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SHTFBEAFERSRGEIRF¥IR  m# 610054

AW LEEHEVNBALALATRELLE M) £ H 618000
SAEE A HEAERAT WA FEH 266071

H E 2RTHAOEXAZOATRBANLELS XN, KBS AKX T hidf SCADA 24 £ Z2 & TG . RE S L
AR BHFEBET  ZAAERFETHEP RARG AR EZANARARLE D I FRAAALEERSELTR, A—FaEb 54
F B 5 A X SCADA 2AA R F NEFETHAESHTANBRAR LGB CER, R AKBETR/ENILLRE,
BARR GBSk, AAMNBARBOARAFE, LKL AT AESTHS, FTARKAREZTHS, KA TFIDF X414
REBAEXFELSLZMAMERTERNNIHI LB A SCADA Bz P ME T LN X LA ETFRBIRIES, ST TELL
ARBZRA . KALTRAGESIHAEMLIEABH AL . FAENHEED, FRERAN. TR EGARETE MR
BAFH Mk SCADA 2 RMWAMN A RBTRLFM, BABMH T OO TAMHMH R Z@R2AR P45 A3 T 89.27%,
89.28% WA K 89.27% , F ¥ At i A 1.593s, H A A A TRLFZEAFHRBET EARBHOIELF K,

KB ARBZHD AW ERNLEZTER ARA 6) %5 M ;SCADA % %535 L AT

mEESES TP311

Building Natural Language Interfaces for Distributed SCADA Systems Using Semantic Parsing
WANG Tao"*,GUO Wushi’*' ,DENG Jian’ and CHEN Liang*"*

1 School of Electrical Engineering ., Southwest Jiaotong University,Chengdu 610031, China

2 School of Mechanical Engineering,Southwest Jiaotong University, Chengdu 610031, China

3 School of Information and Software Engineering, University of Electronic Science and Technology,Chengdu 610054, China
4 Robotics Engineering Laboratory for Sichuan Equipment Manufacturing Industry,Deyang, Sichuan 618000, China

5 China Resources Power Investment Company Limited, Qingdao,Shandong 266071, China

Abstract Due to the traditional program fixed window interface human-computer interaction,large distributed industrial process
SCADA systems are mainly operated in the central control room and maintained by professional staff,so the system construction
and operation and maintenance costs are very high,and it is significant to explore the natural human-computer interaction inter-
face and guide the system adaptive services. Taking a distributed SCADA system for various professional fields as the back-
ground, this paper analyzes the core requirements of natural human-computer interaction from the perspective of actual operation.
Different semantic parsing algorithms are recommended according to the complexity of natural language instructions. For basic
natural language instructions, TF-IDF keyword extraction algorithm is used and combined with cosine similarity for structured
extraction, which is parsed into SCADA manipulation intermediate language and converted into actual manipulation instructions
by formalization. For complex natural language instructions,a structured instruction parsing algorithm based on dependency syn-
tax analysis is used to realize the real-time control interface. Experimental results show that the proposed natural language inter-
face can better solve the human-computer natural language interaction problem of SCADA system. The average accuracy, recall
and F-value of instruction parsing is 89. 27 % ,89. 28 % and 89. 27% , respectively. The average response time is 1. 593s, which
provides a more convenient means of interaction,especially for industrial and agricultural information control.

Keywords Natural language interface, Neural network language model, Dependent syntactic analysis, SCADA system, Semantic

parsing
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KA T AL 72 A T 28 6 00 25 M 40 SR o0 A X R
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FR 2 3 T K H 7 Bt (Graph User Interface, GUD #E47 A
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HIERE SCADA R 48, X A48 L 1T HH 1913 4 T. 72 I i
T WL 7 5T [ i FR AT SR A BR IR . AMLAZ EL I
FOW P A4 LR AR

il eI — ) R, A bR T N AL B AR A
T-. SCADA REH H KR F L HH D & —Fh A 3 T B
A $% 1% 5 $ 0 (Natural Language Interface, NLD f#i J A 2815
FEIMARGE L BN T A B E R R R R EME
VLA MR A5 T T A5 R ) B 2, A R B ) A 2 SCADA &
i AN A A LRSI Web R B8 45 3 4%
i, AR F O W IETER iz R . B T 6 #% g  w
Lt it 5 ARTE T A A D R R E IR S BT
&5 Su SFM R TE 7] Web 19 H AR 5 £ 1, SEBL T X Web i
PRGN B SRR 53R - s T Web N7 R 7 09 48 3
KB Min % H1 30 Text-to-SQL 83k W) 25 B 52, g vh 30 A 4R
B A R R R T — o T

FI ORI 5 3 1B AE 55 206 P 38 3k 0 3 B0 SO B e
BT RAT T RAL R e R P4 O AR R A T 31 T
LB

(D fFATHR TS 2 1 24 A8 B UL R B 24 8 457 5 Z 1) 1Y
o A R OCFR L BOD R A AR R B AL TE LT
A 5

(2) BARE S 184 75 SR G I 1 Z R RS

55 (D202 HARE 7 A0 B b Y o SCRRAR 0] R, (02 A e B
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B iy 44 SE VR U R ¥ 43 BT 45 0 5 A 4 2 T X
PR P R TR A B L (OB AES (D B AR R
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Yo e an SE R R 4 26 . o FH I O ¥R A 95 A 2R DLt Jr L 32
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RERYGEAT 45 AF $2 10, H M B B AL AT LSTM, GRUM L K
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& AELTE ) n A B e 1 SOV L K A A R A T T

il

WA B — A A T R A R O R R
R B AN ZR B0 L BEAE b VR B 2 S BEORE T 4 B A
Iy BT 55 AR SR X 5T 7 B P BERAER HL v

B SR8 7 4R A T8 AL IR I8 4 B 20 AR
FHT 5 R0 7 5 9126 9 AR 15 AL B e AR OE B
AREOT S Bl 2 VR T o ) G B R R L o A SRR AR R R 4
BHRIE T AL AR T2, SCERC 17 42 iy o 2217
ORI A AR (1 TRORL PR S IR B A5 B R R SC A
) 7 1 1) OB 2 ) 1) £, BV iA) 38 Y 43 A 2R A , P38 i 3K
5 1] 1) HEAT A0 A BN 112 L A AR IE T B D AR NLP T T
% . Sowmya ZEUSIR I T — AN 7] Web 3 A9 H 5 P 2 2y
TR K BnT 4G MR 45 SR HEZR % 5 vh 26 T A ARIE = Ak 2R
VB S R i AT IR 55 B0 B A T RETE SL L RE RS A A0 O T SR
T 2% W5 30 3R B M SC AR 45 o (H G AR % R AT 2 5 161 R i 2R 7%
VLY X5 B, AN A LA DG B T AT X 4, R S L
Tian %1 $ T — B0 3% TR A7 135 20 07 0 995 B4 45 25 4 1k
Jab 3y 4 V) B A A AR A R T 3K SRR R VR T 4
SURIBOCHE T . RO L AR 45 R R G 2 5 8UF B ITAR W
] S, AH R MR A A0 3k B R AT G & O B R IE S D
P —Fh T B . BT RO A AR TE T A AT A AR
THFFE O . Xu 0 F 0 B UG AL B 3 B 4E A
B A B 1) A, 8 A T where ) HY G FE A G 1] BB, Tao
LU ) TYPESQL 4248, f1 SQLNet — £, 4K IH ¥ SQL
) A ) Ay R S ) R LR R T S R ROk T A
i PR AR T )R B R A SR R BOEE . Hwang 2512 45t
W T HF BERT W4 3 PSR, I L4 W T an o] 726 15 X
43 WAL 55 vh i FH B e Ak 1 ik

25 TR ek 1 A ML B A SR T B O 0 TR AT
KA 2 SCADA £ 52 033 2 A0 R 55 T 98 i A B AT AR B AR
F o A7 FE Y iR FF BIF 5% (3 ) 0. B 2D /N B4 3K 8l L3R iZ Ak g
F AR R A R B ARDR 4R T A RE ORI, DR
WERAWEETAE FMERES R EEN R ME, T
N ] SCADA F 483X — ¢ 2 ST Y [ 4815 7 45 i) 45 45
B VBT &, 45 A 1 SO HT RNR B 2% ) B BF 5T — R R
2 A B H 7 AAE 78R A 1) 2 AR A ARIEF ED L AR
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(DB T —A 5 TIE CHA AN HRIBES D% HRIE
A SCADA 7] LLR G B AL 2% i 5 (Text-to-SCADA) ,
BEA ORI I AR (I RIBEF 1RO ME R A RIBEF S

(2) S FW], BT 3 HH 0 Text2SCADA HE 28 i % 47 3% it
P& SCADA R G AN H 98 38 T ja] 131, I BUAS T 45 4 Y 1 T
R, I ) R A A K

ARICHE 2 WL T SCADA R %2 i v )35 Sk K 46 3
TAHET Text2SCADA BB HR I8 DL AR W 09 5532 4015 5 56
4 773 S S 0 S UE T T O RT 4 B R 0 G PR R
JE &S R IF R R,

2 SCADA ZZEHEIEF KN

7t SCADA &4, HTTP Hudik 4> 9 3 &6 4: Ik 55 %% 1P
Hihk A0 P 4 ki i A% A L GE ID, P R B AT A9 host-
id, PATH DL K Plugs 52 FATATF LKL TC KA E . onl-
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UL AF T SO TR T 1A 0 A 5 SCADA REEH) B ARIEF # A

) 2 0 1K 4 5 (B M #5 4% ) » year month. day 2 H 3, i3 X
SAEMERI TR R E — H I T B g S Al E SRS T 0
i, 1AM T MRS HAhEARTR.

| http://localhost/Scada/plugins/Chart/Chart.aspx? |

!

[ cnlNum=601&viewID-24&year=2020&month=11&day=17 |

A
Parameters

R B9 %

B 1 BT E SRR HTTP #hhk

Fig. 1 HTTP address for living room temperature data

WEERER G RGP T EMBPFERA 3 D X4

oA DL R . M A BARIEF RS TR E T S A
o LG H L AL R B 25 49 4 { Object = 4T, Location= % JT ,
Action=A4TH } "W H G T . SRJ5 . SCADA BEH bR 45 4
9 Object Al Location 45 J& 4 i {8, B 7T & & 31 B b, AT 52
U B 4R A

3 Text-to-SCADA ZE#3

BRI A SRIE H W SCADA R 4t 0y B 45, QB AE T i ML
HAREF RS T IIXN ZHE6R O & 847 DL RS EHE AR . A 3C
Wit T 2 iRy Text-to-SCADA 224y, Bl [ SR1E 5 4%
iy SCADA R GEn] VRS M HLAR 1R 5 . 1 2. 18 & 2l
A VERAEA RN, A REEAR ARIEF A W TICS
(TF-IDF+ Cos_Sim) 5 35 #EAT i LA AT . 75 W 4 7% SDPA(Se-
mantic Dependency Parsing Algorithm) 5 i #E 17 f# 47 .

T X-T6 & AT T

}

SRR |

T TN
EREEHA

T EXRAH
48 4 HE LR AT 5 i

|

|

|

I |

] v |
:

EEIN
ALK TE :
A 4 :
AT E Torwi;_ﬁ; L I !
R |
|
FHA o S
|
|

Bl 2 Text-to-SCADA HEZE
Fig. 2  Text-to-SCADA framework

3.1 BERSERESIRS

A AR IS LRI E A ARIEF S0 T4
4o fHARTE ST & 48 DDParser Xt H 2K 15 7 48 4 U 47 17 1
Fridi o TETPERR LT R P ARE /¢ MAREEEAR LIRS
B T 51 3 0] i e B AR R LA SR A AR R T A
CEETTLE, AELERMAMNARESRSPEHET
& A I E R E R TAAE TS, RN ITES.
LU S 2 | R A /N e w4 s (N i S SR R X Rk S &
HZ&AREFIRA . . RS AW A RS F 8227
RIT B G 5T A S HL b5 09 25 AR 5 A 2 R BRI W AR 3g
CECREIE SN

F 1 AR IR E R G
Example of command lexical annotation
FiE4 AR
TFF AT & )T Ao TH/v KT /n 8 /u 47 /n F/c
X A B = F /v HE/n th/u R /nz
KA R RE g/ c BF/v ER/n th/u i £ /n

Table 1

3.2 TICS &%
AR5 F 15 2 Gead 4338 Sl A A5 1k g R PR bR v
HOCHE IR JEHL 4 S BR, R mE 2 frdl,

*2 AREEES LM

Table 2 Processing flow of natural language instruction

Input AT HRITTF AT W=
Stepl 42 1A KBS T /R R/ T/ KT/ )2

Step2 1% 1k 37 3k
Step3 17 P AR
Stepd x4 T B

K#A/TH/ KT/ EHA
K # o a/4T I v/ K T onp/ E 3 ns
TTH v/ KT onp/ Z# ons

3.2.1 BREFEIANE

B el i Word2vee A1 Y Skip-gram & B 5¢ J{ %) i8] 15 )
AT R FoR , LI ik AR 228 i v S R A L RO T
o1 T H Jieba 8L, G40 Z 5 L IR IA TR 45
FHRI SR BT LA U8 B R IE S A P M R B = ARliE . AR
Jei Xt 48 A FEAT IR PR AR T LA RR G TR A JE R e 56 B i)
PEEUAAOR o A SCH IR AR T DL AL R AR v AR S . AR
SCE ST — AN 98 A1) Y 7 M, FH R T I ) P L 7E 43 1) 1Y
[RS8 iR AR T o B S 7E TR PR A T R S A 52 AR O 3
PRI, FEH BRI A b iR X R e A ¢ 8 M L E
St 458 1k ) i A T A3 S A AR S G5 1k R O] SO LB T B S
#, 1S5 (Term Frequency, TF) , /R K8 1A w 763X D,
H AR TR AN
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TFyp :COT%(‘.ZU)
Hor, count (w) FTrn F TR w HIAYREL, | D, | I 3CH D JiF
PERGIN:OE &=

3.2.2 B4kt

(DA TR R SCA R T

A SCAE B Word2vece H Y #2282 1 5 A5 AL I 2 AR
U, v g ATIRD Y A 1) i Sk, [R) B S g ) 1] g ] 9 A% 5K R AL
MR G AT R L HR — X2 WM R, M TR 2 ®oy,,
HAR A B AR

E(I;Xy,-)
=1

N Bt x ot
Horb A AR AL BE 1 BUME X R S [0, 1], AN 3] o) 40 A A A
SRR EEE T 1, 3P 1A A SO AR

(2) 484 L1 5 we st

X2t SR AR U B ARIE TR AP S S= (a1 0500,
20 T EE 2 A3 S B H m L R E IR 2 515k
JE RN v, A ML cos(a sy R E— A BIME p. 24
cos{a; s y; ) K B A B, A T LA A B 3 7 A 9 1 2 I LAY
TEVCHL T 3 R A 48 A S sim LU T B 2 T
SCE R BT 45 ML i SCADA R, SRR GI %
ik 3 gyl Hoh s T R P E S B O B FLRE R Y
SHUE . AT R 3 4 S 1) St A 3 X 14 2 B0, B
T SO B VRS FE SRR b, T L SE S R A R
HTTP Huhl: 5% JavaSeript J5 ¥ 38 oF £7 A5 i) 2 22 il #5402 .

5 LR VIR TR T TICS B3k i Uit 2.
Bk 1 TICSHEA AR HRAMIT A%
A HEAR R F AT String
L 450 Ak B A X 4R 4 [{ Object: word _ 1}, { Location: word_2},
{Action:word_3}]
1.RESULT={ 0 }/ = PGt — 2 E 4 » /
2. StringList=Keyword_Extract(String, *TF’) / % TF-IDF i $&

B/

cos{x; sy, )=

3. FOR List IN StringList/ 3 Ifj #2 BUS (9 &4 7 51 3% = /
4, IF List[0] IN Location_dict OR List[1]=="‘ns’ / * ¥ X
AEA B R M) S B 3 R M R s, WA R T T N A R M+ /

5. Location < List[ 0]

6. ELSE IF cos_sim™>=0. 65

7. Location <= List[0]

8. END IF

9. IF List[0] IN Object_dict OR List[1]==‘nz"OR‘nc’
10. Object < List[0]

11. ELSE IF cos_sim>=0. 65

12. Object < List[0]

13. END IF

14. IF List[0] IN Action dict OR List[1]=="‘v’
15. Action < List[0]

16. ELSE IF cos_sim>=0. 65

17. Action <= List[0]

18. END IF
19. RESULT < [{ Object: word _1}, { Location: word _ 2}, { Action:
word_3} ]/ x B &R x /
20. END FOR
#3 HERTIFE

Table 3 Parameter index

Keywords ViewlD
B E 1
BT 2
5t 5 3

T4 4

3.3 SDPA &3k

SDPAEERM BT B 2 E R BRIEFTHL, A
DDParser X & 2% A 816 & 6 S KA W% 50T, B AKRIES
T4 AT B A3 W5 0 A3 A 28 U L 43 BT B2 2 4R 4 v ] g T
Z IH] AR O 2R L I LA SCHE Am 1 ORI o DA T S5 AR 4% A AR
BEIASIE T, A E T —A 3 T BT E
2N 3 TR .

parameter list:[4,2,1],[0,2,7],[0,2.8] |

T

I [{'action": "% %", 'location”: 'E} ", 'object’: "ift £'}, {'action": ' [, 'location: "% JT", 'object’: "% #'}, {'action”: ' % []', 'location’: "% /T, 'object’: '& JT'}] |

| Location: B %5 % /T |

| ActionE&; %M | Object:i8./8; =i &1T

/ /
I Action_1 l | Location_1 | I Object_1 | | Action_2 " Location_2| | Object 2 | | Object_3 |
HED CMP ATT MT VOB ADV \AY% ATT MT VOB MT COO
v/0 m/1 n/5 u/3 n/1 c/7 v/1 n/10 u/8 n/7 c/12 n/10
ﬁTﬁ ’TT ENE 9 iﬁTf% "*T & KH ZTFJ EWT7 =i Iﬂ éTJiT

5 3 SDPA fif HrHE 4L

Fig. 3 SDPA parsing framework

3.3.1 ARG & EHH

K% B ORE F 182 S FT T R B4 2 R AR S G T R Y
KI7 A R MR AE R R BN R L word” :[*567, “4TTF 7, * K
1R VRS R £ = I I = TR {1V R ¥ I/ Rl
‘postag’:[‘d’.‘v’.‘n",‘u’.‘n’, e’ ¢

‘head’:[2,0,5,3,2,7,2,10,8,7], “deprel’: [*ADV’,

RN RS A
V,l’l’llyn],

‘HED’, “ATT’, ‘MT’, ‘VOB’, ‘ADV’, ‘VV’, ‘ATT’,
‘MT’, VOB’ ]} ], ¥ BREF AWM R 4 4645,
B “word”“postag”“head” L } “deprel”, HAR IR £ /R H R IEH
F8 44l Ja (R 45 B A1) R M IR T L2 TA) AL AR
KRAUBIE XK R, FEXNERHREFHLSETHALL L
Jo s RIS TR I I AE KA R R EEA 4 MO KR
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(HED) .E 7 56 & (ATT). 31 % 3% & (VOB) M I 5 % &R

(COOY. R4 HIMT HARTEF W WARAE KGRI 7R

4 ARFERF IR
Table 4 Example of dependency relationship

x % i #® # 1

HED AN TF RS AT EN % 89 6 4T (ROOT, 47 F . HED)
ATT FEELH PO ZE KR K P KMyt BB, AMLATT)
VOB EEL5EEZE N X F i A AR AT IF R B A E AL T I s AL, VOB)
COO [E] % A 3 E 2 6y x & FTFEEHEFMETCEHE, £IT,CO0)

RIG AT PR 21 . fE A RIBF 84 bl W LU 3
T SRy HE AN ) B RO AN T AT TR 8 BT DL TR T Y
BUFE N 0, BV 54 A 38 358 K AF 56 & L ROOT 4%
R [, 8 A 2R CATD R R 1 2 % 15 5 ot 1) Z 8] /1 56
R TEARGITCETTFX N BN 5, 55 5 4 B
TR E R R ATT) BTN 2 87 89 1 ; [
B, “Rib TR B B BTN 10, B S 58 10 A R AT O #
BT RR(ATT) . RIEIX — Rtk T DL £ 48 e X R
CATT) Jext 10 1) Ji B4 4 Sy v A1 35 5 45008 25 # 3 =X b i o
(Location) JE . [F] B, 7 7 451 v 25 987 F J X g 19 30 R
2, B85 2 A FT R S 3 = O R (VOB “ IO T
XTI B Ry 7, B 5 AT S BRI OGP R B B OR R
(VOB) . MR IX — 55 7T Lk B4R B3 72 26 & (VOB) Jif X
N7 43R Je B A Sy o ) 3 T ROHE £ 0 T R X 4 (Object) JE 1
64 “FT IFJ6F B (i S AL AN BE BT AL R AL S e s AL
Z )2 )31 31 56 FR (COO) , B[] 28 B 4a) 1% 2 ) A9 56 & . (X
A 7E 38 B 33X Fl I B B, AT LU 3F 31 56 FR (COO) i X L A 171) Ji
TP AT B, B IF %4 (Object) JB P . 1 414 31 /E (Action)
@Ak, AT LB S R R (VOB , kB BB X 4 @ v LG
M3 Bl 0] 5 2 1 =2 B) RO O AR, £ RO U P MRS 174 6 B iR
Sy SR @ L AN TP AT O, O B R AT O 22 R A A
SRR AN W SRR M, &k DL BB IR 5E R
WEAGUE . SMAE R ARET BT HETHEHARE
KHIENE Y BT 1Y R ROHE 45 A Y =, B[ action”
‘FTTF’, “location” : “&JT’, ‘object’: ‘a5 87} { “action’: ‘&
P47, “location” : “EME 7, “object”: AT}, m L BEATIE -
54 WU e ISR e . b AR A AT IR R T R = WK
Je e VAT Bib 2 T 567 AT I Jet 5 1 1k K8 AL 0 % B B B AR A
FKREMUME 4 fiR,

ROOT

T
0[v[HED

/l\ R0|OT
5 = RH T
2|dADV 703 fx OVIED
ZTT RE TR AL
?ATT 7|c[ADV 7/OB A
# EMNE B B
3uMT ?ATT 7ATT 4n§
# # n

8u/M 2[uMT 6|cMT
(a) (b)

B4 fRAE AL

Fig.4 Dependency syntax diagrams

3.3.2 X4BMEFLBRMAR

TR AE ) 1 43 BT DA B R PR R IE R U A HHARTE F 48 4
WY OC R M TN I e b SCE SCRY A ) RO A5 A
ocation’: ¢ 7, ‘object”: ¢ 7} =, I B

{“action”: ‘7, ‘1
mr.

(DA U 2% H SRR 48 2 IARSE o BT 46 21 5

(2) 3 Py MAF 43 B 45 5% ARG 18 LG F LA B i) M R AE 32
KEEFE T 5

(3 ¥ 3 A Zh I 78 3 o Sl 8 A 9 v R] 1 5 A0S 45 4 B
Kk,

A SR FH 8 SCRRAE 2547 O 58 i M 4 O, 2 38 4R T
NKBRAIF . EPRFREATD . .HERXRZRZ(VOB) 5% %
(COO) , TEHEAT I FHHE bn 4 Y B, 5 238 70% LA R FL0)

FW 1 484 AEAE 24 Bl i B g, Bl B LD X
F(HED) ALETE G R (VV) A F T B H 42 U, I 1 5 536
BIERFR (VOB , iR 51 F L DL K I Pk R AE , A Bh 52 18 4%
F) X% N A B3]

FW 2 i AR A SO B 2 ST R
R4 SURAT, BH HhARRE T KR AT ZME
5 2o PRI PT R 3 L SRV o 6 s 1k

HUW 3 356 R (COO) 1 #5154 P 2 /9 1 A
A, BR R P T R B B VE — 3. B XTI R e R L = S E
f B AR B ARRE— B, 58 06 R (VOB) X I 14 7] Ji & af LA i
TEIf.

T UL AW, B 2 #R T SDPA 5k 0915 g br
SR,

Eik 2 SDPA HE A HARIES 162 M5 %

A A AR T 48 A KAE X R 7ML ParserDict, {3 &% { word, post-
ag-head,deprel} . H 1, word 7R 17 L H , postag F 7w 17 ¥,
head &7 B /> 1] i 22 6] 14 07 B MR O 3R L deprel 2878 P A 1 1%
Z IR KAE S &

454 Ak # {8 %T 4 4 [{ Object: word _1} . { Location: word _2} .
{ Action:word_3}]

.RESULT={ 0 }/ = Witk — =G =/

.number= —1/ * YIHILTTHAE B x /

. WordList=ParserDict[ * word’ ]

B

. PostagList=ParserDict[ ‘ postag’]

. HeadList=ParserDict[ ‘head’ ]

. RelationList=ParserDict[ ‘deprel” ]

. FOR relation IN RelationList

number=number—+1

IF relation=="‘ATT’ /* i P LR * /

10. Location <= WordList[ number]

11. Object <~ WordList[ HeadList[ number |—1]
12. ELSE IF

(relation==‘VOB’) OR(relation==""COO0")

© 0 NN o Ul B W N e
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13. IF relation=="‘VOB’

14. Action<-WordList[ HeadList[ number]—1]
15. ELSE Object<-WordList[ number ]

16. END IF

17.  ENDIF

18. RESULT < [{ Object: word _1}, { Location: word _2}, { Action:
word_3} 1/ » BLHTLEA « /

19. END FOR
3.3.3 AT EKAL R

WA T S A HOR TR F LR AT AR AR A i R & )
PO MR P RO R R I S SR BB BBk . BUEA S+
A% o R — TR U8 R A [R) o 5 P OY AR A7 56 R T BB A TR ]
Bl iE B RAT M= 0 S AT TR ENE 9 B AT 7 X W5 4%
H ARG T 184 FT 35 10 & U584 — 30, B J2& SC 4 n) “ T HF 7 e
FRMIKAE R RN AR, EH—FiEL D, AT 58"
AR R (DOB) . 7E5 — 418 4, “4T FF 7 FI“ROOT”
%0 FR (HED) . RFE 2R — R HRESHL T, [H
— P A S Z2 T N ) 1) R, T BB R — B0, 48 0 35 R 3R 4
AT T2 09 S AT BT 1928 7 i <357 F e G 4T 7 3 5 1
iR M B E R R (VOB . Ak, N EHE Ui B &5 48 2% —
LA I A AT IR B E A HNL G N TAE R BT
W B 2 g R R [{faction’: ‘4T FF 7, ‘location’ :
‘RPME 7, ‘object”: “HHLHLER N7}, {“action”: ‘4TI, “loca-
tion”: ‘BME ", ‘object”: “fREE ], AW —AFHM AL RN,
FLBE PR FE 7R IA 0 5T 42 Cobject) JE M. EZFEHE A& TR
SR EH NI E XL R (VOB I HH L N7 5 “FTH”
W EXLR (VOB Bk 2 SiRE RN E NN LR
PEIF 58 A PR . DR TE DR AL B R B 5 Bl N B 4
PG5 SR h 2 R TR B, I BLEE & 100 M R0 A K 4 3R 42 B
15 BB, AT 2 55 48 4 BT 1) M ff 32, 38 s A7 A vk o B 1Y
i 4 G5 H A0 A BT SR 1 R A v LTS M DL R W] AR R L AR
SDPA BILTEE 28 BRI T 164 @it L B T = R R
i3 BRELmra R
it A :RESULT
i th - PRAK S 1 RESULT
1.i=0
2. Object_value={ @ }/ * ML —A=FN K * /
3.1F Action !=( AND Location !=¢ AND Object | =0
4. FORitem IN RESULT
5. Object_value<—item(key_value) / * ¥ & 75 %t 4 Ja 1 9 35 5 (i

A R R * /

. END FOR
. FOR stringl IN WordList
i=it+1
. FOR string2 IN Object_value

© o N >

10. IF string2= =stringl

11. IF(Postaglist[i—1]!1= ‘nz’) AND (PostagList[i—1] | =
‘n’)
12. Delete(dict<—object) / * X % J& PE WA & nz 3 n, WK
O ST TE 1 B B </
13. END IF
14. END IF

15. END FOR
16. RESULT < RESULT

17. RETURN RESULT
18. END FOR

4 IXBWRERERSFH

4.1 MiKHiEERE

Text-to-SCADA J& M [ 4 & Uk 1 A 28 18 5 18 2 AT
FESR T A% SCHR M A Ry 40030, 38 A7) B 8 T e Sl ik 4 4
RS —CNLQTS. & Tif kA M 4, A 2 R A XTHE 3C
AR B A LT TS 2 XA SCADA & 4e v nl RE LY
2% Fhde 4 88 5 T B AR AN AL 20 T L A 2R 1Y
H@Efmm F, XM SR FIERBE AR
Text2SCADA B b AR E TR AR, Bik
WOk g 158 IR E — A SCADA £ 55 v ) i 5 4% 20 BT 12
B b A F AL A 48 4 {“object”: <4517, “location” : “HL
Fr7 s faction” : AT TF 7} SRR L 5 Dh 1 5 In) BB A 0SS A AR
EE RS E=“4T L2 87 KB E Y AT INE 24 .
HE AREFTEN ., RIELRERET 20 MHE,
WHRT LA T B BT P — R H 3k 5
iRZR

* 5 IERHERG

Table 5 Corpus examples

F ] iE E BRIEE
15 A EE L = i
{object= % il .location= ;/7© ' &ﬁ%ﬁ% s
HL8 »action— 47 7 ) o) A = 4TI
' EAQ kBN R EATH

%, CNLQTS Hdls 52 it 72k A AR 419 600 4% H
RIBT R A LA AR 453 (200) . Tl 45148 (200) % fig
R (200) , BATIHIE S 100 FHA ARIEFES
100 £ E R ARIBEFRS . HHWZR 6 Fr o 4 Fh 2 T4
Pt AT S 46 K

# 6 CNLQTS $d 7= i
Table 6 Example of CNLQTS dataset

B & 4 R
KU E B ER S D
EHREEHEA TR ERES D
THAEWIT . KEEE-TRENEE.
i R A B AT IR T R R
WEAERBRER S D7
FENEH _AMBKER S D
ETANEM R AN BEXALTLENTHE,
EHREE-THENE N FERE,
HEEMT) RAANEA AL #8357,
EEMT _EWNTLNBEATERREE,
1T TF 5 B 9 s A AL .
EHETLAERWKRERS D7
EAABEN G  BAR T ARG BE.
TFFTHARNEAR G,

I

R

4.2 Text-to-SCADA #EZ2 {54

Text2SCADA F B8 #9770 J5 ik EZAAE 3 4> K 0 R
Precision, A [A] 38 Recall L1} F-score {H, 283l id F T H &
BRI, AR R S 600 XARIEF RS H
FEAE A AR X S0 25 A A e L AR LR SE I L AN W] A
1 A AR S X SRR HEAT PR R I, OF B AT A E A T K
RBUE R POE MR R UMK F (6. T RGHAHCA =K
FE S A FRoR IE B R B 3R bR LSO R 8 AR E AN 80 B R
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i AL R ID RS HG C R B A R IE F 1R B A R iR
BB MR AXT .

P:A

B
A
kR=¢
_2XPXR

F="pTx
4.3 lgFaLL
4.3.1 FAHENAN

K H skip-gram R 351 o Bk S8 SOH B 1) 2k A4 I R
R 15048 FR/N A 84 5R FHBEHLAS B B 5 AT I 25 L I 2%
A AR loss ML N 5 FR

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000

K5 Y%k Loss i<k
Fig.5 Loss curve
5 3 v Sl 1 1) TR 2 DL L ST DL L A 3O B
AR FVEE I e A9 /0] 18 AR B0 BE 5 BBORE AL EE B v 114 T 3R
P 174 35] DG C TR PR T ) 3 5 5 Pl g o S A W G AR B A B
B4 IR A X G | a5 M G B heep Hb b 5R
JavaScript J7 4T84,
1.3.2 AR BRIETIASBAT A E MR LR
J T VPl TICS B [ 4K 15 5 4 2 i BT 50 06 i Mk he L i
J CNLQTS il L By A QR IEF IS #AT LR, %
FH A A8 5 DA R B AL 4 BE B O 36 AR Ui A 50,100,150+,
300 4484 HEAT I IR L 45 B 04 31k 38 A (8 AR [0 25 5 0 e
EHRTAnZ 7 g, & 6 BEAS I M R B i 4% 0IT-Af 48 B 1 A2 4k
T
FT IR AL W R

Table 7 Basic natural language instruction test results

No. Number Precision/%  Recall/% Fscore/ % Time/s
1 50 92.15 94.25 93.19 0.82
2 100 91.57 92. 14 92. 85 0.74
3 150 91. 24 91.71 91.47 0.67
4 200 90. 25 91. 14 90. 19 0.89
5 250 89.65 88. 54 89. 06 0. 87
6 300 87.58 87.91 87.73 0.73

Avg 90. 37 90.79 90. 58 0.79
9% ® Precision
= Recall
94 » F-score
92
920
88
84
100 200 300 400 500 600

B 6 TICS % B8 PF-th k9% &

Fig. 6 Bar chart of TICS performance evaluation

(DFEM G b = T4l 46 A5 1 F 58 23 5] 90. 3700,

90. 79%+90. 58 %« ¥J#E 90 % LA b IR T AN BB .

(DB IR A BRI L TR E S 2T RBE R,
H TR EEALE 2% 2 5% Z 188 T a2 5 .

(30 X ui 7 F5e A< B ) K249 0. 79 s, Wi S5 B[] i 408 96 A2
S A AN A I T RE L AR A A LS R SR

() F 1Y F AR S5 91 2R B 10 RS BE- 4 TR0k RE L M RE Bl
LU B R B SRIT T R A B0 R i A
4.3.3 A& A RIETIRASBA L EN K E R

T HE A A ARE T TR A SR AL AR T SR B A
T M LA R AT 4 R L A SCHE SDPA B3k 5 B0 1 45 R A1k
Bk AT R IH R Fas ) AR A LA R B AL 40 PR A O 3k AR OB
A 50,100,150, ++,300 Z% 48§ 4 JE 47 M , 453 2] (9 DAk 48 b5 (5
FIR (8] 45 R A e K AT I N 28 8 gl . 1B 7 RS i S e 4%
T AEAL 15 b7 B9 A A5 00, Hoh P1LR1, F1 7w 15 A6 i 69 7 g
M 4R, P2, R2, F2 Rk B9V fE M 5 45

#£8 HHEHKEFIHAMIAL R

Table 8 Complex natural language instruction test results

No. Number Precision/%  Recall/ % F-score/ % Time/s
1 50 89. 14 87.64 88.59 1.12
95. 10 93.27 94.18 1. 47
) 100 80.09 81.36 80. 66 1. 46
89. 81 90. 65 90. 22 1.48
3 150 78.02 79.37 78.68 1.47
87.58 89.91 88.73 1.48
. 200 76.24 77.36 76.80 1.52
85.43 86.67 86. 05 1.48
_ 250 74.21 74.49 74.35 1.57
5
84.57 85. 56 85.06 1. 47
300 71.17 71.29 71.23 1.70
82.29 84.41 83.34 1.49
78.15 78.59 78.37 1.47
Avg
87.63 88. 41 87.93 1. 47
100 =Pl =Rl F1
9% P2 =sR2 =F2
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10
0 100 200 300 400 500 600

¥ 7 SDPA MBI M 1R
Fig. 7 Bar chart of SDPA performance evaluation

(D TCit 2 SDPA Bk Ul fE 52 2 48 A M 4R b AT 5
5 MR ALIS 9 SDPA S 76 52 Ze 8 & WA 4E 1 iEA7 5058,
HEWAT TR ROR PP PLLRL A E] T 78, 1506
78.59% .P2,R2 iKB| T 87.63% M 88.41%,

(2) Wi 43 Z P il 4 A B W 3 &2 Sk e Re B — e AR
BEW T M. KR TT 0 F AT BRI E S0 7. 93%,
1.98%.1. 88% . 2. 45% L K& 3. 12%., V¥ T Mg & A
3.47% . DAL IE W F {6 F BEWE BE 43 50 Ry 3. 9626, 1. 49%,
2.68%,0.99% LK 1. 72% P T REIREE R 2. 170, W &
B MRS TR T 2 T M N ORI R B
T R AE B 44 QARG S8 A M i B i TAR K
YER AR TE T 50 1% 0 T 40 Rk DL B4 37 L e T .

(3) HeHp S 2w 7 I IA] 249 2 1. 474 s, 96 2 A LSS H B 52
B PEEESK
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4.3.4 Text2SCADA 48 4 JB 41 f il 3%, 5% 3
AT HEHL 600 Z5 MR 45 4 o 2R B AL 43 BT A B 2 1 A8 4
BYI7 ¥, 4 B1EF 100, 200, 300, =+, 600 H# W M A 4 Text2-
SCADA M &4, L& Nz 9 frgl . B 8 g [ e 45 101
Tk 8 AR 1 A AR 2L
£ AAEEIRS AR

Table 9 Combined algorithm service performance testing

No. Number Precision/ %  Recall/% F-score/ % Time/s
1 100 98. 26 97.37 97.81 1.521
2 200 94.62 93.31 93.96 1.571
3 300 91.23 90. 39 90. 81 1.585
4 400 85.23 84.91 85.07 1.597
5 500 83.58 85.91 84.73 1.619
6 600 82.68 83.78 83.23 1.662

Avg 89.27 89.28 89.27 1.593
100 ® Precision
® Recall
95 F-score
90
85
80
75
70
100 200 300 400 500 600

BS 44k REIT O
Fig. 8 Combinatorial algorithm performance evaluation

(1) Text2SCADA 7E48 4 MK T B3 Precision {A
Recall {55009 89. 27 % H 89. 28 % . B Ak 75 90 % Wk i . iz 4

(DF {HZ W T B, T MR EMWRIK R 3.91%,3. 15%,
5.74%,0.34%,1.5% , P T REMGE N 2. 93%, X EEZ
PR S it 25 0 3 4 50 14 38, 0 S AR 2 B — E AR
AR T S 3 F H2 87 T % .

(3) Text2SCADA () F- 34 Wi Ji7 if 18] 25 4 1. 593s, X 1
VAR S AH 5 v 52 B 25 5% 1 7 B Ry R Ol 3s A T AR K 9
TR AL B S K,

4.3.5 Tl ER

BEHLIN IR 300 %48 4. 43 3 H TF-IDF 3G f ) £2 I 5
%, 3T Word2vece AR BLEE B 7L T LSTM 4] A1 AL EE (1
B RIRE R DG TC (9 J7 1 A SCHL I 0 AT 0 LU S 86 . AR SEAE A
FE BB 0. 65, LURDI UM A WHRFE AR , 4 F 4 B2 iR )
54 1B B BAR A A8 BARSS R n gk 10 iR g

£ 10 X TR

Table 10 Comparison experiments

Method Success rate
TF-IDF 38.67%(116/300)
Word2vec 40.33%(121/300)
LSTM 43.67%(131/300)
Template Matching 63.67%(191/300)
Our Method(TICS) 70.33%(211/300)
Our Method(SDPA) 85.67 % (257/300)
Our Method(TICS+ SDPA) 96. 67 % (287/300)

TF-IDF S8 ) 48 B vk, T LU 48 2 OC R #E 1745 B 4h
B ARSI R 8 — 2 3 B A 00« [ SR 22 8] by #) S R AR
BT RLH BN 116 4. Word2vec Jy ¥ 32 02 155 18] 15 22 )
FR AL BE |, {ELJE: JE 125 BRI T Y O S 0A) L B AR IR A B 4K

EHERS P44 . LSTM LLA 1 8 S fr B A 1 &
SHBIE A — R AT R B EREE T — . AT
RO DC AL 7 A2 3 T A TN R A R R SR RE L A5
ANEE I BT PR 3 R R 0 VA T EERE 3R R A ) B3 SO
AT LR AR E RS, TICS & 5 5 ia 32 BUR 4% 5% 4
BB 1 45 A 70 S R TR e B 5 Aty LR R TR AR R PR AR
RKF|T 70.33% ,H R I R 42 KI5 A AT 1# A . SD-
PA LR XT B 24 AR E T 184 18 T TE UK A7 3 7 25 5
JEAR U B R 3k 85, 6700, I JE & R SR 1 UK TICS+
SDPA , 2 5 18] P b 2 15 & 3 16 ok X 4 AR B SR 0B F 4R
AR 2 B ARG S 184 DL R 4 35 R [ 0 530 1k il A1 1 S
Br. Text2SCADA Ry B4 7] 46 Jre Pk F1 Bl 2z fhge 1 74 3 1
BR84SR R T 2 51k 96.67%

GRIEFE AR T W 4 SCADA R4 A
SRABH 1 (Text-to-SCADA) , 1% 3 11 38 3 18] ¥ 45 1 2% X 1)
EABRIEFHRAMEHHREBEFTHES A EABRES
1842k TICS Bk AT M A B AR IEFH AR A
SDPA B g E AT Mr . LA R B P 3 A B0 B AR IE H 154
Wit AREIE AR T — A CNLQTS i 45 sk 9l i #2 1 19
Efe, ZIEASMREME RN ARIBEERS IEEE PN
BT AR 2 AT R AR ol £ 2 R s 2 IR 46 11 T 20k X
18 4 EAT o A LA 00 U 3 1) O B T AR 4 A A A A
R ISR T R st S X BRI B A B AT AL
5 5 e 10 IR 55w g B (AD B AHLAS B S, Bz, K
T8 735 R AR AR BALE SR T N 38 B F B,

2 % X #f
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