Operations Research and Fuzziology &% SH#i%%, 2024, 14(1), 83-90 Hans Xl
Published Online February 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/orf
https://doi.org/10.12677/0rf.2024.141008

4% B HR 3 IE] R4 AR SQL

«
b

ET o) aiE X EHE
EaH
Ky, THL

SRR S gtk St B

Wk H . 2023411 H8H; FHHEM: 20234F11H28H; KA H#: 2024/F2H18H

HE

W) B AL SR EE ] AR B BAT S WA IER . AR RH S OCEREEEE B RBME 2.,
BT AR AR R ERENEEMR. ATREBEEBRAGHEXNERER, RXIEIGSQLAER!
Fml B, BI Ay H seik 2 18] B B 4545 B, 383 B D ALHISR B 302 RA M S B = T8 i R Bk .
fEChaseIEHE L HLR LR RE, A CRHEBER TR RIE46.2%. HEETHELER, w4
VLACZEIRF T 6.3%.

KA
Text-to-SQL, HAEFAE, BEWEME, FXZRSQLIEAILER

Research on Chinese Question Generation
SQL Statement Based on Question Semantic
Graph Neural Network

Haifang Zhang, Qinglong He

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Guizhou University, Guiyang Guizhou

Received: Nov. 8", 2023; accepted: Nov. 28", 2023; published: Feb. 18", 2024

Abstract

The conversion of natural language questions into structured query statements (Text to SQL) is one
of the hot research topics in the field of semantic parsing, with the goal of transforming natural lan-
guage questions into structured query statements that can be understood and executed by databas-
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es. Most existing research only considers relational information at the database level, ignoring the
importance of entity relationship information in questions. In order to improve the model’s ability
to capture useful semantic information in questions, this paper introduces graph network informa-
tion between entities in questions based on the IGSQL model, and automatically learns the associa-
tion between questions and database patterns through attention mechanisms. The experimental
results on the Chase dataset show that the proposed model has an exact matching accuracy of 46.2%.
Compared to the baseline model, the exact matching accuracy has increased by 6.3%.
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1. 5|

HEN 20 A LUK, EHENEEAR T, NSRS T At N5 B, PSS R 8475
A R A 2 72 A KB BRSO R Hh BROBT K EAE B T DU H R AR TS SR BRI R, dnfl 45 2L
b A7 R X e p oy B rp o B B R R R R T DR B b X — [, e R R
RN AT A4, RIS 3Rt AR A . 2. M. 45— RP0BeME, MseIlixseilt, Sa4is
FH 31|45 )40 25 15 5 (Structure Query Language, SQL) .y 1 % BhAR % b 1t F 7 MECHE 128 o 2 100 3 BT 75 B2 1)
SR, BN TETIRESEIMERIES - B8 %48 1 (Natural Language Interface to Database, NLIDB), 1
RHBFRAR T 5 55080 B 2 1Rl A8 ELT TR [ 1]

NLIDB (% 0 A %5 AR A B EE R, K B RIE S 0 A 208 2 Thae i) SQL 1 A
(Text-to-SQL). Text-to-SQL J& F 4R 1E 7 AL FRATIR BB SUMHT I — A TFAT 5. 1B UIT Bl HARES R
IRFEON GRS SRR, (BT ELRE S B R A3, W KB T %, IHHIEB S U LONAE S
ZAERL, JLTUESRAE T2 I9HE2] [3] [4]- Text-to-SQL iR FE 2 S AL 5 45 & [ SRIE 5 al A A3
PEAR S M5 R, PRI R IIER R A 5104 DL Rl A) (2 B . AR T 2500 P A B 52 2 1 P SR 54
PAK A 3C BARE 5 0] R RIK 7 ARG TR 3R e 40 VR B2 2 I Sk B IRAR, FEEPhARA : 1) HE e
MRFKRGAERS . SR ULKIN LI IME, bRz 4, &5 5. VS RBEE, W) i
B 5T A5 BB ST A I TR AR RAE R s 2) AHERER T3 SO FARTE 5 iRl R, o ST il ) (R E 25 4
BONRIG, Bia =5 A E AT AR e, SRR S AR T ORI PR [5] . Bl 42 I 4 R L RE 6 4 41
R B SRR A K E B A A R ENRAE, TR, BRI 2 IR FE 2 S 2% 5] N . I 2 M 4% (Graph
Neural Network, GNN) [61i8i 4 J5 4a B a5 ok RIEE AN, RAKAETW ANMEGEE, EREH
TR . BREERAE, AR HERA R R &0 R Z M OGS B .

AR TTER AR :

(1) AXEBEMZEML, 51N ARIE SRR RE USRS, F5 7R g RIqmER, M
TR THR 5 S8 17 e 2R

(2) H&T 3T Text-to-SQL fE45 445 5 Chase FRHATIRIE, SEIGRA, ASCHTHEH 7] LLA iR
T+ SQL VT HER % .
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2. XI1E

HAT, JETURFE AP N 45 1) Text-to-SQL AR AL 5 4 i R A RS ASEH A B, Smid bl 3 2 H (1) & 2 Y
i ) 5 At PEAS SRR AE (S B, M T AR BB A A il SQL BA); fRADAS B FH gt A AL R BT $2 BRI R FiE
15 BBE4T SQL #EH) A Al

SQLNet [7138 i 1 44 v 5 Sy AL e 3 s A 20 ol 12 vl 5 500 P A 2 AT R B R, RS FE TS 58 U
SQL Bib b A RSN M 4% KA 4 SQL A5 B . BB BIMHE LR MR R, 25 A B R A5 Rz A Pl v
LML AT IS . GNN-SQL [8]18 FH Bl 4 28 I 28 of #5040 e vh AR I S5 M TR i & Jmy o, DI LEABE AR 7R oK A,
I R e R S U921 AE /7. Global-GNN [913id 51 AN 455 s, sk T A A i 4tk
REE . SR E IR 72N AN 5 RE 2508 e S35 T ) SR BRAS S, VAL 85 18 28] ) ) v P 3] R B3] 22 W) ) SR B

Zhong %515 YR TE KRR SQL A= Bl i 45 WikiSQL b8 FH P 81 A= i 1 7 v, 3 T Seq2SQL [10]#5E %
Seq2SQL R ) 3= BLOHT & 7E Seq2Seq AL KAl AN T 4 B, JE¥E 5B SQL P AR A K 3 A
TARS AT A >), B agg HIZE . where TA) B4R R select AR R, EBEIERE B SIN T 5mib e 2] 05 2
SQLNet [7]7£ Seq2SQL FEfitli X FF55 ¥eit Bl 7 — 2 4utk, ¥ where RN 4 NTFAES, I
HARGE 5N T FE R IHLE LR B RE S m A s R IME R, BT HIEE I Seq2Tree [111%
T EH ARSI, 7T DR G4 SQL 15 F) AL A5 14 . SyntaxSQLNet [12]F1 A HEAR 4 il i i
MHERE, (8T SeBlRE A iR B8 8 24 A0 R A i
3. (R S HREE
3.1. )R

Text-to-SQL 155 HI% N & — AN A0 5 ) LA R A B2 1 B0 A X, 2 SQL 1B h) . BRI &,
AT S5 ARG T 40 5 (KK B2 D AN R 040 140 Q =[ 0, Oy, G-+, 0, JRRR S () B PSR S A e 4540 A 2 10
BA) Y. B ESERIER A S4B FIRBIR A S S R R A G R, X B0 s AR
S =[ tab, col,, tab,.col,, tab, .col,,--,tab, col, |, i tab $&HIZEE4, col FRIVZH 4, n NEUREMSRK
B, kONEREE T n MRS EI2 5.

3.2. HRBIER
| 4
V= ey L)
l i L BILSTM
m;ﬁ . : BiLSTM sl

[CSTRPIMFABREINRENR. | gl | M per ™77

[SEPIEE i [SEP] {EE JE2..... i
[SEP] Wrgiks. Ak i : p— TR
. : [a)5;: N
o i ! # s @_
) | sk )
.................................. :

Q O i} teeeemeeecoo===d
%‘ s
ccccc t

select: (isDistinct(bool), [(agg_id, val_unit), (agg_id, val_unit), ...])
from: {'table_units": [table_unit1, table_unit2, ...], ‘conds": conditi

it where: condition
groupBy: [col_unit1, col_unit2, ..] LST;;%EJZ\
select B4Z from RILE/\GE where RS= “s24E" orderBy: (‘asc'/'desc’, [val_unit1, val_unit2, ..])

having: condition
limit: None/limit value SQLARIAEIR at ]

Figure 1. The overall framework of the model in this article

Bl 1. ARBIREKAESR

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2024.141008 85 BE 51


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2024.141008

SIS, TiE

ATCHEH I T ) A3 S EIFH 2 X 45 1) Text-to-SQL A ALK e 51 B e I OHESE, a1 Fios, E5
B 3 MR 1) BIMAEMEES, AEEIRETSNMRZEPRR. ENRPIBZ MR RLA
SRIE T I BB KA R R 2) nhgesiihi sy, 18 A2 I 464 1X 26 0C RER A R A Rl &2, PR
PG ) ) L B PEAR R g i A B i) e s 3) MDAy, A T = UL ([13], pp.
199-205) ()45 #1012 M 4% (Long Short-Term Memory, LSTM) ([13], pp. 145-149)E /i SQL &4 .

4. BEGH
41, AR

AT Text-to-SQL LA HL HE #o s A5 B M 2%, VN EL & R4 - R4 KA - SIA LS4 -
40 3 TSR R RAUIB] [9]. ASSCAESLEERS b, IEERIN T B RTE 5 10 A MR R UK R &R,
MEFERR. BFERR. ZHFERKRE 55 FCREM[14], BT NI B8 7 21 B H F RIS
B

it o

AR SRS Hhe 22 A0 R 0 23 AR 1 % LR L B 2, e, Bidie e T 4 1R RO R A AN A A4
i) 1) B 10 2% PR s TR LTP 20l [14]HI 45 2R . MU I I 26 P &5 O SR R 2R B

(1) KA~ 4 ROERAZT; RPGFAESIY; RPAGFESIA.

(2) RA—~FA: MNRETIMEER, PINRIOVIMEIER, WDRAEEEES.

() FIx—~FKA: FIBRENTR; FIGRTROES 5 JIBAR TR 5.

(4) P 4—514: A SIA R T A — 5K AR AR TRk — DRI R 7 — DAL IISME

(5) Al FyIE]— Al Fyin] . 55 M ARAF R R FAEE —Fh.

4.2. Yntass

DIFFERA TS ] [ L, AR SCE S ] ROBERTa Tl 4518 5 B AU [ 15 3R A A AT R ) B, £ LE LA
AR AR, A R A R A R I AECT SRR IR R ™, ™, e g™ R BAAE
IRl A IR ] A R R, M R E B A4 ] [ B R, S8 xR RO R A i E 2k G, G,
X B L] g IR 2 D], SRAG B 24 1) R () BAR IS RE AN T

(1) )BT R LTP 12 im 45 R, ARYE LTP 15 SURA T as R, W@ SR HERE R, HEFE
FIGER G BoRE AT, B J IR R AR

(2) H el A frg ] ] 2 o™ SE I 4 R A B A BT K 1) g, ¢

Onew = Leaky Re LU ("near(qinit )) (1)

(3) Xf Qe ML IRQ) ALY, 1FEFEREW, FREIHE g, FFEERRE ., RS2 output, -
w=LeakyRe LU (Iinear(qnew)) "
output, =w- q;ew/]_o )

(4) IR AR R, TICRZG N O REFESEM , T M M, ERGH output, .
(5) output, LG K%L g, HFELT output, , FKE output, (D IR () IR 5 o™ AR NS B A g i)
H output :

output, = soft max (output, )- 0., @)

output = Leaky Re LU (linear (output, ) ) + g™ )
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4.3. FRELES

fERD 28 H F 1GSQL A2 i S5y = ML K LSTM W& fFAD SQL BH). & Jaks In) ) 1] ] B AIARE 5
S LSTM HIREGHUZ B H0E R 780, S8R ARIEX — 45 RT3 SQL S s A a4 X K 1y 28
MIEZERM, e e EERYUEM b, WFO N RIS, R SQL BRI AT

L RBTH ST A

P(word,) =0 (Wi tanh(W, [0;c]+b, ) +b, ) i € {SQL_reserved,schema} (6)

Hrr, o2 LSTM L8 lami &, 2 hlaAEiAE e S LSTM Bai 2 Mot & 1 e dts
M, o)/ sigmoid pRi%Y.

5. XWE&HRS
5.1 SEWIEREIEE

ARSI TEERE R 48 Ubuntu20.04 R #4711, GPU A NVIDIA RTX A4000 16GB, Jf &k 4mfEiG =
4 Python3.9, V&% IR RUAELE N PyTorch [16].

CHASE & H U E PN T B AN AL AT 78 22 58 K BA & 32 tH 1 8 AN KRR S8 ek b SO )
Text2SQL %54, H i1 CHASE-C F1 CHASE-T P 7320 i, 73 %% H DuSQL %#i54E . SParC £ 4 [17] .
BESE T 5459 NXFE L AN SQL EiEA), XX IR & 1 280 N E . AT EHF RN BT
5T, CHASE SN W LA A 38 W8 SUERE, FE H R HINZRgE . MR DL R BGAIEEE A 7 o (HE FERIA
SO T A& R ST IR A v ) ) 2R B SQL, R, 328 EUREAE 5o U o A4 28— i) i DA K B 1 SQL 1)
P A S P B b £
5.2. ¥HfrigdR

ASAE AN TEAR PR AE CHASE $ida4E F s, 4 ml AEB4rILEC 2 (Partial Matching Ac-
curacy, PM)Al15¢ 4= Lt % (Exact Matching Accuracy, EM), Hi# /24 SQL ##f#  “SELECT”, “WHERE”
EEJLANER G, ARETHREEA 2 B S TIMER FLE; J5& A7 LIRFEREE T, s SQL iF
A FINE 5 BSE{E 2 (R VL FCFE B[ 18] .

5.3. RIS E

ASCAFF H S RoBERTa /E N TR RL, 7523130 1e-5 NaEATHLE, o] DAARBEE B KK N
512, {HASCHIGREAR SRR AR 300, KK 300 1E24 RoBERTa I AN . IZRIEAR IR AL
epoch 4 10, #t#& K/ batch size b 32, KHMIILALESZ Adam, {84 warmup #LH]I1Z%, Dropout Z45i 2k
=R E N 0.5, FRALAES] %N 0.003.

5.4. JFECSCIE O HT

ARSCAEH EditSQL [19]H1 1IGSQL [20] B AU A FELRAE R HEAT XL, T N SCRUR I T8, ASCHEH
MIREALIE N Ours. 4% 1 AN FEAYLE Chase MIASE FRyseat g 1.
Table 1. Experimental results of different models
=1L FERBEMEEER

A EM
EditSQL 405
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IGSQL 39.9
Ours 46.2

M 1 RS 45 RT DARITE, B SN ) ) il SURAF R AR 015 T LA iR R UL E A . AR ELAL
JEA R, Ours f£58 & ILHHR L3RI T 6.3%, HATEZFEICR.

Table 2. Analysis of experimental results of IGSQL and Ours model
= 2. IGSQL 5 Ours REUM IR LER 7T

i) 1) TRIE R R PR Bt 1) B S B R i 2 1 2
EditSQL  select BEPt 4 from BEBt where H s LRIEE = (select max (FE sl LBl &) from EEBx)

W%ﬂ IGSQL  select ZE[i44 from [E ¢ order by H 5% BHEUE desc limit 1
! ours select EEFE 44 from EERE where Z &R = (select max (FE &L RH¥E) from E )
i RE IGSQL ¥ “fx % ” PR RO B R LR BT HEFP
i) 41 A Bt ik 3 4 W 2
EditSQL  select 5 H from {475 H where B [8] = “uf-45”
@ IGSQL  select Fi H from RAZTTH where 3 H = “ufF5”
2 Ours  select B A from EL4&77 H where FiH = “H/p4i”
R EElditSQL XTI TRIANS H AR AN 78735 1GSQL AT B 1) #) AHELIN K 2 I 18], T AN 27T
i) 41 A7 DB L iy NV A 2
EditSQL  select & FK from %t where ZF% = “HAi%”
@ IGSQL  select Z#x from %At where ZF% = “HNIE”
3

Ours select & % from ¥ 1F where FI3& = “Hi AL

EditSQL 1 IGSQL XX A iF i EEMRIR R 1A, 5 E FRENE] “ Wikl 35 12 B0 s U i “

e e

4% 2 2 EditSQL 1 1IGSQL 5 Ours B (SR80 45 R 4 5~ 70, Horr EditSQL. 1GSQL A= il iy 2 i 1%
(7 SQL, Ours A=A IEHE A SQL 155, 4 2 IR XS EditSQL A1 IGSQL ZE Bt ik SQL R Al 73
. 7T UL Ours 7T DASE 4 H4 ] &) v S0 845 U215 ol P A 500 5

N T SEANB I B A SCHR IR RAE AN R SQL 1) ERIVERER I, & 3 gh il TRAAE A T B
F1 . MF 3 W LUE BRI E A S 52 A N, % TR0 10 FLEDFBCE — B R B, o select 7~ A) 72 A ¥R
JEN, F11Hi% 80.3%, where 7)1, FLAE G A2 50 RERE E T o SRR, X AR A% SQL i
AR, BRAREA RAFRCR
Table 3. F1 values of SQL clauses under different levels of difficulty
#3. TEMET SQL &FH FLIE

THIF fi] & &k VR X ' S R M
select 90.5 57.0 80.3 55.0
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gk
where 64.9 54.2 48.1 68.8
group 100.0 100.0 100.0 66.7
order 100.0 60.0 43.9 52.6

5.5. FHRRSCIE 4

N T AR Ours BARLH R I RCR MG 2, A3 Ours AR HEAT V1 B IS IEH S RoBERTa
] [e] LA i ) (8 SUAR A 5% 2R EIREHOR R R A RE AR S . RS IR 45 R A% 4 PR

Table 4. Ablation experiment results of the Ours
F< 4. Ours JHRASEIG 45 R

it EM

Ours 46.2

F£ B RoBERTa 1] [i] S A5 Hk 417
FEBRIE SUARAT O J AR R 405
5 HAL bR 39.9

MEE 4 HSRIR SR T LLE Y, 58 SRR FEA 7] V8 BB R AT 1 8 R e . % EERSBR RoBERTa
i ) AR, B BRAE SURAF R R BB AR S R . BRI, A SC I N I A fR T8 SRR R 2R B0 T A 2
PEREFIIRTHE R —E1FH .

6. &ARIE

BERSTE SUPEHT IS Text-to-SQL 455, ASCHE i — i Jk T i) ) 15 SCEIMH 2R I 25 AORE Y o AR 4 B 2R15
& A5 el AR B R e ok R B, I SRR R KR RS B AL R . 7R
Chase ##i £ Ersgn gt KL, FHELT EditSQL AR IGSQL LAY, AT th BB e B FI 8 S
HRAFA5 B AP 3L 1) A0 i SRS L, A RER T 1R A 2 R A P UL RCHER R . SR, RIS A M
v, R ARE SRR, SQL AERUE S UIAr £ 2 RIXE, LEunZ k"% >] (zero-shot) 55 . 4 ik
PR, ARKAIBEFAT OB L B AR 5 ARG SRR A A R, B SNSRI (L S P 4 ok 1
SRR )RR BE T -

&E ik
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