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Large Language Model Enhancement Method Based on Multi-Structure Graph Retrieval

WANG Yuan!, BIN Maojie!, LI Hangju!, LIU Wenyue!, ZHAO Tingting!, WU Qin?
(1.College of Artificial Intelligence, Tianjin University of Science and Technology, Tianjin 300457, China;
2. West China Hospital, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610041, China)

Abstract: Large language models (LLMs) face three major challenges in practical applications: limitations in knowledge
timeliness, hallucination generation, and decision black boxes. Existing knowledge graph-based enhancement methods suffer
from drawbacks such as loss of graph structure, overly narrow retrieval focus, and information redundancy. To address these
issues, this paper proposes a Multi-Structure Graph Retrieval Augmented method (MSGR), which designs a dual-channel
retrieval mechanism integrating precise subgraph matching and branch inference expansion. Precise subgraph matching
constructs locally connected structures based on entity similarity, preserving key semantics and accurate graph structure
information. Branch inference expansion broadens the retrieval focus through multi-hop structural exploration, leveraging
large language models to screen and capture minimally redundant latent associative knowledge. Contextual information is
refined via weighted integration and relationship deduplication, fusing to generate reliable structured context. In rare disease
diagnosis benchmark tests, MSGR achieved a diagnostic accuracy of 0.795 on the RAMEDIS dataset, representing a 7.5%

improvement over the chain-based retrieval method ToG and a 17.5% improvement over the subgraph-based method
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MindMap. The proposed method effectively mitigates knowledge gaps and hallucination issues. MSGR outperforms the
latest comparable methods (e.g., ToG, MindMap, KG2RAG) across all metrics on datasets such as LIRICAL and PUMCH.

While validated in medical scenarios, the method is designed for future extension to multiple domains.

Key words: large language models; knowledge graph; retrieval-augmented generation; multi-structure graph retrieval
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R TAE, £ 88 B IARWIGI, ¥ K 39 Fh 2 WL o

LIRICAL %454 KJET Zenodo & 15 WLiw
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£ U, 55 FET MR RIS SRR A *7

fil, FL7 370 BB, ki 252 FhE W -

MME %4 SRIAT GA4GH MME API JIi{
WA, B 40 AN, TR 17 PP L .

PUMCH ##54E: SKIST Chen 25280 i) T.1E,
HoA g T R B A6 BRI B 1) SR I AR 1, ELHE
55 34 A WL AH S I 75 B

RAMEDIS ##li4E: KT Topel F2HA,
L5 624 BB, P I 63 Fl A DL .

313 HEEAF

i % N hit@n & 115 TS B2
DL 77 TR R G o AR AR R AT n N SRR 2
AEAE AN IERRIZ I, WG R e SCH T - hit@1
R, R THmaE “fUat— el 14
[FIFE, 0T hit@n, FOVFEEA HHT n AN T RERS
Wro EABFFH, EFE hit@1. hit@3 LUK hit@5 1
NEEE TS W B8 1) 2 ZEPAN PR A
314 sftrezmik

Nawe RAG: @it /Mo Be it 7. 2L 4 RAG 444,
SCAR BN B ) E RO, AR RIS R A R
) [ A RS 2238 SCUCRC 3, 385 B 38 fm) =6 5%
IR TR

CoT®8, JB4egk Jyydulid P N 203 . e 4
UG R 2 SR B, 3558 LLM AR g4t
1,

LightRAG: % 75 4 A& 5 SR I v 2
RRHEIR, AbFRAT R, PRI A R B ]
VCHE & J2 3 00, S P i ) 4 22 R S M SO R )
FHORHIVAIE, TEMAL G 53 Hekar 2 (00 SCR i PR ), 52
PLTE T SEAAR e 7 [ 5 SO 8 LR A -

Base: Z& T 01N P BE Y FE At O B 1) — AL A R
T, FERNR S R 2 A P il R B B ) S B ] A
= T A R AR R

ToGMe): JFFH P i) 7 i P A 2R S 4
PR, W 5B EBRICAE R, R E G
ST T, W R A N R 4 RIS S AR
i,

MindMapt™: M ji 85 R SCBRE S, ) AR AR
FEVUHEC /B0 R B 11 A, AR UEHE T R H 2 A 4
AN, 5% LLM s EREIEE 5 B S e UAR,
AR RS R R AT IR B S R =
B

KGZRAGE: 7E 25 2B B A SCRY P 4 3 SR IR K i
BB, WA M SR AN S s 48 .

RIC M7 BB SR E i B P A RS
Bl ) FH BIREAE i 4, oG 2R B AL A Beadk AT
JEREZHZY, AR ATE T A 2R B AU MR BOE
JE, TG RIE S .
315 ZERE

K H glm-4-flash 1y 2k AR Y AT S50 SE IR, 1%
R 2 i R Al KA R R R, S8 80 14
(8B) , A MRAREEAMIRA . ASCHEH K
GPU it B 4 3090 (24 GB) , 1 5 B A Hh A4 355 B A5 Y
F/OTHE 16 GB AT GPU. U124 F& A% {1t B i 2
HER) APL 2 AT HE, DN A G ER o SUAR I B
K/NECE A 400 4> tokens, 73 B SCA B R CE Y @
WE N 100 4> tokens. KA [ =AU BAAL R A
1] Bge-m3. 7EREANSLEGIEFEH, A Nano ) &2
J2E o8 % B AT A7 i R B

X TS EIN R, BUEKHEA N PUMCH #idE
e hit@1 fabrthpe it . AL BIME =0.75, HUH
VN 0.5~0.9, HEALTEE T 0n=0.6, LBJEHJEAL
Ha. fy 05405, 0.2, 0.3, #ERHESE Wsearch
N4, BE wi )y 0.6, ZBUERIETEIRZRKTES
RIEHIRL ST . FESERp R R, 7 EIEIEAE 5L 0.6,
DA DR G0 S8 B L S s SCBEEIEALE i EE 0.4, DA
B OR R R 4 R A S B R B A A
32 ZWHERSHHR

AILTTIEAE 5 MRS B R R IR 1. 7ERR
MME 1) hit@1 febr AR 2] 7 AR pIvERe, Wbl
kN, AR ) 2 G5k R RO REOL T IUA I &
TR B RS R 2 M 5 5 7% £ RAMEDIS 34 L2
Wik 2] 7 0.795, MHEEEANE ToG 7T
7.5%, B TEKZE MindMap #2717 17.5%. BR
£ MME H hit@1 545 ERSART ToG, (HZAE a2
hit@3 5 hit@5 H1 53 it 1 12.5% 5 7.5%0 2% .
£ HMS #datk EAH T FAh i L7 i, 7EdERG 2 L
SHERTET 4.6%. 1.1%. 6.8%. f£ LIRICAL ¥i¥E4E
LRIPERELE hit@1. hit@3. hit@5 -4 LT 1.6%-
0.8%. 1.0%. 7£ PUMCH %i##4E [ )2 7 FH 78
2.7%~8%.
Fx1 EREREEENSHMSEEERNRICHESLER
Tab.1 Comparison of the same base model and other

methods in the task of rare disease diagnosis

(21 AT RS
HMS LIRICAL MME PUMCH RAMEDIS

Jrik 1R

Naive hit@l 0.261 0.227 0.300 0.333 0.364




RAG hit@3 0.284 0332 0575 0.293 0.365

hit@5 0.284 0.400 0.550 0.320 0.375

hit@l 0.182 0.232 0.125 0.253 0.434

CoT hit@3 0.364 0.405 0475 0.333 0.625

hit@5 0.409 0.405 0.350 0.253 0.577

hit@l 0.239 0.119 0.225 0.360 0.202

Base hit@3 0.114 0.122 0.225 0.267 0.258

hit@5 0.114 0.108 0.200 0.280 0.274

hit@l 0.239 0.389 0.625 0.387 0.585

ToG hit@3 0.500 0.560 0.750 0.520 0.720

hit@5 0.466 0.614 0.775 0.560 0.766

hit@l 0.193 0.311 0.275 0.267 0.503

LightRAG hit@3 0.386 0527 0.625 0.387 0.705

hit@5 0.477 0530 0.575 0.453 0.768

hit@l 0.284 0.373 0.400 0.360 0.590

hit@3 0.284 0.400 0475 0.427 0.620
MindMap

hit@5 0.330 0.432 0.325 0.373 0.612

hit@l 0.284 0.275 0475 0.267 0.452

KG?RAG hit@3 0.284 0.352 0.475 0.480 0.496

hit@5 0.341 0.530 0.500 0.533 0.484

hit@1 0.330 0.405 0.600 0.440 0.652

MSGR  hit@3 0511 0.568 0.875 0.547 0.795

hit@5 0.534 0624 0.850 0.640 0.787

7E LIRICAL ##E4E E, MSGR 1 AEHETHAH X
B, X — IR AR I [ G R A G
LIRICAL #¥adeii s 252 F 5= WL , (H995 151 73 A b
FERRE, “PRIEMERL 1.47 NRB], SEsziA S
I S I T A B 4 o 3 b i 2 P o S B
PRy B . ARIE 8 1 5 5 2 Bk R R AE E R IR
B, fEHERRBEIRRIREEAE, S KATE ER, mE
15 R — 2D B 59 K B A2 1 T S . MSGR XU
I TE B SR e DR AR B P 2 3T, A ST
B T DASE ik J) R 45 40 S B SR AL PR R AR B, BhAS AL E
PHENLH B SR T B IE TTEREE, TR MBI R S
R85 PR S5 fie A% 14 AU R e D)4 SR, AT E AR i 2
P AG N 4E R 712 e - MSGR FlE B — i
PRPREE, T I8 I 250 EANE A [RI B0 70 Af

T VA E BRI SRR 71, N PUMCH #dE 52
IR B, SIS BITAEEdESE . PUMCH %
P 5 A2 AL I P AR B 110 3 S 04 v 22 sk 77 6 110
PEEVE, ZBAMRIME R, RAEEE 4 0 = B s A
N L), 3ok e 81 oA 2 22 P R LR I B, SR SO

ABBARESZ R
TEIWIRZW I Z RV . BT IR 54,
R B A A ons el A 1) R g e 7, et BLR 4R
PP LT SRR . AT tE . R, SRR
BEERNE . BAMRISHIR RSN 10 7, JFNEE
MR R PTA TE OU T B P 515 0. Azt
A 5 5 R A S BT SRR T T, AN IR A R
AERAE: BEAR I 25 7E B 1) 8 o] R B DI AR O . HERR 15
B T A RS, b B B R AR
. SERIVE: REARYE BE G TR T R, RIE
RIS ANFE B, Aim RS T 1R DI SEATAT B .
AL ARCEGRERER, BRI, Aie
ST BRI SCRE, Mz W AE &t .

R M, £ GPT-4o fEAVEAE TH, LA
H B PPl 2 25 AR X S hR v AT VR, 45
RN 2. ACHTERZR R TR E T 128
71, AEFTA R LT HARAY . IX g AR,
R 2 SR R R I IRAE R IT 2RSS Th B AR
FHITERE. MRIESE RIVPM, ASCHITNE RIESE S 7K
T B RS T [m] B R 1) R R A T I AR, AR
HhOR T ORI BB BT AR RE s, RN
TEIL SR BEIT 3 S b K SEBR LTV /0 o A BT HAd 2
T8, ASCHITT AR T F P il R 1] 52 o 1 B
= R E R A HSE

x2 EETEERENLETEG AN
Tab. 2 Comparison of different methods in medical

consultation ability

By itk AETRTE > SEHIEY SRR RSy S0

LightRAG  7.74 8.99 5.97 7.49 7.55
Base 7.95 9.01 6.09 7.56 7.65
ToG 7.89 8.93 5.98 7.47 7.57

MindMap  8.01 8.64 5.92 7.56 7.53

MSGR 8.66 9.02 7.44 8.37 8.37

T VAR AR SCHEZR S AR (1A 5, AT i
SEOG, 1E PUMCH #di 5 Eadk et b, g5 an&l 2 pr
INo
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£ U, 55 FET MR RIS SRR A

.9-

Vi: Base MUK T SR =764, wio subgraph Jy 2450k 1 EIUL I,
w/o chain A2 SCREMEFRY B, MSGR A 5e%E £ 451 EIR R EEH
2 HEhRI
Fig. 2 Ablation study

HE 2 (a) ATH1, ARCT7EE—8 0wt #ied
), MELTF wio subgraph 773, wilo chain J7i%.
Base 77¥%, AIITEVIERZE 5 R T 10.2%.
19.6%. 24%. HIE 2 (b) AIHl, AREEEZ R

(775 I HERf et v, o HAH bG35 T sk = o
(1] Base J5ik, HLBMUKSE T P UG G- 35 v A 2R 32 T
14.6%, S EEHERLY RSP UER 2RI T 45.7%.
A1) 2 8 1 BR8P Y HER R 3R T 73.5%.

NRGEFE MSGR Jiikhieht:, ASCkHS
A ERa R T, SRR 3. L85k
TE M ) B e FL I A Js PR BT = u i R
FHOE SO, BT I 7 ik R R A s —
B AACBEIESE , T PR SN KR
KAG BT PKIE S A PSR . MSGR 1 i H XCE E A4
RERAEYUS], FEHEHTRAN T FR S IR, AR
ATEEIZ W B T RS AR A

VPG AN RIS 28 7 2 A 3, ) S o) i 4
- ZEAAE (Prader-Willi Syndrome, PWS) 2 T %
il ZRGIMH P ERESH—RIPEIR, G¥ERaT
N BIEETREBE. MR FeREKIBSE K
BOLHIIGK IR o R0 T8 1 E f 2 W 45 RN
PWS. PPAl ) H fU7E T 5245 7 ik Frkar 2 (1) R E
Bl KOs 5 A8 AR A EL s A P2 7 T 8O
ARG FIZ O BRERTE T, BT 51128 PREIRAE 22 R st A%
P A ATE DR L X A6 28 2R S A 5 4 T 4
TGRSR R TR SO AN RIS 2R
XF AT

#x3 TRKERFETE PWS Z45) ERXTEE o34

Tab. 3 Comparative analysis of different retrieval methods in PWS case

R F 7 RN AN ] MSGR [1fif k77 %8 5 3R
(PWS, HIEIR, HRIATA), (PWS, ESEWZER: HOLHHETLEE KT RN T — A REeE
— AR, WIBKJIETF), (Angelman £ BBIXEEARAZ PWS $REVEAERE TR, RE T S BIPIR-RES
HAE, AR, TIEIRZE).. (B WEE, MINTIRE GRS M EIGE S IRB AR IR R IX R S
TRk =04l HAED R . fiE, ARKRRIG T #5 k.
IR TE > SRR 5 A RRE AU WTREBROCHIE SRR R IT 2R R, WiIkEF
BFHEFEE  KoPWS (—AMEEEMEMMRIE B (W), SEGEEE A CERER I RO IR
A Roe#e, Sz LW BEE. RR—AMUEARMSE, Bt — 3.
AN DLAE IRy oL () KA T FERILAR: KELRMES Gnk IS SR EE, Kbk SR
P B, & PWS. RENLEETE. Br  MBZERIERD MR T KIESHE RS L KBS
A EC PR e L EAMAR BEED), RS EME BRSO S AR R S
REARZERH . (K HW 27 ED R ELT S (PWS) L, ¥HBR T MR T
Rl ERFREN. SRR T XU TE B3 R [F) e e 1 T = AR
MSGR PWS IS fIL REA (EILTFE  RRIA PRAE, $RAET SERE. KSR EIUARM
5) R, TS

MSGR 77 ¥ 1) e 2 A0 H5 AR I T e it Rl SR (1) o

o MSGR FEAEH] B [B] A E R, M4 l—ma




010-

R, HEAFREMN EIC (R4, H
B HTEM X 2> TSR SRR, FFARE T RR R E
18 o AU RS T 7K1 5 Y ) PR 5 B
R, ERENEE T ARG R, R&SI TR
VB 5 AL Y G0 S0 i oS 0 v LA PEMERR 2 T

F 4 FxF PWS ZfH MSGR &AL E T
Tab. 4 Structured context generated for MSGR in PWS case

K G SR P
El  EHHE-giflsaaiE (Rm) 7 EEiE
E2 SRIBAT N (EEIR) TEEE

" E3  ZYULMANKIMET (EK)  FREE
E4 FIEREBE (FER) SCHEEIE
E5 MR TGS (ER) SCRE RIS
E6 FEIRAERKIRLE (FEIR) SCRE RIS
R1 (E1) HHER (E2) TRl IE
R2 (EL) HIEIR (E3) TS

K# R3 (E1) HAEIR (E4) SHEEIE
R4 (EL) HIEIR (E5) X IEIE
R5 (EL) HIEIR (E6) X IEIE

Bt XUE I B [F AR R AT 15 B i, i R
R AR, WRUWEN0.0-1.0], LK N2, FZHEIL
5. 28 o BUEN 0.6 Bf, 7£ PUMCH L[ hit@1
TEbR B . FESEPRG R, T EEEAE S 0.6,
LA DR GG SE B Y SCREIBIERLE B 0.4, DU
TR R 45 SR S B IR LA AT

*5 B oMEESH
Tab.5 Quantitative analysis of parameter wi

wi BUE ik PEAr1453
0.0 A F S HE R T 0.347
0.2 KHEES (BUE 80%3C ) 0.400
0.4 PR SR (BUEE 609% 4D 0.413
0.6 AT (B 60% T D 0.440
0.8 P T (BUEE 80% 11D 0.400
1.0 A5 T EITL 0.387

N T PRUESE B L ARG, B X6 AR S i30T
SEI PR IR, 7F PUMCH %dl 4 B RS 22 i
SHRAE 20 s LA, “FEINKON 165, AXF A RIS
BRMARSS, KRR e A Il $XTEITiE
Wiz, Rl I IR BRI KN (8] 2 L X &
ZIES, adgil, SARREEE 4 UKW . XA
2R IR A RE 5 30 L KPR N 7 S F R, A
AP BERI R SR ALK TS 5 AR 55 BB B T RE A P

ARHE LTS R

Zh.

ASCHE 2 S50 BT R Y58 7715 (MSGR), i@
Rt 7 B VS 5 S BEAE R 8 1 SUR IE B R AL, A
R 7T AR R A R g E R RS R SE
BILR MR . AR AR ST A% B R T Y
PERE: TETTRRREIE T TH, Wit g5 bR SO S %
BRIFARE, SEIL T PRI R 00E Ak S ATE W 78
PULIBERE ST T, FEAS DUBIEAS 2R B AMZ I,
TEBRTT R AN (s S PR FR R Tt 22.2%,
RO/D 7 RS ERR IR A AERRE R R T TH, W
SRR R 2 MR R, TR RIS 8.9%,
T E IR T B PR SR AT (2 i B

AL EIEE R R R E LS S AR ERFE L
Hil, EESLT AR AT R mE R
Bo AT B2 AL 1 L 4% T S v o M S vk SRR I 0 1 1 A
T2 THALSLIG 45 R, MSGR M T34k 77k
TEHERRZE EHETH 2, B A S bR R A L
PE. MSGR AR B AL Y 7 5 (118 5 B8 S T RE T
WgE, KR ZEEFREE T YR,

SEH -
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