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ETREZFIM SQL EmifzRERE

AR, RBLEY INEFTFY, RHBY, RIAR? MR RSAS, ARE!

ARRCR A H R T 2B, baC 102600

CE AR AR F I E SR = (JERRY), bR 100871
3. NT BT, Jbat 100095

* JE{E/E#. E-mail: zhanglu@sei.pku.edu.cn

N =

eAs H3H: 2021-09-13; &R HIH: 2021-11-10; #32 HIH: 2022-01-19; M H AR Hi#H: 2022-08-03

5 st R (HEHES: 2019YFE0198100) « A AT EUX QB R 8 (S MHP/055/19) FIE K B ARl =54 (HtHE
51 61872011) ¥HHIH

WE  SQL A R (text-to-SQL) Z B A MM TR E F N 2 —, 2 15 AT T # % 35
SQL & A REMANWERESHR B & RN SQL A ELEWIEH, CALATFFELARESRT
R SQL 1AM E LT 7 B4 . & K8 SQL A8 X E B RN T LR A T4 aE 3 AR Hy = Mt
¥, SQL £ REFWEE T RANAE. £ TREF B SQL 4 K (deep learning-based text-to-SQL)
BT R ANESZBNT S, NEFHEFFIEAES . FEEEUR SQL EA R, FREFH
BRIEZ WAL RFEAEWERE SQL &4, #HxTHSEH SQL A&, £ THEEZE ¥ SQL 4 &

EAGAEHE WMANEARBMIEREINEE. fEXR AREEETHREFSI MW SQL £ & 7B
lﬁﬁy RER R, AXN SQL £ RF=F . $iE % EAZWAPE T EEEBNAARAR#ATH K
SR,

REEIA  SQL ARk, BT, REFT, REBER, R - BEER

1 318§

SQL (structured query language) s&##AF ¢ R A HHR R S EWIE S, T U5 I AAb 2 2544
. Han o \wiEtE S AE, SQL AR —FiE TG A g IEIE S, SQL 1E 1986 -k
R E AR fEALZH 2 (American National Standards Institute, ANSI) ] —IiAR#E, HA7E 1987 FF A
El Prbr AL ZH 4T (International Organization for Standardization, ISO) )—Tikx#E M| JF 4L K & i
#E SQL WAAEZ Y RIER. SQL AL T 2 Wi EH A =, wTeLair— %ﬁéwwﬂ ZAMUE,
FEHIE R 148 ande] BIA 0 5% 1) 0 B, Ban, T DAMER R 91, AR, 2488 J 0% R A R

SIAMmE: PRSI, RIS, VET, & ETRESIIN SQL AN R, hEREE: 5 BRI, 2022, 52: 1363-1392, doi: 10.
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BEEIRAE: BT IR 2 SQL ARt T 4ik

FIERAEI, AR A 2 SQL 84, An#RAF i i~ & A7 6 FH P AR B 230 2 A b AR AR
6.

SR, XTA T SQL VAR, ARMELE 05 K10 B H s b Pod s 31 B IR )
. RN 75, BRSO S A TR RN BRI, G0 P 1) R R 2 A 1) A
PR A RS ISR PR, S B AR A W R = B BT RE, B SQL B (text-to-SQL) AR H 2
Az R RN T RE R SQL 1B A) &L EE HARR A BN, TRets ke Tl A\ S b dh iy a2 2, B
RAUREE I 7 B T IR, 7T CAAE g8/ N DT AR 1% 0 T 42 0 B 3 H A2 B E i il S 3. Btk 2 4,
SQL TE AR AR T dir & :Um A1 5 1T 5 BONTT R, 2 SQL 15 A IS5 A B AT 4T 14

SQL A BT 55 B AEARE O A Bl PEAS B, K B ARE 5 R it 2R € DIRe ) SQL 84, ERK
F AR A A2 AT 55 BL K ARTE 5 AL BRI 78 SUEMT (semantic parsing) AT 55 HI# R Z
. SQL ZE AT 55 S0 VAL FH 22 ) i el (0015 SR i) AR AR S5 M A B A5 B, B 7R 1 R 2R SQL
EUWIEVE, WD 7 & EIE R R 2 el A RS TR TN B, Bra
Ji B S5 TTVR AR A TR, AR 8 TV R AR N R £ B S8 I A DI BB I A OSOR.
WG VR S5 5 STHOR B AN WA B LA BT 78 N A0 SQL AE iz S AT IR 2R, TR BE 5% 21 1 SQL ZE K
(deep learning-based text-to-SQL) A 1 4 Fil JEH L E I 7T ia) @l I ok F TR B ST 1) SQL AE K
TS 1 RE R TR, AR SQL HIRCRANEI IR T, o 1 SQL £ s e b a5 3. BRI,
BT BEF IR BE 24 ST ) SQL AR R il AT 4R SRR B Bh A A e FniR B2 2% 21 b B B U R L

H AT A A X SQL A sl AT 4350k 1450, H R BAZAE Q0 R ) (1) BUA 0 FAE S BN
B, VAT R SQL AERMIF; (2) XHREE A T KW A SCEREE B AN 78 73, A 2 B AT EE Y
THEARERY, (3) A BRI A D TR B AR SRS . AR LR T IX B [ j, M3 T R GEH 70 FAE SN LA
WEFHEAT 3, JF B b 7 A SQL ZE U FE i WA BR . A SOREFE TR B2 2% ST ) SQL A BRI HIE 5T
XN 4 NERGY, gl SQL AERUA R AR . B SS M APEAL AR FR. b, SQL B RS T
W SQL AE R BT J ) it SRS 3R B 4 T LUK I i S i) B0 P 2 7560 35 AN TR S S8 0 D B
TR SR RN 5 I A BT G5 R T DLy D G R AR B AR AR G AR T DIAR s BT AL B R 2
TSRy B IRE & HR s . EE B iDAN B ARG 5 5 80 PR R AR R e gm Y 3 4y, HL
35 P 2w i SCT LA 53 D9 s B QAN B0 e e S g, Mo S mT DURRHE SQL AN A AR BT 300
RS AR 77 SO T A2 B 7 2K, T AR ) 77 B 17 3 T PP 910 A R 2 T2 P A B AR
Tk

ARSONHET IR FE S 2T B SQL AR it 78 TAREAT SRR, HRBEH | SQL AElE Wi s, #5%5
R T I IRPE S ST SQL A I vE M B A, AR AN [ B8 2R iRy s A 90 1 B SR HO BT FE AT A e
SRR A SO TR JEE 2 SI MR GE R TEAT 1 20 Mr, A\ B AR T e e AR 79 7y T N 5 B 7 R AL 1 VR
KRG, HANEE— DRI TE TAEATSRR. Joh, AR SCH B T EEXT SQL AR s AL i vF
flifabr. FJa e T TR B S 11 SQL A A 7 THI I ) 35 LBk AN A AT 578 77 ).

2 EBETREFIN SQL A LG EMEXITIE

2.1 HAREZ

N TAET B, ASCK SQL AR URH SRR i A 4.
(1) SQL £ (text-to-SQL): ARZRIBEFX M ICAFAL Y SQL 1A LSS, AL BERH A
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- ———— ——— — e

s TSI T TSI N , ~ - ~
/ \ | \I / Select N
‘What are the name and budget of the departments 1 | | [ ‘/“\L
Question: with average instructor salary greater than the [ | | COLUMNS Instructor WHERE
overall average? [ | : «——— -
|

Name Budget

[
I
I
! I
I
I
I
I
I

1
|
. |
|
= 00 - b N
Table 1: instructor [ id I name I department_id I] md | ( SELECT T2.name, T2.budget |
1o D 1| FROM instructor as T1 JOIN departmentas |
1 : 1| T2 ON Tl.department_id = T2.id GROUP BY |
. ., |
. . . " I'| Tl.department_id HAVING avg(Tl.salary) >
\\Table 2: department [ id I name I building I] /N ! \\_(SELECT avg(salary) FROM instructor) )
Y e e e — -

—_ e e e e e e e e e e e - — —_—— e, e e e e e e e e ————

Data Encoder Decoder

B 1 (MEMRFE) ETREFINGEER SQL BEARIRE

Figure 1 (Color online) An example of generating a SQL statement based on deep learning

2 3 I R A AR S ) SQL A T A1)

(2) 1 f#HT (semantic parsing): ¥ H 2RE F I A5 A WU 27T AT R 7, b AT HATRE P
K EEEERIAN . SQL AifjiEA). Python FE/F. JAVA FiF4%.

(3) iRl (encoding model): K¢ EHEH AL IR B, I FHIRFE 2 2 (9w bL 2% (encoder) %
B R P ER 2 s T 2K

(4) fRISAEAY (decoding model): I FHVRFE S 2] RIS S (decoder) WA NIRRT AffRS 9 H
FrIER, W SQL 4] Python fRAZ4E.

(5) MRIEVEM (abstract syntax tree, AST): IR IFVEM R IELR LS —Fa R &R, &
DABEAR R 45 84 R S B0 55 (TR VA 2 1), A8 N5 RO R AR Hh 1 — Fh 4544

(6) SQL iBvk: SQL 1 MBIl H A R IEVEfIRTE S 1 (abstract syntax description language,
ASDL) & Y. fE45 ETRERIE LT, —A SQL 156 AT LLARHT JyAH RLF i R IG5, BT 58 AT BLE E
M SQL i,

(7) BiRAEAE (sketch-based slot-filling): BERRIHE AL SQL B—Fh 7%, X KT IEMIFE M2 %
B — M@ SQL AR, FHKs 75 Z A R0 7 2 ok, 2 JE ISR BT 2 R A7 B AT HE )
Ja AR — B SQL 1EF)

2.2 RER

Bl 1R 1 — AR ST 5 SQL BRI KR 9l, SQL 1 AU A e 1 3 2808 J Bl 4k
AR GE R (2 AR BERY, 5T SQL ARt TE I BB H AT AR rhfE LA E 3 ANJ7 ). Bl NIR
JZ 27 SRR SR AE T TN ZRBE R, e rh Bt B NIRy r RS S SQL I BARAE ids 5. AN R dl 4:
g TSR R S S S VS R, S HON Bt SR ik T Al K (2 3k 17582 SQL 2R BT
QBT HATHE TR A S R ST E S 2% — MRS AREE A, I B G b TR R A e s R o B
Je BT T B XX AN BUEEAT AL

AL SQL AR jsidgy S5t b otis e 5Ugont DA Kt SR 3EAT Rl 7. Bdle SR 9 R II0F 78 L IEAE 5 D ANA
A PN PSR A R FBURIARL . SQL 36D, BUN HHRTH RS SRS i 8. IR e, K2 4ot
T S INIIE AR (1 5 UK A 4, 3l S T A S 2R L3 N SQL A AT 55 OB, BLHOR IR
BIE TEE F S S PR BE 2 ST S 4, A 7k T35 A K RS i S A B 0 2 iy 80 i) B T Sk
SO, M T A B SQL B AIIEURESE. B, BEE BRI 2 BRI e, ANOUE i TR
FEEXS SQL ZERUAE ST HIW FU PSR, 08 ot I8 88 2 ST A 7R A i e 0 PR

G R AR AT 9 L OGVE e 0d 25 960 1) R DA K2 SQL AR AT 55 Hh A A FR) 4 R AL B8 P AT 5 1Y
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Ghidh. BRI, gt id 7 55 R 25 RS Ak 1) L B R DA R A vy ol RN B4R e 2 TR) R U e,
o S AR U R AR B SQL THA) AR R B L, ot G R Y () S B 7 I AL DRI, PRI R L T3
WA R S5 Sl 1 R P8 2 S BOR AW 51 A2 SQL ZE AT 5%, LALIR THE R i BE /1. O 1 1845
G i TR B 0% B S M P i A [ AU e 2R 2 TRV KR 2R, AT ABOMOB 22 O BIE FE T o P = ' AR 2R (1
P, DARAS 2 17T B T S5 Y 48 5in b PR [ SRTE 5 5 Bt P o ) B 2 F e

SRR FORIT T2 SQL AL UESS I A2 —, "EHGE T Ak gt o 1045 B4k 9 SQL 154)
AR RSB b Ay — MRS A Sl AL 3 A 5 2O Iy s 2 B B BAA Fr 31, (B G e
WA IR SQL ER) N ANTR BN BRI R 23, W0 SQL A HRIFSIKI A A6 F, LLE AT &
TEVLI SQL VA, He IS ), B FUE AL MRS B0 4R T — R TR AR I T ik AR A
VAL R S BUR AR RS A5 S5 AT 7T, LA THE AL R IY E ), J IR AT RECRUEAS Y A 1A = ST 3
TR

AR, SQU AR AW TEAE 2 BT ST AE 55 IO RTTRWETE. AR LB TR At i & g A2 5
FIFERE, SQL A AT S5 HIRCR AR B3, Rels A mEm R A IG O0 T A BN B 241 SQL 1HA). [Hi
SQL 2E B AR A T 174 S B 2 FH 5 T 5 5 A 185 0 08 SUAEAT A5

2.3 T FEZHFEMINE

FE BTG AR, KBS ERECHE R AT PR by FROR SR 20 B 3208 B9 ANATT R £ . (B it 1)
Sy BRI T A AR S S A (W SQL), XA AR A B E TR, H AT Tk SR
7 — R5IET SQL A BB 1 X H A S, R BN BRE S, wia] BLIRBUR 73 B KR
(. TR AR b7 55 b )R RE 2 IR Excel HH 8 e HiH 40 A 45491

TERRER RN FH R, SQL ARS8 Re XS 1l RS IS5 & BORBERS 24 /NiF B 3 & g 8ol 22 0 =1 %%
F P ARG ), B s 7 N R IRV RE AN B A, RR8AE chd F FH P k5. Bi] 5L 2 IR /)
R BE R M F B SR ARER, " RENE T I R ok i AL 95 R S TR, AR 2 0 14 e B
PR i S AR G AE R T W1 11, Xt — s, 1K A0 R e 2 IR BE A% A IS Wi 52, A7 R/
TR RNECAS RS B BRZE R L AR K. X PR BRI B SO R, F P —RE ARG & HE E,
AL 5 B SURAERS, BT 5 ARTE & BRI R e AL RE A R THH P RS, Al AliE sE 2
A E.

Excel 1EJyit FHEE A BRI 10, ©2 N T AATHH A e B 2 B, (HAR 2 H P aE
W UG Excel HIFERITIRE, XFEEE 70 77 THATIAAAE — € FOMERE . e AT B T & 7 — &8/ 5e sy
5% AnnaParser A Excel #2016 G870 HT ThAE. AnnaParser & — Mt ) SQL A2 i v& i
Sk, R B ARTE S B AR e SQL AL FREHE I 4 H AL B S 45 5. AnnaParser B 5618 FHEHE MR
F R (data abstraction) ﬂ%lﬂ%ﬂgw‘lﬁ?%iﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁlﬂiﬁﬁﬂ%%, I 85 e B AR B 755 i N X
FEMTARER, AR Jo 4 FH R 2L A (knowledge understanding) P2 I B RAS T GRS R, Bl
FH — 7l 1 6 ) ) A A 2R AR i 41 SQL 1 R) BEAT B B AL BN 23 Hr . SR Aeh, ML AN B9
K. Tableau. SalesForce %5/ & [AIFF 8 — B IV XT 1 SUEARE 70 M HHE BRAE S AR T Y

SME 2, SQL Az AT 78 HAT I SE =3 SO REREAE Tk St b i KT I H b i, REa8 SERRERTHH -
FERSE 5 5K T R AL, I HLAT RASR A VoA SR i 1R 5 5 20 AR AN 8.

24 HEFE
AT LTRSS ST SQL AE BT 78 i S () SQL A= i it Bl 4E . WAL 45 W AN PEAG 5 153
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B 2 (MEMRFE) ETREFIIN SQL EARZ T LMER

Figure 2 (Color online) Taxonomy of deep learning-based SQL generation systems

1T T VR RIS AR GG e R4 BRI 7L 70 SRR SR I 2 Foms.

W7, SQL AL 5 Sk 1 AR e R T I PR AR R SRATES AL 3T DARTE AR Soe s
IMCAXC 7y, dndg st iR, 2 A 248 SQL s, — MR ET B LR P Z TR,
M5 SQL Az A R 75 SRANRS 11, AT LR FERH & AR #3750 R, NIRRT & 45 € 7 K B SQL
RS ZJa MEERET FURRYE SQL A2 itz ez i e 2 75 00 8 2 Ak 1) Bodie P 3R 4T Xl 0
FER I3 Ja MR T DL FLA 37 5 0 3R 60 A BE AR 820 M, Bidia il S iR T LR 15 7 248 T 22 48 SQL
A s 3K

BAEGE 7T, SQL AR AU 5 T LA 75 0 55 AN [R] AU P2 14 #11 BE Rl 7, 73 N B 0 it SR A0
P I £ A SR AR R S, AR DL A S AN S AR P 1) 3 () R AR ALY SQL T
). BT AR S R R B Bl P DA R B TR R, DR P R e R AR X D, AR 5 2
FES fi] B0 [ PV A PR R B S A S vy, B RN 2 27 5] 22 AUCHe e i il S (R, 9
FORB RENS 2 (LB GR R AR WAL (Bt e ol 38 S i 858l P R ST S TR BE 22, B it 4 A
BRI L, R [0 25 STRIZ A RE J7 2R B iy, (BRI 5 K0 42 1) S FH A7 B A L B 40 K £
SR B A P AR T DURGE 7 e s (38 Al SQL BRI R 2 FE B UL R AR Oy SR R K2 Rk
PRARELTEAT R Sy AL

HR AR G KL 5 T, TR S A TR R AR SR A 7 R T G R AR T LA AN i ) PO 02 1 5 R Ak
709 EUORTE T Gt . Bl e g S AT B ORI S B0 P TR AR R 3 2R, A B ARIE F MR A 5 T,
BT BHRE S B SUR I AR, H AT A KRRV AR, aiai AN G R 5 7 K0 e
R T, A5 12 P R DA 3 e P A SRSt e A k. 53 4 H R A I T O B BT HSE R A
BEFZ RO SRAE 0, AT ERTHEIY A i SQL HIZCR. Hds R 2 i3 B I AH SR BOR T B AR IR A 22 )
2%, P2 R AN ZRAi B A A A 7R T DAAR I A2 il SQL 1B A AN RN 7 20 73 g ik T AL A (B /0 5
PRNEE A R 3. 2 AR V7 2 R s A BOR A RS B I SQL 1R A, i B2 U P
FE N RO N A B FBERR 0 5 AL T 1) B RE FEAN R (1 SQL 1R A B A BOR DA, B LAJA 2245
TG, He A R T AR T B A RO SQL N, BUE E e B SR o R L A R
JTEA AT URAEE R SQL B ANR] 73 92k 7 1 AL il K b AN Tk A i k. e 1
SRR, B SQL IR AIE 1R/ —FIRFIR I B ARE S, K SQL IEH PN NIuRE 1R
B ELEHEAT 5E B SQL FR AT, 2T P 51 (¥ 5 VR I8 1 2 F5 e e fh A B (1 DAL A 5 2B R,
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AR sRALAE ST AT SR R 48 R BE TRV AE B T v, B BT SQL i AU SR AF A, AH Y
TAEA BRI T HERI AR, TR AT B 2 2] 1) SQL i A) BIIEE. FEIE TiEE U
PR, A T A TER BN X BRI PR RS, 55— R ERAE T SQL TERZ R RIS R, 5
TORPERRE SQL IR RIS P R s B ) AR TERAR Dy b R R s ok D AU AL AR b g -
PR SR K N OUR L IR A 1 G R A TR A AR R SR B 7, AR SCAE 7 S 25 J8 S & rh i 7 ) 1 2
RHEAT FETT, B A AE e B AR TR 8 3 BEAT BT AU SC R, A5 A ARG DI AR 73 i 2, A AR A AR Y
I T IR,

PP TVE DS T, TR A S 20 R AT IAT SQL A, AR LRI H ARG S, Bt LT
AR AR R . BRI E S ERAE RN AT & SQL B, AR MM, Hohe
ZERAE R SQL 1B A FbRHE R SR A0IE SCHRIA]. £ SQL AR U # b, # WL VP0G 75 2 G B TS0 A
20 RSy DL TG 2 f 56 4 DU G 28, A T-HAT I PAT 45 R IEf 2. sEfrr, AT 7 2455 2 /MF N FEFR ok
PO SQL BRI E. F 4k, AT FEAWIERER U0 BN e A AR SQL IE 3, LR
T SQL 1 LA Ab AL HE A5,

2.5 HEXLRE

H A B 788 WA E A BEXT SQL AR i) AR AT B B AN S 45 45 7) Kalajdjieski 55 M 4 31
ART SQL A RHIB Fe Rl 7 RS . DTNV fE AR 3 By, B4 T HETH WHISE T SQL B/
M AR, SCBR (4] ESRERUREAE DT, MG 7 RSB . RE, TR RN T £
FhIETIEIAPE L (recurrent neural networks, RNNs) FIVREE 2= B, 540 7 A HIVRA
Fabr A% H OB S, (H S0k (4] WA XTBUA SQL A RAH Sk T R4t /2, R %] T SQL
Az B RO AL X O AH SRR R A O LA SO TR f BT IR 2 B AR AN T . JF H
R (4] EELLE TORTmMALGES - ISEY (encoder-decoder) HESEH B K A P 48 X 285 R WL A v
JINUHIAE SREA, kD0 G fith i R v PAAZE M 25 (graph neural network, GNN) AT ZRAE R FE 73 (1
FHIRSCHR S 4G, (ERF R I IX SE S RAE AR RE S 4R TF SQL AR RCR. BRI Z A1, A 8RBk 2 1Y AT
FORGEF ARG SQL A AR SE A, STk [4] WE/DXT AT R 45, Katsogiannis-Meimarakis £/l
Koutrika P} R E T — R TIRES M SQL AT EHEFE. EoNAA T RT SQL A B i Fh £
&, 7390)5& WikiSQL 1 Spider. X570 A TREARHME . 741 2 Fe AN EE 57510 3 SQL AR
AT, BEMOTVE T EEW K 2 B A R RARSCERA . ESCER (5] B VR R AR AT VAT
RGBT B XN HHR M S AHET A RS, BAN, STk [5) B EETHAER H K, Frelida
XTSI BT A R BOR A TIR AR R, A X H ATE WikiSQL M1 Spider ##E 5 F R Mt 1) —
RIVTIEBAT 2. RS 1) 1 VR0 40 e ARG 5 4 AT D18, MARES I 04 £ B2 I 1 2
I 42K, S AREET A AR BTV BT SRR A TR L HESE — I R 23 B B BT VA AN
TR EHAARTTE. FE0TIX 4 KRS I7VE, SCR [7) RIA98 1 7 MEBISE T AR vth e, 18
A TR TT VP BEAT U RO G B AR B AT R B AR B AR SCHR [7) SRS — R R
HEZE T BEAT 7338, B R4S MR AL 2 T BEAT 200 0 7, AT 2 B9 5R0E SQL A AT 55 vh 4 i 2 AR5 R
PE. SCHR [7) B 2m A B B IR B35 AR VA9 A A BT 0, B R 3G % i i B R A 58 AR Rl 40 76 2
2% — MRS ERHEZE . 4, SCHR [7) MSRAUN RGMHLRAR, EERM A FM T RER B, %F
HARGHr BT 0E 7R T e JE %

N T AR UL B SCER R IR, AR L3R B S 57 1 R GMERI 0 RHESE, T RE BN 73 R IA W 78 T
YE. 7 RAEZERRYE SQL A= BB 78 Hh BT s R A0 F AN [E], 7l o) G AL 28 AT AR L) 285 v O B9F 98 12047 VR4 7y

1368



HEB FERE B 528 8

K. RJEAE BRI EAR A A R, BE T HAT SQL At Uiy B AR TARMEIH sl BRI S, &
LT SCT SQL AE ST TR SCMITESCEE AR, BLAE T8 SR IR 4 e 2 X 24 AN TN A
RIS — R B BOFT I G A A T AIT 7T, DA ARG L 3 BRI T ¥ PO SR A ASE TR (O AT 9 JEL B . i A ST
TR TARAFAE R PRI 2B T AR B T T7 ).

3 SQL £ miins

SQL A AT S ARYE A R 5 I R SR B A AR R AL TR T AR 75T SQL A RifT45
TR S ROt ER, XL 50 R 0] DARYE SERR 0 75 SRiEEAT A A, AT s Bt 1 SQL Az it
FALS.

PR B 15 5 R T DA BT ) AN FE R 3 5. ML BB AR S IS SO TR S0, BF SQL R
FSCEIHRE B K 22 THI [n) 9 S AT ) 1n) /LR SQIL ), {H SR B FH HR 6w ST e R 2R R R AP AR K R I
K. b, X SCEHE PR R ) BOE A, ) il R AT DA R SCERESCRE T TEAR FER S R T,
SQL A IR 2252 B MR, A ORI 70 75 BLET X AN [F) 15 Fh g Se AT 4R 8 1 I& .

FRAE ELAR SQL 15 A) K1 52 2 A2 B m] DA AR AT 55 40 AT ER AN Ze Pz e, TR AR U3 50 R SQL
EA)— R “SELECT”, “FROM” M “WHERE” S8, 18 4¢/E i35 T SQL 5 A) %
¥ “GROUP BY” 1 “ORDER BY” X7, LA ENERE M FM4. MR T R a5 F R SQL
BAAESTN S, XL 4L (25 B ) 225 2E AR ) 5 Sk 58 R Ik k.

IRIE SQL 1EA) AT S R B IR, AT LUK A AT 55 43 9 T BRI B2 20 Bl R il =%, 1
BRI EE R A AR B R R P, I B e R ORI B ] SR B ARE S IR, X R B EE
5 BRIE S A0 2 TN, AR SQL IHERER . B A% 5 R I8 W K 5 2 =0H
XPEL I, B R G v] DL BAR R IR PN 5 T, B S BE PR (R B OC R AR Z, R
e EAE B I B IR LS R s, IR S B T BE R AN B ARE I 2 R ORI
BB R ) R B .

FRYE SQL AE i B 2 A A7 7E R SCIKH, 7T DK 2R AT 45 70 M A SQL AE s 5t £ 48 SQL
AR WL SQL AEBUTSS & T84 SQL AR5t IR, HAF SURARYE — A1) ARG S ik
AR —RIRE R SQL A, 25 SQL AE g sl LLAR VAT 2 K1) SQL ARk, HF H 4T SQL 1 F)
2B T BE AR _E VR B 2 BT SQL B A AR 4 SR X Fh 2 50 37 5 T U T DL — Vot Rl R i 4
AR S, LY R B T B S % 2 T B A RS .

PRI BT S SQL e 2 15 6L ok B 2 ANAS R4 P9 (0 550808 e PN 2%, mT DA o 250808 e Ak ) 3%
FOHAT SQL A TS it 5 — MR RS — AU AT, AR Z A SR AR B SQL B
A ARG C 2 AT A BN . G R TR I SR VR B ST R RERSKE SQL A iz AL EI R WLt
B Ak, )RR BRI 22 AN Ak P BRI T IS, A SCHE X B SR 250 5 T B K AR I 23
ST YR, ARG A3 IR AN RN T SR T R A7 5

TESERRIT R FE R B8 23 M BT SQL 155) LA EOE PR EARAD, it %4z, SQL 5 1f)
HR P SEAE ) SQL MRS 5. X —Fh SQL AR AR 5, AE MRS REE (2
BEERERORE ARG TAE I B Bk, it — DI SEBR I K st 1 SQL 9k 'S FIS 250

DU B 78 = BT XS SQL AR . BUR RS 25 SQL A g sl AT T AL, 4
H T — RA BB SRR v, BT AN [FRE R AT S BRI ) SQL AE Ut AT 8, AT FE
SQL A AT 55 FIN 3 55, EEX AN RIS 5t AR 3E— 2501 5 25 1a).

1369



BEEIRAE: BT IR 2 SQL ARt T 4ik

*® 1 BROEBESEAREMDLE

Table 1 Summary of representative literature on sigle-domain datasets

Paper Year Dataset #Num Domain
Price 8], Iyer et al. [©] 1990 ATIS 5280 Air travel information
Zelle and Mooney (10] Popescu et al. [2] 1996 GeoQuery 877 Geographic information
Tang and Mooney [11]] Popescu et al. 21 2000  Restaurants 378 Restaurant, food and location information
Li et al. [12] 2014 Academic 196 Microsoft academic information
Yaghmazadeh et al. [3] 2017 Yelp 131 Yelp website
Yaghmazadeh et al. [3] 2017 IMDB 128 IMDB website
Iyer et al. [9] 2017 Scholar 817 Academic publication information
Finegan-Dollak et al. [13] 2018 Advising 4570 Student course information

4 SQL Em#iiRse

Fey 3 K RIS vy o B Kt SR B TR T 22 ST 1 SQL AR et e i A, Bk i it Antyig th— &
& SQL AR AT ) — > S BRI 7T . 5350 T K 2R AT 70 SRR S8 Uk it SR A
AR SQL 1E ). IR, B2 IR IT TARSEH T E5 UK (cross-domain) 7 SQL A=K, BT
2K VR R TR DG SQL 184, IX R SQL A R AL 7E 27 5] e 45 b IR SRS RERE 2 AL
B[RO ) 75 R b AN MBSO B 75 5 AU A BEX AT T AR AT RG4S

4.1 BSUHIESE

FEREFC I, KA 7> SQL AR BB S b J 1 AN Ui Bt e . X R B SR W B
— AN P b K 2 B . NGO Id RE B A P AR Y ez B AR 3R 1 2388l JROR T
BRI E A SR AR R SCHR RN B SR R AR G T s . T LR A B A 5 4 11 ) e B TR L AR
ol b,

AR AN 7] S0y B A7 SRR S B, AN [RIBIE 7038 0 & b A0 N O A 980 1) @A SQL #edla kAT 1
B EE. Tang Al Mooney M LK Popescu %5 12 Ze 5 B FRA 3] 7 R TRIE . &Y LA FRAL
BA5 2 Restaurants FE4E. Li 5 12 FERKFE AR (Microsoft Academic Search, MAS) it
%7 Academic F#E4E. b SQL TH AV AL MAS Wl (148 2R 0T 1 2R 1) BN 2 B A 45 .
Yaghmazadeh 25 B 8 7 5¢F Yelp Al IMDB M3k _F ARSI & i) 5, #4031 Yelp A1 IMDB ¥i4E.
HeHE A b i i) RS E R i SR, L ) A B R A T ARE A B AE Yelp M1 IMDB Hdfs FEHEAT
AR . Tyer 5 01 BT JRAA ST ML T 1 ATIS $edi4E 814 K FURMR BRI SQL A ifdksr 1
B, ¥E TR 1) SQL AL i &, ZEUbEA b, g — DIk 7B UE A A R o0, fRiE
BRI — Bk, I AE Tyer 5RO TAEH, ABATHAAT T H CRIBHEEE Scholar, H i/
g N e F 2R KRG BRI AW ) . Scholar 5 Academic HHEHEIALL, (B A8 FH A0 A AR 2
5. Popescu %5 2 Al Tyer %5 19 JoJ5bRiEF 523 CeoQuery FHEEE. GeoQuery F2&32 [E M AH 5% ) 8 ()
AR, FRARRRCA g A o) NI R g R0 5 2 B 2, £ M 1B SURITE S JE R BB
X A AURT SQL 1B A) I, AT LA T SQL AE T 45, Finegan-Dollak 25 18] $2H Advising B 4E,
XJER T Michigan KA ERIEAE B HEEE Fe 2l #edfladie. Fo b — 2845360 ) JUR MAH SR BB 1) Facebook
DUHTSCAR AR, FOAt 25 i il AU oy 1 At P2 ) T SN A B e S 1. XS TAE Y, Finegan-Dollak 4%
X Z W) SQL Az AR S BHE AT T o AT AAR B B RS BE 1) s EAVMS IE AL B, fe e R A
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* 2 BOEBESEARMDLE

Table 2 Summary of representative literature on cross-domain datasets

Paper Year Dataset #Num #DB.Num
Zhong et al. [15] 2017 WikiSQL 80654 24241
Shi et al. [16] 2020 SQUALL 11276 2108
Yu et al. 17] 2018 Spider 9693 200
Lee et al. [18] 2021 KaggleDBQA 272 8
Min et al. [19] 2019 CSpider 9691 166
Sun et al. [20] 2020 TableQA 49974 5291
Wang et al. [21] 2020 DuSQL 23797 200
Yu et al. [22] 2019 SParC 12726 200
Yu et al. (23] 2019 CoSQL 15598 200
Guo et al. 24 2021 CHASE 17940 280

T RTZHT SQL LR 78 TARBE R M AL PG FAS, NJa 2R SQL AE BUES R4 1 (54

I AT R AT (14 Bt £ T A S IR AN S SCRGe e, ELR T B e 107 s U2 AT B 1K) SQL 1
A, BRAUEYT SQL A BB SR R EDR SQL AR Gt 57 21 5N 8 WU I RTR, JRAE 2 U L]
AT . R REHR RS S I GMES H AR — 0 SQL AR B A, JX AR AL it H T i B A BR HL
TRz A HA U SQL A2 AT S

4.2 BESEEIESE

TEFLSERL s, ol R AT 550 W00 I 2 N E00E e, TRIEESR SQL AR i Y e g iz AL 2|
SRt PR A B R . 3R 2 Do~241 g T S AU K R AR AR R STHER RN G LT B . 4k
HH NG 2 A B P AT T, BERASE A AR I rp — e PR AT N 2R, Sz A B A [R] 45k
(R e b 5 S AT A B S A L, A B R P % R S A R Bt

P I S AT A AR T S A A A AR T K (RS, (LS AT R A N SQL B ) R A
2 X o B U B S R IiE 2 —. Zhong %5 1] M\ Wikipedia "FHHEL T 24241 4~ HTML 4 3%, f#
PV T 38h A 07 G 3R T N TARTE, M3 7 KAL) WikiSQL a4, bryEid Fe ob gy 2 48 FH AR AR 7 2
Az KRR FE 110 250 1) AL, AR S A A o AR A ) R s 3R AR SQL B4 S5 SRt i) A
A SQL 1A —SUEREAT T AN TS, WikiSQL L5 7 2 Ml A 1 B3R 50s 8, (HH A i SQL 18
FJFEXT TR, VAV AR 2 SQL #AE. Shi %5 [16] JEF WikiTableQuestions 2% HAH S & M)k T
SQUALL ##a4, FHorh a0 ify i A0 2 W7 SR ) A B4R, I B A R A&, 78 SQUALL #ia 4
W R AR A A RIS T H ARSI SQL R, SR JE AR T £l AT H AR SQL 2 A1 1]
TEBRSR DG 2. X P A RE FE R DR ICAE SRR D T RS 28 25 ST N Ji HH 2 (A1 5715 B I B, i &5 SR A IR B
TIXFRREAS BIA . Yo 5 BT RIE T — NP AR ES A SQL AE R4 —— Spider.
ZAAREAT T 200 AN, 183 MR PSR, LKAER S 40 SQL EifjiEf). Spider 44+
SQL & 2% 1 J5 R = BEAL S 7 THI: (1) 2590 2 57 R 1 440 5L AT e 5 22 A B 2R IUE S, (2) SQL
BAAE T B RMAE WA, I “GROUP BY” 1 “ORDER BY”. #i%FF WikiSQL, Spider $#54:
BT 7 AR AR i SQL BE I ER. Lee 25 18] 3T Kaggle 7238°F & L BUSEHOEIE UL T 15
PP R R KaggleDBQA. N T 76 Tl ESE 5%, KaggleDBQA H (1335 PE A % 4t R AR
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AT BN TAREE, 5 i) ) 8 P R e T SR BN EE P R 51 K. KaggleDBQA [FIRT A T
B FE SRS FRAE G R oA 18 B A R o) A3k P9 45 B 12 2T, DA n 78 A0k 40 TR0 ) IE . 5 Spider
FILLER, KaggleDBQA TE SQL 1A L BA B 2 Lyl i) v X B 2508, JF HLSE I & ol 4R % SQL 1
758

X o 5 43, SQL A= BREHE 10 57— INMRFAIE 218 5 2828 2 /i 10K 2 Bm A A0 8 FH 5B 1E AR
B, (HA T &R A ORI R R, A — SR 7 o0 S0 SQL B 4. Min 55 19 AR#E Spider 1
AR, W iR IE I N LRI R SCRAA, TR T CSpider. X PR B AR LS SQL AR B R
TR P SR AR, 2 R S HR ST D i R S P B R T WS AR R, LR DL D
D70 2RI AT 73R AT RE . RSB EEA b, Min S5 t0EIT CSpider BGUE T #51E S (cross-lingual) 1]
RN JTIE I 2. Sun 25 200 A [FAIR IR T8I 6000 AN Ed R AT ARy ARG 56, #it T 03t
PR TableQA. 5Z AT I TAEMLLEL, TableQA F R T H S5t Rl — AN FW T fe A A FIHIRIE,
DA b 51 F i RO 75 T DA [ 25 AN LK) 1) B TableQA #0385 R SQL B 242 5 WikiSQL 21,
(L P P 5000 28 e HR SCEIE 2. Wang 25 U RIE T — AN KB B AT SQL AR i 48 DusqQL, J&
P R OSCRER A R SO . S e T R PR RS s SQL BB A A, IR
FE T Hoh REREUER T17 /s F L. S EAUR MG E R+, DuSQL it & XM SQL ik H
AR SQL A IE ) AU B (O i85 ) R R, il Ay OOV E SRR S N A RES
i 2.

IAER, RIS USRS BB b, R SRR I 250 SQL AR AT 25t 51 S 1 Bk b 22 171 5 35 (1)
FKyE. IXZ SQL A BT 4535 A T 75 i m SQL AR R Gk il — R A ORI T E R &l 1 5, BoR
SQL Ak AR Be i i e AT SCE NG B TR S Bt fE. Yu 25 B2 i 7 — M E 4298 #o54T
T SQL A2 S SParC, AR A EL R GEOE 12 AL BH s, JE HER M FE 1 E R
A H A S AR R OC R SParC Al SR Spider B 45 A i A i 1) AR A A A H A 4R
S5 8, BUEA R EARYE Spider H 12 1) in] UERE H A L OCIRE 1 v A 28 L H br. BE S H 158
) SRR 2 24 1) SQL B W, H HAREF AT — @ RN BIRE, BatriE &g — A oh
(1 i) AR SQL BB A, AT A4 G MR AR AR M BHE BT, 2019 4F, Yu 55 123 k2R — AV
3007 R XE I SQL A B4R CoSQL. FHELEL T Z 1T SParC, CoSQL ¥ 58 i 557 5k
] SQL AE ARG Al ITE L. 21 SQL AR A AW, CoSQL i 25 5 T W R IiEH SQL
A HEAT BRI Z R, R4 DL— 58 1 77 2R 52 ) 2 V3 B /s i 1) R GV [R1 2, 0 SR A8 6% (R0 25 DU IR (204 12
) SQL EJiEFA]. Guo 25 24 U4 T — /MU & 5459 RRHE R E 2 h U BYES%E CHASE. 52 i
A bR SO S AH LU, CHASE 3858 1 B SOOI s5 LA I T 6h s i B2 SQL 15 44
FEEE. CHASE 7] LL2y N #54y, CHASE-C Al CHASE-T. #£ CHASE-C 1, 12 4 2 E bRyt &4
W B B ST, DASARN. SQL B ARSI, 76 M R rp ol R4 1 A i 2 32 7 1 R ARAIE 2 R
f£ CHASE-T 1, 2Rl T CSpider, B K SParC A2 H 25 1) B S5 0 198 A o SO 4 9 22 i Hh
SCZ AR ZE. AT B3 23 45 B R 1 28 — AN R B ST AT B SO SQL AR B 46

4.3 IhE

MEA U 1 it 5 2 TS A 4R, 1 B R SUIRI R 4R, BEE SQL B RRER I K
J&, SQL A5 AR R M S th AR A HOR B % BORGBRING & SERR IR 37 5t 5 BEIRII, A ok 2 1
WEFEE R R 30 SQL A sl B S RO 7T, 1A A W 5 BTF 7838 T Je v ST ik AN 300 120 A 5k
PRI T, B S TR A I AT AR H BB — 0, B L A N2 SQL A= e 5 A Wy
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For the cars with 4 cylinders, which model has the largest horsepower ?

@ Legend
| 4 3 : : _ @ NL encoding
cars_data % Y
~ i y & A @ Database encoding
id ... |: Cylinders :| ../ | Horsepower | ...
PR @ @ Schema linking
V...’ Encoding ) ~ » Table name matching
¥ e e T D P P Column name matching
cars_names :
s | » Content matching
make id model make

3 YwASIERERG)

Figure 3 An example of encoding process

SR RIBkL, HESh T SQL A AR R ITIEMIWETT, (A TR S S SQL AR B A — 200 RSB
RIFTAHE. HRTEBVE e fdn gk b, s edt 07 iRk BAEH m e R, TR T A1 0 AT RE H bR v
(K] SQL B AIARIESS 1R T2 PRI BTN i R 2R 4 P bR i 22 i R K TR AR A K £ b 1A
X5 SQL IHRIAX M AIEOL, ST R E. Fi4h, Bl B EIE T ER AN TS SrEAe e, Kt
R H R AL R A KB HIARE . J5 SRAIT 0 S 4K SRR 2R 1 ) S 52 3 54 1) v o 2 it 2
DI B e BEARR I U A B R bR T4

5 1RAILGH

5.1 YmADIEE

BT IR 5 2 W 5218 S B SRS B A N B 2R B () ) i, R SR g 5 e 0% S AT g Hh (R B IR
GRE NI BT T8 S KR NS Bt 638 0 ) B T 2R I R B 2 ) B R i L3R, &
W BB 5 B8 ST IIRCR. BT SQL A s Feik i, 7Emfisii B 75 2L [F) i 25 fE H AR E & B U
AR 2 A B A U2 DA 2 B SRE B S 30 P 2 R A U (S R

3R T gt R T EH RN NS, Hhgms 1 NERIE S RIS, T 2 NEIE S
oy, s 3 AR . Wl 3 Frow, Bl A G B g RS AN R 2 RS AR P AR UK b, R
BT X} cars_data I cars names P§5KEHER K9, 38 75 E25 AU EERE R AT, B a0k B 2815 5 F i
cars Xf M2 B IR 5K K, ¥4 cylinders, model F1 horsepower % M 2R 5 4 FR. AL TAER
T AE B P G o 2 RS R R A, DA B S o R AR AR R 0 B B HE B AR B D AR, T
THI K XoF 3 AR L i T HR THE AR QB B2 58 70 I 90 TAE A3 TR 118, BRIk 4, B0 e A 25 0] Loy
Pt AT RN B P S, — oW 90 A A 50 e rh e SR AT b, 9 Aok 1B AR S R I 4 %
I B i 2 e xR

5.1.1 BRIES %G

SQL 2 if] jr] U LA 5 28E 5 R R, Qi E AL b IR 28 B ARE & IR 2 B AR
TE S A (natural language processing, NLP) A3 ) 85 Z0F 70 7 ). BEE IR 0K R, HarkFwf
2 W25 1)) 73 AT R, BIAHR N (word embedding), &4 B H SAE & KN A O 1. AR AR
AT IE I YN ZR1E F B (language model) (261 B8 FIRE & [ 22 I 45 7] S AR R S AFE B STy
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[ Word2Vec ] [ Glove ] [ fastText ] [ ELMo ] [ GPT ] [ BERT ] [ BART ]
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

4 ZHFERNREIRIEE) 2%

Figure 4 A timeline of classical word embedding models

SRR, B 4 R 1 AR TR RN U R A EE R ) 28 AR

Word2Vec [28:29 I Glove 130 J g N 51 248 BUB Y. Word2Vec SR AS B (con-
tinuous bag-of-words, CBOW) kAR (skip-gram) >KHii e 5L im] 1935 A5 BB BN VAL 2] N T
S, HrP ISR AR N ORI TR, S e AN A . S A R R BT
ANFEA R, oo e B TR SR R . X PR VE N CA TR IR S R BAAS EEEA A B R R
82 Glove #£ Word2Vec REERfE M AL % /8 T 2R AR FRHIE S, BLRIRAN Word2Vec
WHE IR R & DT KA 2. fastText B & — NS0 m B SRS RN TR, 52 /i) CAEMLL
B, EIFBAT R RO AN R 2 B BT, TR RE T AT SO ) n-gram AOAE L. IXAEAT RIS AL A2
RE A X0 1] & 2 AP B IR T 3 [ &, K9 EANTHY n-gram 7§ 5107 3 Y A BRI L=

SR, VL3RR N T7 VA4S 21 5] m) B JE AT AT 7 EEA IR 58 AR X 2% 4 BEAS B REAR B 1 ARTE 5 O
IBERIR, IR FIAHE S AHE T RNN 271 R 525 HT Transformer B2 RVIPILS. (LGP 451+
SRR = =X (1) B

H = ¢(XWop + br), (1)

Hr X NN R, o UG R AL, W, M b, RTS8, H ONREEZ . iAok Bk
Feel = T, A F gl (2):
O =HW,, +b,, (2)
Hr 0 NiHai R, Wy, Fl b, AW %028 SESMAMEAELEL, RNN S50 1 BB A R,
sk (3) I Hy—y P
H; = ¢(X;Wop + Hy Wiy, + by). (3)

THECA AT B ¢ RRIRZDIRAS Hy, FRERA ¢ — 1 DHREERSE H,_y, AT Wy, AT
228, TR b — AN EREAR. R, I RPER ¢ IEGBUE RS S T T —nt
()0 PRI Z RS 52, B LU B IR s AR 2R I 2% . BAT IXRURs f A 28 J) 28 ] DU 312 31
HI G RBRR, AR TR AE B RERR, ATtHA — RIS T RNN G544 BEAT Sl A ] 35~37),
Tranformer /& [X 7T RNN ZRFIHR 1 73— g 454, HOR A B E R P AT A2 RNN R 514
R HRSCAAIIHAG RE I A R B 1), 5 RNN B4~ b3 R AR, BV LR b A 1) 4 i i
HVE R IERR A R, BA TR AL BRIV B IRAT T BT 1R, JE v
NS BB G >R 2 7R 4 % FIAR X )7 B A5 R Transformer #5784 314 A5 B2 BB % 1 1o [7]— by 2 Sy pL
FABARAT A, FrelR M 2 RER MBI S AR R ER . AEN AR RS, 2EE 0L
o BRI s ASSKIERE TR SRR (4) P

T
head, = softmax (Q\/IC% ) Vv, (4)

Hor dy, For—AKIER PR TYERE Q, K MV Fos B N THE R A . BEAME. £ 3 R1E
A L WE S, Transformer A3 RNN RILH T RIS /7, 71 B G 22005 B R AT 313
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BT Transformer 1458 Ot M K. AEAFIE B B2 X HRREE 1) W 28 45 K1 H 2 F T4k 3 2
EOIE 4R, 40 Sordoni 55 B8] $EH I EIRAEIA Gt — fRiS4% (hierarchical recurrent encoder-decoder,
HRED) #8!, KA RNN BB 5 B S 571G M 2 5 BRSO AT9R 0D, 3F B W3 456 5 247 A g,
Zhang %5 B9 $EH Recosa 7Y [FIHPK RNN R AR 4TS A1 Transformer I H VER SIHLHI 51
B 2 5001 1) b

N T SR RS HE T 7 AR 2 R 2% G A R 3, A6 45 4w A5 1Y 1 808 VR0 AR [ Bl AEAN R
EE R EARS X, —RFNET RNN Ml Transformer fITRIIZE HARIE S RS0 R BEE 2 2. H
ELMo 5 %¢ 401 3@ 3 X [a] LSTM %~ >J Huin] () 2 /R HAE R RE LTI ZRAH RLFE 5 15 8Y, R R A e
i 2 2] B FRARIE VR ANE S % VR DL AGX B8 53 2% FIVAAEAN[A) R T8 4K, SEBER] ELMo 78 T
AR 55 S0 Re 8 75 2 il LI BB BUR. AR T ELMo, GPT “U f#H Transformer Mf#
T 25 08 32 B R SR AT BRI SRR I 2% 21, YNGR R Hh SR FHAE 5 B2 () 20 B R, RS8Rt iy J L1 >R il
W5 —A~. BERT 2 5 ELMo B TAE 7 :U2ML, (HIEREAE XA ) Transformer Jihl#s hy S fili4h
PR AR Z T8 S B AR T2 Al A A AT A AT Bl B 9 77 20, BERT A 1 #5935 & B4
(masked language model, MLM) F1 'K —H]1EFill (next sentence prediction, NSP) P45 K347 Tl
W2k, MLM 55 F 500 &) 5~ Bl 1 15% B ERR], NSP AR5 H T AW P AN 5] 10 i 3 AE — ke,
P 46 AT LAAS BERT #fi#ief) 7 A A) 72 [0 2 24 1038 XfE B BART 43 KA T Transformer
()RR 5 R R FERIRE SRS, AL 1 0 () gt 2 A ZE 2045 1) B 1A fRAS 38, B BERT #1 GPT #i4!
R . TN ZR B S PSR 2, 1 58 0 e 2 R OB S N SR, R i 3 5 7 >0 AR R 3 Pk S5 A
Fig JFiadm . BART 83 VK AT EL B SCARERS LR R 3R 58 2 SUAR N BIR &R, AATITAE SUAAE i3
AE45 AR AT 2RI, [RIREHE, TROIZREEAL, W1 BERT, AT AT 2 500 16 1l A 1441,

Ja SEIIRA KR AR 2 T se 2 B9 A7 icidt, 0 GPT2 4], GPT3 16, RoBERTa [*7), Code-
BERT M8 5. X $ehff 75 TAE MO iE T NLP AT AT 55 it 72, o0 T SQL AERUES I A R
B F MBS pe it 7 ORE R A LA,

5.1.2 HIEERD

ol FE I it 2 SQL AR GBI FAT 55 IO Rr (2 —, 8 LS B A5k P 54 2R v el TR BN VR4 HL
SQL THAJAFXS ] 5, ANBEAT HHE P g A A0 B B BE A5 2L IO RCR,, (H B8 AE H0s 56 195 S8 DA & SQL 15
A IRMERIHE T, SQL AR RSBk ok b B SR ABE R Jh AL iod 15 v B A% B 47 b Ak B 5 M) AN PR A 45 L. SQL AR
FSAT 55 BT B R R ok R BV e, DAAT AN A 0 A St . 508 e )45 18 mT A4 4 i
B ERE S (database schema) I R 10 3%, £ FERE AR B PR . SSTURN A1 ok S5 4 R 1B 4R 45 4
Bl Pl AR EER R AR 0. — Ok, AR SQL B S A i R AR A 7R A P AR R 1)
BEEE ), B AT B 7T 3 WA P 50 e v rR B T s P DA — A 3 s AR ) A R AN R SR
T Ve S B AR RN P9 R 4 (AR S HTT 7T

RO P g i Ty Bl R S g i R B AR S R RIS m s A T 20 B 5 JBOR T HRE S
AEHE e 28 i g JE %, FL v T T P S D s e B s g A 7 1, BT O B ARE B R A
Gt 7 2 B i R R B SR AN A () R A O e A I A AT i 21 A 4 X 24 RS TY 1A T G
T, A FAIE B A0 22 I 2% R AR Y. 55— S B i A ) A o 428 I % o 803 P ) PN S 45 R AT i, R
J5 5 BIMNE T RIS & 515 R R AR s, 25 =P LR 28 F FOI R A00 H ARTE 5 AR RS B
gwmtd. EhPOIZRE T L BERT A6, 9255 7R . B RE S S8R EE B, B
FrEAE R, i AR R R PR 2 DR R P2 PRCLAAE BT X 7, DA AT RE bl P ks e
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[ NL encoding (RNNs) I DB encoding (RNNs) ] NL encoding (RNNs) I DB encoding (GNNs) ]

i f t f i I i | | i
| RNN I‘__.| RNN I‘__,| RNN I‘_—,| RNN | | RNN I‘__.| RNN | | RNN I‘__.| RNN I‘__.| RNN I‘_—,| RNN | cars_data [ E-reme
i f i f f f i f

For the cars . cars_data - For the cars

5 (MERFEE) SQL £l EARNBIEERD T X

Figure 5 (Color online) Classic encoding methods in SQL generation

REHiNTES

B e g 5 07 20T, AUV AR TR MG B ARVE B RO B AT gAY, A R AL
P R AL AT e B, 0B P g A 1 R 7T R, X 25 1491 78 SQLNet FUF 7T TAERMEH T 5lER
77 (column attention) HL 3G 5RASE L4 HE 75 1) [ RN 51 44 BR8] IR R, LR s 2 38 iy =2 JJ AL
S 18 iR AR R 47t B 0 ) RN B 44 R 2 [RIEE R I RE T, Yu 55 PO 32T TypeSQL, F1IFH 5128 B FSE =0
FERR SRR I0 ARG B I AR, 7R BRSSO R ) B e ) 1)) 1A SR S A AR R
BRI HEATUCHC, K A8 VTR 51 22 BRI S AR R AR Y. S T ) | R i 44 SRR AR S 56 N iR
HATIRRIAIFRIE. BT 3R A A2 0 ORER), B AR 25 16 i) @ AN 2 4 25 3047 UL AT AL SR AR 1d 2 )
i) R ) A R S 4 SR B A 2 2R JE PT DA BE J  Ach 3 A 9 ) 0 2 DL P SIS AR R P 25

W5 P 20 RN 288 (), 8 R A RO B0 2645 J2 il A ) PR i 8 R 48 HE AT 45 Bogin 25 101 i ]
BRI 2% GNN-SQL K fi B FEAE A 2544, X PP GNN [ 4 i 2 3t [7) B 78 4 B R A P BB Ao
F, AL EASERYTE SR WLk R it PR A - B AT iz Ak kR, T GNN 4 B e ) 72
W EAR B R A BB DL SR 2 R B R R AR N — sk B X, A8 5 20k il RAH DG 1 R
Fo 8 A ) R R RN BRI R 8. 2019 4E, Bogin 25 P2 4R SR Global-GNN [P 28 K i v o) 4 A
VIR S5 R AT A JR HE S ) 1) R A8 42 R 1145 (global gating) ML, 5 2 i FH &35 B 75
AR LLEL, BESE— IR TF SQL A It AE. Wang %5 (53] 975 3 2 B (0 AR A8 B3 AR 2 4 i R A
SR FZ DA B R AR AR A AR SR 1 5 B ] 1) R R R0, T A A2 G A SR DB 2[RI OG R BT LABRHE T
RAT-SQL HEZE, $24E T —Fh & — M ik R gt N\ 2 R R R R RS B HAR 2R — A5 2%
F R R 25 SR AL Fh TS 8 LR &R, o R R (velation aware) HLH 71T 4 A 25 1) ] #
BT RN EHE AR O R Z AT ROE R, I HIX B RO 2 H i R ALHIE AT S N LA T 5.
Scholak % 54 #£ RAT-SQL AL E4R 1T DuoRAT, 54 2 kil 5 44 (1 4 A 45 F9 A [F], DuoRAT
FEARY T B SEVE RAT-SQL BEAU AT WP L343 7] AT AL, 20T 7EAE W38 T 3 A 3 s a0 B2 5 R (1 3 A A
g, THET N R B A O¢ R A BE AR X BE N 2. Chen 45 % 48 1 ShadowGNN, & 5L 48]
PRI i 55 9 £ 2= 51 ) RAE 5 AN BE E RS 1 U R, BRI R 454, 5186 ) RAT HEZE R IRAG 84k
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(RIgmht, DA R 2 ffA T S5 B 152, LAY B T A 1 P54 AE /). Cao 55 159 21T LGESQL
K FEIL B AN G, SR T — FE R LA (line graph), MJRAR LA mOy G B b iE 1 By
OB, FER X A 3 BT A AR A . A B T4 B, T AR I R (R,
T LA 1) 320 R 4 S A AT TG AL 1, JE T B T mAd R

HARE 5 RO e A S RS AR AT 75 A0 R I RS B SR AR SR #  1A) 1Y) B R SORIAE B Hwang
22 571 #F SQLova #E7, He 45 58] #F X-SQL &5, Lyu %5 P9 7F HydraNet DA Lei 25 160 7F SLSQL
(AR 58 AR 348 A BERT T5JI SR 7Y g ) 2 16 [v) AN B RO H0HR FEAR 20, Zhang 456U 7£ EditSQL
TAErP$E T 70 i) SR E R R 2 1A co-attention ALHIFF# FH BERT 1 v4afd T A. 7EH 1M
AigmaG 5] NEEE R A S AR T R AL, DASREUE AR R B A, AERER R s b,
Je Al FH B R WL SR A A A, SRS 8 VR R DAL A 4 A A i) AN s A R OC & PR g
TSR co-attention ML TIAH ELAKES, DR BE A #5160 0] BRIK AR 4k, F1 AFR I nts th 22 4k, Lin 45 62 2
it 7 BRIDGE #%!, 7Ef6i ] BERT Tyl ZA A8 ) Bt e 45 2 i i 2 il b, A FHASEORA UL g 1) 07 =X
MR S H A P26 3G U B2 37 r (10 3, 7R FH 25080 128 v )i s okt — AP I R A R 3R . Ma 45 1031 32
IE-SQL B e SR [ 77 124t B e Bl (AL () i AN DG R, FFAE I SCAR T BC i D7 VR AT A U
B, #— D3RI TTE WikiSQL Ff4E L1 SQL At fE. Zhong 55 164 321K T GAZP HEZL, FIFH A Bk
BIREE T B R I SRR G A 1) SRR SR T IR B R 5 0TV, GAZP 8 A1 T SR
AT g A0 S 1) FR) A 960 1) R b s A s I 2047 — BUMESGHIE. GAZP 7E Spider, Sparc Al CoSQL #iifi &
AT S ISR TE T VERE, UEWT TSR TR ME RS S B S BB R B ER A, O ELOE AR PR — Bk R

WABFFLE X SQL AR AT S5 0 m, BT ZRE € T SQL AEBUT SR, 3% 3 JE/R T SQL
A2 AT 55 T BAT AR I A TR R AY, FLrh i 3 BB B NLP $IUSAT 55, 1 F 40 5 J/0E & Bl k4T
TIZE, J5 5 FEAYERST SQL AR BAT 25 HURE s AT T IGEFCANPLAL. R FIH T X £e 28 BT 11| 2545 Y
AR TOIZRME 3R 5« TR H AR LA 25 AR AL, bRl 3 Fh 3 SRE 5 AL BE AT )
TN S Transformer M8 E5H), J5 5 FITJIZE RS2 5 SRE 5 AL BEAUR A 1 TI0)I ZRmF
Fe. Yu % 03] $2 Y GraPPa Wil 257575, UL RoBERTa NFEEAIF 1t — B 75 A s Lt AT w2k,
KR AE R e R0 0 R ST B IE . T2k B AR A ERSIE 5 AR SQL 15 T (SQL
semantic prediction, SSP). A MLM H T Fiill 4 B 11 515], SSP A T Pl 5= 21 & 75 U BAE SQL 1B
AP DA RAE A R G4, SEEUER] T GraPPa £ 2 N E4E Hiid T RoBERTa #2Y. Yin & (60
BT AR H R WDC I TTH1) 2600 FANEHER 07 DLUEREHER 1) E TR SCNZT TaBERT
B, AE HORE T R 15 Sl MLM B, 7R 81 3R 27 >0 Al 9 A 52 B R AR 9 Tl
ShHbr. LIRSS LK, TaBERT 1] LATE (T4 L1 WikiTableQuestions 1 Spier #4452 I
TEUFRITERE. Shi &5 O8] BT — A sl o R TN ZRAESE, FH T A R A 8 FH TR0 2R A B I ) 3
AT JEiE R 0l A i) g b e S B, ik B TSR HEMT R S B, AR OTGVE S BRI SQL &
. GAP 1 H 4 NHIZEE bR, Br 7TMLM LAk, &G 55, 5 E, UL SQL A= gk, i fiel
5 ST H Al i — A S T TR b, SR A 2T H bR I R TR AR BT E R R
F45, W AR LB TR AE AN Z 44 Z A I BERR I RE 70, T SQL AR R 21 () HAr e B 5 i E S
A%, GAP AT A RIET Github DL Spider FHiE R AR, & MAILE Spider FUdi4E I
BBt SQL Atk e, Xuan &5 109 $& T — i o £t 2R A5 2R N e e (1) 7 V5, SeaD, SR T
ZREET Transformer MUREAL. AR 5 LURE f2 A8 FH T ZRBE A K I 2R Erosion M1 Shuffle #-/> P& H
Fr. Erosion &% A& P 1) 53 14T 28 4, AFE 17X HI I E BT HERE, DURE 2 ik 22 I 55 5 271 sl H A 2R
FraE MBI M EY TR . AR R SQL R AR, DAk LR AL 2% 5] B | ARE F A ) 1)
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&3 SQL £MEFFEBERRETMINIZRE

Table 3 Summary of representative pre-trained models for text-to-SQL task

Model Pre-training dataset Pre-training objectives Basic model

(1) Masked language model
BERT BooksCorpus, English Wikipedia Transformer-encoder

(2) Next sentence prediction

BooksCorpus, English Wikipedia,
RoBERTa Masked Language Model Transformer-encoder

CC-NEWS, OPENWEBTEXT, STORIES

BooksCorpus, English Wikipedia, (1) Bidirectional encoder
BART Transformer

CC-NEWS, OPENWEBTEXT, STORIES (2) Autoregressive decoder

Synthetic Examples (WIKITABLES, Spider
and WikiSQL), Natural Language Utterances (1) Masked language model

Grappa RoBERTa
(TabFact, LogicNLG, LogicNLG, HybridQA (2) SQL semantic prediction

WikiSQL, WikiTableQuestions, ToTTo, Spider)

1) Masked Language Model
English Wikipedia,

WDC WebTable Corpus

TaBERT 2) Masked column prediction BERT

3) Cell value recovery

1) Masked language model

BART
3) Column recovery

4) SQL generation

)
)
)
)
2) Column prediction
)
)
1) Column grounding
)

STRUG ToTTo

(
(
(
(
GAP English Wikipedia, SQL from GitHub (
(
(
(
(2) Value grounding BERT
(

3) Column-value mapping

Schema-aware denoising
SeaD WikiSQL BART

(erosion and shuffle)

RGO 55 5t e AR, DURAE WS AEAERI S DU T 57 . Shuffle A2 K4 A\ M5 2 K A TSR T
AL, LR TR H— NIRRT (%N Shuffle YIZRI B 02 LRI BEE 5 A [F) 2 S 2
()R P9 PRI 2R SeaD 3t FHN 25 4 /1 A S 1 A R0 285 1y it S Bp s 2 48, T ROt T T SQL &
JRBCR.

5.1.3 1R

P CHERARRT ORI 5 10 B3] AR B LA R e A o, BRI RENE PR B 200 578 SOF 53
P R ARAEATILAC. CAFTFIEMITE SQL A2 AT 55 PR s BEH 2 5 i) e 24 25 BBCR B G BE R 3% (600,
H BT BAT — RV AR S AR, B R (At S ARRE EE At ) B S AL A SO SR RE I 1K 7
. XM U T R A R R B A RE ), PR IR RE I T R SQL ZERUESS, 2T
$2TF SQL A= IR

N T AR BA S s U e 7, — el AR 1 SRS 5 N B ] B B RS
&, VAURAE B 27 21 i 77 AU AHE T A S SR R A B AR U R HOBE 7). Lei 45 600 7E Spider ##itk
LAl b, bRy 7 UIZREERNIRUESE EAR R BERE K VRIS B, M3E 1 Spider-L H#E4E. Shi 55 U6 1E4Y
& SQUALL Hifadid #2 b R R it 7 4ivki B2 R U BEAR A5 IS, J5 (B AR R REs T 25 B 2 ) 3 AR 1
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F B SR LR PR . R0 B2 A U R TS B AR S TR AR AL 2 ) BB B A, ]
PAAE g R R 200 4R AN [F) 7 VA s A U e ) e

SR, XA 45 2 AR AT AT 7 AT AR BARAT Y, 8 X Foksr P2 (R B 4245 B LASRAS. 1E
B BB R AT AIORL BE AR VE BOIE B0, W55 SR B 1) TR AR U A5 R U e i 7 v ]
Gy RPIFR, BT 55 B VUG B 7 vE AN T8 U7, BT £ ULHC 1 77 VEAR S B AR TE & Adds
P Q1) () 455 B DL C 0% 28 oK ke B ARG & v prdie i 8t 2, b BdE 1 58 VLS A8 n-gram
ORI U BC P A B AR v, (H 2T A5 BB I EC 1) 7 vk RyE v, M DLR B SR 2[RI [P R OR &R . 2
THAE SR TR A2 WX 2 T 55 SRAE 5 A8 P A 2 T 1 S22 S R A B B U R I O 2R T )
802 AT LURHEE HARTE 5 S AR R T 55 B SR 5 A8 PR a2 8] (018 U5 B, AR5 P B AR 3R
7N ) R ARABLE SR W B 00 2R A — RV 70 AR s 2 S B AU (s B T4k SQL ARk
BRI, Lei 45 160 7E4R7E T Spider FAEABERAS B2 59 & T gnb i B AT 5 21, - 1Y
FFEHZAE B B S ) PN S R R, SEIR 46 SRR B 7 B Uk 42 2] Be S 7E Spider HUR4E
TR, Liu 25 70 32 T ETA (erasing-then-awakening) 777%, B Jo Il Zk— ML FUM AT T F 55
5 2 P R A A ) I U B ) T A5, SRS T TN A 28 e e o S84 2 960 ) L ) B 1) R SRAS RIS
FERIAEAL, I LAAR AR GEAE Dy oxof N B 1] 1) B SR B2, e s {6l FH TN A 2R 2455 PO AR e A ik 2 P A =X
BEREC R, SKIR S FUIER] ETA BA A s A B0 RBEE A N\ 28 L X3k, JF HAE SQL A ifE 55
RS IR BT IR, Deng 45 MU $2H STRUG (structure-grounded) TRl ZRAEA, GFE T 51 ULEC
(column grounding). {EULAC (value grounding) %1 — EULHEC 3 FHIIIZE Hbx. HIAAS H bR o 2K
BERY B8 57 ) BIUNT R B SRAE 5 AR v (10 B a] 0] B 31 50 R B OB 3%, A8 3 Mgk E AR A T
AEFRF B Z (A REOE 2R, STRUG W] LA RS U205 2, JF LR T T SQL A2 A5 1
BOR, BAAE WikiSQL #1 Spider i R T BT BER.

5.2 FRADIEE

TR 2 SRRV S i N BRI Z RS A B S5 2 5, 75 B AR ) P 3 R R T RS
HirEa, £ SQL A RAES i H iR TR g SQL 5] LA FoRTE . #2I8 SQL A7\
(RIS [ FT DA SRR R R 3 g R T A 1) 7 2 RN i 2 J ) 7 vk, 6 3128 J i ik v AT AR 3
fE i R R S VR LA R N EE TR A SQL AR T AR TBVEIN SQL ATV

Bl 6 /R T SQL BRI T2 25— Pl B TR 1 77, S A ME PN 1192 75 B30 N I N 2%,
WR AGG RRBEAEERT, COL RpmBMMFI, TBL+ RonE MR, 7T LLH 2 N RIEBM K,
VAL o BARMBUEREY. 38 oy IR TR 7 ik, v LLEAR 2 T 5 41 AR i 7 VE R T
TEVEA R 7. ST R B AE R 710K SQL 1BA)F 1E & B 8 S M I P 51, AR YE & 1P
BTN —A~ SQL A B in], BRIk HT K /MR Ok B R E AR i — AN R R TER AR )
i RAE SQL B A ARG FE R I SQL M IBEER MM L5, — LU 5 R 7 AE K, B
PG5 R R AR AT AR T4 (REETT) BT I A k.

7 415,50,58,56,60,69, 2~T4] fRIR T A SQL AR AT 2% (1 22 AR DL 2 H AT S5 T B e R i
Horh WikiSQL 1 Spider /& H AT SQL A BifF55 s HARRE I EHR 4. I IR0t 7T b dm AL B 1Y 1 H
TR ZrAR R 0 P o 25 D 28 SR MG B AL R 6} [ AR =5 RS FE (M i i 70, I EL AR B v 6 B A
(R 7 R AL 2 B T 5 (R 28R

TEARRS I FE R, BT B 50 T o A A aok i w0088 FH it J7 v, X673 mT AR T 2 P g i A Y o
Vinyals &5 (%] $& H Fa 5T 2876 2 P B AR TE 5 A0 BT 55 L35G B, FR4ET L% fevr A N b DL ] 2|
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SELECT  FROM  WHERE O‘;?{ER LIMIT
[ acG | coL || L | [ conot| [ coL | | vaL |

: SELECT Tl.model
i FROMcar_names AS T1
i JOIN cars_data AS T2

» i ONTl.make id = T2.id
Decoding | WHERET2.cylinders =4
SELECTT1.modelFROMcar names AS T1 JOIN i ORDERBY T2 horsepower :
] i DESC LIMIT 1 :
SELECT
Tl.model FROM WHERE . Legend
+ + @ Sketch-based methods

@ Generation-based methods

6 (MERFE) MRS 2o

Figure 6 (Color online) An example of decoding process

=4 %8 SQL ERHEEMNEARIES

Table 4 Technical characteristics of classic SQL generation models

Ref. Year Model Dataset Encoder Decoder

Yu et al. [ 2018 TypeSQL WikiSQL Bidirectional LSTM Simple Sketch-Based Slot-Filling
Choi et al. (™2 2020 RyanSQL Spider BERT Complex Sketch-Based Slot-Filling
Hui et al. [73] 2021 SDSQL  WikiSQL Schema Dependency Learning Simple Sketch-Based Slot-Filling
Zhong et al. (19 2017 Seq2SQL  WikiSQL Bidirectional LSTM Sequence-Based Generation

Lei et al. [69] 2020 SLSQL Spider BERT and Bidirectional GRU Sequence-Based Generation
Xuan et al. [09 2021 SeaD WikiSQL Pre-training Schema-aware Denoising Sequence-Based Generation
Wang et al. (53] 2020 RATSQL Spider Relation-Aware Self-Attention Grammar-Based Generation

Cao et al. (2] 2021 LGESQL Spider Line Graph Enhanced Encoding Grammar-Based Generation
Rubin et al. ™ 2021 SMBOP Spider Relation-Aware Self-Attention Bottom-Up Grammar-Based Generation

ot v XA R TR A R 2 2 AR ], TSR TR YA BE. Wang 45 [76] 5 H BRAT 15 S A ARAL AL
], M SUE I A R R P B PAT A5 8., FE MRS A A HEBR B R AR PP, AT B THE Y
FERDRUR. Kelkar 55 77 S 1 —Fp | N E B HE 5 777 Bertrand-DR. Hobs SEHTHEFF I FEAG A — P&
T BERT 702825, DLHORFIWTAE B SQL 1 A) 5 75 55 % A A5 B R B

5.2.1 ETRMIGERNGE

FET R SQL AE A2 SQL AR i il /) — P i A T =X, AN AR BRASE i Hh 2 Ao B 1 e 75 22
(A, [|—Hp SQL &R AT HeA 2 M KRR TE 2, 1 a0 2 25110 v 20 SR B SO A AE AN RE e SQL
THA) I TE SCRIAT 25 5. 40 FABE B AS 2 PR DA Nt A T 70 ) 7 A R 2 A TE A A A7 A D 22 1), 3K
) BB A RR A 7 B2 (order-matter)” ¥ R] . BLRR A AR FE EHE TS A B AT UEE R —MES,
HHEESWBE N X 5. BT CART DB R A i T A B R B8 E (sequence-to-set) HIJ1E,
A AR PR i A RS 7 VA 1) A 2R 2 AL B 1 e

SQL 1145 H B FHERR K 7 VAAE Xu %5 49 (1) SQLNet W% H 1 5ud th, F TRk WikiSQL %
EHEN SQL BRI T HT 51 AT A 8. SQLNet FIWTHIIAN T R HIBISEE R45H), AT il
TR IZIREE, ARAE R IFH]. Yu %5 PO 7F TypeSQL H i ARG, & HEM IS RE s 75
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Simple sketch-SQLNet Complex sketch-RYANSQL

Question: How many CFL teams are from York College? Find the name of airports which do not have any flight in and out.

SELECT COUNT CFL Team FROM CFLDraft SELECT AirportName FROM Airports WHERE AirportCode NOT IN

SQL: (I Tes (SELECT SourceAirport FROM Flights UNION
WHERE College ="York SELECT DestAirport FROM Flights)
FROM (STBL)+ GROUP | sc01)K
SELECT SAGG ~ SCOLUMN X ) A BY
Sketch: SELECT | SDIST (SAGG (SDIST, SAGG, SCOL, ( SCONJ ( $DIST,SAGG, SCOL,
WHERE $COLUMN  SOP  $VALUE SARI $DIST, SAGG, $COL, ) ) + WHERE | ARISDIST,$AGG,$COL, )SNOTSCO
‘ ORDER (($DIST, $AGG, SCOL, $ARI HAVING | ND$VAL,|SSEL,SVAL,[SSEL,)*
( AND SCOLUMN  SOP  SVALUE )* BY $DIST, SAGG, SCOL, ) SORD ) *
) [ WHERE,
P NONE P, WHERE P,
SELECT | COUNT  CFL Team - [NONE] 2 t ! UNION |
Generated SELECT AirportName SELECT SourccAirport
SQL: WHERE College - “York” s, FROM Alr;?uns s, S2 FROM Flights S, SELECT peslAupon
WHERE AirportCode UNION . ° FROM Flights
NOT IN S, o

B 7 BETRMIGEESEER SQL Rl

Figure 7 An example of generating SQL stataments in sketch-based slot-filling methods

BUREM N ARG N 3 NRBIIHER 3 MERDRIAT NS, DL AR 2828 (3R {2047 8. Dong
FI Lapata (™8 $2H Coarse-to-Fine 58, J 3 TR K A2 BRAT 25 73 N Bodh AT, 1 e AR 40 #5960 )
FRIRITE SCHE A (AR, 2B FE i BRI S BRI AR B ARG AR B ARG 5 i N\ R i 2 70 dk
RIAHYT. Hwang 55 7 75 SQLova HF FH TR ZRAE RS (1 L F, 3 — D4 A i m e Ak 1 F0 R0 SR
He % 1581 7F SQLova WA B3 T X-SQL, K AT E i gk FE ik — 2B {1k, FERI A B S0 as
FITTVEIRTHE RBCR. Lyu 25 59 32 HydraNet, 550078 70 Hu06 F PRI R (AR 35 . AT SQLova
A X-SQL K B A 12596 il BRI B R B i N 28 T A 28 HydraNet $4 H 2815 5 A1 513047
RIS, 185 b s i R b (1 52 244 VRS T e Hud 25 (731 42 11 SDSQL, 15 A 3R FE R R Ak i 48
(RS, K BE SR T T A 30 B PR BRI, RE NS N T U 55 B A6 B0 K IK RIS 1

SRR AR 5 0k 2 Ak LB fT B SQL B4, G0 WikiSQL H I3, AR SQL &
AL “GROUP BY”, “JOIN” S5 J#A4E. X T E AR SQL A= B 41 &, W1 Spider, ZE T AR
[ A T B 22 PP ok S Bk EORIE T (1) ELL e SC— MBI E 24 SQL R (2) AR Ak
EAEMPT T WAL, Yu 55 ) 7 Spider 44 b e IR T 2L TR /7% SyntaxSQLNet,
B SQL MRS FE AN 9 MEHOR AR SQL A, RF/MEEH A 3 TR ) 77725, ANIF]
T2 Bl SQLNet 1 F 1 & XA, SyntaxSQLNet 158 4% & 18 b Sk kAT M@ Afr, 33 V-1 H 3 F AS [
Rk A B SQL 4. Lee 3% £ Spider 446 b oGk B FHUR 71k, 321 T RCSQL. B g2
{5 SCAR A3 I I 45 AT A) TR & MSEHGEEAT 73 2, AR5 (8 FHARR 8 T 0 10 A ) 285 AR A S P A s 471
AR IZ EAT. B & 5 B X Spider BHRAEFME L SQL 1BA) BT T —Fpht TR I EIH
AT AR A SQL HR I 2R AW A, 1ZSCKR I “FROM? FH)H (1) “JOIN” #AE @Ay i
YR i R 4 SR A SR AT SR . S SR SQL 1B A A B TR BN R R — e STt
7t Spider FHE4E b BB B RRIGE 77122 Choi 55 721 #2111 RYANSQL #&8), Horpsg LT i h) A &
RIS (statement position code, SPC), ¥R EN SQL il # A—HAE R EN SELECT 4], Jfidtfr
AR, BRI A, RYANSQL ARt A\ 38 1 ALHE, angh 78 5 4 AR (5 8., CAL 5 45 B
AKX 55

B 7 JoR 1 B 5T B 0 752 T AR SQL ¥ fK 52 2% 2 7 DAy ] BRAGE RSURT 52 28 A P 7o A JEL B2
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] B JR T 2T 1) AT WikiSQL B4R, PRy mT DA FH 7 B A s U 8 s A 2 BT 1) SQUL B
f). B 7 R EFEIER T SQLNet HHHE H B R 1 ] 1, R FF 2% E SELECT, WHERE Al AND
X 3 Aok, BTN R A #RERT SAGG. AHCH $COLUMN. #1EFF $OP. AHMAE $VALUE LA
JACERAE W TR I 2 AN E B 7 pA TR T RYANSQL 2 H 8 2R 10491 1,
He2 F, AR T B R SQL RHEF DL Sk 7 2 (AR I S A R B AR T, 78 Bkl 7,
RYANSQL ¥ 5 %) SQL B AJMRHE 3 AR AL ) A7 BRI N T AH M. 1Rk E SELECT 4,
Az B E AR NS R et VA A BRI P9 2%, A AR R 7 B AT AN B & O B 24 1) SQL
A

5.2.2 ETHERRKIGE

BT A BN 20 SQL BRI VE— AN BT A A, A2 SQL B FIE 1 H— MR A
[ AR, 528 TR 7 v AR B, T A2 B 7 vEAE T 20 BN RE, Jo /& T 8 X hi
DA R BT ARRR 22 AN B TR I R AR B 72 AT 43 D 2 T B ) 5 R TR R T2, I I
F X 2 A I A R A A B N B 20 SRR AT AR

BETRFIERRE. 2 TP5IH SQL A% SQL BRI EE—FRrkr B2RE S, FIHL
RN B U7 VRN A ) )RR X R SQL 1R, AR TR T AR E R T 1, BT R T EA
R E R MBR, /T BN, BATA A a7 i) BB AR, BT 5 21 i J7 v 50 iy 2
A ROE R ESENE, A R E SQL 1EA)F 2 MR iATE B —FhRIE T .

J AR BT PR B B 7 VAT AT R B NS Y, R AN RR IS 24 NI = A SRR, B LAEE T 7 41
(R4 R B BILAE SCHR P IR 2 PE G AR Z T LA, sl 27 > AT 258 55 Zhong
2 18] P URAE KA SQL A= i 48 WikiSQL A F 7 8128 i 5%, $2H T Seq2SQL AL, it
RGN T FREF W48 o i #5 DUMLEI AR i SQL BRI E i 71 A FR, Al sE Ak 52 S AR R SQL B A 2%
1, SR AR 25 AT rh BB TR G DR T TGV T AR A S 5 2R BRI L. Seq2SQL A T HidlE &2 SQL
T ()R Rl 45 2 7 ) A FH S e 2% S0 H R S L ) Ak B 2 80 2% AR RO I 1 8, 75 2 B SURRAIT
B AH EE B L T A3 8 T B IR Xuan &5 (9 $2HH T —Fi 449 SeaD [/7 41 A it B, Fodh i
Transformer {FENBEERIEEN, FIAG G INTRIE LR DL FAM AT ST, DUCRER R 7 91 A st 284 7 7
O AR AAY . B A FH PN R ) 7 R LA A 2 S 0] £ 5O J R A N B TR DL el AE T L
Ja R R IR RN, TR — P R AU AT TR T R R AT AR, SeaD TEMFD I AR H EF I
BE TR PAT BIOR 8173 25 SR ) A, DASCHR 9 2500 B2 1) ARe O SQL AN IR 24 A A2 AR s A gk A7 B
PREIALEE. SeaD JEid DA bR B AT B A2 BT V278 e, HH/E WikiSQL Hl 45 EEUS TR Y
e

ETEEERMTTE. B TIBEN AT R AT A A B LA E3G N TEAL R, EREA 7
FA R Ik A% AR At GAE VR R VE N, T AN R TR ) ] A R B, R TR AR U AT R
i AR RLGT PR RE, JCHOR X 4% SQL A RHIE O T, J 1875 10 AR e A 2 B J6 b HL At A 2R g
ey, BT IEVR AR B U7 V2R LA 2y DR VB VR AR AT A X T2 A A 7 A L

MBS RS ) S 2%, 22 P H O BITEEAESE AT RS M BRI 200K, ek T A 7
VR SO IRE S5 /I 0 9] B Rabinovich 28 821 7048 SUWHT ARAL AE Bl b 5] AN R BTE M4 (abstract
syntax networks, ASNs), ¥ J& [/ FrAEI il 2y — MR &b, FoRr 2 DL E T m) R 105 =04 Al 518
ER, FEAR 45 8 S N R R b, AR TA) 3R AT Zh A5 1R 38 (A EL3h V1, G v 2 S AR 1 285 4 e ik
TR A B ASNs {8 A SUEER RS S SR AE AST, Mk F2 458 4 e ) T B Hek
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A O P BRI TR L. ASNs 7RI AR RAIcH R 82 A0 22 MBS AT Bis 5 B HUS T 24 i i 45 2R Yin
H1 Neubig B3] & BV E I £ A58 SNM, A FH 4 T 15 V2 [ o 8 I 24 R Sk A il F A 5,
Java, Python 4. N [ i #4miiti 5RZ1EEE S, SCHR [83] B 2o U AL N ) B ARG S AN
AST, b AST HIHREE I 5 AR AEMEAT S F2 fit, AL Id RS i — RIS MG BN E A . H5e ) 1 FH A Ak
T ¥ AST ¥4y HhrAURS. SNM {8 45 M40 (5 B2 R 2 10), (61528 AR A R 4F (g =X, I
HRES S M gmFRAE = HOAFPE. 2017 4E, Yin A1 Neubig B4 ARZEHR H T —FhJE T 54 e (1) 4 28 WX 48 R AT 2%
TRANX, i A2 Bl H bR B35 A5 B 20 0% H 25 18] L AOW 5 B . TRANX B ffi ] ASDL
TRE M AST 1EJyit FH 1) 18]35 IR, FRATE 55 E TR VA VE N AN AR L2 B 18 5 B,
DRI 1 SCRRATT I AR 5 R e 1B VA R RS, TRANX B f &4 4E WikiSQL A1 2 AN i8 SURAT 8088 S 1) B A
el AR T ERE. Zhao 55 B FRH T —FOC T ML AR VA M TSR AL GP, F T 75 A o Uik
DI AR TR L TR R AR, T SQL 1A S BARI B AAMEF G, BTl GP BB A Mg aHE
RN T — Mg 2%, HEH fooding 1E AR R EL, T8 Rl s L IO GP A i
TR ACE, BA RIS, 78 Spider Z4l4E F B A B M. Xu & 189
$Eth DT-Fixup A4, iE B @& S IR FI AL, IR JZ Transformer [3FALTT DAE 223 B A /NAR
BIEER P AT S5 L. DT-Fixup BWAIZ% T 48 J2 K Transformer, £535 T RoBERTa [ 24 JZ M
JEFN 24 A ISLUNZRIC RIBANZE, I Al B T B A T R AT AL, Sie 25 SR W0 T 75 224
HRANGE AR R MEAE S5, 40 SQL AR A%, SR FEA B T m e /N dE 58 Bz ALRE ), JFAE Spider
g bk B i B ROR.

BEREEARAL ) SEES Hh BIETT R X SRR R @ TR AT O, B AR SN A iE
RN LKA RO R FENE(S B Lin 55 BT $2H GrammarSQL, o SQL WA ¥ 7 —FEE, &
REWS 78 o ATIS A1 Spider ' 98% [MIEETE L. BT B TRE T 1 T 78 AL B A2 B i ORI O, 4
ol R R B B A RR R 2 TR IR OC R B, X —28 bR SCRUR R I B aE s ) bR SR SRR
LIS INASM AR A LSRR A3, DAL ORER  FIAME ST B — 2tk SR X TR 240 B F S0
KIE, BIanaOR SQL &) ih I RERIL A LA M, S 7= A g™ e s FH 3s A7 I 29 R A R R 72
VA SRR . X R BB E L RIS ik GrammarSQL #AITE ATIS 1 Spider ik 3| T AH X85 41
5. Guo 55 B8] $2 1 IRNET, 5 2 #i v 23 i /7724 F], IRNET # SQL 404 3 MNMPIREEATA K, o
SEAE G bR o AT B A U B, RS AR SQL 1B A HR A1 7R (intermediate representation, IR),
I JE AR P ) R AR R RN SQL 1B, IRNET Wit 17— FiRe @ SR 1018 5, SemQL, KA1E A H A
B H M SQL BRI R aI RN, DAMCR BEER € 1 SQL WEIESLINAN 1T, S2ff B SATE S Al SQL 15 ) [A]
[PIANTCIC o) 8, AT 78 20 AL HARE 5 RIA 15 B fEAS3s FIH & TEvE U7 vk, it — R A IE R 45
RGBSR SemSQL AR G AR, AL FR A AE S 2R IS s 4 Spider EHUAS 7T IR, Rubin
S5 M) R BITEE TARE M b, JEE B TR R SRR 52 RO AS i L 8 AR AT G R SUIRTR 204,
FrlA$&th SmBoP, EHfS HH B A BB iEE OB EN. R EREZ A% 7 IRNET 8,
A5 PR 8 5 1 Ok RAREUE N AE G SQL iR A1 R R TE . BRI &, 7258 ¢ DM R v, it s 2 F
ARG K AR, S TR RN T T ¢ XA DA RO PR ARIE AT I B R AR R, M
TR, AR T, B H LR 77 A R TG = TR, T AN B T i S
I3ARRY. R IXFER 77515 SmBoP RERSTE Spider FUH 45 Lk 2 H Al f i HIRCR, DL $ T+ AL fig
EH&S

Kl 8 o T HET R R, Ao BIROR TR SQL il F VA E R AL I BUHEAT 20 51,
— RABFFTUE B IIE VL L R 2 TR I AR ORI R R 7 X B W5 R AT A i) R %

1383



BEEIRAE: BT IR 2 SQL ARt T 4ik

! Decoding with
grammar H

Decoding with
grammar optimization |

DSL design

Augmented
grammar

query::=(SELECT distinct select_results FROM table_refs

where_clause group_by) IRNET-SemQL SMBOP-augmented relational algebra
select_results:=col_refs | agg
agg:=agg_func(col refs) Z = intersectRR unionRR exceptRR| R Operation Notation Input — Output
agg func:=MIN|MAX|COUNT R = Select| Select Filter | Select Order
col_refs::=col_ref, col_refs|col_ref | Select Superlative | Select Order Filter Set Union U RxR—R
| Select Superlative Filter -
Select ::= A AA AAA AAAA A4~ A Selection ° PR=R
Order ::= asc A | desc A Projection I C'*R—R
query 7 Keep K Any — Any
] | Group by y CxRoR
SELECT FROM where_clause group_by *
/\ \ \ \ Select  Filter
- . [ S 1
distinct select_results  table refs condition none A and Filter Filter /\
| | | —1 —1 1
Lref  tabl none ¢ T > 4 B K o
none col_re able_name _—
/ Z col_ref op val name /‘\ ’\ ‘ /\
| / | none ¢ T count C T 3 > K
name actor friend | 1 ~
age > 60 B grade | * ‘ ‘ /\ ‘

highschooler  friend name age 60 actor

SELECT Tl.name

FROM friend AS T1 JOIN highschooler AS T2

ON Tl.student_id = T2.id WHERE T2.grade > 5
GROUP BY Tl.student_id HAVING count(*) >= 2

B 8 ETIBZMNFAEER SQL =l

Figure 8 An example of generating SQL stataments in grammar-based methods

SELECT name FROM actor WHERE age > 60 SELECT name FROM actor WHERE age > 60

AFE TR EMIHIE S (domain specific language, DSL) ¥ T FIIE s A HEVALE SQL A B IR N RE
FIW R B, X R B B AETRAD EARE 5 ) SQL 1BVEZ [MAEAE 2200, d8 i rh e % oR p ik — 2
BRI NG SQL BAIIAE 1. IRNET M8t i i F SRR BRI T SQL A s, b e
NEEER ] F, SQL EiF ) “GROUP BY”, “HAVING” Al “FROM” T-AJ7E SemQL 7] 4l
WB%, “WHERE” 1 “HAVING” FZ&LEE SemQL B HI[1) Filter T 4 — %=, LUSETRENE
SRTE T M SQL SEBLANTY 2 (Al 22 PE.  SCIRAH Y v] LATE B /5 R HE T o B8 I AT ET IR A Sem QL £ 1H)
Hffi . SMBOP YR SQL 45 AR R 58 LA (1926 RAREL (relational algebra) FRnE, HAE
M AR R B AE TR, AR — D3R T B B iRk A i R RE. B SBMOP X B 1) 5%
FREF, R BRRR, P RARWE, C TR E, O FnEEES. EHENNEREFEGINT T—
J6 KEEP #:4E, ‘B A2 0 B & 1 706 1035 3. DR, A io 7 o DATEAS e 38 0 o o ) 1 48
TR P v B, DA M ARALE 2 A A~ AR

5.3 Ihgh

[l R J3E 5 ST (K R, T 703 /Nt PR 2 AR 35 3% A R 5 g SR A At R A ] A 1 W £ 1] AL
FE SQL A= il Ukt 2 Bt 45 28 TR FE 2 2 A H SRS 5 A BT bRig A Jig, KB 75 RO S5 g A
AR TR SQL iEA). RIS, BT AU (TN W AL AN Bt B R A FL RE B 2 i v SQL
A RS I PR 90 A, X AR SQL A B AR AR 235 K ] DA H AR AR LLATTIS Bl £ 46 e E TR BE 2 ST BT B
£ SQL A= BRI R G5 KB 7E TAF v, WF T 100 il 2 B9 e of 45 R A 3000 2 i 5 i AL 8 PR 5 AN Hde
2R 22 Tr e e 2 1) AR 2B BT P AR TR R 20 PR K SQL T8 A i AL X6 I 4 2 ) i, — R B FE L
P rh BN B 22 0 22 RPN s A 48 S it B SRACAL ARt T 56 WIF FE 45 RAEWIAT XS SQL 4% mi AR
LERIQUHET, WEEXT SQL ARSI, Ref A ROt G TH e i thfe. Ja SERIRT ST R 4REREH X SQL 4=
JRIT I % (0 2 2 i RUEAT R 25y U5 T R R, R BRI S ST TR A T K S [ AR AN 1
Z [a)1E SCULECANBE S NI ARBE 71, LARSANRISRAL A5 J7 s K SQL 1R 7.
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Execution
Question: Who is above 34 years old ? Gold SQL:  Alice, Bob Bob
Pred. SQL 1: Alice, Bob Alice, Bob
Pred. SQL 2: Alice, Bob Bob
Gold SQL: SELE;LEQQMEG;RSM;EOMG Alice 35 Alice 20
Bob 37 B Bob 37
Pred. SQL 1:  SELECT NAME FROM People database 1 database n
(missing WHERE)
Matching
Pred. SQL 2: SELECT NAME FROM People
Gold SQL.: 1= “SELECT NAME FROM People WHERE AGE > 34”

WHERE AGE >= 35 !
Pred. SQL 2: “SELECT NAME FROM People WHERE AGE >= 35”

9 (MERFE) TR EREERTE SQL £RARFEREEN BRG]
Figure 9 (Color online) Examples of possible inadequacies in evaluating the generated SQL with execution accuracy and
exact matching

6 SQL EiThs =%

DAL 792 T PPA R o SRR B A il SQL IR, B AR A2 7 sURT BAy g B SQL AR ik
VAL AN 250 SQL AU VAR SR, FbS SQL A UM PPl i B4 18 T OCA M THAT I, 2
¥ SQL A I H1ESH BARE T 2R GRS TR, BFE T B ULES (question match) F1AE
HVUAC (interaction match).

RPN ARR b, T ORI R T R AR O SCARBEAT 1B, AR 2 O 3 L (com-
ponent matching) FI5E VLA (exact matching). SQL A5 VEER & T SQL PN H SE A 5 %
RIFIUCACZR GE v 4Rbn. tHE ISR B e F 2K 2B SQL v/ A&y, 1 “SELECT”, “WHERE”
M “GROUP BY” Z&#87y, HeA v AR 70 vh RS AL FE R S 2 R IULRS. AN B2 UL T
A LA B FOH N F1AE, T RS HE A A [ 20015 2B 2 WRTEY. 58 e ULRC 2484
FCIRIE SQL i) MIERI SQL ifA) 7R MEZE. 5 SQL 4L Ripi /- VLECAH ELER, 58 4 VLEE Y
TR T, Bl —A SQL &) T 4B 3 #RULAC f5 A Be B AE 1% SQL W& )8 T 58 A ULAC. (EfTE =
I SQL ) HELE Bl o) vh BT A &5 BB AT MU BRI BR 1, B DAFE J 5 P 22 5K 1) J o v o 2 USR5 BT
HORTER R ILHL, 1A PLRF 8 BT AHEAT THEEE, DA SRV B AN R DA MR AN DG E e iy SRR R 2.
FETHATIPEN Fabr 75 X0 T SQL B RAIPAT IS ISR, $UTE R IEHIZ (execution accuracy) Z&Gtit
PAT S5 R ICHFEE I Fahr. BT FR—FhIhBER) SQL BRI n] BEAEE 2 A RIA L, A T B 5 4x T
FCfa b e OIS 00, B SQL B A) BT 45 SRR FV BT AL B SQL J2& 15 IEAf 2 — N E W FR 5.
A8 AT IEB AR RO i b SR B0 B o A7 A2 7T DAEAT B e U ) 25, B S SR 4R v S IR Al
SQL iBA) Fr A i) A 45 3, I DA SR 5 AR R SQL BT 45 AT 5T LE.

ZRVHEEAR T, S ULEC R AR AENE B R AR BB O T AR A UL 2, — RO F SR VR A 45
B 58 A UL BT ZAE N AH SR AR, £ESEPRICER Y, 75 BEET 0T 22 i B0 AR plocd 2 v 2 7 MR AT SC A Bl
S5 RT3 ITTE. SCH LA R FRFE AR 2 A0 AL Bl R vy, AT BT 28 ) ol AR A2 il 5 SR 2 15 IE .

SR, AR T SCAR UL ECA SQL AT PP R AR A EA L. a1l 9 B, T SQL 1 4H
T IEwA) SQL SR/ 7 AW A4, TIA SQL 2 5 IE# SQL A4 UL, H A database 1 fE4
WAL, B SQL 1 BIPAT 45 RAIIR IE, B AR FETEREG], BIBAT 45 R IEf{E SEPr SQL
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TEAEE SCEE V. T SQL 2 BARANSEAULIL, EAE1E L E 5 IERIN SQL FIF (TEZE 22 Hh AR 84 1) P 32 41
FORMIEDLT, > 34 F > 35 BE WSS RAHR), BTl SQL 2 & — /MEBIPERES], BRI SQL Tl ik {H
STl TR AR 4> B T IR 2K,

H A0t 0 78 SR At 4k SQL A= BRIP4l 7772, Zhong 25 89 32 T 2848 EAE ) 51, #
FHMAR A IE 8 R RVPA AR R AR B SQL AR, & el ik & e s 2 Hh IE Y SQL B A3 38— R 51
R EARL “AREE )7, i 9 For, T SQL 1 AHELE T IERA SQL /b 1 %A%, St —Fhal a2
W, SRJEBENLAE R — RPN EHEE, k] 9 F ) database 1 ~ database n. /& B 28001 77 AR
REIX 73 IERA ATl SQL FILRE i) SQL 8 X1 /N FE B2 AE R E 1, - TVR A R SQL 1)
R, SEIRAE 21 /> Spider FHE RS HL_F AR BTN 100 NBENUFEA, SEE6 25 R R0 58 A JURL R
FEAEARA B P RE B SO0, P32 BT 2.5% PERIINE, mik 3] 8.1% MBS, I BAER 2RI
SQL &A) I, 5EAVCHL R B IS 5 4. Xk — 0 Ul W) B a4 A 58 A VTR R Bk B MR B SQL A=
BARER IVERE, R 20T AR SQL i B VAl R U AT 98 75 BEARE T3 I DG,

7T REERE

LR T IR FE TR LS 21 SQL AR BUAH R AR, M SQL B 5t Bdlade . BB i FvF
b7k 4 ADNREN A TARREAT 202K, fEMSRISAR b, ASOCE R RS ST VRGN R 53, IF
SR T ST RN FU T MR R AR MBI T8 #E . SQL AR BRAEWS LR AF b A AR AR 5 ) i dfs
PEAER, TIJER TR SQL 1H%, MR T A RHUB B s il 25 BT A, SQL A sh A2
G A5 B SRR S h 1 TRE rp BRI TR, BAT B AR R SOR 2 ) R A

BT SQL B C A T RERIBHFUSCR, EIMRAFAEI T IR

(1) BHEHIT T, sk = 1 17 SE PR B2 37055 (0 e o e ol e 852 SQL A AT 55 B S AT L 7
17, ORI 2 B T ICIE SQL A AU S (1A i, L r Aol X RS AR it B A2 R R A2 75 T Y (1 2 it
ST, BAE RS SR . AW R BERIE R B A G — DN AR R B 2 Frit e
Bk, A PR A2 B R I SRS RE 75 78 S B a7 53t v N P 52 it SR A3 R S B Bl I AN SR H ol
EHA IR &, I EREUERT & MR &R, DR ed, fFeg sl 7 —8 LSOk
MRS AR AR, B T SEBR RATTR S SQL AR ARG TR TR, & T ET SQL E A A K At
R SCA s RIS O, (B H AT SQL ZEpiXE LAE H S 8, SEPs BT 5P K SQL AR lididla
EVRERRERR.

(2) G beAE 7Y 5, ALE O AR R AE S RS RE I AN . B P RS2 SQL 2R BRAT: 55 1 B B4
R, RIS HHE 12 G A (B 0 S e AR 5K, 80 Bt SR B T R T A A G Y
ROR. e AR 2 b R 3 A AR UBE 12 i AT B e, H R RORIT TE R 2 2 T pLE] . IR A
TRUIZREEAL. (HAE B2 R, AT BT 70 2 2O R I DAY o L (B, 36795 R R S AR R i 5%
#, PRI R N R AL BRRE AN . AETON SRR b, BUA AR 20 78 32 28 T A AT 2R A
BEATIAM, W BERT, B AW FUAXS SQL A2 AT 55 HIHF sl BEAT TR ZRAE SR A4, 5 S0A w7t
BT 780 A TN SRR T 998 7. Xt T A5 e P 10 S 5 i ) PO 6 10, e B9 7 0 ) P e e 1 o
SCRELE Bl e G i 2 2 B BE AL SR M T AR R EAR W T, — D& 8 i A A T 78 7 e e
A 7] BRI P A5 2, (R RERE X Ja S A AR A 45 SR BT BRI 2, PRI 2% . T 2 U AN 8 A
SR TR IR T BRI U PR R

(3) MRREAS LTI, Gk = X AN [ SR AL MR 7 SUITE AT IR AR R . H AT RS I R 25y
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TR BT PRI TR 3 MR . R TR i, BT SQL IR AR Z AR
FRIBCHE SR A AE AN R B . AR B i P AN R] BT T35 2 A TR P A P e 7 2 B R 52, 75
BRI RRSGHEAT & B vt LA SO R PN 8 A2 BT iR AT Bl I 34 et — S SR TR O ROCR,. 2 T
PR A BT A T AT B SRt D5 i, (B A S ST 7 3 B 3 1 81 AR T 0 B R R R
HETKZ SQL AERI7 3R H 2k Tk 77 30, (B TIEVEAE 07 sCA B, A fE AN R A it it A
SR, U RS AT A E T ) BRSNS, BT IR A i 75 30 F AT SR R 5, B
TiZ77 ARACEAE RERS AR TH AL SR . 72 & At 77 SN R 2 A P R WL, R BT 4% (751 F0
PATHE T 7 IR AL, 75 RIERD T T 138 F AL SRS HOOR AR — PR R IS A]. B,
FEMRS LR, S0 AN R A 07 QR P BRI, LA T a1 DA T AR 7 Bt FU it — 2D

(4) PPASBARL TR 23— P 583 . HRTVPAS A2 SQL 5T 5 A48 b 2 24 I SCOAS DL BE A2 152 A
LARAT AR BV IERA A, (B I EE VPO FE AR AR T 41 i B AR RIS SR SQL A AT REA AR R BLE
2 T IATEE RO ASI, AT 45 RS T HER E LURIT i ORI SQL 18R T BEAEAS & Hotl B
MR RIPAT S5 R XA T SQL I B3R, M LAFE ARG B 08 e (5 00 FIT 2R R 45 38 75
IERF &S XA FI R SR NSRRI, XE APR O AN R ARGZ AL R RE 7. BRI BF 7 rh K 2 {3
ZATEAREAT A VA, (ET T sk IR R PR A TR AR AR it — PR R.

N T RN E R — R AR, T IR ARSREE TR LA ST SQL 2B BB FTFT REFKI T 1A

(1) #H— PRI FH B SQL TR, BLE S §A M BT ROV T M, MG i E
ey AT IR SO S An 4. SQL AR BRI A 2 SO TR FE 24 21 ) SQL ZERRARGERI LA, ANIR] 1%t
YE T SQL A RAEST MR s ARSKWT FUAT At — D24 St SQL A A 5K, Wi ]
AR 22 Al 5 IR I DL . SQL A2 R /5 ZAB B RH UL SQL 18RI AMKAI fh 2 A2 18 5 F2 7 31
ATHIIE L. X B s AR 282 SQL AR U 7T b A BB — 2, B SO v I B A
AR L AT 5 B ARE S AFAEBOR I AT 22 7. BOR BORBAL A B SR (1078 SRR e I AL &z
AEREST, [RIR, SRR AR T Tl B A S T 3 55t V6 s 5 A 1.

(2) FARK MRS SRPRE T8, B0 I A KR SR % SQL A= ik 7oA A R i fie it
P, (EX el SR AT AL M S T AR R BN U I BEAThRVE. Spider Hda g 17 (M it FEZORARTE
FAELE B BRI LN 4t A 360 1] URIAH REFK) SQL 154, DuSQL Y HHf SR A i ad A o i SR
I8 B SCITEVRAE A SQL 1 A) I HLBESRARTE# K O B0l AL SOy LS ) B SR TE 5 103 1o AL, AL R
RARVE R A, B ACEEE BFRTE T 85 AN BENE 35 B AT ST R DA G 75 5 75 2R 3 S Bl i, tReok
WIZRBE R B A B 22 At , MR THAR R (R RCR, AR SRAE B A4 3 PRI 78 777 T8 I ) P =% 18 0 o
AN B AR H I T4 P T

(3) F%E SQL A=A SRR L 2 SR T AT XS SQL AR i Re mUBEAT 1E— 2B AT 7T, A
7& SQL AR B, Herh AN ERp A 25 8 T K OBl B, B 75 2555 18 B AR S AN B R A&
JF H gt g TR BE 15 78 20 M B AR1E 5 A B0 i REURN S5 A A0 B e R (5 8 R R OR SR A Y
FRIBIE FC A i 278 00 R T BIUAT VR BE 2 2T B BBt 0GR, A BRI 22 X 2 AT 2R B A 28, FFBEXT SQL 2
FRAT 55 HOE ROBEATARAG. JCHR AT XS IR, B GRS IR Z SQL 2R BRAT 554 58 1 e A0 2575
%, I A P EE B P B S R AR, BE— 23T SQL AERRUR. TEARSKARIGET BL, £1XF A
D7) A ER AL AE P AR DAL 75 SRR AR TG B, BE— D4R T SQL A A TERE. I H 2EE B g i 4
RIS R ER G 25 18, IXAEA RETE 70 A AR — Pt 7 S 7). (HRE R I BRI A e R I /&
SRR PR S 2, JU R AR B, ARSR N 24 f AU R 5 ) F AR THRSE TR R SRR A REAE Talk R fit
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(4) PPt SQL AEBRACR MIFEAR AT HOR R . YAl 7 ik ] T SR B 2 ST R AR B SQL iR Y

JiE, — N EOVTAL VA R R I S R S EAME S PEREAS B L. A BT SR AL A T AN R Rl
8 S8 VT EC AT IO FE br B9, R4 7893 2% 1 SQL IR1HE X, G B A IEAfE SRR AR 1 SQL 15
AR, AR SRR AN, VRS TRbR B 7R 225 8 AR B SQL 15 A)E I [A] 43 (8] BRI HAT 2R, &,
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I HRERIEIAT SQL J i i 25 R w] 13k

&2k

1

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19
20

1388

ISO/IEC. Information technology—Database languages—SQL—Part 1: Framework (SQL/Framework). 9075-1:2016.
https://www.iso.org/standard /45498.html

Popescu A M, Etzioni O, Kautz H. Towards a theory of natural language interfaces to databases. In: Proceedings of
the 8th International Conference on Intelligent User Interfaces, 2003. 149-157

Yaghmazadeh N, Wang Y, Dillig I, et al. SQLizer: query synthesis from natural language. In: Proceedings of the
ACM on Programming Languages, 2017. 1-26

Kalajdjieski J, Toshevska M, Stojanovska F. Recent advances in SQL query generation: a survey. 2020.
ArXiv:2005.07667

Katsogiannis-Meimarakis G, Koutrika G. A deep dive into deep learning approaches for text-to-SQL systems.
In: Proceedings of the 2021 International Conference on Management of Data, 2021. 2846—2851

Wang D C, Appel A W, Korn J L, et al. The zephyr abstract syntax description language. In: Proceedings of the
Conference on Domain-Specific Languages, 1997. 1-15

Pan X, Xu S H, Cai X R, et al. Survey on deep learning based natural language interface to database. J Comput Res
Develop, 2021, 58: 1925-1950 [V&HE, 1R K, AE5R, & R TREEINEIREEFE BRE S HOZR. IHENAR
5% R, 2021, 58: 1925-1950]

Price P. Evaluation of spoken language systems: the ATIS domain. In: Proceedings of the Workshop on Speech and
Natural Language, 1990. 91-95

Iyer S, Konstas I, Cheung A, et al. Learning a neural semantic parser from user feedback. 2017. ArXiv:1704.08760
Zelle J M, Mooney R J. Learning to parse database queries using inductive logic programming. In: Proceedings of the
National Conference on Artificial Intelligence, 1996. 1050-1055

Tang L R, Mooney R. Automated construction of database interfaces: intergrating statistical and relational learning for
semantic parsing. In: Proceedings of Joint SIGDAT Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing
and Very Large Corpora, 2000. 133-141

Li F, Jagadish H V. Constructing an interactive natural language interface for relational databases. Proc VLDB
Endow, 2014, 8: 73-84

Finegan-Dollak C, Kummerfeld J K, Zhang L, et al. Improving text-to-SQL evaluation methodology. 2018.
ArXiv:1806.09029

Dahl D A, Bates M, Brown M K, et al. Expanding the scope of the ATIS task: the ATIS-3 corpus. In: Proceedings
of the Workshop on Human Language Technology, 1994. 43-48

Zhong V, Xiong C, Socher R. Seq2SQL: generating structured queries from natural language using reinforcement
learning. 2017. ArXiv:1709.00103

Shi T, Zhao C, Boyd-Graber J, et al. On the potential of lexico-logical alignments for semantic parsing to SQL queries.
2020. ArXiv:2010.11246

Yu T, Zhang R, Yang K, et al. Spider: a large-scale human-labeled dataset for complex and cross-domain semantic
parsing and text-to-SQL task. 2018. ArXiv:1809.08887

Lee C H, Polozov O, Richardson M. KaggleDBQA: realistic evaluation of text-to-SQL parsers. 2021. ArXiv:2106.11455
Min Q, Shi Y, Zhang Y. A pilot study for chinese SQL semantic parsing. 2019. ArXiv:1909.13293

Sun N, Yang X, Liu Y. TableQA: a large-scale chinese text-to-SQL dataset for table-aware SQL generation. 2020.
ArXiv:2006.06434



FEEBE EERE B 5285 8

21

22
23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31
32

33
34

35

36

37

38

39

40
41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

Wang L, Zhang A, Wu K, et al. ChiTeSQL: a large-scale and pragmatic Chinese text-to-SQL dataset. In: Proceedings
of the Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing (EMNLP), 2020. 6923-6935

Yu T, Zhang R, Yasunaga M, et al. SParC: cross-domain semantic parsing in context. 2019. ArXiv:1906.02285

Yu T, Zhang R, Er HY, et al. CoSQL: a conversational text-to-SQL challenge towards cross-domain natural language
interfaces to databases. 2019. ArXiv:1909.05378

Guo J, Si Z, Wang Y, et al. CHASE: a large-scale and pragmatic chinese dataset for cross-database context-dependent
text-to-SQL. In: Proceedings of the 59th Annual Meeting of the Association for Computational Linguistics and the
11th International Joint Conference on Natural Language Processing, 2021. 2316-2331

Pasupat P, Liang P. Compositional semantic parsing on semi-structured tables. 2015. ArXiv:1508.00305

Bengio Y, Ducharme R, Vincent P, et al. A neural probabilistic language model. J Mach Learn Res, 2003, 3: 1137-1155
Mikolov T, Karafidt M, Burget L, et al. Recurrent neural network based language model. In: Proceedings of the 11th
Annual Conference of the International Speech Communication Association, 2010

Mikolov T, Sutskever I, Chen K, et al. Distributed representations of words and phrases and their compositionality.
In: Proceedings of Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, 2013. 3111-3119

Mikolov T, Chen K, Corrado G, et al. Efficient estimation of word representations in vector space. 2013.
ArXiv:1301.3781

Pennington J, Socher R, Manning C D. Glove: global vectors for word representation. In: Proceedings of the 2014
Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing (EMNLP), 2014. 1532-1543

Joulin A, Grave E, Bojanowski P, et al. Bag of tricks for efficient text classification. 2016. ArXiv:1607.01759
Vaswani A, Shazeer N, Parmar N, et al. Attention is all you need. In: Proceedings of Advances in Neural Information
Processing Systems, 2017. 5998-6008

Hochreiter S, Schmidhuber J. Long short-term memory. Neural Computation, 1997, 9: 1735-1780

Sundermeyer M, Schliiter R, Ney H. LSTM neural networks for language modeling. In: Proceedings of the 13th Annual
Conference of the International Speech Communication Association, 2012

Cho K, van Merriénboer B, Bahdanau D, et al. On the properties of neural machine translation: encoder-decoder
approaches. 2014. ArXiv:1409.1259

Li G J, Liu H, Li G, et al. LSTM-based argument recommendation for non-API methods. Sci China Inf Sci, 2020, 63:
190101

Tao C Q, Bao P P, Huang Z Q. Code line generation based on deep context-awareness of onsite programming. Sci
China Inf Sci, 2020, 63: 190106

Sordoni A, Bengio Y, Vahabi H, et al. A hierarchical recurrent encoder-decoder for generative context-aware query
suggestion. In: Proceedings of the 24th ACM International on Conference on Information and Knowledge Management,
2015. 553-562

Zhang H, Lan Y, Pang L, et al. ReCoSa: detecting the relevant contexts with self-attention for multi-turn dialogue
generation. 2019. ArXiv:1907.05339

Peters M E, Neumann M, Iyyer M, et al. Deep contextualized word representations. 2018. ArXiv:1802.05365
Radford A, Narasimhan K, Salimans T, et al. Improving language understanding by generative pre-training. OpenAl
Blog, 2018. https://cdn.openai.com/research-covers/language-unsupervised/language_understanding_paper.pdf
Devlin J, Chang M W, Lee K, et al. BERT": pre-training of deep bidirectional transformers for language understanding.
2018. ArXiv:1810.04805

Lewis M, Liu Y, Goyal N, et al. BART: denoising sequence-to-sequence pre-training for natural language generation,
translation, and comprehension. 2019. ArXiv:1910.13461

Cai Y, Wan X. IGSQL: database schema interaction graph based neural model for context-dependent text-to-SQL
generation. 2020. ArXiv:2011.05744

Radford A, Wu J, Child R, et al. Language models are unsupervised multitask learners. OpenAl blog, 2019, 1: 9
Brown T B, Mann B, Ryder N, et al. Language models are few-shot learners. 2020. ArXiv:2005.14165

Liu Y, Ott M, Goyal N, et al. RoBERTa: a robustly optimized BERT pretraining approach. 2019. ArXiv:1907.11692
Feng Z, Guo D, Tang D, et al. CodeBERT: a pre-trained model for programming and natural languages. 2020.
ArXiv:2002.08155

Xu X, Liu C, Song D. SQLNet: generating structured queries from natural language without reinforcement learning.

1389



VIRES
B

VR4 BETIREES 2 SQL ARt e 4ik

50

51

52

53

54
55

56

57

58

59

60

61

62

63
64

65

66

67

68

69

70

71
72

73
74
75
76

7

78

1390

2017. ArXiv:1711.04436

Yu T, Li Z, Zhang Z, et al. TypeSQL: knowledge-based type-aware neural text-to-SQL generation. 2018.
ArXiv:1804.09769

Bogin B, Gardner M, Berant J. Representing schema structure with graph neural networks for text-to-SQL parsing.
2019. ArXiv:1905.06241

Bogin B, Gardner M, Berant J. Global reasoning over database structures for text-to-SQL parsing. 2019.
ArXiv:1908.11214

Wang B, Shin R, Liu X, et al. RAT-SQL: relation-aware schema encoding and linking for text-to-SQL parsers. 2019.
ArXiv:1911.04942

Scholak T, Li R, Bahdanau D, et al. DuoRAT: towards simpler text-to-SQL models. 2020. ArXiv:2010.11119

Chen Z, Chen L, Zhao Y, et al. ShadowGNN: graph projection neural network for text-to-SQL parser. 2021.
ArXiv:2104.04689

Cao R, Chen L, Chen Z, et al. LGESQL: line graph enhanced text-to-SQL model with mixed local and non-local
relations. 2021. ArXiv:2106.01093

Hwang W, Yim J, Park S, et al. A comprehensive exploration on wikisql with table-aware word contextualization.
2019. ArXiv:1902.01069

He P, Mao Y, Chakrabarti K, et al. X-SQL: reinforce schema representation with context. 2019. ArXiv:1908.08113
Lyu Q, Chakrabarti K, Hathi S, et al. Hybrid ranking network for text-to-SQL. 2020. ArXiv:2008.04759

Lei W, Wang W, Ma Z, et al. Re-examining the role of schema linking in text-to-SQL. In: Proceedings of the Conference
on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing (EMNLP), 2020. 6943-6954

Zhang R, Yu T, Er HY, et al. Editing-based SQL query generation for cross-domain context-dependent questions.
2019. ArXiv:1909.00786

Lin X V, Socher R, Xiong C. Bridging textual and tabular data for cross-domain text-to-SQL semantic parsing. 2020.
ArXiv:2012.12627

Ma J, Yan Z, Pang S, et al. Mention extraction and linking for SQL query generation. 2020. ArXiv:2012.10074
Zhong V, Lewis M, Wang S I, et al. Grounded adaptation for zero-shot executable semantic parsing. 2020.
ArXiv:2009.07396

Yu T, Wu C S, Lin X V, et al. GraPPa: grammar-augmented pre-training for table semantic parsing. 2020.
ArXiv:2009.13845

Yin P, Neubig G, Yih W, et al. TaBERT: pretraining for joint understanding of textual and tabular data. 2020.
ArXiv:2005.08314

Lehmberg O, Ritze D, Meusel R, et al. A large public corpus of web tables containing time and context metadata.
In: Proceedings of the 25th International Conference Companion on World Wide Web, 2016. 75-76

Shi P, Ng P, Wang Z, et al. Learning contextual representations for semantic parsing with generation-augmented
pre-training. 2020. ArXiv:2012.10309

Xuan K, Wang Y, Wang Y, et al. SeaD: end-to-end text-to-SQL generation with schema-aware denoising. 2021.
ArXiv:2105.07911

Liu Q, Yang D, Zhang J, et al. Awakening latent grounding from pretrained language models for semantic parsing.
2021. ArXiv:2109.10540

Deng X, Awadallah A H, Meek C, et al. Structure-grounded pretraining for text-to-SQL. 2020. ArXiv:2010.12773
Choi D H, Shin M C, Kim E G, et al. RYANSQL: recursively applying sketch-based slot fillings for complex text-to-SQL
in cross-domain databases. Comput Linguist, 2021, 47: 309-332

Hui B, Shi X, Geng R, et al. Improving text-to-SQL with schema dependency learning. 2021. ArXiv:2103.04399
Rubin O, Berant J. SmBoP: semi-autoregressive bottom-up semantic parsing. 2020. ArXiv:2010.12412

Vinyals O, Fortunato M, Jaitly N. Pointer networks. 2015. ArXiv:1506.03134

Wang C, Tatwawadi K, Brockschmidt M, et al. Robust text-to-SQL generation with execution-guided decoding. 2018.
ArXiv:1807.03100

Kelkar A, Relan R, Bhardwaj V, et al. Bertrand-DR: improving text-to-SQL using a discriminative re-ranker. 2020.
ArXiv:2002.00557

Dong L, Lapata M. Coarse-to-fine decoding for neural semantic parsing. 2018. ArXiv:1805.04793



FEEBE EERE B 5285 8

79

80

81

82

83
84

85
86
87
88

89

Yu T, Yasunaga M, Yang K, et al. SyntaxSQLNet: syntax tree networks for complex and cross-domaintext-to-SQL
task. 2018. ArXiv:1810.05237

Lee D. Clause-wise and recursive decoding for complex and cross-domain text-to-SQL generation. 2019.
ArXiv:1904.08835

Cao J C, Huang T, Chen G, et al. Research on technology of generating multi-table SQL query statement by natural
language. J Front Comput Sci Technol, 2020, 14: 1133-1141 [H 4588, #IH, MM, 4. BRIESEREZ E SQL &ily
AR IE. HEHIEE SR EK, 2020, 14: 1133-1141]

Rabinovich M, Stern M, Klein D. Abstract syntax networks for code generation and semantic parsing. 2017.
ArXiv:1704.07535

Yin P, Neubig G. A syntactic neural model for general-purpose code generation. 2017. ArXiv:1704.01696

Yin P, Neubig G. TRANX: a transition-based neural abstract syntax parser for semantic parsing and code generation.
2018. ArXiv:1810.02720

Zhao L, Cao H, Zhao Y. GP: context-free grammar pre-training for text-to-SQL parsers. 2021. ArXiv:2101.09901
Xu P, Kumar D, Yang W, et al. Optimizing deeper transformers on small datasets. 2021. ArXiv:2012.15355

Lin K, Bogin B, Neumann M, et al. Grammar-based neural text-to-SQL generation. 2019. ArXiv:1905.13326

Guo J, Zhan Z, Gao Y, et al. Towards complex text-to-SQL in cross-domain database with intermediate representation.
2019. ArXiv:1905.08205

Zhong R, Yu T, Klein D. Semantic evaluation for text-to-SQL with distilled test suites. 2020. ArXiv:2010.02840

1391



BEEIRAE: BT IR 2 SQL ARt T 4ik

A survey of deep learning based text-to-SQL generation

Qingyuan LIANG!, Qihao ZHU?, Zeyu SUN?, Lu ZHANG?", Wenjie ZHANG?, Yingfei XIONG?,
Guangtai LIANG? & Lian YU!

1. School of Software & Microelectronics, Peking University, Beijing 102600, China;

2. Key Lab of High Confidence Software Technologies (PKU), Ministry of Education, Beijing 100871, China;
3. Software Analysis Lab, Huawei Cloud, Beijing 100095, China

* Corresponding author. E-mail: zhanglu@sei.pku.edu.cn

Abstract Text-to-SQL is an important application of automation software engineering. It is also a research
hotspot in the field of semantic parsing. The text-to-SQL task aims to automatically generate the SQL state-
ment according to the natural language description. It allows nonprofessionals to access the database without
understanding SQL syntax. With the development of large-scale text-to-SQL datasets and artificial intelligence
technologies, the text-to-SQL task is also making great progress. Compared with the traditional text-to-SQL
generation, the deep learning-based text-to-SQL has the advantages of high accuracy, flexibility, and iterative
learning. In recent years, several studies have focused on SQL generation based on deep learning. This research
summarizes existing works from the aspects of text-to-SQL scenarios, datasets, model structures, and evaluation
methods.

Keywords text-to-SQL, semantic parsing, deep learning, code generation, encoder-decoder
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