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WHNITOINT WS, T/, ZMinEicsi) 2ME 0t
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INLDY =Ty lty VT2, FEORKEY ¥
WKHiT2 ) — Ry DA - MRS 2B MEE 2 H
LTW3. ¥/, fekoty FFHlZ v F 2 7DRDP S
T ADEFERARY MEERY =2 vV XT 4 7TD b
LY R Pl e =R T PRI E D WG EDREIA < 1T
bR TW3., ZOFBR, ZOXIREMNLAy bV —212
MLUT, BEADT— 20 5FPROREEHEST 2 Y —
Syl ty b= ORRTENE, Ay bU—IRFEBX
OF =R A =V 7B 2 BERLAEHRED —DOT
H5.

V=Y x gy b= ORRTEN, EHRITBWT

Y=y bty bY—=2FHl, LLM, U ¥ 7 T, FHEARREN:

IR WICHTREME ZFED. FIl 21X, SNS IZH1F 2 KAHE
BT —HE, ity bv =228 Rk
FIRFZEREMRD TR, X S IITERAENLECE 7 WIC BT 5 4%
FBERDHEE R &, TRKERICED S BRRESZ,NZ <
D TITONT VWS, ZD7®), BEOSWIERTHIF
EDPHL KD LN TV B.

—HT, V=YX ry b7 =2ZBIIDY Y IBK
i, BMAMENEROAIC X > TIREINS DD TIER
V. fEA O BLREE.OLATENEE, HRREE], X 5123
KA« HERISR & W o 2R BEEBEERNTHE LS
5 ZETHIZLLTWS. 0 &5 R B PVERE 2
HWUNCET LT 2 2 i, AL L THERBFETD
3, AERCBITIBY - vty NT—ZDREETHI
3, R ¢ gCIRBllE Ny U —2 G(t) ITEDE,
TR ¢ + At I2BWT/ — PRI v OWBREh
ZoENPEHET IHETH L. UETIE, oV v I T
HIRE 2 e, BEEZE S X ORISR OB T IO
TidR 3.

12 BIFMRLRE

V—=xbpy U= OFRBRTHNCEALTIE, ZhE
TREL DFEPRESINTE . WIHOMR T, Hd
R (Common Neighbors) [1] % Jaccard 7% [2] &
Wo 2T TREEICHE DS b a— Y AT 1 v 7 BIGEDA
CHOLWALNTER., IhSOFEEFFHEI R FoMEV—77
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T, HHEIERIERRP SR OIRFRRZ TR 5 2
CIHEL V.

kDY 7 FRTIE, FI97=2—FN %y b T—
27 (GNN) [3] ZHWZY ¥ 7 FHFEDPERE Lo T
%. Graph Convolutional Networks (GCN) [5] % Graph
Attention Networks (GAT) [19] ¥ DFHEIE, * v b
7 — 7 REEEARRITTONR Y PARBUCHDIAL, EREER
FHEFEBELTWS. X512, Temporal Graph Networks
(TGN) [8] IREK SN 287 7 7 ¥ EFEHRRIN,
RERIEIZZ R L7 FHIDATREL 725 T\ 5.

GPT-4 % LLaMA 72 ¥ O KB FFEET AV (LLM) @
B EICE D, 7F A b F—RIH 2 @R R
Ae 1 & WA FIER ORI ATRE & 72 o 7=, RHT DL T
i, LLM %2277 7¥BICHET 2 AN EBITERL T
W3, 21, TAPE [10] 13 LLM 2HVWTF %2 Ml
& AR RE AR REOE i LU GNN 203 2 FIE 2%
LTH b, LinkGPT [11] i& LLM % EH#H7% ) > 2 T
BELTHHATZZ Y RY -2V RO T L — LT =7 %4
RLTW3. %7, Real-TG [12] ® & 512, Mift28 %
F\WT LLM IR 7 F 7 OH#EFRRE ) % G S & 23l A
HEH LTV,

L2L, ZO5DMEFEIZW Or0fE IR h
TW5. 12, /— RO 7 ¥ 2 MERSCEKRNE
ETHICIEHTETWRVWRTHS. ZLOFETIE, 7
¥R MNEWEBEMARHE L LTik-TB D, ERPUR
EWV o ERDERERZ BN M3 2 2 & AREET D
5. BT, PHRERIC T 23R REMEMERVWRTH 5.
GNN 2802 OWBEHFEETNVET 7 v 7Ry 7 2
WEEZRD, RERED Y ¥ 7B FHlEh7=0 0% NEIZ
HRATRERIGCHIAT 2 Z e LW, o eid, HEit
RTOHEEZ S L TRERFIE RS,

13 FHAROEHNE77O—F

AHFED HE, LLM O&EELSEHERE ) 3 X O
FEESNICERL, Y—Y ¥ty bU—ZORERTH, 12
BWT, COREDTRIREEIERATRETH 20 %HLH
2T 5L dic, ZOTHEREZ NP RELIE Tl
HTZ 2023252 TH5.

RFETE, Y= vty bV =27 ORETHIZHK
2 EENRIBMEREE LTTERL, 2y b7 =2 LD
J — FHET 2 XREHICE D S BRPVERMR E LTHIER
5. BARRNCIE, &%/ — FICHFES 2 @K 0wmiEE,
NS, BROBEYE - 7F X MEREZFERTHNCE T 2 A
NaryrFXre LTEHEL, Zhso¥le LLM 25
Z5ZET, VrYIEROAEE RS & 2 FilA 2 R
5.
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AFEDHE— DB, LLM 23277 7#iEB X 2D
RISk Z & ORRERZ, FRD Y ¥ 2% TRl AE
THEZDPLWVIRIHD. X512, HENER, ERNE
M, BIUKRRINERD S5, COBEZESTHIMEREICKE
REGLTW200%55H3 2522 T, LLM IZ& 2 Tl
MED XS RIEHRITHF L TATON TV B D0 EHL I
T5.

F72, R TIE, LLM (&2 FHfERC LT, Mk
HEZD ) — FXDFROBD 2 i Sz 2w
HIWRILE, BASHEIC K-> THHEE2 2 2ikB 5.
Zhuckh, PHEDAKR ST, FHIEBO—EMEEL X
ORI > TOHEFE RO AA 5, LLM ZH Wiz
V= 2y b7 — 7 RERTHTFEOE M L R Z 5
M5,

1.4 WX DR

AFRSOIBEERFSE (35 3 %), MERE (35 3%), ik
Mk GB45) BEFE GBLHH), 5 Bow), b
» (F7E) OIEICHRINS.

2 BEERAZE

V=% by hU—=20) Y7 FHNE, RERE =
ROV V7 2 HEET 2 HMARETH 5. oL 2 —
VRT 4 v 7FikE Q@i R, Jaccard FREEE (1, 2]) &
Rt @b DD, KIEFHES / — FEMOEHICRR
B o7z. Dk, DeepWalk [3] % Node2Vec [4] ZfKFE
LF 3%y b U— s FEEE, GON 5] %0 GNN, =5
12 EvolveGON [7] % TGN [8] ¥\ o 2B GNN 23425
SN, RFEREAFBIROE 7 UKIC X DR A B L7223,
WAL U THEIBIRADKFEIE L, ST — X DE
WHERDZ AT TH 5. IiFED LLM &, Transformer
7—=F%7 7 F v LB LR MRAR L, CoT Fmr 7
T4 7 9] ks ZREHEREE N R WA, HEmT
L TOMRENFFESN TS, 2D LLM & 77 74H
DOREFIEA E < TEnhancer] & [Predictor| (Z7%H
i3 Enhancer 7 7u—F (i : TAPE [10]) & LLM
THIH U728 C GNN Z58{L 3 % 2530 Al REME IS BRAE DS
»H Y, Predictor 7 v —7F (f] : LinkGPT [11]) & LLM
KEEZETHZTOE L 0D, KT 7Toarsx
A MRRFE 2 X ML 2 5. AFFETIE, LLM %
B2 2 R EEMHIAR R TRIB TId R &, BHED - BRIER
A LTHERT 2 2R UCMEMN, R - &
ft (£ 2—n 1) Hdm - HHER (£ 2—-12) 29
BEL 7-M 2R3 5. ZAuT kD, LLM 2 X 2 16HF]
Motk Ham - SR 2 a2 2L 2 HINE T5.
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3 Fﬂﬂ _J'bl'"l

RETIE, RFFETHES V=T vty bV =8 RT
HIEEZARICERLT 2 2 & diT, RFFEIMETT 5=
DD HE (Research Questions) #7R¥. A%,
LLM ZHWRERY » 7 PRI LT, 2o FHIMEEE, 1§
WARENE, BLOTHATREE 2 AR 22 2 H
Hed3.

31 RQLILLMIC&KBY =% ILRy b —OFKFH
DFEE T

AWZETE, Vo PHIRERZ, Hid 75 7REEDR
HffisEe LTTlE kL, /-2 AFORKICHET 2%
BRI Gz B £ 2 TRRIER 21T o AR LTIRZ 5.
FThbb, Y=y bty bU=2128B1F2) Y IERK
&, BERMICHEIERIN2DOTIERL, BEOHESE
R, EOME, BXU/ — RITRES 2 BERVIERZR 2,
BROBERME S NIHWORRL LTEL 2 EEZS
n5.

BlZE, HREIREROHEMTF2EINT 2358, HF
DIFEDER ZNETOERBE W o 72 SEEMICEIRATRE
HHRICMZ, WEORMEESCHE I 2 =7 4 DIEFEX
WV o RER - MEERRIEIRD FRIRHICEES NS, 20
k312, V=% txy bVU—212BF BV VIR,
RRAEER & G EHAE B BIR U et & BUIERE I
WEEPEZ BB L THRETZ2 N TES.

ARTIE, ZOXSRY VIEROERICH 2 BEHRK
EOEEE, D EOBE Y LT & (Perception) ] &

ME8%1 (Cognition) ] £ W5 ZODfIEICHIF TR 5. Z
TV BH 2, 2y bU—IER . — NElk Yy,
THNCBEH T 2 EHmA 52 o 2Kz L, B 2,
ZHNODEHRUICTED VTR Y ¥ 7B DWW TR L
AT ON 2 WEEZIET. AR, s oFRE
OWRICHEDEZ, LLM TRV Y ¥ 7 FRlB
FED T RIS Z 2 A RET H 5 2 REET 5.

32 RQRILIMICEBFRICEVWTEERZ L B3 BERD
pariin

V= Gy b= 22T 3R, KEL DU
T, /— FEOEGEBERXE, H@ntius e 0)1‘%3_5'3
1B, / — FEHESHRENE L Vo EKRNER, BLA
R 72 22 b 2 RTRERIIEHRIC T T Z 5. AT
&, Zho Oz BRFERCHIE - Bl L 72285 LLM 12
AT 222 T, ZEREREPTRRERICEZ 28855
s 5.

ZOXIBRANICED, LLM MR Z1T 5 BRI 0l
RIZHRMBFLTWB DD, 72, (EROBEETOLOFIE

Huwosha5mnsz <,
MATE 2 e RDHNS.
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Y AZ R B HHAH OIEASFEES 2 0 2 a1 5.
3.3 RQ3:LLM IC& B RsRFRIFERDOEHEARTREIE DIREY

ﬁﬂiy FHIFEE DR Fi2inz T , FiHI%E B oD R R PR3

HIFTREME O BRI ST WS, FHCY =y v Lty

P =27 BT 2 TN, RARICET 2 BRIUEXIRIC

ez T ITORI=DD ) %

AR T, LLM I FRIFER & & &1 HWTBLH O 4

2Ty, ZOHHNANEREEENTD S0, Fik,
AN 2 o THEATRERNAE L 72 o TV 3 & ENIICH
35,
HARTREME DB L R 2B & 502 5.
34 B -ER

{

Uz kb, LLM ZHAVFERTRENCB T 58

AL T S KFR%2°Z 7 (Temporal Graph) B X

BT 2@z LTDO LS ICERT 5.

o BRI ST G: KERFN I T 7%, ZBA LRRY T
XOMHEMEH (ZyY) OESGL LTERINS.

G = {(us,vi, t;) | ug,v; €V, t; € T,0 <ty < -+ < tig}

T, VIid/—FESE, T 3HEBWRE-R T v 7
%%3‘.
« UST7RFvFavhk GO KEOKERTy 7t
B2 75 7DRERRT.

GY = (V,EW x®)

22T, EW 3%t SFEET BTy VEA, XO
3% — FICHET 2SR (XA M2ED) %
7.

o BARILYF PY: -k u OBt ICBT 2 RIE
HEZERLY FERT S, UL TOEREY
EUMERTDH 5.

P{") = {EvolutionState™ , Memory®}

ZC, EvolutionState'") 1ZiEBDHEA - i/ M,

Memory ™ 13382 O BEREIE % 75

RIFZED X R 7F, R4 ¢ TIBIH S W7z EREIER

{Gr |7 <t} KHEDE, FERRAIt+ 1 12BWT, /—F
5 (u,v) Bcz v 2R EhBHER 4 €
FTBLTHA.

4 AIHRHIGE

e [0,1] %H

ARFETE, RETFEEMNT 2 BREINT OV TGRS

5. Bz, a— FEETHWLATWS Y S 7EFEL,
LLM OH#Egaisfiiic oW TaEd§ 3.
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41 BRI Z I3 EENEHEOMETFE

LLM 137 % A MLUEICIZETTW325, 797D bR
0y — S BETA e LCTEEEE T2 23T d
5. 2Dk, J—FPxy " —JHNTOHHEDI BN
BriiE s 27200t LT, WHWENRHEEL EanEt
BL, SBbtLTER2REDLNDHS.

42 ZARY FILB®AF (Spectral Embedding)

Iy bU— 7 ORI HEEUERZIRZ 272912,
AR IAHDABEHNS., AT 770575
7 AT OB G EDRICHED S FIETH 5. BTy %
A, ZBITHN%E D 2323 %E, EHILS 757 V175
Loym =1 — D Y2AD12 25 5. ZofiFloEH
N7 MVEHAWSZET, 777 ETHEMIEN . —
FRET BIZIEEAL2I2=74@T S/ —FK) & N
7 P LZER ETHIEWEEERICEIE XN B, ABISETIE, 2
DMDIAHBNY ML D a4 VEMEE TS E L
(Structural Similarity) | & ULC LLM 2387”3 5.

4.3 PageRank X HD\E

J— NOEBEESEZE 257912, PageRank 7V
IV ALEMHHTS. U, ZLOEER// -5
YIENTWS ./ — FREETH 2 L5 HIRILERIC
Fo<.

PR(v)
deg(v) 0

PR(u) = I;Nd +d Z

vEM (u)

4.4 EFEBRI (Clustering Coefficient)

MR, H5/ — FORHE, — FRELAEWICE

LTVWBEAWY, 34bb TRADKNIRANTS % iR

ERIEETHZ. RFKETE, /—F2FET2a3a

=7 4 OFER LLM ITZET 57Dl T 5. /—F

u DX |y, OB — FEICEBICHEES 2T v

R L, i E, B C, BXRATERIND
[13].

2L,

Cu = fou(ky — 1)

(2)

C, HEWHE, 20/ — FEBETHCZaI2=
TAWRKBLTWS ZZRKRL, BWGEEELL 71—
T DM SNEITWV B ATRENED B 5.

45 @A (Common Neighbors)

Common Neighbors (CN) 1, 22D/ —F u & v 2

HETLEHE ) — FORTH 5.

CN(u,v) = [N (u) N N(v)] (3)

HEZAy b7 =2 ZBWTE, HEOEKADBZWEY, 2D
2 NB RN B AR N e v D T=FHMHH (Triadic

DEIM2026

Closure) | DOFEFEIEIL 2, ZOEZIZY > 7 FHics
WD REEE R 5.
46 Zv¥H—FEE (Jaccard Coefficient)

HEE R, W — RO (RAB) OMEETIE
BLL7zbDTH 5.
_ W@ nNw) n

N (1) UN (v)]
TEDIEFEICENANT ) —F (FHARY) 0V > Uik
REBRFHE X N2 DR SHEDDH 5.
4.7 EBEHHE - BEERVIEE

KRN 27 Z 712 BV TIE, B 2 HHDFRIZITTRL,
Mooy Talfg ) HEli L7z EEE k5. RETIE, &
EOHBNEHZERT 272012, FEEE (Time Decay)
FERBLI-EAGEREEZHWS. Zhuckh, /—FRiZ
YoT ML RMLTWEaIa=T 4 ZEUNCK
MXEBEIETES.
4.8 NI MIVELERE

AT, ART FIVEDIARIC & » TEH S - HE
NZ MR, F—V— FEGHILERINLFEHZ b
N DU E IS 2 72912, ¥4 YFEME (Cosine
Similarity) ZHW2%. —ODXZ L a,b DRTA% 0
TR E, av A VEUEEIM RO LS ICERINS.

Jaccard(u,v)

a-b Z?:l aibi

Simeos(a,b) = cos(0) = - = Vi ad/ i, b
(5)

5 REFE

RETIE, Y= ¥ty bV —2ZBI29 7 Tl
%, LLM 2 X 2 ZEr72 A (Perception) & GHT 7224
& (Cognition) DAL L TERNMLT 2. IREFILT
%% Neuro-Symbolic Process) &, FEfJ4%» v —
ZEEY ) —FlElE (7% A b)) ZANE LTZITHD,
TR — R (u,v) 1RTBRKRY > 7 OBOIERY, Z
DHIWHARIML & 72 2 HARE sEa I & [RIR AR S 2 AT
H5. AETIE, REFEO2EKGE KD &, TV a2—
N1/ EYa—N 2 Ko TEEINZRES 2—1D
&E - A - BRETERZIEICER .
51 YRTLT7—FTIFv

X 1 AR THRRET 5 NSP 02K 7 L — 27— 2 %2R
TRV RATAIE, DURO O QMR % BRI B - B
BLIENA TV 7 =37 27F v 2EHALTWS. BK
ANCiE, (1) KEBR v b7 — 27 5 0 RRRATRE e i3S - Bk
7 F RS % Module 1 (Perception) &, (ii)
ZNSHD T I N e EEREA RN U CRRIIHER 21T
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Module 2: Cognition

Tnput: Temporal Network
Data

| Historical case Memory
(Few-shot Examples)

Module 1: Perception

Temporal Graph
G(t), G(t2), ..., G(ta)

Global Structural Role

Role Similarity
(Spectral Embedding)

v

Local Structural Signals

Structural Momentum
(Weighted CN, Triadic

Evolution State
> ing / Stable / »| Dynamic Persona
Contracting)
Output
Structural Signals

Natural Language
Explanation

Structured Prompt
(Structural signals + LLM Reasoning
Keywords + Persona + (Chain-of-Thought)

Query Node Pair (u, v) Ly Closure)

Semantic Understanding

Attribute / Text Database

Cases) »| Link Probability

»| Topk Keywords/Overlaps

(Interests Keywords)

il

1: (NSP)Neuro-Symbolic Process. Input /8 (GraphDB, TextDB, QueryPair) 22 L, €Y 22—/ 1 »H5E - =ik - R
IR, Y a—0 2 PEHRLY F - BEFEH] - CoT HmmEMALTY Y VMR FHZAERT .

5 Module 2 (Cognition) 12 &> THEK X1 3.
5.1.1 Input 8 : Temporal Graph Database & Attribute
Database
X1 ® Input BRI R T v 7 t,...,t, TBIF 375
TAFvFvayt G(t) &ML Temporal Graph
Snapshots ¥, %/ — FOREL - W% F— v — FEDOEM
ZIM L7 Attribute / Text Database % fHE T 5.
HEGRIFF LTINS 2 — Rt (u,v) 25 %, Graph Snapshots
/ Text Database % &% 72 15 % B LT Module 1 /
2 1R 5.
512 EZa—-IL1/2 LLMZRWVWENITZT1Y
e Module 1 (Perception / Signal Processing) :
LLM o 1% 1223 %. GraphDB / TextDB 7>
LEUF L7-1Eicx L, (i) MEs 7 ORIBsE -
JRFTENRE), (ii) BBk 2 F N (Top-k ¥—7— FEH
&), (i) & v bv—7#IREE GEK/ZE /M) &
AL, LLM 2SRATRERI IS T 5. $4bb
HHO 7Y Tuty 4 TH5.
¢ Module 2 (Cognition / Symbolic Reasoning) :
LLM o I8 122§ 5. Module 1 O 7 F L% 4R
fle UCEg-~L Y F (FTEIHRNE) ZTER L, @E M
BI=EH (Memory) ZZM L2, Chain-of-Thought
WKiho TV Y 7R EHINT 5. 512, MEREIIC
MZTHEASHEOHRMAZENT 5.

COMBICED, v M7= 7RI ORENE (RIS
& LLM ORI EHERRES) FAER - ERHfS) %
M3 5.

52 RRENEZ 2—JL (Perception)

Module 1 &, £#D /7757 —2BIUT7F A VEER
Ahe L, M1RT &5, (a) &> 7 F1, (b) Eik
S7FN, (c) #ILIREED 3 Bl SR 2175, &
CCTEERZODX, Modulel OHNIEZT I v IRy 7 2%z
HHAARKFTIEZZ <, LLM HE5E1L - L& - HETE
% THRRRATREA ML (evidence)) ¥ L THERE M 3T
bH5.

5.3 EREIET 2—JL (Cognition)

Module 2 Tl&, Module 1 23ith L 7=#&Es 7 F 0
(GlobalSig/LocalSig), =k 27 F L (SemanticSig), i
{LiKEE (StateSig) ZHAL, MR/ — Fxficxtd 2 I nm
YTPT TR T A VERET .

B{RM121%, Evolution State Detector O HiFjizk—
%, &K (Exploration) &iGH (Exploitation) @&V Y
FHEERET S, I51L, BRI I (F—U—F)
ZHWT, MR/ — FOBLETa 7 4 ML, HH
R TED XS BREFE A= b F = BRI LWV
WL HE 2 AR L S .

Module 2 OH %723 DA, LLM I Xk 2 H#im 7 vt
ATH5. 1WRT k9512, AFEIEX Module 1 0&
STF, BV Y F EHITHEEDEMER X EY
(Memory) % Structured Prompt ¥ L C§& L, LLM
WKANS%.

Structured Prompt (¥ 1 @ Prompt) &, (i) Structural
Signals (Global/Local), (ii) SemanticSig, (iii) Persona,
(iv) Memory Z—2D#FHa > 7 ¥ A MZBHE L TET.
ZHuc kb, LLM & T oftlicEo %, Y olERETH
Wis 20 ZERREEMICEITTES.
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1. Step 1: Temporal Structure Analysis (FRFRERY
SRR
Z 2T Module 1 238 H L 7z AN &t 584
(Weighted CN) %, b7 4 7 FEABHOREA XV b
BehEils 5.

2. Step 2: Global Structural Role (AIHHEEID
Epalii)]

Rz, BENBEDLDDBRWEETD, 2y b =72
NTOREIDBU TN E R HERT 5.

3. Step 3: Research Fit (AZEELDESM)
TITRF—7— FOBRMEHET 5.

4. Step 4: Learn from History (BEDEHIBER)
Memory € 2 — A HMRB I Nz, BELZ#EED
B ) RBCERG 2 SR 5.

5. Step 5: Synthesis (K¥SSHIET)
w®IRIZ, TRTOERZHE L TREIREZ T

&%, AFETIE, MRV > 7o IERE#EE T 272
TR, 2 OHIWHARILE AN EE A RE TR R HAA
BB LTIRTA2 2N T2, 207D, Hamks
R UTHERME L 0F8 TRRREE 24T 236t
L7.

C DEBEN R R RS v T, BEE T L TIEMET
FROVHIIR = 27 Y AR Z 2 RABID, DA
ice > TSRO D 2 TR 24T % Z & A3 ATHE
%5,

6 SRER

6.1 F—42tv bk (NIPSHEEXRY F7—7)

REFEOBMEZMRIAL ST 272012, BRFEETHFO
by FHYT7 7L YR THS NIPS (Neural Information
Processing Systems) OH#EX Y bV -7 F—&Xty b %
Hwr., Zo7r—%2+ty M3, FE (V—F) HEBR
(Zy) ORI, FEFILDOFITHR LMY
DXL FMICEENZHERZEEE LTRSS, /7 — MR
32, FrEUZ 2411 TH S, 7 —&I1E 2008 &5 2017
FTOI0ETEZZATED, Che 1FEILDRF v S
Yavy PIRBELTRRIIT—& e L. mifz 28,
BFrer A rHe LTHALZ.

7B, FHE7 £ —XW2BWTi, LLM OHEgm IS
KgetEax s (BEBIE =7 ViEER) 2BENR
HFFCHIHEIT 2720, TRAPT=RIIHLTH YTV VT
R L.

DEIM2026

6.2 SRERERTE
REFRICBI 25T > Y > 2 LT Llama3:70B %
BHLZ. B, E7VOFETREICIE Ollama 71—
LY=L, va—hVREICTHREZIT> TV 3.
R e LT, VY7 PRICBOWTRENLZLTOF
HEERA L.

o Heuristic-based methods: Jaccard f#% [1]. W
THD RS Y b — 7 HED HITHE-D < Bl
BETH D, REHEHRS , — FEEEE R L.

o Static Embedding methods: Node2Vec [4]. #
W7o 7HED» S /) — NEDAAZEE L, MiE
FELIEICE D WT Y ¥ 7 2 FHIT 2 REMFILT
5.

o Temporal Sequence models: LSTM [17]. &/ —
FXtORERIIF 2 A L, REEFREGRE T
MET B FETH 5.

o Graph Neural Networks: GCN [5]. 7' F 7H4i&
&/ — NiEERE TR E 2175 03, AER
TREHFRF Y T ay bR S #EERE TRl
L7z

o Reinforcement Learning based method: RL
(18]. V ¥ 7% BRI 2B RAPERE L L TER
L, WMCEOWTHREHEE T 2FIETH 5.

) > 7 FRITRNOEREE W CEHli 217 - 7.

o AUC-ROC: ZEHBEIER MR NHImEAE. 2
W7o > > 7 RER Tl $ 5.

6.3 RBRER (B > o FRI%EE)

X212, FREEZATy 7 (AT y 7 5-9) B3
AUC-ROC D% R .

REFHREZ, 2TORBMRT Yy FItblzoT—HBLTH
WHERER /R L, ¥ AUC-ROC X 0.9545 12 L 7-.

Kz, 2y VY =2 BEPZ LT 2RRIX B VT
b, THIMRENKE BT T 2 Z e R EL TR
TV RDPHERTE S, OB, AFEOKEDY —
Tty b7 =7 OFERTRNCB W THEMICHEREL Tn
5ZrZIRBLTVS.

%/, BAF v ST a vy MBI AHEEDIZS D EH/)
SN eh s, AFRIIHE-RRAKEFEES, 2y bU—
7 OHEALEBRERARZB U TEE L TFHIVARETH S &
AbN5.

6.4 T7ITL—arERRICLIBIERERDOFSIN

REFRICBI 2 MR EROFEEMGEES 5729, F
EayR—3x =23 ORELLT 7L —>a VER

- 5A-04 -



5A-04

DEIM2026

Temporal Link Prediction Performance (AUC-ROC)

1.01
0.9
o)
—~
3 0.8
a0
O
Q
i
O 0.74
-]
< —— Common Neighbor
Jaccard
0.6 1 LSTM
GCN-VAGE
RL
0.5 Node2Vec
=== Proposed Method

5 6

7 8 9

Time Step (Snapshot)

2: EAF v I ay MIBIF% AUC-ROC Ot

ZiTo7z. ZORRER1ITRT.

DE77Vv—ya v EBROMEID, REFEOEVE
REEHE—DBERICEZDDTERL, & 7FLERE
LZEFICZZ BN TWVWS Z 2R ENT:.

6.5 T—RRAAT 1 I ERINI-HIERES

REFEIERT 2 HIWEH O BKE 2R3 720D, V>
7 FHRERO—FCOVWT T — AR X T 4 %175, £2 1
REWZ 3 BlzRT.

6.6 E&

AEITE, 6 BTHOLNLERGEREZEE R, #EF
% NSP 3@ FHMERE 2R L2 B, B X SR ER
DEFENCOVWTEET 5. K, KRR TRE Lz RQL
(FHIFEE), RQ2 (HEEHRDOHT), RQ3 GiARIREN)
D= OXEBIRICERT 5.

6.6.1 REXTYT7EZBLILLZEMOHIEVEE

K2R L7z&51c, BEFEE FHRATY 759 D
E2TORBAT v FI2BWVWTEW AUC-ROC Z#E#FL,
T 0.9545 B L 72, RERZE(LICHEE 2 THIRE %2
MR TE 2 Z e SRR S, RQL TLLM 2k 203k ~
7 FRIOFBERE 1o0fs 2 BENRMEREZRLTWS.
6.62 TITL—>arERHMSRLETER  BFAESENRE

¢ B IER

77—y a VEROER»S, LLIM k3 7F
HORDER & B ER DA S 20 & 7o Jz. JR i
1% (Local Structural Signals) ¥ EIRIE#H (Semantic

Signal) FFHINEREICIRERN ZHEEEZ G2, ThbZRE
T3 MELPKIBIET L2 225, BROEBEERE
MELH@mIENTH 2 Z e pEIEEN: (RQ2 ~ND
mE). —7, KREPEEESR (Global Structural Role)
CEIIAOL Y F GBI R 24 S L KSR ENE I
EHNGEFEBETIEFHALIC WS =R (a3a=74
X oS CERIENLREEZRL, BRRLY FE
BE ) EHOHEm T 2 LE(h S A RE R L. %
7z, Historical Memory & AUC-ROC NDEHEN
HIKIREMNTH -2 0D, FHEEHNIE-S S FHXD
A Im bse, BR - KFIR T — X BT O H#Ed O M %
=@ SifEEZR S EZ N 5.

6.6.3 EHINI-HEIERORREICETIEERE

F—RAAXT 4 (F2) T, HELHE (CN) EK
PEER 2 Vo ZBENEHLICE D %, TR AARS
FEIC K MBS EINER I N T WS Z L A HERT
x 5. iz, CN % Semantic Overlap 2MEWIEEITI
Imoderate chance] [reasonable likelihood| ¥ \o 725
BHAHV SN, BIERGRDT S DS FERNC S KIS T
W3,

ZOFERIZ, LLM 5.2 558 - Bk 7 F LB H
WZEeA BT 2 D TR <, NI 7Z2R5RES 2 B £ 2 TR L
TWAZeE2RLTED, RQ3 I TSR ZEARTRED
WWRLT, EEMCEENRTIREE5Z25DTH5.
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£k 1: Ablation Results across Temporal Snapshots (AUC-ROC)

Model Variant t5 t6 t7 t8 t9 Average
Full Model 1.0000 0.8714 0.9583 1.0000 0.9429 0.9545
No Global Structural ~ 1.0000 0.7857 0.9167 0.9907 0.9143 0.9215
No Local Structural 0.9286 0.8000 0.8125 0.8796 0.7857  0.8413
No Semantic Signal 0.8714 0.9143 0.9167 0.7407 0.7429 0.8372
No Dynamic Persona ~ 1.0000 1.0000 0.7708 0.9630 0.9643 0.9396
No Historical Memory 0.9714 0.9000 1.0000 0.9259 0.9571 0.9509
Raw Graph Baseline 0.8000 0.8000 0.7500 0.6852 0.7357  0.7542
R 2: ERINTHIBEBOr — R AR T 4
Ll Reasoning (4£mX) Probability
CN = 2.55 .
Researcher A and B have a moderate chance of collaborating 0.75
Semantic Overlap=50% . o1 .
due to their shared research focus on artificial intelligence and
selection, as well as their compatible network positions and
stable evolution trends, indicating a sense of stability and re-
liability that can foster trust and cooperation.
CN = 2.75 . o
Both researchers have stable network positions and similar re- 0.65
Semantic Overlap=25% o .
search focuses, indicating a potential for mutual benefit and
complementary expertise. While strong historical connections
are limited, the overall context suggests a reasonable likelihood
of academic collaboration.
CN = 0.61 L
Although they have not collaborated before, their similar re- 0.40

Semantic Overlap=12%

search orientations and stable trends suggest a potential col-

laboration motivated by exploring new research directions and

diversifying academic connections.

7 FeH

AWFETIE, Y= %Lty P T—ZICBIFBRRY
7 FMl%, Bz aMENRRIEMTEE LTTRRL, &
J — EDBREDP G LN ZHRE L CEEREEZITS
BAOER e LTHABE LK. 20 LT, LLM % 7l
B TR THERT Y YY) & UTHEMNY, - &
K - IREEDMEIRATRE /2 > 77 F W12 H-D < Neuro-Symbolic
HEFmHA NSP (Neuro-Symbolic Process) %12
RKL7T.

ARFEORHZL, Q% — DD BB (Module 1 / Module
2) TR, ZhehoREZAMEICEH L -RICH 5.
Module 1 TWX, Il *x vy bV —2 @R 7% X gtk
S RFRATRE 72 & - JEK - IRAB S 7' L2l L, Module

2 TlE, ThoZBMRE LT LLM I X 2 AW HR%E
175.

FEFRTIX, NIPS H£F v MV =27 2 HWziHiiic kb,
REFEP 2B BWTFREE RT3,
PRl (RQL). £, 77—y a VERPBUT, B
FEENRE R X CRERIEIR D TR B W TERE R E
PRI-LTVWAZE2HERLE (RQ2). 25, ¥—2R
ART 4T EY, FHRERE AN BREEHAD AR
EhdZe%ZRL, LLM Z B3R gE 72 /e 7l o
AlREME R R L7z (RQ3).

RIFFEDREZ, * v b —2F%# Yy LLM A fEiR
B 272 REE 2R L2y, [FRFCW K Dh OffE
HFEINTWNS.

9, LLM offifna X MidEL, BEAF ./ — FHEE
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DEKRAY P = ANOEEEHINETH 2. 5K,
Module 1 @7 4 V&2V ¥ ZHE LR A L XE, LLM O
OH U 2 e/ ME 5 2 28 B Bt 7 & 2 MG 5 2 b B
H5.

SRV ¥ (FE) ofEkRTHlciZ, 7 — FEt (B
READ « IR — 7 — F5F) Z0H DML & b ITZL
T35 WIS, BEOZLERFIZET LT S
2T, KOBRENLRTHAIGRT 2 2 L HET
H5.

DEZBELT, RfFUE, VY7 THZERHEIITS R
FTiL, ZOHIMRILZ NENCERERTRERTE TR T %
WSS, LLM & B RRF R0 7= G Hn]
RMZR L. £, KO KBE»OZHRT -2y b
ANDEHR, FHDERFHMEiFEOMLZE L T, FEH
it 2 5 FRIHANE RS E 2 Z e 2 HIET.
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