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ABSTRACT

Integrating structured knowledge from tabular formats poses significant challenges within natural
language processing (NLP), mainly when dealing with complex, semi-structured tables like those
found in the FeTaQA dataset. These tables require advanced methods to interpret and generate
meaningful responses accurately. Traditional approaches, such as SQL and SPARQL, often fail to
fully capture the semantics of such data, especially in the presence of irregular table structures like
web tables. This paper addresses these challenges by proposing a novel approach that extracts triples
straightforward from tabular data and integrates it with a retrieval-augmented generation (RAG)
model to enhance the accuracy, coherence, and contextual richness of responses generated by a
fine-tuned GPT-3.5-turbo-0125 model. Our approach significantly outperforms existing baselines
on the FeTaQA dataset, particularly excelling in Sacre-BLEU and ROUGE metrics. It effectively
generates contextually accurate and detailed long-form answers from tables, showcasing its strength
in complex data interpretation.

1 Introduction

As their semi-structured data format, tables pose unique challenges due to their structured nature and the embedded
textual information they often contain. In natural language processing (NLP) communities, there has been a significant
focus on structured data like tables and knowledge graphs. The table question answering (QA) task in NLP focuses
on querying tables using natural language to extract specific information efficiently. This task is essential for better
understanding and reasoning with tabular data. Traditional methods like SQL or SPARQL often have limitations on
understanding the semantics of tables, especially for those unstructured tables like web tables. These tables may vary in
format, with some having column-wise headers instead of the typical row-wise headers. These irregular forms require a
combination of structured and textual reasoning which makes table QA a critical area of research for improving the
interaction between natural language queries and complex semi-structured data [1].

The challenge of generating long-form, context-rich, and accurate answers based on tables, such as the FeTaQA dataset
is a challenging and complex task within NLP and table-based QA domains. Unlike traditional QA tasks that often
involve structured knowledge bases or unstructured text, the FeTaQA dataset requires the generation of detailed and
contextually relevant responses derived from tabular data. This task poses unique challenges due to the inherent nature
of tables, where the information is densely packed in a structured format. They often lack clear semantic connections
between different data points. The task demands a deep understanding of the relationships within the table data and
the ability to synthesize this information into coherent and informative answers. Addressing this challenge is crucial
for advancing the capabilities of QA systems where complex and multi-faceted information needs to be extracted and
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presented in a user-friendly manner. In this study, we proposed a novel approach combining extracted triples from tables
in a retrieval-augmented generation (RAG) model and a fine-tuned large language model (LLM) for table-based QA.
Our methodology integrates structured knowledge in triples format (Subject-Predicate-Object) from RAG alongside
the advanced capabilities of the fine-tuned LLM. This combination significantly improves the accuracy and relevance
of generated outputs. The approach enables the generation of long-form responses from complex tabular data by
understanding the data and their interrelationships in text format, which aligns with the training format of most LLMs
[2].

2 Related Work

Recent advancements in knowledge extraction and QA have focused on improving the handling of semi-structured
tabular data across various domains. A notable method, Tab2KG [3], utilizes lightweight semantic profiles—feature
vectors representing domain and table characteristics to map table columns to a domain ontology. This approach handles
new or unseen data effectively, enhancing robustness and generalization in data analytics workflows. Another study
presents a system called TabEL [4], which performs entity linking in web tables by mapping phrases in table cells to
their corresponding entities in a knowledge base (KB). TabEL improves upon previous methods by using a graphical
model with soft constraints to prefer sets of entities that tend to co-occur in similar contexts rather than relying on strict
mappings to predefined types and relations in a KB. Another approach [5] presents a method to convert tabular data from
PDF documents into RDF knowledge graphs, making the data more accessible for machine processing. The approach
involves extracting the tables using tools like Tabula, normalizing the data to preserve its semantics, and mapping
it to an ontology tailored to the electric power domain. This work lays the foundation for more efficient knowledge
extraction and automated processing in the electric power industry. Another study introduces the Region-based Table
Filling (RTF) method [6], which improves upon previous approaches by focusing on spatial dependencies within tables.
This method employs a new tagging scheme called Entity Pair as Region (EPR). Furthermore, mathematical methods
for extracting relative dynamics are detailed in works like [7, 8], which suggest the adoption of strategies such as
those where a sliding mode operation enables the model to adapt along a boundary layer of optimal feature extraction
methods. Implementing this sliding mode in the context of QA over tables, can significantly enhance the relevance and
accuracy of the generated answers by ensuring that only the most pertinent and contextually appropriate information is
considered. Moreover, a bi-directional decoding strategy to accurately detect entity pairs and their relationships by
identifying the boundaries of regions on relation-specific tables. Additionally, RTF uses convolution to capture regional
correlations and improves learning efficiency by sharing tagging scores across different relations. These developments
underscore the effectiveness of region-based models in advancing relational triple extraction.

Existing studies have difficulty extracting triples, such as the difficulty of building detailed feature vectors in Tab2KG,
the dependence of TabEL on predefined knowledge bases, the laborious procedures for converting PDFs to RDF graphs,
and the restricted applicability of the RTF method to semi-structured tables. Our approach offers a more direct solution
to extract triples despite the drawbacks of current methods for knowledge extraction from semi-structured tabular
data by converting tables into text formats using simple delimiters and constructing RDF triples with the RDFLib
library based on the relationships that cells have with the headers. We align the data with the training format of LLMs.
Integrating these extracted triples into a RAG model connected to a fine-tuned GPT-3.5-turbo-0125 model allows
the LLM to understand the data better and generate coherent, context-rich answers from complex tabular data. This
methodology avoids complex feature engineering and reliance on external knowledge bases, significantly improving
accuracy and relevance in table QA tasks.

3 FeTaQA dataset

The FeTaQA dataset comprises 10,330 QA instances designed to generate detailed, free-form answers from Wikipedia
tables [9]. This dataset focuses on complex reasoning and multi-entity aggregation. The dataset is divided into three
subsets: training (7,326 instances), validation (1,001 instances), and test (2,003 instances). Each instance includes
a table, a natural language question, a contextually rich answer, highlighted regions that are related to answer the
question, and metadata for additional context. The tables span diverse topics, including biographies, sports, and politics,
contributing to the dataset’s robustness in handling various table structures [9].

The FeTaQA dataset presents unique challenges in the domain of question answering. The need to handle complex
multi-entity reasoning over this dataset makes it difficult to analyze. On average, each table in the dataset contains
13.8 rows, requiring sophisticated methods to identify and synthesize relevant information accurately. The task also
demands the generation of concise yet informative answers, with an average length of 18.9 words. With only 16.2%
of cells necessary for answering a question, a significant challenge is accurately identifying and retrieving relevant
data from the table while ignoring irrelevant information [9]. This requires sophisticated models capable of effectively
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identifying and prioritizing the crucial cells. The representations of tables in the triples format and RAG in LLMs have
demonstrated promising results in addressing some of these complexities.

4 Methodology

4.1 Extract Triples

To effectively capture the relationships and connections within tabular data from the FeTaQA dataset, we straightfor-
wardly constructed triples using the RDFLib library (version 7.0.0).2 RDFLib converts data into RDF triples, which
consist of a subject, predicate, and object. These triples represent a table in text format, capturing the interrelationships
between the cells. This format helps LLMs model to understand the table better in the way that it has been trained. In
our context, the subject represents a unique identifier for each row in the table, the predicate corresponds to the headers
(which define the type of relationship), and the object contains the cell values, which provide the specific information
linked by these relationships.

To create a unique subject identifier for each row in the tables from the FeTaQA dataset, we combined the
feta_id (a unique identifier provided by the FeTaQA dataset) with the row number, resulting in identifiers like
’<feta_id>_<row_number>’. This approach ensures that each row is distinctly identifiable within the RAG, pre-
venting ambiguity and enabling precise information retrieval. For instance, in a table containing a candidate’s name
and the number of votes they received, the RDF triples generated include <18162_1> <hasCandidate> "James R.
Thompson" and <18162_1> <hasVotes> "1,816,101".

4.2 RAG Model Integration

Following the construction of the sets of triples from the tabular data, the extracted triples were integrated into a
RAG model to enhance the performance of our fine-tuned GPT-3.5-turbo-0125 model.3 The RAG model operates
by connecting a retriever module to the GPT-3.5-turbo-0125. The retriever is responsible for accessing triples’ most
relevant extracted information, which the language model then utilizes during the response generation process. In this
study, the data was segmented into chunks of 1024 tokens, and configured to extract the top 10 relevant chunks of
information, based on the input query. These retrieved chunks provide the GPT-3.5-turbo-0125 model with external
context that enhances its ability to generate responses that are not only coherent but also grounded in the factual data
derived from tables represented in the triples.

4.3 Fine-tuning LLM

To better understand the table structures in the QA task, we fine-tuned the GPT-3.5-turbo-0125 model using the
OpenAI API. Fine-tuning OpenAI’s text generation models is an effective strategy for customizing them to meet
specific requirements. However, this process demands substantial time and resources [10]. The fine-tuning process was
conducted on a partial set of the training dataset consisting of 800 out of 7326 samples in 3 epochs. This process was
designed to adapt the model to the specific characteristics of the tables format and FeTaQA dataset, which demands
comprehensive and contextually appropriate responses to questions derived from tabular data.

The tabular data was converted into a structured text format in the preprocessing stage to facilitate further processing
and integration into the pipeline. Each table was transformed by appending the "[UID]" token by adding a column
and putting it in the headers. For each row in the table, the unique row identifier (e.g., [18162_1] for the first row) was
added to the first column of that row. The cells within each row were then separated by the ’|’ character, providing a
clear delimiter between the different cells of a table. Additionally, each table row was separated by a newline character,
allowing the entire table to be represented in a structured and readable text format. This preprocessing step was crucial
for maintaining the integrity of the data during its conversion into a text-based format. These preprocessing steps are
used in the LLM’s prompt for fine-tuning and generating answers.

4.4 Evaluation Metrics

To assess the performance of our proposed approach in generating context-rich and accurate answers from tabular
data within the FeTaQA dataset, we utilized several evaluation metrics commonly used in NLP tasks, specifically
SacreBLEU (S-BLEU) [11] and ROUGE [12] (including ROUGE-1, ROUGE-2, and ROUGE-L). These metrics were

2Available at: https://github.com/RDFLib/rdflib (Accessed: August 18, 2024)
3https://platform.openai.com/docs/models/gpt-3-5-turbo
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selected due to their relevance in evaluating the quality of the generated text by evaluating the n-gram match between
generated and reference answers.

The S-BLEU score is a standardized BLEU score calculation designed to ensure consistency and reproducibility across
different implementations. It is widely used in the evaluation of machine translation models and other natural language
generation tasks, including assessing the quality of generated answers from language models. The S-BLEU score
is typically calculated using up to 4-grams by default, providing a robust measure of how closely the generated text
matches the reference text. The S-BLEU score is calculated using the following formula [11]:

SacreBLEU = exp

(
N∑

n=1

1

N
log pn

)
× exp

(
BP
r

)
(1)

where N is the maximum n-gram length (in case 4), and pn represents the precision for n-grams, calculated as the
number of matching n-grams between the generated and actual answers divided by the total number of n-grams in the
generated answers. r is the length of the actual answers. BP stands for brevity penalty, which penalizes overly short
generated answers compared to the actual answers, calculated as:

BP =

{
1 if c > r

exp
(
1− r

c

)
if c ≤ r

(2)

c is the length of the generated answers. r is the length of the actual answers.

The ROUGE (Recall-Oriented Understudy for Gisting Evaluation) metrics are a set of evaluation measures
commonly used in summarization tasks and other natural language generation evaluations. They measure the overlap
between the generated answers and actual answers.
ROUGE-1 measures the overlap of unigrams (individual words) between the generated answers and the actual answers.
ROUGE-1 is calculated using the following formula [12]:

ROUGE-1 =

∑
unigram∈Actual min(CountAct(unigram),CountGen(unigram))∑

unigram∈Actual CountAct(unigram)
(3)

CountAct(unigram) is the number of times a unigram appears in the actual answers. CountGen(unigram) is the number
of times a unigram appears in the generated answers.
ROUGE-2 measures the overlap of bigrams (two-word sequences) between the generated answers and the actual
answers. ROUGE-2 is calculated using the following formula [12]:

ROUGE-2 =

∑
bigram∈Actual min(CountAct(bigram),CountGen(bigram))∑

bigram∈Actual CountAct(bigram)
(4)

CountAct(bigram) is the number of times a bigram appears in the reference text. CountGen(bigram) is the number of
times a bigram appears in the generated text.
ROUGE-L measures the longest common subsequence (LCS) between the generated answers and the actual answers. It
is designed to evaluate the sequence similarity while allowing for gaps in the subsequence. ROUGE-L is calculated
using the following formula [12]:

ROUGE-L =
LCS(Act,Gen)

r
(5)

LCS(Act,Gen) is the length of the longest common subsequence between the actual and generated answers. r is the
length of the actual answers.

5 Results

The performance of our proposed approach, which integrates extracted triples with RAG in a fine-tuned GPT-3.5-
turbo-0125 model, was evaluated using S-BLEU and ROUGE metrics. The results in Table 1 demonstrates significant
improvements over existing approaches that have experiments on the FeTaQA dataset. The reported models are
fine-tuned on the FeTaQA dataset and evaluated their model on the S-BLEU and ROUGE metrics. Furthermore, we
evaluated the test set on the only fine-tuned GPT-3.5-turbo-0125 model without the triples and RAG. The comparison
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Table 1: Performance comparison of different baselines on the FeTaQA dataset. GPT-3.5-turbo-0125 with the triples
and RAG achieves significantly better S-BLEU and ROUGE metrics.

Models S-BLEU ROUGE-1 ROUGE-2 ROUGE-L

T5-small [9] 21.6 0.55 0.33 0.47
T5-base [9] 28.1 0.61 0.39 0.51
T5-large [9] 30.5 0.63 0.41 0.53
Codex [13] 27.9 0.62 0.40 0.52

MGCoT (T5-base) [14] 29.3 0.62 0.40 0.52
MGCoT (Flan-T5-base) [14] 29.6 0.62 0.40 0.53

GPT-3.5-turbo-0125 (only fine-tuned) 22.8 0.55 0.33 0.45
GPT-3.5-turbo-0125 with triples and RAG 31.3 0.67 0.44 0.55

Figure 1: Two examples of comparison between generated answers from GPT-3.5-turbo-0125 with the triples and RAG
and the actual answer from the FeTaQA dataset and generated answer from only fine-tuned GPT-3.5-turbo-0125

between GPT-3.5-turbo-0125 fine-tuned with and without triples and RAG integration highlights the importance of
these components. The model with RAG integration shows a substantial improvement in all evaluation metrics.

Figure 1 shows two comparisons between the generated answer from GPT-3.5-turbo-0125 with the triples and RAG and
the actual answer from the FeTaQA dataset. In the first example, we have a table with 29 rows with 4.31% important
cells to answer the provided question. A sophisticated method is needed to identify the relevant information while
ignoring it. Our method could retrieve related information based on the question and a table from the RAG. The table
representations in the text format allow the LLM to understand the table. A fine-tuned LLM model could generate more
contextual answers. The generated answer has information related to the question and is in the format of the preferred
answer in the FeTaQA actual answers. In the second example, we can see that fine-tuned GPT-3.5-turbo-0125 could
generate the answers in the preferred context instead of short answers, but the generated answer is wrong. The table
has only 5 rows, with 46% of essential cells answering the question. This indicates that the model did not adequately
understand the table. With the triples and RAG, this model can better understand the table’s relations and answer the
question more accurately using the same contextual preferences.

6 Discussions

Compared to the best baseline model, our approach shows a more significant improvement in ROUGE-1 and ROUGE-2
scores than in S-BLEU and ROUGE-L. ROUGE-1 and ROUGE-2 measure the overlap of uni-grams (single words)
and bi-grams (multiple words) between the generated and actual answers. The substantial improvement in ROUGE-1
and ROUGE-2 suggests that the model with triples and RAG integration is better at generating responses with relevant
vocabulary that matches the actual answers [12] that happened from a better understanding of the cells and their
relationships in the table. This can be attributed to the model’s ability to retrieve and incorporate factual, contextually
relevant information from the extracted triples, resulting in more precise word choices that align with the actual answers.
On the other hand, S-BLEU measures the similarity between the generated answer and the actual answer by comparing
n-grams. The higher score reflects the model’s enhanced ability to generate answers that closely match the actual

5



answers [11], and ROUGE-L evaluates the longest common subsequence between the generated answer and the actual
answer, which is particularly important for capturing the overall structure and coherence of the text [12]. So, the
RAG-triples pipeline helps the model maintain the overall structure of the answers, which is crucial for generating
long-form content that aligns with the actual answers. However, the overall sentence structure and sequence matching
see smaller gains with this approach, but this approach outperformed the baselines in all metrics.

LLMs struggle with interpreting tables due to their structured format, contrasting with the unstructured text typically
used in training [2]. To address this, we convert tables into a text format using the "|" character, making the data more
accessible for the LLM. Additionally, extracting triples from the tables enhances the textual representation, providing
context and clarity for the tables. These steps have improved the model’s understanding of tabular data, as evidenced by
superior performance metrics.

A key advantage of our approach is its ability to generate more accurate answers from table data. By fine-tuning the
GPT-3.5-turbo-0125 model on table-derived samples, the model gains a deeper understanding of the tabular data in our
text representation of tabular data. Using RDFLib to extract relational triples further enhances the model’s ability to
process complex data relationships, essential for accurate answer generation. This approach effectively improves the
model’s lack of inherent annotations by incorporating structured information from triples.

The comparison of the fine-tuned GPT-3.5-turbo-0125 model with and without triples and RAG underscores the
significance of these components. The triples aid in structuring tabular data for better model comprehension, while
RAG ensures the retrieval of relevant information chunks during response generation. This dual strategy helps
reduce hallucinations [15], a common issue in LLMs [16], by grounding responses in factual data, leading to notable
improvements in evaluation metrics between these two models, particularly S-BLEU and ROUGE-L.

6.1 Limitations

While our approach shows promising results in enhancing the accuracy and coherence of table-based QA, several
limitations that must be acknowledged. First, the reliance on the FeTaQA dataset means that the generalizability of
our model to other datasets with different structures or domains has not been evaluated. The unique characteristics of
FeTaQA, such as its specific tabular formats and the questions’ nature, may limit our findings’ applicability to broader
or more diverse datasets.

Another limitation is the evaluation metrics used, such as S-BLEU and ROUGE, while widely accepted in the NLP
community, primarily measure the n-gram overlap between generated and actual answers. These metrics may not fully
capture the nuances of contextual accuracy or the user-centric quality of the answers. More comprehensive evaluation
frameworks that incorporate semantic understanding and user satisfaction could provide a better assessment of the
system’s performance. Some of the answers generated from our approach are more detailed and explained, but despite
their correctness, the scores of these metrics are low. For instance, an actual answer "The Speed SFX’s lowest bpm is
175 on tracks #5–16 in the Speed series." versus the generated answer "The ’Rhythm & Police (K.O.G G3 Mix)’ track
from Bayside Shakedown has the lowest BPM of 175 on the Speed SFX series." both showing the same result in the
correctness. However, the second one has more details, and it answers the "Which tracks have lowest bpm?" part of the
question with their names instead of their track name (preference FeTaQA answer). This results in S-BLEU, ROUGE-1,
ROUGE-2 and ROUGE-L of 4.6, 0.51, 0.21, and 0.41, respectively. On the other hand, the actual answer of "The Speed
SFX’s lowest bpm is 175 on tracks #5–16 in the Speed series." and generated answer of "The Speed SFX’s lowest bpm
is 185 on tracks #2–16 in the Speed series" are high in these metrics (S-BLEU: 54.0, ROUGE-1: 0.875, ROUGE-2:
0.73 and ROUGE-L: 0.87 ), but the answer is not correct.

6.2 Future Work

In future work, we plan to explore several avenues to enhance the capabilities of table-based QA systems further. One
direction is to expand the scope of the extracted triples to a knowledge graph construction by incorporating external
knowledge sources, such as general ontologies like Wikidata [17] or DBpedia [18]. Using external knowledge sources
relevant to the question’s context can enhance a LLM model to use other factual information related to that table from
RAG system. As a result, the system improves its understanding and delivers more accurate answers. The external
knowledge can be added to the RAG system with the triples extracted from the table. Datasets such as FeTaQA that
have tables from Wikipedia can be used with Wikidata knowledge graph. Using graph neural network models in the
knowledge graph could help in semantic search over the graph [19]. A weighted graph approach has been introduced
in [20, 21, 22, 23] and in [24] they presented the dynamics existence in interconnected weighted networks. which
effectively captures the strength of relationships between graph nodes, allowing for the identification of nodes that are
more relevant to the given questions. This could enhance the accuracy of the generated answers [25, 26].
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Additionally, we aim to explore the application of our triples-RAG pipeline to other datasets beyond FeTaQA, particularly
in domains like healthcare, finance, and scientific research, where tables are commonly used but require highly
specialized knowledge for accurate interpretation. Other datasets include WikiTableQuestion [27], which typically has
short answers and derived directly from the tables, and WikiSQL [28], which has more straightforward tables compared
to FeTaQA, often containing structured data with clear and direct relationships between cells and headers.

Finally, the evaluation framework could be expanded to incorporate user-centric metrics. Metrics such as user satisfaction
could be measured through surveys or feedback mechanisms, capturing users’ subjective experience when interacting
with the system. They can rate the generated result in the metrics of correctness, fluency, adequacy, and faithfulness
provided in the FeTaQA study [9]. In addition, semantic similarity is a metric that can be evaluated using LLMs
to compare generated answers with the actual correct answers. This metric measures how closely the meaning of
the generated answer aligns with the expected answer rather than just focusing on exact word matches. Tools like
BERTScore [29] or Sentence-BERT [30] can compute these semantic similarities, providing a more nuanced evaluation
of answer quality beyond traditional string-matching methods.

7 Conclusion

In conclusion, this study successfully easily extracted triples and integrated them with a RAG model to enhance the
accuracy and coherence of long-form answers generated from tabular data in the FeTaQA dataset. The approach
outperformed existing baselines in key metrics, demonstrating its effectiveness in handling complex table-based QA
tasks. However, the study acknowledges limitations such as concerns about generalizability to other datasets and the
limitations of traditional evaluation metrics like S-BLEU and ROUGE, which may not fully capture contextual accuracy
or user satisfaction. Future work will expand the methodology to other domains and incorporate user-centric evaluation
metrics to improve table-based QA systems.
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