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Abstract Aiming at the problem that the SQL grammar structure in nested query is difficult to construct,the GSC-RCC method
combining relation classification and modification is proposed,and the SQL grammar is represented by three types of entity rela-
tionships. Firstly,the relational classification depth model is designed,and the column name common words are introduced to im-
prove the performance of the model,so as to determine the probability of different relations of each entity pair in the statement,
and then generate unmodified undirected graph. Then the relationship correction algorithm based on SQL grammar is designed to
modify the undirected graph and finally construct the SQL. grammar structure. In the real estate data query task,for multi-condi-
tional query statements with nested conditions,the grammar structure generation accuracy of GSC-RCC method is 92. 25% ,and

the method can reduce the dependence of the model on the number of statement sample.
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ity A 1R B0 L SR A AN T 2 1, NL2SQLL 32 31 A 56 45 38 F 5% &
BTz R B 2 DG T2 e S Al AR R
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HEAE A A0 5% L AT AR A SQL C B AN SR 2 K B B T
P AR HE A OAE A M B B AR )7 5N BE
R AF B8 3 IE 0 2 1 ] B0, 3 7 )% 914 57 i A AL D 0) A
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s FEMCEERE T, Yu S0 R T RNE A 28 A8LE B, DL 47
i3 A AR E T )RR AR A SRR
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TR TE 25 B A 531 S A K 6 2R 322 42 0T 4 15 1 1 50, AR
EIT )5 /) TE ) B 8 SQL ik 454
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AP SQL A IR S WA 1 TR .

SELECT $AGG $COL

WHERE $COL $OP $VALUE|$WHERE
AND ($COL $OP $VALUE|SWHERE)*

B 1 SQL Bk
Fig.1 SQL Syntax Structure

Hh, SELECT, WHERE, AND Jy SQL 3 &t 5; &% 5
“$ R AR IC AT ROR T HIFE R SQL 1E X4y s AGG,COL,
OP 5 VALUE 433l 3278 B & R AL 5 24 L 38 545 R 2% 11
SR AR A P R AR B U4 s “ VALUE | WHERE” %R
%1 VALUE X i & 7 ) WHERE, H ' it & F 4
WHERE £ 4“$ COL $OP $ VALUE”# 2, H AL #9514
$ COL BRINA LR A5 i Ay v i 25 4R 51 5 (o) % 3R7R 0 BT
5 E2AFAEA],

BEBTMER g={e1ress - ve, ) re; H— BARFIL, BRIE
— A5 R IRNE AN, 1 € {AGG, COL, OP, VALUE, O}
FRT e (9 SQL 3 XM, X L AGG,COL,OP, VAL-
UE W& S0 FSCHTiR, O Fom WA & A SQL i L. &
AR S5 H AR AR A AR i B B 1 R 1 SQL i
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IREEH AP HUTE B A DL 0T A Cey ) 2R 5 X 2 ) 3 ) g
AT SCRNTE B I A TS, DLUHRIR o XF NI SQL 33451
LA 303 0] 36 11X H 7 G 3/ XA I 0N DX A 4
ik o3 i) SR 4 g 2B R AT LA B OB R R A (LD
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COL) (J ffrs » COL) (ffi B, , OP) (Hg » O) UNIX, , COLY 7, IF:
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8] HE ¥ cotumns 5 91 B 1) B vir, > B AN ) AR 1] 4 BF 4 DA
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JH AR 28 SR 3 2R R 4T
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Bl 3 KRR HAR

Fig. 3 Relational classification model
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FRAEXT B4R AT FRAF 2R« H R 0E S 1 ik A (Word Em-
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DX Tk A R R AR (WED |, 2% I FRII 2k (1% 37 i 4 45
RUCT | AR A- A1 Y TR SR AE 48 B Ry 200 4k,

2) ¥R B SQL 43 26 9 (SCO #EAT R 1 SQL 43 2
LG R A AL (AGG) (B4 (COL) iz 845 (OP) 1 4 {14
(VALUE) , 4% [ 414 an “ 48 & /VALUE i /COL % 4 5 [l /
VALUE /NX/ COL f9/0 £/ AGG Biffr/ COL”,

3R AR T 0T TR pylep X2 i i 7] 847 # A7 4
H:#HF (Dependency Grammar) 3K BUIE ¥ #7:4iF (GR) , K ££ A1)
T3 1T 0 S K A IR T ) A g Ay S AT BT S DA T A 3DV TR] A A
fFRANEFRXR SBV. LK R HED. B KR VOB A
Mo R RAD . X F & n NMENLH T s=e; e, HAR
AL L, T={(h,m.D . 0<h<<n, 1<m<n,l€L}Fmn,H
HCfoms DRRBT o, BB e, KRR 1L AU
KRES, MTREXRRU ZICH ey ve ) B RAFAE LI E
H A Sy BN TR ARAE O 5C B AR IE =AM, roor AOF 4] 1
FIAR SR, T 45 B3 1% (GROHRAE . A&l 4 i s A 0015 A By
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Fig. 4 Dependency syntactic tree
DHF| AFFE POS= {POS, , POS, } b5 it SR Xt (e ve; ) 1Y
AL 5 R, LL POS, i, POS, R LLSEAK o 92
HIALE R 8 e IO EARIC T 0,e; 20 MY ) TEAK TR 328 I8 br
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SH R [JFH] & R A A
POS, -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4
POS, -4 -3 2 -1 0 1 2
B 5 G
Fig.5 Location feature
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u fﬂi%ﬁlﬁ Mqu[‘ry:[xl 9 X2 9" 7x,,] S R”Xm%%/j_;‘ vlﬂ:% n j‘:’ﬁ;
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Table 1 Feature description and dimensions
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3.2.2 AR¥amnidmEi

AT OB 4 15 B0 L A o B S AR AE . T
8K B TR HOME L ) — 510 4 T R AT 264 8 TR L 1091 4 /08
B9 PR B 45 B 5 01, s e 2 3 9 3
5 LA 4% 3 AR 51 A B 43 TR L L3 T i 1
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3.2.3 FHE

Hellos W18 A, 90 4 5 50 H 0D 46 ) AR B Mo,
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F Bi-GRU [ 2% 4 Ui A1) 19938 SCRRAE - GRU [ 2% 388 /i 1 47 36
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v(,:Zt:alhl (3)
Her w5 b, 500 o] Yl 2 B9 A KR BE 5 0 8 e & e, 3R
AV AR EREE RS ¢ S NE N RE R B w25
A RE bR SO 5, SR BE AL J7 X #EAT 90 4R Ak s tanh Oy
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XF T 45 FGAE 25 i B0 7E S (5] 09 A 30 o m) X R A%
BEAT A 100 I, A [7) 510 %66 F50 000 445 R A7 AL () B9 s 0 L e 5 | A TE B
FIAL ] A AN 1] B 31) 53 e A [R) B A EE, 355 Bl i BCRRAIE Hh i) D¢
fFHE Gt 235 15 315 2 17 52 Veotumns A1 5 A ] 1
Veols » Fo T Vgt BT B R AN () (B FTZR 5 v, ) B

exp(tanh(W [ ve¢5v, D +b)

ac; =, 4
2 exp(tanh(W[we¢ v, 1) +b)
i=1

Vot = Sacves (5)
o vel 25 NI A MBI AR RN .M 5 b R[4
AT S A 1] 2 tanh RIS SR ac Rom vel S v, Z[H]
AR DL BE AL . R332 [ i R v, » 4233 0] S BF 422
Ao FIARFRY E11) FTR T) 5R Veontext = [ V4 5 Veolumns 5 Veols o
3.2.4 W E

Ze b FRAE B B, 45 BB B RIR B Venen o FFEMT
Dropout JZ DL 3 #1& , i 5 2 R FH Softmax 43 25 25 far
MER M pE RS, AR R IR #E 3 2856 R 4% b iy w0
MEZR . B 3 5% pR 2 loss 2R 2K (6) T 7R 1Y £ 38 S0 6t 2k
PRIER, o y € R P& LS R I A ok A D ROR

loss= — iy log : 6)

VoA [ 5 0 43 50 0 R4 0 46 5 T 2
MABIETHE G=(N,S), K N AW EAES, G
R —A T TCH Cest)ye 5 ¢ SRy 130 H HY B AY SE A 48] IC AN
SQL i L5 B A S KBTI — A —Jo0dl (ry p) s H
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SEARXF Z A RPN S 2 B k=3 53, 4 il LA [ Y
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3.3 XR{EE

T —2B TR, 36 R SR R X S A kit % B K AT T
T, - AT LUAR 4 00 45 SR AR LT B G=(N.S), K&
VL) 3 R AL A 2 X ARG T 2R OC R TR O T 7 i I A
Sz DL ) E A 5 /B-VALUE ®i/B-COL /0 /NX/
B-COL” A 9, SR T, o /N X AR AR 3056 R 3 B il 3 L 1
S A T ) S AR 22 [ 0 Ry T 3% 42 s A 0 0F AT T L 43 2 AR
RUT X By T AL By 5 /N X T A4S SR 3R 17 56 & Tl
T, Sy 3 S i /g R A 00 S Mk DG B B A R T , AT R 6
FAE E 0k i P iz 1) B, 18 TE Bk S HL AR A I R G,
K b — b B B TE I G = (N, SYAE R 8 IE 5 1
HiA

BWhE XM TFARC, MC,.

AR C HBEHN s=(rop) il s ERTTE N ny = (e vt
5y =C(eysto) s H 61 2T 5 4 ZRUN AT B Ho b — 5%
SN TSR N4 b O

Dr=dc B.t, ., € {COL,0OP,VALUE},

2Dr=dc H t,,t; € {AGG,COL} (31 s 3% H: B & R BURAH
R B ARSD .

3r=nc Ht,,, €{OP,VALUE} Gl s 7£ 1 MM ETF
) S AT ) A R A (RN AL A i 3B A

4)r=none,

AR Co B RRINIES C. A N A CH A EW
WA B E S Y n=(s.0) € Ny, G IHL F 51 B A 400 Rp
AT RAER C,y

DA s=(r.pp€CHEHE Hni= (e, 0) HiF & r#
none 5 ¢, ,¢, € {COL,OP, VALUE} (31,24 r,ty o2, B E W, s
T LAFAE— A (FER) — S A A v ot 5 o0 8 1 e — S A1) I
RN SQL & k4544 P i ME— 35 VL L) .

D% s=(r.p>€C HiEHn H5n ="C(e,,t,) B JE r=dc
51,6, € {AGG,COL} W31, 11,1, BHERS s REFHFTE— 5
(Fl—HArF E LM 1 ARG RBAHHER, R Z R,

Hp A0 C) TR R BN RR, I G LN
SQL i LA, DL W7 ST 2 18] J2 45 7T R A7 78 745 5 1 56 &
BT R C, BT AR SO REE M SQL 1E L 45/ R
IR W T R P LRSI TS SRR A A W L R A R L
W SQL EEEE M ., AR C, M C, AR E MR E 1
s KRB IER B ERETT LA R R SQL B kg1
B T 1] ], 6 1) [ e B AN Y 2 () U ME— B 1
Bk 1 454 SQLIBEMXRBIER L
WA R EREBINEE RO TRE G=(N.S, Hth N ¥ EES.S

pSPUIE ey
il A B IE 2 5 E R SQL EES AT G
WG TN ES C=0
(RS uy
1. while Is=<(r,p>€ S do
2. BEESHFSERME p BRI s=(rop) W s F£7E L 5 AT

R4 /% AR S BARARHE R R B30 = /

3. K s IASES Ci /= B s RIEHEH » /
A0 GH s S s T 0y 5 ne BRI C) and (C R C)
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<E,COL>[ 1\
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<#l,,VALUE> < 4f7,0P>|0]0] 1
<&, VALUE>[0|0]0]|2
<NE,COL> o EC\'<IZ2’COL> <NEecOL>[0] 000 [T\,
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na<baox
8898t =
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vV v.Cc \% c
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A\ \%

() SQL i & 45 1 9 L 1) I (b) SQL i 1 45 1y 9 418 42 H1 1

SELECT $AGG </} [X,,COL>
WHERE <[X, COL> $OP <3, VALUE>
AND <%, COL> <ift#f,,0P> (SELECT <4k ft3,COL>

WHERE </} [X6,COL> $OP <i 745, VALUE>)
(o) A Y SQL L 45
&6 SQL EZELH A RIERELR
Fig. 6 Different forms of SQL syntax structure
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& s ARG B A 5 Mt % /R LT IE 5 5 SR
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31 AR TR . FEMEIFARIC 1891 A A E A, H o
B iR BT 326 4%, A E A G AT 365 45,
ZEM iR EA MR 455 &, ZRIFREANIE 745 4.
HRA 1 3P 56 2R % Al 3 23 SR ke =2 Bl e T S A S
FE R L E B R NI B RN R R 8 S
R0 SR IRNE 2 18 0 1 R JC i BE L R IR REAR R S 5 45,
Sl 85 b Ry G ¥ B G FR M S AR X R L 3R AT 30152 4R 6 &R A 2l
GRREAR , H A ) — 2 90 3 A 0 O R 4 JERE AR TR Bk U A
GRAE sl I T AR AR . Fh T 0 3% B B T 3 e AR R AR
R L AEX X W R AR T REER S8 11109 KX R4
ZEREAH 1 B B T rP B0 R 0 RE R A I O W R 2
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2 RRDFBAEIE I DL

Table 2 Distribution of relational classification data sets
EX | HEEEE hEEE T % #
ELE S 3996 903 1008
R A A 1001 203 998

4.2 BEHIEERIYN
SCH S R A IS A TR AR B A Ak SR g S Adam H & B
FEAS TG AL 3 W AR (1) 3 43 S B0 B R 3 Al
%3 WMEHKE

Table 3 Hyperparameter setting
R 7% (-
wbatch KA AR 128
Epoch EX W& 4 200
units GRU [ # E # 70 4 % 250
d Dropout B # % % 0.5
. e 0.0001

SCrP 4y B 5T GRU B2 2 5 C AN EL wnits € {50,100, -+

500}, Dropout JZ E AR d€ {0.1,0. 15, ++,0. 8} XF F IF #r 15
b F1 fsgmg, Hop st ol R B A 10 K, SR g5 Rl an g 7
5K 8 fran. MK 7 Al Dropout %% d 1 0. 5 BRIk
P X EERER MY d 1 0.5 Z& 45 0], Dropout B HLAE i
B P2 4540 i 22 . GRU B J2 5 o0 BUAE 250 B ik Bl & 4R .
[ i A& i AT L ) Dropout % 28 % F1 GRU Bt jis J2 B 0 4K
X 25 B R PR X R TSR A R &
W28 T NA S WG .

0965
0960 LN
— | —a
o] .\-/'// N
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Fig. 7 Influence of Dropout loss rate
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Fig. 8 Influence of number of hidden layer units

4.3 TEYSEEFIRESEST

R B8 UEAS [R5 A1F 358 B 0 0 F 96 R 4 2R 45 SR IR S i L i
BUAS A A AE 20 A O QAT X L S2 86 . )T A 45 BB 45 AE F 45
WA A ] B (WED \SQL AL 43 2400 (SCO) (18 1 FH AT (GR)
507 B A (POS) . R A% 1Y £ B RRE GG L3 44 4 B 1) R
BB A4 L C Fom s B2 LB 45 R 1Y 51 45 #:1E . LA CN
T HUERAE LAV RIR . PF M 48 B3 8 B i 38 (Precision,
P) . #H [l 3 (Recall, )M F1 {f, LI EL 10 K. LIEE R
* 4 FT3 .,
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Table 4 Comparison of experimental results of different feature selection in relation classification experiment

(AL )
- BHEHE hEEHE x & #
P R F1 P R F1 P R F1
WE+POS 94.28 94.35 94.33  92.89 92.42  92.65 94.42  94.34  94.38
WE+POS+SCC 94.90  94.99  94.97  93.44  93.75  93.59 94.69 94.71  94.70
WE-+POS +SCC+GR 95.10  94.89  94.94  93.50 93.87 93.68 94.86 94.70  94.78
WE+POS+SCC+GR+CN 96.13  96.01 96.07  95.43  94.71 95.07  94.38  95.50  94.93
WE-+POS+SCC+GR+C 96.59  96.12  96.24  95.63  94.99  95.31 94.42  95.54  94.98
WE+POS+SCC+GR+CN+V 96.30  96.37 96.33 96.18 95.03 95.60  95.35 95.15  95.25
WE+POS+SCC+GR+C+V 96.72 96.35 96.44 96.22 95.17 95.69  96.41 96.28 96.34

M 4 AT LA B 5 T A 4 A R R A B 4 R AT S
H2 LABN 4 375 W 5 44 AR A L L 72 2 SER 48 AR vh oA B AT
B B X R TR T 4 TR R B 48 R AR S 8 T IR L
RIBHITFHME . IR 4 BT LLE B BEE S IR f 38 2, B
R 73 S ML RE A S 4 B0 3R B, 45 5 SC P T A R E 0 A A S 5
ROR T AR X 0 T AN [ AR 7 AR AN (] A 32 2 e T 4 90 1 )

1Y G S A5 T B8 R AR A
B A TR
4.4 AEXBEDEFENILTWER

SR UE G FR 4 JEAR AL 1M L AN SCR S ¢ 1] 4 AL (Sup-
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CNNFT | Attention CNNP 45 3 Fif J7 3% 5 GSC-RCC #& &Y

K I 2 BRSBTS

Vector Attention



568

Computer Science TTHEPE#  Vol. 47,No. 11A.Nov. 2020

F7XF L SE 8 N R AR BB I AL E R P R R A FL {E L, 5050
HE 10 WX S s a5 R sk 5 Jra, Wl LIE o, 5k T a4
W 25 LR B RIT 5 7 Y SVM A B B iy 3 2R ME e . TERT A

BITR R R AR ST YR TR 3 WUTAN 8 45 Hh 8 20 Ak T e A
KA R AR T AT A% B T 2 0350 KR A%
FHE

K5 ORISR A5 I X LS g 55 2R

Table 5 Comparative experimental results of different methods of relationship classification

CHLAS s 26D
- HEEE hEEE %
P R P R F1 P R F1

SVM 75.56 72.99 74.27 70.25 75.48 77.01 76.24 78.48 79.99
Multi-Level Attention CNN 95.75 95.90 95. 82 95. 34 94. 37 94. 85 94.59 95.99 95.28
Attention CNNs 95.49 95.51 95.50 95.17 95.20 95.19 94. 89 95. 20 95.04
AX KRR KEE 96.72 96.35 96.44 96.22 95.17 95.69 96.41 96.28 96.34

4.5 EWERIILE

SR UE A S e 5 A 5 ¥R X TR [ 2 1 i) i )
SQL 15 35 45 44 1 B0 &5 L SR Attention CNNs 5 3CHHE IE
AR S5 A 0 1% (R FR“ Attention CNNs—+1&1E”) | Pointing
Network? 5 A 3 5 g #E 47 L #E, “Attention CNNs+ & 1E”
7545 GSC-RCC ¥ 8 T 5C R 7 R N SQL vk 254 1Y J7
£ ; Pointing Network & “FF 5ll-/5 21 7 #& #80, oty 4b - 50 0
SQL B IE S5, i AT 5 g £ 0 i A 5 O R B IS A
Ak 58 7 4R A i {SELECT, WHERE, AND, [, ]}, fij tH o 3%
R SQL LA )P H) B X 1 LL“SELECT $ AGG $ COL
WHERE $ COL $OP[$COL $0OP $ VALUE]| $ VAL-
UE (AND $COL $0OP [ $COL $0OP $ VALUE] |
$ VALUE) » "R, Hri, $ % 8 065 IRAF R & 1118 A
By SZRIRNE . [ $ COL $OP $ VALUE]| $ VALUE 78 %
BEF AR, ) * RIR 0 BIRFWAMER ()7
R R & B T LR R il B W R gl 6 I e N
UL A 9 1 A P SO OB A R A R AN i AT
LRI

kB UE AR S ik R A T LA 9 A A TR X A 9 1 A AR AR R Y
RS o 2 0 X B A A 1A R AR BORE [RD B T A O I R
JH 502,100 26 W Fift A~ [1] KL AL A 25 30 35 40 U1l SR BE A 4 B 3%
TR AT TR A YRR AR G TR H IR0 B A U R RE AR By a4
oo 450 R MEH % (Accuracy) fE IR HE bR, LI E S 10
WL TR B IR MEE 6 frdl,

F 6 SQL I i 45 H T o 3 A X b 4 2R

Table 6 Comparison of results of SQL syntax structure
prediction accuracy
AL %)
Attention CNNs+ Pointing e
GSC-RCC
% ¥ % E Network

50%  100% 50%  100% 50% 100 %

ﬁigiﬁ? 93.20  94.54 92.46 93.94 94.35 95.85
iﬁﬁzé 90.71 9220 87.85 90.45 91.74 93.25
%sziié 90.75 92,99 88,58 91.47 91.97 93.58
gi::fiﬁ? 87.97 90.87 $5.01 89.28 89.61 92.25

AT LAA 7 M4 P AR S0 R Ay R AU X F 4 25l
B )R A A B 0 T AR AR 4R A I 1 ) 9 T o A 3
WAL 7 SR AT R A . AE T AP I SR AR L AR SO0 Ik B A
R B, 240 2 4 A N 100 %6 B AR 2= 50 % B, “ Attention

CNNs—+1& 1E”J7 ¥ . Pointing Network #l GSC-RCC 1 - 34 #
WRS B TFHET 2.16%,3. 10% A1 1. 94% , il 3L F 6 R 4
Z5f9* Attention CNNs+HEIE” /% 5 GSC-RCC Wy i %~
% A 3 BT 150 BH AR S vk AT LA AR 0 I 2 TR R A R i
)15 A R AL
4.6 HIRERNMW

B 0 4 T AR, T 4 R A KR EEE R TR IRE
HZ & MBI O #E 2L BT R R 0 T BRI FATIX R 43
KRR AT AR B SR AT A3 A 0 DRI Y A BT A R =R
TR, T — MBI RG/0 $4/0 K/O & /B
VALUE & 4~/0 /MNX/B-COL /O B /B-OP # 1% /B-COL
B)/O /NX/B-COL”H “/NK 7R J5 B 2 i, H 55740 51
Ry B T 5 O e AR TIN5 FR 2 S Dy e TN
HE 2435 47 0. 985 5 0. 763, HIFEFJE 2 A-“/NX 35 SCHLL,
HL55 R A Ao T A 0T, T R X A R s A R T
il — & P E AR 55 22451 4 TRl B Sy B B2 3 2 L 0 DA SC P i 8
IERBEEATBIE B IR ERCR Ny B eSS Rk,
SEAEAHR . 1R & REH kL /O /NX /B-COL AMIK T/
B-OP 8 T-/B-VALUE K& T/B-OP 1. 2 Ji/B-VALUE” 1,
ONRTE AR T Z ) Oy T A G R B B R TR O
M, WINMERE N 0. 653, HJF B &M B4 B M
B, HBLR ) &2 IE A TEREA R P D BB R UG
X IR N X B AR AT HE— 2B FE TR (E I B s S R
JEE LR

T ORFRIPEIIL RS DAL A

Table 7 Examples of errors in relation classification experiments

15 4 HE WHE FAME EETRBE
/7 &R/ E/NR B/ o NV . o
[27/s) /K] s HEHEHE 0.763 =

g s /LANR /LA T/

FihdE V@R 5 -
8F/THF/L2F TE R 0,65 @

GEHRIE SO B RR E U 30 S B A A AT A
R I SQL 1 vk 45 K Xk LB 2 A ) AL B R TR R
KB GSC-RCC Jrik, %k o2l 3 Ik R X R
FIR SQL LG5 TP OR [R] B43 1 18 ORI L 3 5 i A 3 R
fiE L W B A 45 % AR DAk 6 3 SRR IR A i 2 L
B I £ AR (SR O LS 6 SQLL 1R A 9 16 1E 55 325 X0 T
SR AATEIE I &4 S A ARG S AR AT L SQL 1k
LEM, ST EE R FEH], GSC-RCC 1] A 20 Bl 4 #7225 24 45 1)
MY TR R 251, X 22 SR PF i B A 4k AR A T 1 T v A
HH 92.25% . T — 50 LR ARG OC R 4 28 19 4 DR R 1) )
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