arXiv:2002.00557v2 [cs.CL] 3 Nov 2020

Bertrand-DR: Improving Text-to-SQL using a Discriminative Re-ranker

Amol Kelkar, Rohan Relan, Vaishali Bhardwaj Saurabh Vaichal, Chandra Khatri, Peter Relan Got It AI R&D {amol,rohan,vaishali,saurabh,chandra,peter}@got-it.ai

Abstract

To access data stored in relational databases, users need to understand the database schema and write a query using a query language such as SQL. To simplify this task, text-to-SQL models attempt to translate a user’s natural language question to corresponding SQL query. Recently, several generative text-to-SQL models have been developed. We propose a novel discriminative re-ranker to improve the performance of generative text-to-SQL models by extracting the best SQL query from the beam output predicted by the text-to-SQL generator, resulting in improved performance in the cases where the best query was in the candidate list, but not at the top of the list. We build the reranker as a schema agnostic BERT fine-tuned classifier. We analyze relative strengths of the text-to-SQL and re-ranker models across different query hardness levels, and suggest how to combine the two models for optimal performance. We demonstrate the effectiveness of the re-ranker by applying it to two state-of-the-art text-to-SQL models, and achieve top 4 score on the Spider leaderboard at the time of writing this article.

1 Introduction

Data is generally stored in structured form through relational databases (Codd, 1970). SQL is the domain specific language used to query and manage data stored in most commercially available relational databases (Ramakrsihnan et al., 1998). Although powerful, SQL is hard to master and thus out of reach for many users who need to query data. As a result, various Natural Language Interfaces to Databases (NLIs) (Grosz et al., 1987) have been investigated. One approach towards NLI is to use a text-to-SQL semantic parser to convert a natural language utterance into a SQL query. With the recent developments related to deep learning, a large number of neural network based models such as IRNet (Guo et al., 2019), and GNN (Bogin et al., 2019a) have been developed for this task.

Many recent text-to-SQL models use a sequence-to-sequence approach, encoding a sequence of natural language tokens and then decoding a sequence of SQL tokens (Lin et al., 2019). During each decoding step, these models produce a probability distribution over a set of tokens such as SQL query tokens, production rules (Bogin et al., 2019a) or IR tokens (Guo et al., 2019). The output SQL is produced either using a greedy best-first search (Doran and Michie, 1966), i.e. producing the most probable token at each time step, or using a beam search (Reddy et al., 1977), i.e. keeping a set of most probable sequences of tokens and selecting the most probable sequence at the end.

A text-to-SQL parser is a generative model of the joint probability distribution (Ng and Jordan, 2002) between natural language questions, schema information and correct SQL queries. This is a very complex task and models have had limited success unless the problem space is constrained using various techniques such as using intermediate representation (Guo et al., 2019) or using a grammar-based decoder (Lin et al., 2019). Here we explore a novel approach to improve the performance of text-to-SQL models.

Intuitively, it is significantly easier to recognize correct SQL from a set of candidate queries compared to writing correct SQL for a given utterance and schema. So, rather than putting all the burden on the generative model and the greedy/beam search for producing the correct query, we can use a discriminator to perform a better search among candidate queries produced by the generator. Also, compared to a generative model, discriminators are relatively easier to train and have better accuracy because they need to model only the conditional probability distribution instead of the joint probability distribution (Ng and Jordan, 2002).

When used with a beam search (Reddy et al., 1977), a text-to-SQL model produces a set of candidate SQL queries. It is observed that the correct query may be in the set of candidates, but not at the top of the list when sorted by token generation probabilities. We use a discriminative re-ranker (Collins and Koo, 2005) to identify the correct query from the set of candidates. It significantly improves the performance of text-to-SQL models. For example, our re-ranker improves SQL logical form accuracy of GNN (Bogin et al., 2019a) from 51.3% to 57.9%, when trained on the Spider (Yu et al., 2018) dataset.

Some of the main contributions of this paper include: 1) We present a novel discriminative reranker for the text-to-SQL task, 2) We show that the re-ranker can improve multiple state-of-the-art text-to-SQL models, and 3) We demonstrate how to pair a text-to-SQL model with corresponding re-ranker for best performance.

We make the code for our model available at

https://github.com/amolk/Bertrand-DR.

2 Problem definition and notation

Given a natural language utterance u and schema information s, a text-to-SQL model generates a valid SQL query q such that when executed against a database conforming to schema s, the query q would produce answer to the question u.

text-to-SQL semantic parsing can be framed as a supervised learning task, to induce a function F : (U, S) → Q given each training example (u, s, q), where u ∈ U, the set of potential natural language utterances, s ∈ S, the set of potential database schemas, and q ∈ Q, the set of potential SQL queries. We define G(u, s) ⊂ Q to be the set of candidates SQL queries generated for a given input (u, s). The model assigns probability P(u, s, q) for each (u, s) and q pair. The most likely parse for each (u, s) is q_{greedy} = argmax q∈G(u,s) P(u, s, q) (1) P(u, s, q) is defined as the cumulative probability of the sequence of tokens {q_0, q_1, . . . , q_t} generated for q. P(u, s, q) = ∏ i=0...t P(q_i|u, s, {q_0, . . . , q_{i−1}}) (2)

It is not practical to search through all possible candidate SQL queries G(u, s), so a beam search is often used to produce a subset of approximately best candidates C ⊂ G(u, s). The candidate with the highest probability q_{top} ∈ C is used as the prediction of the model. The correct query q_{gold} may be • at the top of C, i.e. q_{gold} = q_{top},

• somewhere else within C, i.e. q_{gold} ∈ C and q_{gold} ≠ q_{top}, OR • it may not be present in the candidates list, i.e. q_{gold} /∈ C. The first two cases together are considered a ”beam hit” and the last case is a ”beam miss”. First case represents correct prediction by the textto-SQL model. A discriminative re-ranker can be trained to improve accuracy in the second case, where q_{gold} was predicted but it isn’t at the top of the beam.

3 Our approach

We build Bertrand-DR, a Discriminative Reranker as a binary classifier by fine tuning BERT (Devlin et al., 2019), to predict whether a given candidate query q is the gold query for given utterance u and schema information s.

First, utterance u and query q are encoded using BERT. We use [SEP] to separate utterance and the query. We use WordPiece (Wu et al., 2016) to tokenize utterance into utterance tokens u_1...u_N and query into query tokens q_1...q_M , where N and M are the token counts for utterance and query, respectively. The tokens are combined as follows to form the input token sequence:

[CLS], u_1, u_2, ... u_N , [SEP], q_1, q_2, ... q_M , [SEP]

[CLS] and [SEP] are special tokens for classification and context separation, as used in (Devlin et al., 2019). The token sequence is then encoded using BERT. We take the last layer’s hidden state for the first token, H_{[CLS]}, as the input embedding. H_{[CLS]} is passed through a linear layer with tanh activation function to form a pooled encoding. The resulting encoding is passed through a linear classification layer and the model is trained using binary cross entropy loss.

During inference, given utterance u and query q, the model produces P(q|u), the probability that

BERT

[CLS] how many

Question

Classifier

GoldNot Gold H_{[CLS]} [SEP] select count (

SQL Query

Figure 1: Bertrand-DR network architecture

the given query is correct for the utterance. Note that schema information is not used. The probability is used as the score for the query.

The beam search candidates produced by a textto-SQL model are sorted by the generation probability of each candidate. This is the initial ranking of the candidates. The goal of the re-ranker is to predict a high score value for q_{gold}, if it is present in the candidates list, and lower score values for non-gold queries, such that q_{gold} would end up at the top of the list when re-ordered by descending score values. An ideal re-ranker would ensure that whenever q_{gold} is present in the candidates list, it is re-ranked to the top of the list. Thus, beam hit rate represents the theoretical maximum possible performance of a re-ranker.

In some cases, the text-to-SQL model produces the gold query at the top of the beam, but the reranker erroneously promotes a different candidate to the top. Thus, fully relying on the re-ranker’s scores results in lower accuracy. We use an empirically derived threshold value t, such that a candidate is moved higher in order only if it has significantly larger score, i.e. larger at least by threshold t compared to the candidate immediately above it. See Algorithm 1 and figure 2.

4 Experiments and results

We apply our re-ranker on beam candidates generated by two state-of-the-art Text-to-SQL models, GNN (Bogin et al., 2019a) and EditSQL (Zhang et al., 2019).

Algorithm 1: Re-ranking algorithm

Data: List of candidate SQL queries C, Utterance u, Schema information s, a re-ranker model, and threshold t Result: SQL queries list C with the best candidate at the top foreach c ∈ C do c.score = model(u, c) end for i = C.length to 1 do if C_i.score ≥ C_{i−1}.score + t then swap(C_i, C_{i−1}) end end

4.1 GNN

The GNN (Bogin et al., 2019a) model is a grammar based semantic parser that uses a Graph Neural Network (Scarselli et al., 2008) to encode schema entity relationships. The GNN model uses learned word embeddings. First, we modify GNN to leverage BERT embeddings. We use the scheme proposed by (Yu et al., 2018) to compute question and schema entity embeddings using BERT. These embeddings are then used by GNN to encode the question, schema entities and to compute the schema linking. This improves the SQL logical form accuracy of GNN on the Spider (Yu et al., 2018) dev dataset from 44.1% to 51.3%.

We train GNN model on the Spider dataset and then collect all beam candidates it produces on training and dev sets, using beam size 40. The collected dataset of beam candidates serves as training and dev datasets for the re-ranker.

When the correct query is present in the set

System Dev Test

GNN (Bogin et al., 2019a) 40.7 39.4 + Re-impl (Bogin et al., 2019b) 44.1 – + BERT (ours) 51.3 – + Bertrand-DR (ours) 57.9 54.6

EditSQL (Zhang et al., 2019) 36.4 32.9 + BERT (Zhang et al., 2019) 57.6 53.4 + Bertrand-DR (ours) 58.5 –

Table 1: Logical form accuracy of various models on Spider dev and test datasets. Note that results on the Spider test dataset are available only for Spider leaderboard submissions.

System Threshold Easy Medium Hard Extra Hard Overall

GNN (Bogin et al., 2019a)

+ BERT (ours) 70.4 54.1 35.6 28.2 50.7 + Bertrand-DR (ours) 0.10 81.6 62.5 39.1 30.6 57.9

EditSQL

+ BERT (Zhang et al., 2019) 78.0 60.0 45.4 33.5 57.5 + Bertrand-DR (ours) 0.68 81.6 59.5 47.1 33.5 58.5

Table 2: Logical form accuracy at various query hardness levels on Spider dev dataset. The re-ranker improved GNN results at all hardness levels, but for EditSQL, only the easy queries show improvement. The threshold levels were determined empirically to achieve best Overall performance.

of beam candidates, it is counted as a beam hit. Beam hit rate is the percent examples that result in a beam hit and it represents the theoretical maximum possible performance by the re-ranker. Beam hit rate for GNN was 62.4% and the reranker produced accuracy close to the theoretical max accuracy.

4.2 EditSQL The EditSQL implementation by (Zhang et al., 2019) uses greedy search strategy for the decoder. We replace that with a beam search. Our implementation is available at https://github.

com/amolk/editsql/tree/beam_search. Using

beam search improved the accuracy on the Spider dev dataset by a small amount, from 57.6% to 57.7%. Beam hit rate for EditSQL was 78.7%.

Due to hardware constraints, instead of 40, we used beam size 10 on a trained EditSQL model to generate a training and dev set for the re-ranker. This sub-optimal dataset resulted in a re-ranker that did not make much progress towards achieving accuracy close to the beam hit rate.

4.3 Re-ranker training The re-ranker uses the BERT-base model (Devlin et al., 2019) with a hidden size of 768, 12 Transformer blocks (Vaswani et al., 2017) and 12 selfattention heads. We use a pre-trained BERT model

Base + Bertrand-DR Beam hit

GNN 51.3 57.9 62.3 EditSQL 57.6 58.5 78.7

Table 3: Base indicates base model logical form accuracy on Spider dev dataset. Beam hit is the theoretical maximum performance a re-ranker model could achieve.

from the PyTorch transformer repository (Wolf et al., 2019). We fine-tune the BERT model on a single V100 GPU with dropout probability 0.1. We use Adam optimizer (Kingma and Ba, 2014) with a learning rate 1e-3 for the linear classifier layer. A lower learning rate of 5e-6 is used to fine tune BERT layers. After training the re-ranker, we empirically find a good threshold value to maximize the accuracy indicated by the Spider (Yu et al., 2018) evaluation scripts.

If the re-ranker is applied to other text-to-SQL models, such as those listed on the Spider leaderboard, we expect that each model would have different optimal threshold value.

4.4 Threshold tuning

00.20.40.60.81 −2−1 01 2 Threshold

% improvement

Figure 2: Re-ranker performance improvement for EditSQL at various threshold values. For EditSQL, threshold value 0.68 performs best.

Re-ranker’s performance depends on the threshold value. A threshold value of 0 allows re-ranker to promote a candidate if it scores more than the candidate above it. A threshold of ∞ turns off the re-ranker by disallowing all re-ranking decisions. A positive threshold value promotes a candidate only if its score is at least threshold larger than the score of the candidate above, thus allowing only high confidence re-ranking decisions to be executed. Figure 2 shows results of a threshold tuning experiment for EditSQL. Notice that the reranker performs best at the empirically determined threshold value 0.68.

We realize that this tuning process uses validation data which makes it vulnerable to overfitting, resulting in potentially poor performance on unseen test data. We mitigate this risk by using half of the validation data for tuning the threshold, while measuring performance on the other half.

4.5 Results

We compare results of BERT based text-to-SQL models with and without using the re-ranker. Our implementation of BERT enabled GNN has 51.3 accuracy on Spider dev set. Re-ranker improves that to 57.9, a 12.9% relative improvement. The re-ranker, when trained using beam data from EditSQL, improves EditSQL’s (Zhang et al., 2019) 57.6 accuracy to 58.5, a 1.5% relative improvement.

The results of our model can be seen on the Spider leaderboard https://yale-lily.github.

io/spider. At the time of writing this artical, it

was ranked 4th on the leaderboard.

4.6 Analysis

As seen in table 2, the re-ranker improves GNN results at all hardness levels, but for EditSQL, only the easy queries show improvement.

We trained the re-ranker using two different input configurations: 1) using utterance, schema and query, and 2) using only utterance and query. We observed that including schema information reduced performance at all hardness levels. We hypothesize that the model is better able to use the syntactic similarities between utterance and query and including schema information breaks that mapping, leading to worse performance.

What threshold value works best depends on the relative strengths of the text-to-SQL model and the corresponding re-ranker model. Spider evaluation scripts (Yu et al., 2018) categorize SQL queries into 4 hardness buckets - easy, medium, hard and

extra hard - based on the set of SQL features that

appear in the queries. Figure 3 shows performance of the re-ranker for EditSQL for queries of various hardness levels at various threshold values.

At low threshold values, performance of easy queries see most improvement, while performance of extra hard queries suffers substantially. Looking at the queries, we noticed that

easy queries tend to look semantically similar to

the corresponding utterance. In contrast, hard and extra hard queries have structures such as joins and sub-queries that depend on the database schema and do not resemble the utterance semantically.

We hypothesize that the re-ranker does better with easy queries because it can use the semantic similarities between such utterance and query pairs. On the other hard, text-to-SQL models perform relatively better on harder queries where schema based information is utilized to select appropriate columns, joins and sub-queries. Also, text-to-SQL models trained on a complex dataset such as Spider are probably biased towards more complex questions and queries and thus perform worse on easy queries. The re-ranker may correct this bias.

The utterance words could be semantically related to the table and column names used in the corresponding queries. BERT is pre-trained on various language model tasks and is thus capable to mapping utterance words to table and column names if they are semantically related. In

easy queries, this mapping is more apparent. In

contrast, hard queries use constructs such as table joins that may not have direct semantic relationship with utterance words.

5 Conclusion and Future work

In this paper, we demonstrate a discriminative re-ranking based approach to improving text-to- SQL performance. We make the code available as a library at https://github.com/amolk/

Bertrand-DR. We hope that the library would ease

the adoption of discriminative re-ranking technique for text-to-SQL models and other encoderdecoder based generative models.

There are several potential avenues for further research. For instance, we built a single re-ranker model for queries of all hardness levels. Given various hardness level queries align differently in syntax and semantics with corresponding utterances, building separate re-ranker models for different hardness levels might allow the models to

00.10.20.30.40.50.60.70.80.91 −30−20 −100 10 Threshold

% improvement

Easy Medium Hard Extra Hard Overall

Figure 3: Re-ranker performance improvement for EditSQL at various threshold values for queries of various hardness levels.

focus on relevant features. In such an ensemble, appropriate re-ranker could be selected based on the hardness level of the query at the top of the beam produced by the text-to-SQL model. Alternately, a separate model can be trained to predict query hardness for a given utterance and schema.

Another ensemble model approach would be to use other models that work well with easy queries in conjunction with text-to-SQL models. WikiSQL dataset contains queries without JOINs and sub-queries, and thus tend to be easy queries. Models that perform well on WikiSQL dataset, such as X-SQL (He et al., 2019) and SQLova (Hwang et al., 2019) would be good candidates as the easy query model.

We plan to apply our re-ranker to other state-of-the-art text-to-SQL models at the top of the Spider leaderboard. Current leading models such as IR- Net (Guo et al., 2019) are well suited to be used with the re-ranker.

6 Acknowledgements

We thank Ben Bogin and Rui Zhang for helping us utilize GNN and EditSQL code bases, respectively. We also appreciate the efforts by Tao Yu in managing the Spider leaderboard and helping us with our leaderboard submission.

Bertrand AI is a suite of AI models developed by Got It Inc to tackle the text-2-SQL problem. The model described in this paper, Bertrand-DR, is part of that suite. We thank the Got It team for providing valuable feedback in the process of productization of this work to build a conversational interface to databases.

7 References

References

Ben Bogin, Jonathan Berant, and Matt Gardner. 2019a.

Representing Schema Structure with Graph Neural Networks for Text-to-SQL Parsing. In Proceedings of the 57th Annual Meeting of the Association for Computational Linguistics, pages 4560–4565, Stroudsburg, PA, USA. Association for Computational Linguistics.

Ben Bogin, Matt Gardner, and Jonathan Berant. 2019b.

Global Reasoning over Database Structures for Text-to-SQL Parsing. In Proceedings of the 2019 Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing and the 9th International Joint Conference on Natural Language Processing (EMNLP- IJCNLP), pages 3650–3655, Stroudsburg, PA, USA. Association for Computational Linguistics.

Edgar F Codd. 1970. A relational model of data for large shared data banks. Communications of the ACM, 13(6):377–387.

Michael Collins and Terry Koo. 2005. Discriminative reranking for natural language parsing. Computational Linguistics, 31(1):25–70.

Jacob Devlin, Ming-Wei Chang, Kenton Lee, and Kristina Toutanova. 2019. BERT: Pre-training of Deep Bidirectional Transformers for Language Understanding. In Proceedings of the 2019 Conference of the North, Mlm, pages 4171–4186, Stroudsburg, PA, USA. Association for Computational Linguistics.

J. E. Doran and D. Michie. 1966. Experiments with the Graph Traverser program. Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. Series A. Mathematical and Physical Sciences, 294(1437):235–259.

Barbara J Grosz, Douglas E Appelt, Paul A Martin, and Fernando CN Pereira. 1987. Team: an experiment in the design of transportable natural-language interfaces. Artificial Intelligence, 32(2):173–243.

Jiaqi Guo, Zecheng Zhan, Yan Gao, Yan Xiao, Jian- Guang Lou, Ting Liu, and Dongmei Zhang. 2019. Towards Complex Text-to-SQL in Cross-Domain Database with Intermediate Representation. In Proceedings of the 57th Annual Meeting of the Association for Computational Linguistics, pages 4524– 4535, Stroudsburg, PA, USA. Association for Computational Linguistics.

Pengcheng He, Yi Mao, Kaushik Chakrabarti, and Weizhu Chen. 2019. X-SQL: reinforce schema representation with context. CoRR, abs/1908.08113.

Wonseok Hwang, Jinyeong Yim, Seunghyun Park, and Minjoon Seo. 2019. A Comprehensive Exploration on WikiSQL with Table-Aware Word Contextualization. (2017).

Diederik P. Kingma and Jimmy Ba. 2014. Adam:

A method for stochastic optimization. Cite arxiv:1412.6980Comment: Published as a conference paper at the 3rd International Conference for Learning Representations, San Diego, 2015.

Kevin Lin, Ben Bogin, Mark Neumann, Jonathan Berant, and Matt Gardner. 2019. Grammarbased neural text-to-sql generation. arXiv preprint arXiv:1905.13326.

Andrew Y Ng and Michael I Jordan. 2002. On discriminative vs. generative classifiers: A comparison of logistic regression and naive bayes. In Advances in neural information processing systems, pages 841– 848.

R Ramakrsihnan, Donko Donjerkovic, Arvind Ranganathan, Kevin S Beyer, and Muralidhar Krishnaprasad. 1998. Srql: Sorted relational query language. In Proceedings. Tenth International Conference on Scientific and Statistical Database Management (Cat. No. 98TB100243), pages 84–95. IEEE.

D Raj Reddy et al. 1977. Speech understanding systems: A summary of results of the five-year research effort. department of computer science.

Franco Scarselli, Marco Gori, Ah Chung Tsoi, Markus Hagenbuchner, and Gabriele Monfardini. 2008. The graph neural network model. IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks, 20(1):61–80.

Ashish Vaswani, Google Brain, Noam Shazeer, Niki Parmar, Jakob Uszkoreit, Llion Jones, Aidan N Gomez, Łukasz Kaiser, and Illia Polosukhin. 2017. Attention Is All You Need. Advances in neural information processing systems, (Nips):5998–6008.

Thomas Wolf, Lysandre Debut, Victor Sanh, Julien Chaumond, Clement Delangue, Anthony Moi, Pierric Cistac, Tim Rault, Rémi Louf, Morgan Funtowicz, and Jamie Brew. 2019. HuggingFace’s Transformers: State-of-the-art Natural Language Processing.

Yonghui Wu, Mike Schuster, Zhieng Chen, Quoc V Le, Mohammad Norouzi, Wolfgang Macherey, Maxim Krikun, Yuan Cao, Qin Gao, Klaus Macherey, et al. 2016. Google’s neural machine translation system: Bridging the gap between human and machine translation. arXiv preprint arXiv:1609.08144.

Tao Yu, Rui Zhang, Kai Yang, Michihiro Yasunaga, Dongxu Wang, Zifan Li, James Ma, Irene Li, Qingning Yao, Shanelle Roman, Zilin Zhang, and Dragomir Radev. 2018. Spider: A Large-Scale Human-Labeled Dataset for Complex and Cross-Do-main Semantic Parsing and Text-to-SQL Task. In Proceedings of the 2018 Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing, pages 3911–3921, Stroudsburg, PA, USA. Association for Computational Linguistics.

Rui Zhang, Tao Yu, Heyang Er, Sungrok Shim, Eric Xue, Xi Victoria Lin, Tianze Shi, Caiming Xiong, Richard Socher, and Dragomir Radev. 2019. Editing-Based SQL Query Generation for Cross-Do-main Context-Dependent Questions. In Proceedings of the 2019 Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing and the 9th International Joint Conference on Natural Language Processing (EMNLP-IJCNLP), pages 5341–5352, Stroudsburg, PA, USA. Association for Computational Linguistics.