FESK
RN AT 55, —Fh a3 1800 0 R IR 3 ik A 75 decent-
RL“VF F 43 #L 7 & /1 M 4% (decentralized attention
network, DAN) , {1 H 7 55 4 1) 415 Ja S 1 T 72 W6 4
ANZORRTH AR 8 LR s AR TE R A
Wi AT ST R IALE], I K R
SRR I AR Z s M Z R, Liu S8 N
— G BN A T T T I 4% 152 78 (relation aware
graph attention network , RAGAT ) , 1% A5 25 ] FH 60 1 /&

TR AR BIARRE T XA S50, , A
[F] 5C R G AR 7 A T 5L PR, S N7 b A 2] AN [ O
F T AHAR SR A 15 B RAGAT AT B s BE LINTF -

C(rh,r,,)=(;br(eh,er,et,0r) (11)
H ¢ JRREREL, e, Fl e, FARLIRIIA , e, #
TN ZRIIRA

AR e R ZGTE, IE AR o AR I BT A S8
PRES 2 A AH A A 2, S g s — A2 R )
[ P il 25 ) 4% 455 1Y (relational graph neural network
with hierarchical attention, RGHAT)™, [ T £ % &
SR BN R O R AL E Z 5, RGHAT i fiIn A T
SR R AL SR AS ] 56 R T W40 S A
HAANF G EZEME. FB, 28R ER T M%
(heterogeneous relation attention network, HRAN) ®
LAY AL R ] — A 3 SEAR RN OC R 2 IR G544
A RS A . 5 RGHAT AR 2% , HARN J&
FET R BEAR T 4 SEAR RN OC & 43 B AN ] 1) i 22
o 7R RN E AT 55 b, Zhao S8 ML 42 ) —F
A3 2 B9 TE B 1 ML AR B (target relational attention-
oriented reasoning, TRAR) , S {4 2% 73 & g fifi FH £ il
1) GAT R A 48 Ja 5 B, 7 B B 1R I 4 2 AT 55
HH Y G R R T 0 4 B, R 1 A T LR A A AR
Pt SR VIV P W NTE 7 = 3728 i)
SRR A TR BT A S A I B JZ K 4 R4 4T an
& 6 FT 7R o

SR, FiF 0 A — 28 TR 32 24RO T35 S — B
LBIEAR B, 2 T RIS S Rk g b, gl 7
JIT 7R (R PR A5 A8 L = 1 25 0 R RS A, PRI T g
U A AR X LE S5 48 T B FIE SUE R AT

K5 WGCN BRI HER
Fig.5 WGCN model framework
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6 RGHAT.RAGAT.HRAN 45 TRAR 4y 2405
Fig.6 Grading details of RGHAT, RAGAT, HRAN & TRAR

7 sk b

Fig.7 Local structure

bR — G g, B2 — B B A R Y A8 E R RS
P TF 7 7 W 4% #5580 LSA-GAT (local structure-aware
graph attention networks )", iz #& %1 2% j& T 1 ] %
Fw BRI EE R I B AR TR A2 SR B . BRAD
TR 1% = a1 14 [R) A8 25 4 22 A L 55 44 1) 408 T8 445 iy A,
AT SRE A, S A AR R A5 A AR 75 5 3 3R GAT 7 4k
AN AR o it B8 M — T 4 0 TR A
A J7 ¥ AliNet (alignment network) ", D) 3 2] 35 (19 5
PR B R 25 F ) AR REME . AlINet i 35 T 2 B A
JE T SUAR B AR T R T ML TBOKR 4B R 45 4 22 )
() T B0 A, I BRI S2 AR 78 A 4 GAT JZ FEL A
[F] Py B R S

TE R Z BO0A 1 HR BHE A J7 3, AU
= e 45 2, i AR X A B S 4 44 55 v i 2
ARG . R T PRI [a) 8, Zhang 55 AL
P Y — ol G B AL T 3 i e R R T R ik

(association rules enhanced knowledge graph attention
network, AR-KGAT) ,AR-KAGT F| ] GAT HE4L, LAt
30 3 14 7 2XAH AR H A S A 1 v I 48 J S A 1 1 AR
BERSCRME B AR-KAGT I Z (1 4 2 fl 3 T
PQUSINIRIIE SRR WIP S N & I K e 3
DEES M-V NS VAR O

e= Y (o, ray, ), (12)

Fhr N, ()

Hrr, afh',,,,)\ a;:",.,) 53 00 27 i 2 A RS T IR T
BAORE, ¢, A=t HimERREX . 5 AR-KGAT
AR 2 , AR-KGAT 178 (A AR-KACN (associa-
tion rules enhanced knowledge graph convolutional
network) ¥ GCN E N & &% , T A J2 F FH T 2 1AL
AT S8 JE A o TR AR BSR4 (R, 5
— B R R R 3 (4 22 56 2R S AR R DA B S AR
KR ZIE M ZFh I 2428 ., Dai 5 NYEmT LI 4B s
SPBCAN AR R ATEE T it T —F 2 X R EEE T
#5754 ( multi-relational graph attention network , MRGAT ) ,
TSI AT L3 0 S 4 R TR AN (] SR A ) R 2%
gl A B EE LSO R E i B R
R AR JE SRR B

AH P B B R B i AR, B TR R
77 04 A R 2 7 TR R L Y A AR, e B AR SR
A 1 208 i S A4 R G R A B AN [m] i) 31 P DSk e [
BN BE AL P 3l 285 KRIAS 5y X808 J 15 5, 43 B A [R) A
HOPRH, 5 E S R 2, =3 # R B AR S
PRA AR SRR R L 5 ) H AR S i AR o
2.4 REF I FLg 0 0 B o N

AR a7 B 28 35 T IR G B 1 R B A
Bk, H 9w o8 (autoencoder, AE ) U1 A5 43 [ Y it
#% (variational autoencoder , VAE ) ™24 "y i F TG
W A7 SR s A 7 R, 0 R AE AN
VAE fiff DR FITR 138 Ay % 2 ot 0 ) A2

L 1 i B i 455 A4 [v] 2] 4 FRVRE 28— el T G 1)
L 20 1 EIS5 K i TS AE T ) o it Salha 4 AP
JE R T AT 51 T E R, B B G A g RS S
Gt as , B2 — PR 1 S 25 HE 2R Gravity Graph VA
1 Gravity Graph VAE , M 1Ml 47 &5 b fif A 1) 4] o 4%
F PR R o, fE 1% — 42 A9 02 , Salha 55 A 7E 57 A5 A
H i TR 5 A 5| 7 R L] 15 A~ 49 AR A7 7 Sl
il Ho O Ty ) B A B S x5 1 F RN

9y O i 6 AT S m, . m, KA

r
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M, r N PSR Z BT BE R ) A5 A ) [ vy
RS R SRER I T R
F ij
a;, ;= ;L = r
SR, i 5 60 YL P13 A (18 R DT ™ K, o R
B rf A SR G 2R F6R A 32 bit (7R A R ) i, (45
HERE S i ATE AT FE 7 ARG ok R, i T
fife e L3R [ 81, Zhang %5 A B9 —Fh 56 R & 2 i
AR R-GAE,R-GAE JE & A Zmfi 7 i Ji2 , X3 iR
P () JR S SR B T H A . R-GAE L B2 B 4n &l 8
Ji7s o B SR FH R-GAT VE b 4 i i i A8 SE AR R OC &R
A B YEJE  Horh R-GAT fifi 1 £ 3k 71 38 J1 MLl 2= >
SRR G ZR R AE 2 on Z, Il it GCN 1T R & .
R G A ZE 4y B 95 7 VAE F1 Gumbel-Softmax®
T S A R 45 R il A B, DARAS R 1 ¢
FRIVEHE , KRB T 88 A7 i 1) 25 [] | ) e £ B
THUREE N TEMG B o 5o A 2500 4 B 25 1
i A IR L

(13)

2

K18 R-GAE i FEBE]
Fig.8 R-GAE process description

REFGETE B i e B TAERA — 43
(i) £ [ A0, 3¢ R ABE 70 M 8 TG vk 4l 4R 21 81 3% o 4
S5, He N —XF 2 2 X} 2, T 1k 38 AN [R) 26 Y
SRR E RAHREYE . Ak, Yang #2115 T GCN-
VAE®, — 5 (4 1 27 20 KA P 33 v S A
K F A A B REZRAELL , F AR 43 F 4 256 H A5 52
AR (1) S8 S8 285 460 i B Ry VS AE H A S AT i RV ROR 2
(89534 22880, I A8 Sy e 307 5 38 a3 A, AR 2 1Y
PEMTT 2 w0 = q,(ZIR.E) , R 14 w3005 56
A FR Sy T S0 (9 R e oA TS 2 fii R ) 200
T3 A . Yang iR A5 T [ [E1H Y Ginverse auto-
regressive flow, IAF)/F &y VAE A4 5 2% , Bihaz (44
NG A (0% A T . T b [a) B g HusE A 77—
FHT 00 25 B 1 2 B e 255 80 475 A RIS PR 4o A 114 i
i, ) FE IR 56 2R G B 2 X SR B A IR AT A
DL AE RS AR B B Im] 56 FR R, 1 8 B IBURH B 114 Bt
KEREER,

SRKRFE TR A g 5 A% 59 R H B i i A5
BRI TARFAR 2. BRI A S &R AEAE A o)
& WO FRASAE , A 280t i D 1 A5 50 T 8 05 1 3 URE
AR 2 B TR (] P e B 3o 05 ) PR, o fii 43X —
SRR T BER AL TP U T AR R PERE . (HJETE
Ak BRI P i oK o DR AR 114 P g v, AR AR g 1
SR [E] AR AR B, O HLIET A g i 2 )8 T 0 B 52 )
AN BEAR Gy A0 38 T 2 ) B 9 4R R 2 s, I P 1
e 1) TR AL o 2 3t B A R B i A P DR e
A B i B 1) 3 T 1A 6 s A R I i AR
B AR — 5T

3 LS5

AT T TR i AR 7R B R O | S
PR 55 TR P 4 B LA B R PR b 4 R AT 55
PR RE . FF EE UL YR TEAS R R AT 55 h By R
RUE bR 2ok A A8 30, % BRI R] 7 A e A 4k
FE HERAE RN TORME RN R BRI T DL A
GRS BUEARAT AR 22 5, I AT 55 0 i HP G B R o8
438 F T vt U AS [R) 2800 5 i Z IRl e RE AL 45 o
3.1 HEHmMN

5 3 750 (link prediction, LP) 1 AT 45 J2 il ¢ —
A EHT Y SE AR 56 ZR 2 TR 5y — AN Sk mi i A
L R0 719 A SR 2 000 O 2R (A sk SEARRISC R 50
2T AE W R SR ) o B UMk Sk 4 R A )
(hor,2)(2,r,0)(hy 2,2) , 43 500 TOUI0 T A 1) Sk S 4R L 56 22 1R
SARES  H A A ro ot AR ERRIR A e R AR
Sk, R S on R IR BRI 9 S i
F T B 7 1 o 2 PR R A8 2 ) S8 L2
Jei o 3t T A ] T S i ] e e g 2 A A S . A
257 A (hor,?) BRI TS b i B — A SRR TR
JBE S A WAL 3 g R R e A A AR ) £ )
PRUECT 58 AR TR) S AR 1 i — JC A I BB SR IR 1 155y,
153 71 B 1o T SR S WA Ay B e TR b L

PO B4 N 75
Fig.9 Example of LP

ik e AU 36 B AP T A R P A B Y
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AR K IER W = e HE A L SRR ST AR A
FIEH = 04l R A A5 1R AL 22 AT, DN A 4
AT 55 WA E SCR SARHE AT 55 o OB 2 300000 114
i 78 b 38 H R F 2 HE 4 (mean rank, MR) |3 3 {5
#HE 44 (mean reciprocal rank, MRR ) Fl iF % = o 2H HE
FETERT n A0 F ) Hits@n , YEALFE bR E LANF

1 h t
MR = rank’ + rank;
Zﬁx;f : p)

test

1 1 1
MRR = +
2’7 x;[ rank! rankﬁ]

Z [[rankf.l <n]+I[rank, <n| (14)

1
xeT,,

Hits@n =

| test

rankf =1+ 27 ][S(hm) < S(h,mt)]

rank§= 1+ 2 I[S(h’m)<5

(h,r,t ')]

Horp, T, SRR A REAS AN B, rank! . rank! N
50 AREAR TR = T B HEIP AR, 11 st R,
Ix]=1 5 HACY » A, AW 1[x]=0 o H TIPhHE bR
MR J& — AP S g AT AR A5, T T RS 7E MRR ORI
Hits@n " iR B R M B, AP AR MR,

FEBERE T S b, R BAE A )z IR
BE % FB15K™ FB15K-237" WN18" 1 WN18RR!™
AR 0 e AR (R PERE . FBLSK S AL A
1% E FreeBase 1) — /> 148, Hob i & K& AR
S 3 WN18 s WordNet (1) — 4> 74 | J& — i A a3
KR FIRIEGE . #F58 & B, FBLSK fTWN18 4% T
SCARZ B ] O R o T AR PRI RO O B
AR B 30 1) OC ZR MR 4 L — el S B PR P Y A
42 FB15K-237 F1 WN18RR, %5 4 4 1t 1 40 A 3R UL
2, T 4 FB15K AT WN18 77 7E (1) 3 [7] 3¢ &R
23 R #5570 () 1 BE B 7F FB15K-237 FIl WN18RR %
P 5 i ) AR TR 1 1 BB AR s

42 FB15K.WN18.FB15K-237 fil
WN18RR # 0 4: i i
Table 2 Overview of FB15K, WN18, FB15K-237
and WN18RR datasets

G /IS SR LR IRE RS R
FB15K 14951 1345 483142 50000 59 071
WN18 40 943 18 141442 5000 5000
FB15K-237 14541 237 2724115 17535 20 466
WN18RR 40 943 11 86 835 3034 3134

T P& 10 AT 11 A, X6 453 25 T ] ol 22 I 45 A
R AR RYHR B A 1 7R B0 4R b A9 2% BT e

PRiE o 7E 8 42 WU AT 55, RGHAT 1 AR-KGAT 7
B4R 4E FB15K-237 Fl WN18RR | ¥ B T A4k 101
RE , 1 T B H e T AL (4 7R B AL R AURIH T
PRS0 S A R, 17 R T GAT 3 2= I LA %
SRR G 2R 43 BeAS [R] A 2 2k

110 FB15K-237 B 4 Lt iR E5 b
Fig.10 Model metrics on FB15K-237 dataset

P11 WN18RR 45 i BERLH 5
Fig.11 Model.metrics on WN18RR dataset

3.2 LHRLST

TE TR S e A R Y, SR X G = — T G
BT HAR . SEARXT 5% (entity alignment, EA) , kN
SEARFRT , AT 55 02 B0 MR A SE R = B 4R AR
FH B 2 7] — A Fe g sl 52 £ A B AR B TR TR
) SE R AR AGA5 BY, AR U7E 3030 3 B A e
IS R HR G FRAH ] 1 S . SRS 5 1 X
NS R R FR E 3 K6, K6, , Hh iy se il —
FE WX N 6 B 7E BT — BB SR SR RE AR A FT 4R R
AU TR B v LA S AR Y 6 S OG R L R 12 O SE AR
X 55 1) 7~ B
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P12 a4k x 55 72 i)
Fig.12 Example of EA

1B 58 1 SR XS 55 7 i 35 B T AR DL R 3L
KR MR LB R B s SR Z M R . B
AR G i A 58 10 8 R iF o8 B 22 B T 3
T VLB 25 X 2 1 SR 5% 5 L T TR Rl N 45 H
AR S R E Rz AR RE ), K2 B AR X) 55 07
o i 2 P 2 E A T R S R OR 2 2] o ST B p
25 ) 4 1 TR L 3 e A T FR SRR A B AN TA]
g1 8 BRI 0 25 0 45 2 R L3 45 44 45 )8 R0
SR A AME B LR AR AR B R ) R 52
RE A SMeE B = Fh 251,

B T4 42 1O /Y IE AL 48 A5 MR \MRR (Hits@n Z
A, A1) B2 AR XF 55 4T 55 i {5 ] Precision . Recall | F1-
measure {F R PP FE bR . K 2% (Precision) # & S
SERNT SR HERRFE R, 2 L

P — success ( 15)

HA, N e ~ N 77900 7R TR S A 5 785 6 5%
F14) T 0 S A 174 50 ARSI 0 8

173 (Recall) 32 7% 8 15 1 X5 55 A9 SR 5 42358
FLSLAFAE SR HL A7), 22 SCH

R — success ( 16)

Horr, R FR T 1Y FLSEAEAE B SR B0

F1{H (F1-measure) M| Jz B 524K XF 55 (19 25 A 20
RSN

X X

Fl =% (17)

TE SRS 5 9256 v, R 22 B0 1A X 5 a0 4
J& 3 T Wikidata . DBpedia Fl1 YAGO %5 1K [ 1% 44 #
(¥, M DBpedia f4) £ 11 52 {4 X6F 55 %5 42 DBPL5KPfik
& A7z . DBP15K M DBpedia [ ANTal i & I A
F 3 A WA 19 - %k 4iE 55 DBP15K (ZH-EN) |
DBP15K (FR-EN) il DBP15K (JASEN) , DL i#E 47 52 44
XFFAT S5 BE A R PRI S BN S PR

&1 13~ 4] 15 43R 1 5> JE T (&1 b 28 19 4% 1 e R
P 3% % A B R 7 5030 55 DBPA5K 1Y 341 s 4R
TEAG SR . AME & I, EPEA RS 76 SR X 5% 77 T

#3 DBP15K Bl ik
Table 3 Overview of DBP15K dataset

KFE Atk

BRg THEOW Sk XA ey e

66 469 2830
ZH-EN EN 98125 2317
DBP15K FR 66858 1379
FR-EN EN 105889 2209
DBP15K JA 65774 2043
JA-EN EN 95680 2096

153929 379 684
237 674 567 755
192191 528 665
278590 576543
164 373 354 619
233319 497 230

DBP15K ZH

DBP15K

e 13 DBP15K(FR-EN) i 4 b ity Bs R H5 ki
Fig.13 Model metrics on DBP15K (FR-EN) dataset

6 14 DBP15SK(JA-EN) B 4 L i B8 45 bs
Fig.14 Model metrics on DBP15K (JA-EN) dataset

RIHOR el o X R WX % @ K (PCG) , A
GCN il 3 52 74 Xk i) PR 8, 1451 56 2 I R ) ]
TE 2 1 P28 ATRERHURAAE , X Bk A D5 R & 2B s
SR AR AT (SR, AT L[] b S Jo5E 52 4 ) Jes 12 £ S
TIGH(EE , A B SRR A RS o R I 7
T o 2 ) 245 8 R B A T IR RIS R 5 B
FIAA ) Ja A S, ) LA Gy i Al 2 S 4R 9 1 LA
SN, DA AT B4 1) X BE o
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K15 DBP15K(ZH-EN) itk Lty EE RIS b
Fig.15 Model metrics on DBP15K (ZH-EN) dataset

3.3 I i 4 AL

PR B 18 HE FE (knowledge graph reasoning, KGR) ,
AT PR AR HERL , N — B0 2B B AR &, 1
R 1Y J7 1 HE T B BOR RIS 25 18, B0 U A iR
MfE B Bilhn, g5 th A = oo fE B C X L AR,
Y ) st EE AT DR 0 —on A fE R X EEE,
Y ) o FEREFPRREE L AR 2 T R R o, A
AR = Jud] TP I SRR SC R AT TN . Rl 16 45
T AR B A 4]

Pl 16 Jan it il 4k B i)
Fig.16 Example of KGR

SR By 3k AT 43 o0 JE T R R RN 3L 4
A 2R I TR BE 22 ) L T ] 2 4% 0 oK
J5. B GNN ZEAIRES i AR iz N 561
25 I 2% 18 SRR B A R X T 2 U ) R R
oo FET BRI 0 AR HERE ik, nT DR A RS
(1) S5 A8 SR N SIE AR 1) 3 UM B A A ES A Rk, TR R
BRA MR AL 18 E bR L AR B fE A AR
W2 B SR I A J SR A5 BATRER 25K 15 B, K
AT T AR I B 5 1 1 HE B

Ivi) i 422 TN AT: 55 — A%, 56 UE A1 R e 2 3k BT
FH (49 %04 48 15 FB15K-237 Fil WN18RR 4, i fifig]
NELL-995""F1 YAGO-10"/ A S0 iF A di 45 , HARTEN

DL 4, FLIGIEF8 A 7] £ 422 7000 — A% 4 F MR .MRR
I Hits@n, FHEAFZIR ., B 17 i T 5850 U
)7 7E FB15K-237 A1 WN18RR A4 4 i BE 847 o

#4 NELL-995.YAGO-10 4t it it
Table 4 Overview of NELL-995 and YAGO-10 datasets
HiEE SRV KR ks Hirsgk ks
NELL-995 74536 200 149 678 543 2818
YAGO-10 123188 37 1079040 5000 5000

#117 FB15K-237 Al WN18RR ks 4 i Pk fE +5 b5
Fig.17 Performance metrics-on-FB15K-237 and
WN18RR-datasets

R AR D A T i A I AT S
Jeedtl] 1o X 0 41 A SR S R HEAT B, S BT
G EHE T o BE4E TOI | SE R RS = o 4 o)
KA 55 55 U 2 D) AR SRR AT T 00 5
PRANSC 28 1 Al b R AT TR B AR DR SR A B
7 U5 e TN AE O PRAL A RO AT 55 (AR T
JRRUHE BEAT: 5% AR U A [ 19 37 5 M SR e 5
AT 55 4T 70 Hi <

B AT 701 1) S, TR P 3 A B A AR BT AL
I L B2 N o A S R, R R A
I 4 H B B AR 2R O I S o E Rk
TR P b AN AL A5 S F ATy SERRI O & i L
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L 475 ZE AR E B E L . Nie 58 4 H — Fh
T8 5 UL D) ] o 2 IR0 245 = 2 1) R IR 3 4 BT 9

(context-surrounding graph neural networks with num-

bers, CS-GNN-N) , H b 272 > KRNz AT of 22
W £ % 2] 7 CS-GNN-N H ARS8 . 7E - 25 W) 2
li] 19 AR LA TR 22 25 B4R T b, Zitnik 458 NS —
fih Decagon fit) 45 J7 1 , Decagon ffi il GCN k2% 2] 24
Yy B AR A ) 1 3R W) 2 R 2 ) 22 8] AR ELAE T
FIH 25 9 (gt A Tl a1 550 22 T] A R 4B BE SR Tt 22 24
RIWEF o A 17 N Xof A2 380 A5 X A I 722 1 R (8 TR 285 17
52 7% 25 (AR PR R PR AR, Cui 558 94t — o 8 1Y
TR 27 >J HE 42 TGC-LSTM (traffic graph convolutional
long short-term memory neural network) , TGC-LSTM
{6 F GCN DA 3k 7 52 38 I 45 44 BUCREAIE | 88 ) 4 FH 476 20
Pt 25 [ 4% 6 A2 38 s B R] P 40 H5 40 1 A7 R AR RN
TN, DT A 258047 308 T 223 P v R 52 2 5 R

P 5843 T i A 3 1 s g Rl A R AT T vk
PPAL LB 32 00 | S AR XS 5545 AF 55 19 5 L TR e A
HIT 2 41, 18 17 2 s AR o 05 B Al 16 45 o
3.4 HIE R R4

IR &1 %h 4> (knowledge graph completion, KGC)
A Ry 0 PR i g e Y — A BT S R [ T
e 2 BB IR AN S B e 7 P N O 7 N1 S N [ £
S, U BT b 4 o 42 08 A 1 3 5ok b 42 R ]
WA, 18 g T AR E S RN e R ], R
P i b 4 1Y) [ A 2 fifp R S ] 3 v i 2k ) i S i
B 2 T BORN TR T 1) AN 5 A R 2 1) [ A
I AR T B () s R B v TR o
WA AELT B, BRI A = R AR 55 2 ),
R 35 b 4t ] LA T4 8 AT 55, o s A2 il
8 1 A

el 18 LI s b o i)

Fig.18 Example of KGC
P b A A5 5 A 31k 07k U TR
PR 3 o 1 28 SRR R, SR R R 4 A 4 AR

IR S oy =R S o S (P op IR AR s
FhA ) =AW, SRR AR AR U I B R
SR B AP 5 5 R b 2R AR R B SR 2 )
P8 AR 1 5 A8 N I B SR RT3 5 R R e A AR B
CRME R A E LR B fE B o BR T Sk Hb
4 R F AN AR P A 421X =7 W Ah, AT — S H Al
AN 2 55, ) 40 S D AR IR ] D 2T B AT
A L A R B A A 0 AR 55 . AESEBRIY
S SR P A 4 T AR Bl AAT] B G e B A M
FAE 32 w5 B BT BEFsR

WRAEAT 55 G 57 B AN ), TR AL 3 b 42 ] LA 23
25 R R P b 4 5 gl A R R R R 4 o B AT
B, AR b g AR P R R SR 5 R R TR AR R
PUETTE , WFR A #3285 AR IR 3 b 4, 75 W RR R sl 25 00
PRGN o TR A 0 S TR ] 3 b 4 B LA e Ak
TSR P T T A B B0 BRI A A S AR
K Z B TR — R A PR A b 4 R4
B BLAT SR 22 8] A TS A 5% Aok S B, T AS 2 1) AT
F8 PEL 35 HP 4 B B9 5% 28 00k B SR JX s S B T
A R 3 b 4 T B E T LR /) A A A TR
W, WA REAR S 0 ™ JE R B 24 o 5 T M R A 1%
G Sh A ™, o sh A R R b gt T —
ol B BT S AR RS R 07k o il TR R A T
FELAR ™, 7 20 25 PR P 3 b 4 v e LS S7. 7S 3 A o
T Z TE] IR AR AR YT R RS LB, B 2
TR b 2 B R A

F1 T A% R 22 KO 5 46 v T A SR T 3 b
A, ARG = IC A B B Ry, T R b 4 A 55
AT O Sk ST O 2R LN | FESRAR BN , L A
R B b AT 55 T (o R R R Bl B DI B A i A )
R R FAT: 55—, DR GRS SCRY PN 2 o R A 7 1 3
FEL P, ANFE T X PR TR b AT 55 A T3S i

4 5 PURR P i

AL ST IR AR R R 4 o T E R A A
(encyclopedia KG) , F FL4 15 I TRE RS 2451 5 B4
P R ok B - R A e E B
HEREE A e m iRk R, 52
A, % R 0 E R (common sense KG) 38 % 3% H
AR T O 2R L, O AR A —Fh Oy PR Y
A R A B A AT AR e A T v Y 25 B e R TR
A 3T e R R S T A R 0% A B 3y T A R
AN S BN S T AR RS RN E
AR T —Fp i A ) 27 07 K, A B A1 2 18]
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195G Al LU AIL i A Sh B A A b 2

FEXT R IRPE RN B 1, i 58 3 242 08 18 2 [a] 1)1
AR, HA i B B O & A isA Relation HasProperty |
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Table 5 Representative common sense KG statistics
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Table 6 Summary of graph convolutional embedding methods
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Table 7
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Summary of graph attention embedding methods
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Table 8 Summary of graph neural embedding methods
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Table 9 Summary of graph autoencoder embedding methods
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