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Abstract: Mineral prospectivity mapping (MPM) driven by big data and artificial intelligence (AI) represents a cutting-edge
approach in mineral exploration. However, exisiting methods are typically constrained by the inability to achieve stable cross-
regional applications due to the limited generalization ability, poor transferability, and insufficient interpretability. Foundation
models, based on the “pretrain and fine-tune” paradigm, have demonstrated excellent cross-task transfer and strong
generalization ability in the fields such as natural language processing and computer vision, offering a promising path to overcome
the aforementioned bottlenecks. The development of foundation models for MPM has significant potential to revolutionize
traditional models and improve exploration efficiency, representing a new research direction for intelligent MPM. This study
systematically reviews the development and construction processes of foundation models, focusing on the state-of-the-art
technical characteristics of large language models, visual foundation models, and multimodal foundation models. This study also
summarizes the limitations of existing foundation models for MPM, and explores the construction process of MPM foundation
models from a perspective of language-based, visual-based and multimodal-based foundation models, and discusses the
challenges of developing MPM foundation models, providing a reference for development of MPM foundation models.
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W7 O A A% 0 B A R VT AR B 5 XORT R Y A
6] 73 A R A AR B, i 5 A SR A A R
2% K # (Taylor and Steven, 1983; Agterberg,
1989; Carranza, 2009). 60 s LA LI F 4 £
4t AR A 2 RO A5 FE 8 (Zuo, 2020) , N T3 fig
AR A L R A 4 R AT 2 5 B U
71, © Tz T TR ) R i B S i e B Ak
25 [a] A 2 M JF 2k % 2 Bk (Zuo and Carranza, 20115
Zuo et al., 2023) . MR 45 5™ FoHh iy A BB 2 ik g
J7 L 43 o B TR Z (AN B L AR AR ) (Zhang ez al. ,
2016; Wang and Zuo, 2022; Yin et al., 2022) . 3
T % (404 B p 2 ’ 4%, Convolutional Neural
Network, CNN) (Li ez al., 2021; Yang et al.,
2023; Yang and Zuo, 2024) K 3 F 3 Fh 1 Can & #
2 W 4% ) (Zuo and Xu, 2023; Shi et al., 2024; Xu
and Zuo, 2024) = K& SR, ALK 551 5k B 9K 3l 1
T 78 - 3 A AE 12 AL BE ) 55 L AT BB AT M 22 T i R
AN A ) R A 3 3 e R G b B R TR B A
) TR T — R LSRR T K SE X (Zuo
et al., 2023; Xu and Zuo, 2024; Yang and Zuo,
2024; ZE47)T4F, 20245 ZE47)7, 2025) fHIX LA A
o HREAE R —WF 58 X 58 BN 25 5 T, 0 DL IE
&R 2 Y2 X 38 (Shi and Zuo, 2025) , 3% — K &
il 29 7 N TR R SRR AE A 7 00 454k ) A T N H

R il 5 Y S o E A B AR B AT O 2
2 )l 2R, I 0 20 i B0 AT 00RO i
{4 (Bommasani et al., 2022; Awais et al., 2025).
> il A Y 1 S HIOM A IS B — o AR T Bk FR R
KRBT (A SCGE AR Ry KB T ) AR B iy A a2 =X,
KR4y K iE 5 A8 (Radford and Narasimhan,
2018; Devlin et al., 2019; Lewis et al., 2019;
Brown et al., 2020; Bommasani ez al., 2022; Touv-
ron el al., 2023) M 5 KB A (Dosovitskiy ez al.,
20203 He et al., 2021; Liu et al., 2021b; Bao et
al., 2022) Fl Z K 75 KA AL (Radford ez al., 2021;
Rombach ez al., 2021; Kirillov et al., 2023) , g )
Z M H T i &R 45 (Achiam ez al., 2023; Bai er
al., 2023; Liu et al., 2024a; Gong et al., 2025) .
b4 i (Rombach ez al., 2021; Gong et al., 2025) .
WA A= i (Liu ez al., 2024c; Gong et al., 2025) %%
Z AL S . KRB Rz fLfe 1 5 T ilEE 5
T PC P G Ry 5 8 1 A B R RS 5 A Bl ek
FBhop U, W BT 2 A4 38 BC Hb 2 5 B R AR

B, G b Bk R AR (Liv and Ma, 20245 Guo
et al., 2025; Sheng et al., 2025a, 2025b) | 1% J&
KA (Hu er al., 2023; Guo et al., 2024;
Hong et al., 2024 ; Liu et al., 2024b) | Hi B {5 B
£ 45 KA R (Zhang et al., 2023b; Zhang et al.,
2024b) K Mo Bt K iE H OB A (Lin er al., 2023;
Deng et al., 2024 ; Z LK%, 2025) % .

TEA” 7 T U, A N T8 e Rk 1z L g
AR E h 2 R R OB (AT
2025) , T R AR 7Y 1 B O 5 Mk — b S R T AR
B R R £ & = ) Bodl 5 SO Bl L R R
Y A5 5 KA 1 SCRFAE 42 B 5 AR ), AL aE R
A DN 4 5 )4 B R, AR AR A T LU R
A b 5T L Ml 3 TC A 0 A A AR PR RE T A B0 R
R T, A IR R RR T —T
| H— 8 7= & B K (MineAgent) (Yu et al.,
2024) , iz AR Y D)3 B R BL R Ry B Ll i Agent &
EGI RSN R YR R T B e N S I G SR
77 1 25 (6] K A8 7 (Geospatial Foundation Models
for Mineral Prospectivity Mapping, GFM4MPM;
Daruna ez al., 2024 ) , jZ 4L 7Y {4 B 58 KA AY |, 245 Al
BE T b 58 S KR i My BT R b Bk ) B R A
T IR B B R B O AT A R RO
PLEl & 4807 881X 5 =0 ek Ak 25 R U R
i 7 ( Foundation Model for Geochemical Anomaly
Identification, FM4GAI; Shi and Zuo, 2026) , [A]
FE AL o8 RBEAY Bk T X BR AR 22 B dE A
RS =L 7 I DR RS e = o I AN = o N e <
AT A W B RO AR A R R0 5 R IR e
b BR A 2= 5 4R, MineAgent & SR H %l
o0 B e AT O, S BOH IR A IR
GFMAMPM 3% H] One-Hot i fi%y &b HH 3¢ A 5 4%
WO T M BN CfE B R R, HAFE R A
U (1 1 ¢ & T = W £ ) S A v A 1 T
FMAGAT 38 i £ B — Hi 2R 1k 2% R 1iE 1B 19 25 1)
TR FE AT Bk AR e R A 2 OF R XA
Lo Ho Al 2% 4 0 BRI A8 6% w5 0 FH )R [8] AF 5T X

ARSCREE T ORI W58 R T A 22 5 2
P RIVE R AR NI e N IR B E D N
BV T 0 AR B B B e T
T 5 75 KA A8 A N 20 R3S R A A A A ik
v BT I B Bk, TR D T R M B X Ak fE
735 % Ml by 5T 3 TC 1 AT T AR L 4 i 2
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1 REEAIHEA

KRB &35 BA K 5 2 800y TR T2 fl 28 1) 2% A
# (Bommasani ez al., 2022; Awais et al., 2025) ,
AR T LA 2 > v iy A R o 2 TR R
2] B Ry H R GE B H bR B 31T 0 B TR
AR RL XS H AR bR B HE A9 4K 6 (Krizhevsky es
al., 2012). 3% B M & B A0 R AR & W % v i
(Hinton ez al., 2006) . % B {5 & W 2 th 2 J= 52 IR
B IR 24 2 HL (Restricted Boltzmann Machine , RBM )
41, i 2L % 2 W2 RBM, 2% 2] 8048 19 2 R4k
FEAE J5 , fd H A5 i B xF 8 A 2% i3k 17 A 4k,
M & Bt B & /E 4 (Hinton and Salakhutdinov ,
2006 ) . R AR Y G E A EE N R BB KR 4 4R B E AT
I 2k DL 3k A5 555 09z AL RE 07, B JS 7E R AT 5
B 48 O JE T DL B B 4T B9 M BB (Devlin
et al., 2019; He et al., 2021). KRR 5 Hod A
Bl e 20l 4 R F A a8 R A N &
LA K #E A (Bommasani ef al., 2022).
1.1 KIESHE

F AR 7 Ak PG A A% o [R) R T K [ SR 1
B A AE N T LR AR A BOE AR, TR AR AR N
TR B ARE TS, S RS BHFEAE S 4
Sz 4K R B 45 (Nadkarni ez al., 2011; Chowdhary,
2020). A5 1) One-Hot A% FAE Jy 20K 14 A i) £
N AH ELTE A2 09 e 4R i ) 1, 52 B0R) 5 3R 2Z A4
ST, TCk e A 2R 8 R ) A I G R O R DX
(] B0, B 5% 2 2 3l 2k PN 2ot 1) O e B B 28 A
FEF SCR R B A 23 8], W Word2Vec(Mikolov ez
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Fig.2 The architecture of the large language model

al., 2013) .GloVe(Pennington et al., 2014) % . 1% 4%
BRI A R 0 5 7Ry 2 I BIL A 2 T BPE BE 4
) 2% Ke Ho 7% 4K (Collobert ez al., 2011; Mikolov et
al., 2013; Sutskever ez al., 2014; Tang et al.,
2015) , 33k ST AR AE A2 TH AR AR L 4 R il S A g
TR R AT R 2 (Vaswani et al., 2017) . Trans-
former #5720 44 (8] 1) EL A7 55 14 4 85 40 6 11
HERE J7 , (A AU AT D) Bk B A % 1 4 A RN
KB (Vaswani et al., 2017 ) , H 4 58 1) 7] 3 )& 1
i PR RTE M HE B KR E R AL A I
Yk~ 13 98 7 ¥8 X (Zhao ez al., 2023) (K& 2).
YN AT 55 P TR N A 4R & h 2 > X
A3 XA B 77 28, W BERT (Devlin ez al., 2019)
A1 GPT (Radford and Narasimhan, 2018; Brown ez
al., 2020) .BERT & M # % i 5 & # (Masked Lan-
guage Model, MLM) ( & 3a) il & — A~ 4] + fii ]
(Next Sentence Prediction, NSP) (& 3b) 2% 2J SC A
oI SUME B 38 A U AT 55 R 2 T
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Fig.3 The architecture of pre-training tasks for large language models

T 25 0 152 AL 2 8 (R PR i BB ) ) 18 7% B R Ui
255, Qn SCAR 43 25 () 2 R GE A 4 SE AR LB AR
W E WM AEES GPT i A M E 5 288 (Caus-
al Language Modeling, CLM) 2% 2J ifi & A= L M 1
(I 3c) , & FH 4 7 dn] TR ok 5 S 485 80 A= Bl H b B
Hh BGE TN S R W A o Ak A T B AR A g o
2% ) i B (Ouyang et al., 2022) , fie 2 25 i 1545
RUYE N T SCAR AR B X R R G RS AR B AR T UiF
{145 (Achiam ez al., 2023) . BERT F1 GPT 43 54t 3
A SRR O AL, N B A AR
A AN T A RIE AR O, U KRS
155 R Ay S 1Y L Rl (Zhou er al., 2023 ). £E I F I,
IS AT A G A R kTR R R RS R Y OR 27 AR
L KRIEF A AL W% (Lewis ef al., 2019;
Liang et al., 2025). [A] i, >k HI RL4E 85 . A 3% 560 9F
I3 A A 2 B R B R R TE S R A R HE g O L
b HAE 5 52 7% 8 B AT 55 b i B T (Wel et
al., 2022) . K ik & BB AE PE Ge $2 7 19 W) B, 2
Bt B ke T K, R BT RE 0 T AR B U L R ok
M Z A DL ok SR R ZE R R AR I
SRR A L F A AL (Mixture of Expert) 2 $2 F 455 A4
1 15RO AR Z B A (Jacobs et al., 1991;
Fedus er al., 2022). 4N 4, Kif 5 1A IE P\ FL— 4
A 2R, IR AT 55 1 K0 5 R AL ) B 4>
fiE R AR 3l ORI F B (Yin ez al., 2024) .
1.2 M|REREER

THE LA D8 S5 B0 A A% O [8) 8AE T 4nfaf DA T 5
SR $ BT PR i O 45 S, 6 TSR AL BR 0% SR
HA# BT L 58 2, OF i o IR IR 50 L B bR A

= Y & #4598 AT 55 (Voulodimos er al., 2018;
Szeliski, 2022) . . 4K 81 45 Ak T 82 (9 ¥ )= Pl 2%
2 ) AT T B ARG L XE DL R X & 2% 3 5 (Vio-
la and Jones, 2001; 2004 ; Dalal and
Triggs, 2005; Lazebnik ez al., 2006; Krizhevsky
et al., 2012) .CNN(LeCun ez al., 1989, 1998; Kri-
zhevsky er al., 2012) i) 2% 2 ¢ ImageNet 55 K H A
e 4 (Deng e al., 2009) i & A S [5) 4 8h T #0 58
B O kM 98 =0 & g VGG (Simonyan
and Zisserman, 2014) , ResNet(He ez al., 2016) 4
IR AE R AR 5 il T I 2505 1288 2/
PR 4 1 B O R AF AR L R CNN A 5 7
IR 42 Jmy A HE 7 55 R TR M 25 TF O A 4R B v A R PR
P (Azulay and Weiss, 2019).2020 4, Google A1 BA$2
H 7 #L % Transformer (Visual Transformer, ViT)
(Dosovitskiy ez al., 2020) & 75 7 14 2 B s ik
— b V- e 5 E i L A B Transformer 22 48 19 K
PR A RIRE ), Ak T R R Ay B AR S5 (K 4).
VAT (4 30, {12 S0 Sl 5 780 1) A4 A CNIN % ]
T Transformer(Dosovitskiy e al., 2020; Liu et al.,
2021b). [AJ I}, VIT 2k HIJC W B il 2R AT 55 i A
I 15 2% (Masked AutoEncoder, MAE) (He et al.,
2021) A1 9~ H #E 7 (Diffusion Models, DM) (Ho et
al., 2020; Rombach et al., 2021) ([ 5) 1 5 A5 7Y 1)
AL RFAE 4 JBCRE 7 . PR A I AT 55 43 AR T
D REALE B2 BRI AR B b 28 A Y e A AR Tl
SR E KA [ BE A b WS X AT 55 1 4 2R A L
17 A Wa B ORI AT A8 R S8 B R 4 26 L H bR A
TR A B | BB AR RS R G AT 55 (Kirillov er

Lowe,
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al., 2023; Zhang et al., 2024a).
1.3 ZEEXRER

Z B BE 21 2 A R R BOR (a0 SOA
PG B W AT A g i 5 ) 4 1 i 4 R AR
B2, Fh RS 09 B9 7E 2R 4 Hh R FH R E T RE L A
AT ) BE R b B BRAT 55 B RRE . Z B RlA 1
ODTE AT — {5 BB XM R R 8 o & 2
15 B, 58 90 37 5 BT 55 00 4 T L o B A 2R g (Bal-
trusaitis ez al., 2019). Z #38 K B AL JE — Fh G 98 4b
BLiNNSEiL (| R A L L Y (00 = N I N = s 2 |
(Bommasani et al., 2022). TE4 FEL MG B H, B

A
HABER
FE EfHh

PN

________

K6 T CLIP B 288 KRB RO ZRAT 55 n BRI (B A
Radford ez al., 2021)
Fig.6 The architecture of pre-training tasks for multimodal
foundation models based on CLIP (modified by Rad-
ford ez al., 2021)
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RIS AR — P 2 B s i 8 2 N B A
1A 45 2 2 1 )T 38 R vk g5 A, T R )2
B SR 3 LA R Bl A ) T 3R O ¢ &
(Brown et al., 2020; Chowdhary, 2020). K% A~ &
& H AR B A AU PRSI 25 i A0 5 R AL
RUAT AT f = 5 0 1Y 4 B RE ) (Radford er al., 2021).
PRI, T i B K 3 75 A A 4 R AL o R AR (1 4 B
3 R RE AR 2 2 8 J1, 4 Constrastive Language -
Image Pre - training (CLIP) (Radford er al., 2021;
Achiam et al., 2023; Liu et al., 2024c; Gong et al.,
2025).CLIP i i X o2 2 19 75 2, i B8 5 SOA fif
IR BV AE R AR A DG (&1 6) , 15 B KoE 55 85 18U (1)
LN D O S AR N R N o S £ 1 . 1
W A B L 68 R AR 5 SCAS R AE 8] B A2 S5
SR R E S BT, S B0 O R R X A e B Y
PR X KR LLRIE F A N Tl i 2808 G
fih 2% R A= B A% 5 15 I B8 T i 0 B R B R R £
B K F B (Yin et al., 2024) (K 7).

H A, 2 8038 KOs 5 AL P Fp R 2y =0, 3L
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—JE G — R A A 7 Bl 22 5 G R A R AR
FRE VKR ZESEE R E RS UARRIE
AL B R AR 25 ], 28 0 BF 4 5 A B & — 1
b (R F A b, S8 I 2 838 FRAE Bl &
(Gemma Team, 2025) ; H — BB S = 148
O RS W L NE R O R L
B 2 B FRAE DL 22 X = w7 i A B K
B A 2 S E AL T, JF S SO R AE 3
T2 X EE A, LM 2 B R IE Al A (Grat
tafiori ez al., 2024). 7¢ I iR i F2 o 7% {4 A CLIP il
Y AT 55 K 22 W52 RRAE 3E 47 X 5%, B J5 ] £ X%
Z B K E 5 R I ) e Ok 3k £ A 3b 1Y T 2k
£ 55, n 2 B3 BAR AR B (3 T DM Y 1 I 25 4
%), B SCxF g (3 F CLM /) I 2k AT 55 ) 45 .
1.4 XEBIHE

R B R U R R A R B M A R
RIS A Y G RN S AL R B N O A A
PR 3K SRR A B O HR M R T O I iR s
) AT B A A A o R R BE 4%

(1) B4 o 45 . B AR 2 OB A TR AR R 1 2
A, Ho it g T BERL By MR L R AR Y R R
A6 A 55 3 C P D000 < Ca) T8 1] P 260 T 4 2 ),
Jeik 4k 5 A F . Common Crawl 5518 L F & H 4
b7 A8 T B SCAR KA 5 (b) B XS A AT 55, 8
i R GitHub 22 JF AR 5 | CodeSearchNet 4 &l
AR EE 5 (o) B X 1 SO 3% 4 55, g 4 s A7 14
14 10 SCAR X5 B8 4 (Schuhmann ez al., 2022). Fi )5
X ES i AT 4D B, AR SCAS AT E s v B B 3
5 33 G B 5 ok R BSOS HE AT R H — 1k RS
P o A& F 38 38 55 #5245 (Dosovitskiy ez al., 2020).

(2) BERY T Sk . B 2 AT: 55 09 BT 45 5% )
TR RE Sy B A O TR T AT 55 - B AR X
F D ) 8 10 A 55 5 RS R Y R H A AT DT
e . T 25 Y b 2 (0 AR T DA R R A 1 B8 4 4
> 3 FHH AE L W MLM F MAE 18 i #8 % & 44 i
Y 43 3] 2 2] SCAS R ELG v (9 1 AR R 43 A
A, 48 TH AR ) B R g J) (Devlin ez al., 20195
He ez al., 2021) ; CLM Hl DM 2 #& AS [ (1 A= 5 B
243 i R B ST SCA BB R AT R, LA )
A RE A, 4 T A Y 1Y 2 B RE ) (Radford and Nara-
simhan, 2018; Rombach ez al., 2021) ; CLIP #]
X EE A0 R K 2o A A B Y R IE A TR) E AT 0 5 4
TH A5 R Z2 5 25 B R e 77 (Radford ez al., 2021).

(3) 5 AU AR . ko] B B 15 A (1 9T 3 A 18 3 iy
TUFAE 55 . 2 8RO T 20 3 AL A« (a) T
TS0 J5 i AR TN R A 0 Bl b 48 A/ AL
B9 AT I 25 2 850, L6 TS0 I R 45 TN SR A 1 2 80, R
AR A A B /N BB 2 50, W58 Tl 2% #4008 (Houlsby er
al., 2019) . A 2% % ¥4 (Li and Liang, 2021; Liu et
al., 2021a) 5 5 (b) 3 T S HGR B0 7 1%  ZE ORI I 38
5 P b, ) T 5SS R ()8 43 S B i T
JIRLEE E5 (Zaken et al., 2021) 5 ()R Bk & e J7 5 . 5l
BT AR K 6 B 5 o )11 A AR 174 e R I A 3 R
RRR Dty 4 A 4 B AR R 435 D s L L I
Ao AT R R B 1 O Ok Y 2958 5, W LoRA (Hu
et al., 2022) .AdalLoRA (Zhang et al., 2023a) %% .

(4) BRI FRZ L A S PR s b, B 1 7
B S 7 AT R S B AT R PR e N 2 AR
TR A8 bR o B R 45 4 0, B HA R G L 9
T a7 R A Bl R A AR R A O 2, o R
AN [R) B[] 09 U 1) T, PR IE &R 48 F8 % 32 17 (Dong
and Xie, 2024). K T b4 B B 58 R I 47 b #EEE
Z AR, AT DR — SRR F R, ks 2 4~ 1 ok
G I A U — e Ak B B E A T A R R R
FEAE K, A T 52 A8 A, DT B2 o A B R | R IG
$E iR (Poddar ez al., 2022). [d] I, iR 75 2 @ 57 —
B R G, R 2 W S A I kB RE e L B[]
DL K %ok Ml 55 4 98 05 00 o RN 0, S stk B () A T
HEAT AR AL . X5 T S 2 K 4 A B T R Y N 3 5
SNV EiE (R SR U B P BB T €/ N
W 8B ) B S B0, DT DR R T B T 9 AR R A AL
(Feng et al., 2023). 0t 4k, Wl @ & %0 31 7% 18
(Hinton et al., 2015) (% J5 2K KA AL RIS 2 /1
i 0 Y5 3 5 1k (Jacob e al., 2018) .87 4% (Han
et al., 2015) 55 B e 45 0 R BE AR T3 2 24

2 A R Y

o KEHE BAT B35 1) 2B RHAE T8 55 Hb
(b2 MG A HRE 0 RS) (M ER 2  HER )
P8 SRS A A B, DA RS R SR AR 4 A
SR AL SCAR B R (224, 20215 2247 4%, 2021).
JRUAE R A B 5 R 2 ) 5040 0 A 2 AR U0 T Ak A
KOFFE R = | H AT Ty kA A AR SR IR —
D7 T, A AR I 5w B AR AIE 9 XA T Bl ) S S
FIUSCET R AIE | B A B B 0T 5 R 3 e ) e e
FEE R AR T AN TE IR B b T R 22
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S A8 KR DX 3 A 28 P BE K MR R % (Shi and Zuo,
2025). 73— J5 T, SCAEE (U STk A ) W BE
A e 5 AR B A R g B A (Yang and Zuo,
20245 Xu et al., 2025a; Zuo et al., 2025) , KiE 5o
V) 54 S B0 B A A, O B AR 5 s TR A TR 1 e
AR M S HE LA A o 2 e R E A R
TRCKE SCA B Ak Sy F R RS D) R BT R A 2T B
W HRAE (Wang et al., 2022; Yan et al., 2023; Qiu
et al., 20235 Yan et al., 2024) AEATFEAE B X 8 3%
e P 22 | 2 1S BUHE P Il AR N R RO R K &
o A5 IR) L 3k S 02 T B Y B ) R AU 4
A BB 58 (Zhang et al., 2023b) , il o 8 X I 2
ANEA R i SN I R R P
S A TN B A T RE LR R R e R
2.1 N KERHRIR

24 BT 7 T 0 A0 e T B R S R B B R
L4 ) 2 ] Agent 2 45 I 8 £ 455 25 K B AU iy
B E 78 fE K (MineAgent) (Yu ez al., 2024) A K
et ) b o 50 4 R b 3R B KA A S A T T 2 (]
KA (GFM4AMPM) (Daruna ez al., 2024). Il M E
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Fig.12 The architecture of the visual foundation model for mineral prospectivity mapping
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