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BN, B
Input=Concat([CLS],Q’,[SEP],Col,[SEP]) (32)

AR ARG I 5 IR, B DUSQL HELEAT TR MR SRS DL, R € SIS 2 BN A1 44T 2
NSS4, B Col i cao M #EAERFHHE LRI, BB m_ARVERCE -+ E R XK B &
X F IR BRI COUNT(*) SR AR pR IS 00, B AN & 41 44, AT HIEs 1 44 1R N, dnevb [ s .

LEG A S5, A 55 i AR A, D9SR R U 2575 5 A8 RoBERTa {4 4 fith &%, K32 A AR
& Context FIRFE 51 Query RIRFAE, (7N 73 B9 45 2125 543 1R i . [ i 09 IS8 2 ) J2 AN [R) 1), AASE Y 4 3¢
T cls gi{E .

A EOE — AN HEC ) 2 A 55, JLAR 5144 Query M il i £ 1] Context - Tt 2 4 IS 17 2 48 e 2 8
D[R], T LART A AR 20T 1) R A (0 3 A AR, 75568 3.2 5P, ARSCHRH T80 T 4UbREAT 4511 PreFeature
FEAERA TE X, K 2 1) 10 R0 4w B0 4R IE j B 380 90 P9 BRI T A AR 25 o TN ) R AT A o 8 R X, T
LUK [e) j A v BN SCg i g AR BRI RS S4h, BRI AATHE SQL B AJMFEA R D, BIRAE R SQL Atk
XF PR AN BE 78 70 VI . A SCRA T AR S 5w, AN [A) SQL BEHR (¥ | F SCRAESE H— > PreFeature /2,
M DR AE T4 N Tl B B AN ). AR SR F b7 it 1) 7 4 50 )22 528 N SQUL BB 1 i) 30 2 B0 E AT
Fragmis. B2, FEmE R

Context feature=PreFeature(col,q) (33)

Context feature,=PreFeature(col,q’) (34)

o, o q WS P gm A0 R 45 20 TR SQL {E kX 1) Context 4fid, 437133 T TN SQL F A {H ik 1)
[N SC4E1E Context feature, ;e %7"2P,

FEREAY G 5%, 5 SESEFRATHRE 2 SIAEANF] SQL 1) IO G X I TR, 45 M4k 52 51 T SQL 1~ F iz
BRE HE PR LESE B % LR SCHRE Context feature KA /N I 2 07 AT RS ARE, I, 28
ALURFAIE Rl 75 S22 ROACEE L S 5, ANIR) SQL 1 B il Rt SR Y G = ) — At 22 AR D A S ms

AR TR E SQL N IMEANI, EIIZRI BO AR SQL 7 (R AE Rl LS 23 B K 43 B k. 4521
SQL A 7 ZEEAT M A HUR S5 A1 41 w] B8 IRAEAS [F) (1) SQL FAJHh, W nl g2 7E WS SQL Ty [N HE 3. LL
an, P8 Ay AR o [k T 44 BRI AN S A S SQL A R AL R g BITEL, X TR e
By € O

Loss, =CE(label, ,softmax(Output, )) if col in SQL1 else 0 (35)
Loss,, =CE(label,, ,softmax(Output,,)) if col in SQL2 else 0 (36)
Total_Loss=Loss_vi+Loss_v, (37)

Ferr, label, , label, 2 ZEAM A AR 25 A5 BE D6 BN SCREAT 0 1A AR B, AR A 5 SRR AT DL G IR R AR R
Index 732, T il oo TAEROIRAAAE A S BRI TTRE, B WL R 22X AME, ] BRSO i K™,
PR UAEAT PR RO RE vh, 8 1 5 2390 J K e 51 EAT G BB Y ARALLPSE S BRI G i 7 Uk se . JF HAE SQL
i AT o AR PSR R, O Pl B0 2 S L Bt PR s SR AT L.

2L Lh B 3B AR, B2 0% FARTE T AR SQL R YT AR 5E K, 49 F1K) 2 json TE U SQL 45,
L SQL fif##fr e, Ak BHAS S Al K FLL A O B 2 1 SQL T ).

4 KBWERRKS

4.1 RBHIEE

AT T ) A 24 A ) NL2SQL 145, Spider FI DuSQL %5 i S 45 2 85 45108 1) 2 26 53 2% A ) BcHi 45,
AN T AR 0 DB A e A R, P OCAH e i FIER . EE M. SRINARSENREZAE, §
FOE I ALY ER A (RIS, RS2 DuSQL BHi4EAH LT Spider Hots SE B N T 5N i i) T 9L BRyE Mg,
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B RE . WS EMEN R 2 BAT S, I BRI EIMES T, PN % T 5AE 584 SQL I ILACHE
fifi . ANSCLLR S0 2k FARTE T X UTHE SQL M BN BFFURT S, BT LA ER DUSQL 04l 418y sEEe s 4, JH A
[@] WikiSQL LA X Spider _F (¥ 3= 3% SOTA #5744 X-SQL, IRNet, RAT-SQL #E47 5% [b 5246, DuSQL %l £ 1) — Se k%
B W3 3.

% 3 DuSQL H¥is 4 ) H b £ 45

i AR i A S ) SQL ik
I S ARICTE | ZRAGEEAE 30% LA L 4k ili G s Lk ? select %K from v [E3k 117 where ZR462>30%
H7 ST 5 kT2 select %k from 3011 order by %4k desc limit 5

select JiTJ@44 from A [E 4515 group by
Bt J& 44 order by avg(4¢1L %) desc limit 1
selecta. A /b, A from (select A from 1 [E 377 where

e WA TR B A 3 A v ?
TS (SQL

e AN EigE 200

) FRr=="1t50) a, (select A1 from H1[EIET where #Fr==""F£if") b
HHE(SQL ) R R select A FI/MIFA from 7[R 4 1l

LI ) LA DV R 2 0 where=="4b 5"

HHUHL(SQL AL TR AN B 14 4 HLAEE L4 select ##x from /A& where TIME_NOW - &7 [A]<14

T —F) I T 2 000 J7 [ 28 7 A WL and £\l >20000000

4.2 FMNIERR

HARIE 5 A EE SQL (T4, & H L BEVEN F5 45 M HEHT 2R (accuracy), FRTHIG SQL A EF S E
ShR%E SQL RSB A, Aid, %83 SQL 1A K LE L A Ln“where™ - f) T 2 AN S AT AN [A)HL2 7 )
AR SR AR SE MR, — ek SQL W A 40 Ay T AN LT 58 A DU T, T8 3ok 45 1 4124 PR RS A DT Fi SR VTR 3300 SQL
BRI IER S A, RS 2 A 5 A 17 A — 20n) L
43 THEE

T T 508 5 M R 5 K R G A R ), AN SORE IR 4 R4 A T AE T SO 4R R T R O VE R 1R 4 i
MASK AT I 4511 RoBERTa T Il 4k & 5 45 % (https://github.com/ymcui/Chinese-BERT-wwm), %
Transformers JT 5 HE 42 (https://github.com/huggingface/transformers) & A 7l Il 4538 5 850, I Hook e R 34718
o, AE AL AT U] X-SQL # H i s b F SCE BRI I “CTX Rk bric. IRl FE 4K fine-tuning 1
.

YNl 72 o i 5 BT A BENLRD T, VI 25 )53 epoch 2l 10, batch size 2y 24, %)%y 3e-5; RHIBRINSHH
AdamY [ 5 R 2% 5 AR B, 948 FH warmup BTV 25, Dropout®? [y Lt #4565 2 0.1, F4E )2 Layer norm!
K I eps 2 %17 BERTLR I RC B A, A 1e-12, Bij kil 8l 4 AOALTE 2 55 1 weight decay % & b 0.01,
o0 FE 6 B 97 L R A DA B T N V% e KB B D 5.

4.4 KWERMDHT

PR S AT ) WiiSQL #dii 4R I, 2019 45, SOTA 5% X-SQL $& 4t 1 —Fpf i IR SCf5 B 41 4 G i 77
%, T A G i AR IR R L R, AR SRR T PO 1 S 2K Rl ) A AR R B 4 g B T R
RfAttentionPooling. "I IHI%5 H A R[] oSt 25 5 X Le v 40 il 2
o Ours: AL IIRCRAIAL, 6 T4 4 gt =R H] T 2 Uil A in) 877 0 55 5L 1Y) RfAttentionPooling, Jf H.
A FH A% 384 5 SR EAT VI 2
o Ours_X-SQL: % Ours BRI GIAE T, K144 Gt 77 et X-SQL $& th 3 I R S0fE Bk )
HLHI;
e Ours_No-Aug: 5 Ours BRUAHIF], {H2 I Zhrp AR H s e i B0
e Ours_No-Re: 5 Ours BERIAH ], (HJ2 AR A0 T8 SQL AL BT At A4 1 T3 g A5 HIL 1.
AR YRS B BN LG R A G i R I T S, SR ST, K 4 BN T S BEALAE DuSQL Hdis Ak L
S AR, ok, A AR T SQL ) A AR ER i 4 [R] A HE A 2%, SQL_1, SQL_2 4r A& % SQL T
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2y I HEAf 2, SET, COND, ROW MR 3 ik £ Dl T i) HEff 2. X S8 45 AT o0 A, MR A7
OB AR IC B TR T SREE IR W6 40 A RS, X AR B T ARRIRB A % SQL AR 1B 1 Bk AT 43t 1wl A7k
Ours [f] Ours_X-SQL B LY, H£> SQL 764 Wil i ff 1) Lt & 22 B AN K, {HAE SQL_1, SQL_2 AN[F] SQL +4J
T, B L5 ANE S SRR T, Ui T A SCEE H Y RfAttentionPooling {5 XA 51 4 G i Hp Rl ) A
WRFIERH ), 2 20 50 2 A0 B AR 2 B0 3] 7 3585 B AE A, AHEL T X-SQL A “CTX™ ¢ b id fa =X
S ol N U SN DR AR SR W 4 e

R4 PPRIRBI R A 2 2% SQL G A HER M S g6 b

TR MER R 4% SQL_1 SQL_2 SET COND ROW
Ours 0.848 0851 0915 1.0  0.998 1.0
Ours_X-SQL | 0.844 0.850  0.901 1.0  0.997 1.0
Ours_No-Aug | 0.838 0.842  0.893 1.0  0.999 1.0
Ours_No-Re | 0.839 0.844 0.915 1.0  0.998 1.0

AR N B R TR e B R i SR ] T 3R B s 59k, )RR . SIS BENIRFE . E5 . HEP SR, R
2% i T i AU A v IS T AN — B (R 00 I R A AR A P S B B R BRI, A O UE M T A
55 Ours_No-Re #ERFEATHF LY, BT Ours B ALK 2 AR SQL AEHL 1) 1) SR 1R HEAT T F i, A7 R0 f
THIREEWBD AR SQL S AT B T tH A (7] 23 - PAsE B i) BURFAEBEAT HEf 2% > AR, M a T
0.9 N 43 Bk 4k SQL VCECHERMR, FF H BRI/ SQL_1 FH)Ef /it pede T+, thibif T AR SQL F A
SO A [7) v 850 200 0 A 52 7 2B T VRS TR
F PR R T R E I SQL A AR B H 45 IR, 20 ik (i OS2 A Fe RS LA K SQL MR HIT i 15 21 45 1 SQL
B, BT RIS e bR 2 2 (152 DuSQL By 77 B A1 1) VPl i A ke oF BT SQL 15 2 A5 5 hR4% SQL 15 1) 58
A VUL (1 HER .
Spider Z(#li4E I SOTA #L IRNet Fil RAT-SQL AN H &l LA K &5 Fh SQL HEL 1 LhBE, %X DuSQL %k
PRAEXT HOEEOM AN XS T BEJT, AT T B2t Lh &5 RN 5, #5%F LA R A~ R
e Baseline(https://github.com/PaddlePaddle/Research/tree/master/NLP/DuSQL-Baseline): 1 & B J 45 HI i
£ T seq2seq HIY ) RAMELE, KA Bi-LSTM #EAT 4ifd;
e IRNet: Spider %454k 2019 4F (1) SOTA BAL, X H I A HE ) fE;
e RAT-SQL: Spider ##54 2020 4] SOTA # &L, 7F IRNet BRI LAl 1386 I T 5 H040 e R b 2 [ SR R I
Hifid, [ IRNet SZLHS R H TN 2505 5 15 2% RoOBERTa ¥ base A HE HE47 4 5
e RAT-SQL+: 7£ RAT-SQL HiZYFLAl En A SQL vH & T,
o Ours: ARCHEH IR TRERBIR I A% BA40E S Al SQL RAHESE, 4 7l f H base Fl large AL TE 1)
RoBERTa Tl illl x5 7 1 2.

RS BB ROk SQL FYHERGPE S I XT LL
1L 4 S REE  PA%EL W2

Baseline 0.183 - -
IRNet 0.723 - -
RAT-SQL 0.745 - -
RAT-SQL+ 0.814 0.749 0.617
Ours 0.837 - -
Ours(large) 0.856 0.875 0.727

Ours ZAGHEAJE Hy Bk 3 AMEERLAL ) Pipeline, fE4flHEMZ AT 0.837 MLt nTLAE 2 HARIMA
TAEAIBURE R, de 2 A1k SQL 51 14 56 4 VL BE HE R <A LEAS G0 25 (8 0 TN ME R %2 0.848 N FRiRE A K. Xt
DRI DA AR SRS A ORI B 70 5 HE oK, 3 T 40— M G5 M dEAT Uk, mT CAAR e i R P DN 04 b i A 60 35 B
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A AT 2% 3], MR B B RIbERE, IR, A HRED AR SQL FEAE /D i) 8, JRi 1 AL
IR g A LRI EAT DAk, TG0 S AR ik B A ) PR AR

ARSCHEH ) Ours B GEAH LE T FLABBE AL AR B0 UF 4 FARFFEOK, AHLE TR T T I 2 T 17 41 i 1 52 %
SRIE S £ i) SOTA 7! IRNet 1 RAT-SQL A E KT, T AL T Ours RETI SQL HAR 7 B Y 1 4
e W% SQL AL G — R R I E T ) R A A8, AT R 52 A% SQL # mT B AR A 5 T B AR BB (1
TE AT IR AT, B & AT 52 351 SQL. iz MR ARG S B TH 7 42 2% 7 10 O by 3 Jl o 2.

SEIG A% RAT-SQL 5\ DuSQL H 48 () 1 43 £ W 23 70 (1) G A0 S 8, JEF1 Ours R HEAT LLE, Ours &
ST AR BE AT W) S R PE BEATISE, 76T/ th BT 104N 1 40 55 BB IO SR AR T HAH HE 36 4 1 352 71 58 1]
. XFRARIL T Ours R0 51 NIRRT R FRAF B I SR SV P s B AR e v B 1o 04 i s AT A
P51 B A G B F 4R .

1 large ZHME F, AMELAERIESE . W4 1 AKEE 2 % FES T 0.856, 0.875 F1 0.727 Ik
4%, /¢ DUSQL H4RVE 54 SQL a8 7 Jr VPl R I AR T AR4E 1 HEZ 50 1. IAR4E 2 #4458 2 ks, IEW T
A FARMELL MR b SCE 2% B ARE = AR SQL ) ¥ T AT ME AN ik

5 HitS5RE

AR ARG F Bl SQL HORMEAT THREK, Wik NL2SQL FEALERL A i B 2% 2 £ ) SQL
WA, JFEU TR IR BEE . B OUREE OL T NL2SQL AE 45 T i () 1) . ASCHR T — F et 0 R 2x A RIE S
Al SQL YA BOARHESE, IZHESLI 1) f b e = R Pk 20l SQL TH A B R Al e il 17—
P ARV & B0 SQL MR MR B, T BT F (B AL, K SQL Z3 i 2 XM B K. Tz Ik
BERLE) SQL FINAS Y al AT O HF 2 MR K S 2 A i), A I S T B2 2 A AT (KD A 2. B0t i85 sk 2 36
SR B EOARAE 1, ASCE A SQL AT A BB vF 1 PN BB T 132 T NL2SQL A 55 K PR RE R BLATZ
RE T, TR R B X 22 A5 AU AT ) ) U B A Y . e TR A 1K) SQL 45 A TR B AL AN £ 0 ik SQL 114
(AU LK 3 AN 21 7 1) 2 J2 3 2 (1 A AR AR AE L
(1) BtoxT 2 2R i AU 28 0 1) FOU0RT L8 Al B SR DA R UM el e PR R i i i 50k, RE IS A NL2SQL B Ak
BT BB Bt 7, O ARG B s A7 5t T R I N ARUE;

(2) FETHARDME SQL Lk FINBI RGNS B T 1) R IZ 20, K5 W82 45 R =T B Dedb A7 4 2841
2, [P AN A 2% SQL R %% B AL LR 45 5

(3)  EPxHRE SQL MMM IBUH RS T A R A EMIPUESS, IFCRF 7 & SQL /I SQL i[RI
S, AT LTS 3 R PG I R b oK 388 T ik U L R B

SR SRR, AT R TR R (1 5 2% BRI 5 AU H SQL BORHESLAE Hh 3 DusQL #udkidk b
AT B e RE R, Ak 1707 R, B2 A AR AL S R 3L

RIS, T ARE LB MR, ARG S WS WA I T 2 I Bk, Lt 1A R
M e Sz N BT S W L B2 AT S BT AOAE S . B 10 A T T e VN R L A 2R i AR T A i
B (U s 56 mh AR 2 R IO PERER L), A TARAER LI 5 M AKRAFAE SR BRIE. ARORIOBT UK 5 FE AR R 5| A
SRR AN B A S AT I 0, LA SR L B Sk AR AR (R R, 3 DA R T . BRAh, TN
B R AR A PR 2R il SQL IBE ), THDNS S bR AZ H. 37 5 v P mT RESE I 22 U n) 3 RIS L 7 3R, AROK I T
PR RS 2 i 2l SQL BEATHET, LAERAT B i 1) S B 2 A1
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