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Abstract
Large language models have demonstrated ex-
cellent performance in many tasks, including
Text-to-SQL, due to their powerful in-context
learning capabilities. They are becoming the
mainstream approach for Text-to-SQL. How-
ever, these methods still have a significant gap
compared to human performance, especially
on complex questions. As the complexity of
questions increases, the gap between questions
and SQLs increases. We identify two important
gaps: the structural mapping gap and the lexi-
cal mapping gap. To tackle these two gaps, we
propose PAS-SQL, an efficient SQL generation
pipeline based on LLMs, which alleviates gaps
through Abstract Query Pattern (AQP) and Con-
textual Schema Markup (CSM). AQP aims to
obtain the structural pattern of the question by
removing database-related information, which
enables us to find structurally similar demon-
strations. CSM aims to associate database-
related text span in the question with specific
tables or columns in the database, which alle-
viates the lexical mapping gap. Experimental
results on the Spider and BIRD datasets demon-
strate the effectiveness of our proposed method.
Specifically, PAS-SQL + GPT-4o sets a new
state-of-the-art on the Spider benchmark with
an execution accuracy of 87.9%, and achieves
leading results on the BIRD dataset with an
execution accuracy of 64.67%.

1 Introduction

With the widespread use of electronic devices,
tables have become a common format for stor-
ing structured data from various sources, such
as databases and spreadsheets (Lu et al., 2024).
Natural language interfaces can help more non-
technical users access the data while skilled pro-
fessionals can efficiently access this data through
Structured Query Language (SQL) (Codd, 1974;
Deng et al., 2022; Qin et al., 2022). Therefore,
Text-to-SQL — transforms natural language ques-
tions into executable SQL queries on databases —
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Figure 1: PAS-SQL alleviates gaps through AQP and
CSM. AQP and CSM denote Abstract Query Pattern
and Contextual Schema Markup respectively.

has received extensive attention from both industry
and academia (Deng et al., 2022; Qin et al., 2022;
Katsogiannis-Meimarakis and Koutrika, 2023).
Early methods primarily relied on rule-based sys-
tems that generate SQL queries through schema
and template matching (Androutsopoulos et al.,
1995; Zelle and Mooney, 1996), while these meth-
ods lack scalability and adaptability. Recent meth-
ods aim to enhance domain independence by em-
ploying supervised models trained across differ-
ent domains and datasets (Scholak et al., 2021;
Qi et al., 2022). Nonetheless, this category of ap-
proaches suffers from poor generalization capacity
and necessitates retraining when adapted to various
databases.

Recently, the advent of LLMs has led to signifi-
cant advancements in Text-to-SQL task (Rajkumar
et al., 2022; Ni et al., 2023; Gao et al., 2024). Meth-
ods based on LLMs can be roughly classified into
fine-tuning based methods and prompt-based meth-
ods. Fine-tuning based methods mainly involve fur-
ther training open-source language models using
Text-to-SQL data (Li et al., 2024b; Pourreza and
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Rafiei, 2024b). Prompt-based methods utilize in-
context learning ability of closed-source language
models to accomplish text-to-SQL tasks (Pourreza
and Rafiei, 2024a; Gao et al., 2024; Li et al., 2024a;
Qu et al., 2024). Fine-tuning-based methods usu-
ally require a certain amount of labeled data and
computational resources. With the continuous im-
provement of closed-source models, even after
training on large amounts of data, some fine-tuning
based methods on open-source language models
are still weaker than prompt-based methods. There-
fore, we focus on prompt-based methods.

Although prompt-based methods have achieved
excellent performance on Text-to-SQL, their per-
formance still has a significant gap compared to
human performance, especially on complex ques-
tions. We analyze and find that as the complexity
of questions increases, the complexity of the corre-
sponding SQLs also increases, and the gap between
questions and SQLs becomes larger and larger. We
regard Text-to-SQL as a natural language to SQL
translation task and identify two gaps from the per-
spective of translation: (1) Structural mapping
gap. By removing the database-related informa-
tion from the question and SQL, we can obtain
the structural information of the question and the
SQL. To generate SQL, the model needs to learn
the mapping from the question structure to the SQL
structure. As the complexity of the question in-
creases, the structural mapping gap widens, making
it more difficult for the model to learn. (2) Lexical
mapping gap. The more complex the question,
the more database tables and columns are involved
in the question, making it significantly more diffi-
cult to correctly map database-related text to the
database schemas.

To tackle these two gaps, we propose PAS-SQL,
a Text-to-SQL system designed for complex and
real-world databases. PAS-SQL introduces a scal-
able and efficient SQL generation pipeline based
on LLMs, consisting of four components: Abstract
Query Pattern (AQP), Contextual Schema Markup
(CSM), Constructing Demonstrations, Generat-
ing and Correcting SQL. AQP aims to obtain
the structural pattern of the question by remov-
ing database-related information. Specifically, we
mask database-related information in the question
using placeholders (e.g., [TABLE], [COLUMN],
and [VALUE]) to obtain AQP representation. The
AQP representation of the question provides a
database-agnostic representation that focuses on
structure, which enables us to find structurally sim-

ilar demonstrations, independent of the specific
database. CSM aims to associate database-related
text span in the question with specific tables or
columns in the database to obtain CSM representa-
tion. The CSM representation provides an effective
method for integrating relevant database schema
in the question, which alleviates the lexical map-
ping gap. We process question-SQL pairs to obtain
AQP and CSM demonstrations through the AQP
and CSM modules.

To utilize AQP and CSM demonstrations to alle-
viate the two gaps, the generation process is divided
into three steps: first, generate the AQP; next, gen-
erate the CSM; and finally, generate the SQL based
on the AQP and CSM. Specifically, when generat-
ing the CSM representation of a test question, we
retrieve structurally similar demonstrations as few-
shot examples based on the AQP representation to
assist in CSM generation. Inspired by the Chain
of Thought (CoT) approach and aware of the high
token consumption, we propose the CoT version,
which generates AQP, then CSM, and finally SQL
in a step-by-step way. We conduct extensive exper-
iments on two datasets and our proposed method
achieves an accuracy of 64.67% on the BIRD dev
set and 87.9% on the Spider dev set.

Our key contributions can be summarized as
follows:

• We identify two important gaps when generating
SQL queries for complex questions: the struc-
tural mapping gap and the lexical mapping gap.

• We propose an efficient SQL generation pipeline,
which effectively alleviates the two gaps through
Abstract Query Pattern and Contextual Schema
Markup module.

• PAS-SQL achieves impressive results, with an ex-
ecution accuracy of 64.67% on the BIRD dev set
and 87.9% on the Spider dev set.

2 Method

As the complexity of questions increases, the com-
plexity of the corresponding SQLs also increases,
and the gap between questions and SQLs becomes
larger and larger. To bridge the gap, we propose
PAS-SQL as shown in Figure 2, which consists of
four components: Abstract Query Pattern, Con-
textual Schema Markup, Constructing Demonstra-
tions, Generating and Correcting SQL. Addition-
ally, we introduce a Chain-of-Thought (CoT) ver-
sion of PAS-SQL to reduce token usage.
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Find (id,[candidate_assessments].[candidate_id]) of 
(candidates,[candidate_assessments]) whose (assessment 
code,[candidate_assessments].[asessment_outcome_code]) is 
("Pass",[VALUE])?

Find [COLUMN] of [TABLE] whose 
[COLUMN] is [VALUE]?

(3) Constructing Demonstrations

(4) Generating and Correcting SQL

QuestionAQP

Let's work this out step by step to ensure we have the right answer. With a 
DB Schema and an Original Question, follow these steps:
1. Based on the provided schema, identify the required tables and columns in 
the Original Question for masking.
2. Mask the Original Question with placeholders:

- Replace table names with [TABLE].
- Replace column names with [COLUMN].
- Replace specific values with [VALUE].

Here are three examples:
<ex1>
###Schema:SQLite SQL tables, with their properties:# head (head_ID: int,...
###Original Question: How many heads of the departments are older than 56 ?
###Masked Question:How many [TABLE] are older than [VALUE]?
</ex1>
...
###Schema:
###Foreign keys:
###Original Question: 
###Masked Question:

Let's work this out step by step to ensure we have the right answer. With a DB Schema and an Original 
Question, along with a Masked Question, follow these steps:
1. Identify and replace masked parts such as [COLUMN], [TABLE], and [VALUE] with the appropriate 
names and values from the schema.
2. For each masked part:

- If it is a [COLUMN], replace it with the format (masked part from the Original Question, 
[table].[column]).

- If it is a [TABLE], replace it with the format (masked part from the Original Question, [table]).
- If it is a [VALUE], replace it with the format (masked part from the Original Question, [VALUE]).

…
Here are three examples:
<ex1>
###Schema:SQLite SQL tables, with their properties:# head (head_ID: int,...
###Original Question: How many heads of the departments are older than 56 ?
###Masked Question:How many [TABLE] are older than [VALUE]?
###Replaced Question:How many (heads,[head]) are older than (56,[VALUE])?
</ex1>
...

(1) Abstract Query Pattern (2) Contextual Schema Markup

Question

Find id of candidates whose
assessment code is "Pass"?

Few-shot Retrieval 
Based on Question

Few-shot Retrieval 
Based on QuestionAQP

Figure 2: Overall framework of proposed PAS-SQL.

2.1 Abstract Query Pattern

Specifically, there are two gaps: the mapping from
natural language grammar structure to SQL gram-
mar structure, and the mapping from natural lan-
guage text to database schemas. To alleviate the
first gap, we propose an Abstract Query Pattern
(AQP) module. As illustrated in Figure 2, AQP
aims to obtain the structural pattern of the question
by removing database-related information. Next,
we introduce how to get AQP representations of
natural language questions.

We conduct AQP by prompting the LLM.
First, we give task instructions. Specifically, the
model needs to identify the database-related in-
formation within the question and then replace it
with three placeholders: [TABLE], [COLUMN],
and [VALUE]. Second, we provide pre-processed
demonstrations that already include the AQP rep-
resentations of questions to help the model better
conduct AQP tasks. Finally, we concatenate task
instructions, few-shot demonstrations, database
schemas, and the question to obtain the AQP
prompt. The LLM process the AQP prompt to
generate the AQP representation for the question.

The AQP representation of the question provides
a database-agnostic representation that focuses on
structure. We claim that questions with similar
AQP representations have similar SQL structures
and we confirm this in the experiment. Therefore,
we can retrieve structurally similar few-shot ex-
amples based on AQP, which can effectively help

generate SQL for the test question.

2.2 Contextual Schema Markup

To alleviate the second gap, we propose a Contex-
tual Schema Markup (CSM) module. As illustrated
in Figure 2, CSM aims to associate database-related
text span in the question with specific tables or
columns in the database. For the second gap, previ-
ous research has primarily concentrated on schema-
linking, extracting necessary database schemas for
SQL generation, thereby reducing the impact of
a large number of unrelated schemas. However,
most of these works perform schema-linking at the
question level, while we perform schema-linking
at the span level.

We conduct AQP by prompting the LLM. First,
we give task instructions. The model needs to de-
termine the database schema corresponding to each
placeholder in the AQP representation of the ques-
tion and replace the placeholder with the original
text and the corresponding database schema. Sec-
ond, we provide pre-processed demonstrations that
already include the CSM representation of ques-
tions to help the model better conduct CSM tasks.
Finally, we concatenate database schemas, the ques-
tion with task instructions, and few-shot examples
to obtain the CSM prompt. The LLM then pro-
cesses this prompt to generate the CSM representa-
tion for the question.

By matching database-related text span with the
tables and columns in the schema, CSM provides

3



an effective method for integrating relevant schema
in the question. We believe the CSM module can
provide the necessary database schemas to alleviate
the semantic gap, while AQP can provide relevant
structures to alleviate the structural gap. With the
combined effect of the two modules, SQL genera-
tion for complex questions can be better addressed.

2.3 Constructing Demonstrations

Both the Spider and BIRD datasets have a large
number of training samples, and existing works di-
rectly use training samples as demonstrations. We
claim that this approach does not make full use of
these valuable natural language questions and SQL
pairs. We construct AQP and CSM demonstrations
from the training samples to better utilize them.

We first select five representative samples from
each training set and manually annotate them to ob-
tain their AQP and CSM representations. Thus we
get five AQP demonstrations and five CSM demon-
strations for each dataset. We combine database
schemas, the question to be processed, SQL, and
AQP demonstrations to obtain the AQP prompt,
which is processed by LLM to obtain the AQP rep-
resentation as described in Section 2.1. Next, we
use the AQP representation of the question and
CSM demonstrations to generate the CSM repre-
sentation as described in Section 2.2. In these two
steps, we use GLM-4 because the SQL correspond-
ing to the question is already in the prompt, both
tasks are relatively simple.

2.4 Generating and Correcting SQL

To generate the final SQL for the test question,
we follow four steps. First, we obtain the AQP
representation of the question. Next, we derive the
CSM representation. Then, we generate the initial
SQL based on the AQP and CSM representations.
Finally, we validate and correct it to obtain the final
SQL. Below, we introduce each step in detail.

Generating AQP representation. For the given
test question, we start by retrieving the top-k most
similar AQP demonstrations from all available
AQP demonstrations as few-shot examples, using
question similarity as a criterion for selection. Ex-
isting works indicate that the order of examples
significantly affects the output. Therefore, we ar-
range the examples in reverse order, placing the
most similar example closest to the test question.
By concatenating the task instructions, few-shot
examples, database schemas, and the test question,

and then processing them through an LLM, we
obtain the AQP representation of the question as
described in 2.1.

Generating CSM representation. Given the
AQP representation of the question, we retrieve
the most similar CSM demonstrations as few-shot
examples based on AQP representation similarity.
We then integrate the task instructions, few-shot
examples, database schemas, and the test question
to construct the CSM prompt. Subsequently, we
generate the CSM representation of the question as
outlined in Section 2.2.

Generating SQL. We obtain the AQP represen-
tation and CSM representation of the question
through the above two steps. We then retrieve val-
ues from the database, ensuring that the relevant
columns are present and emphasized in the CSM
representation. We select three demonstrations as
few-shot examples from the results of the previous
CSM step. We combine the task instructions, few-
shot examples, database schemas, the question, the
AQP representation, and the CSM representation
to obtain the SQL generation prompt. This prompt
is fed into the LLM to generate the SQL.

Correcting SQL. We further validate the gener-
ated SQL to ensure its executability. We execute
the generated SQL, and if it executes successfully,
the generation process ends. Otherwise, we initiate
the correction process. The initial LLMs input, in-
correct SQL, and detected errors are re-input into
the LLMs to obtain a new SQL. This process re-
peats until the generated SQL can be successfully
executed or a maximum number of correction at-
tempts is reached.

2.5 Chain-of-Thought

Inspired by the Chain of Thought (CoT) approach
and aware of the high token consumption from mul-
tiple calls of the language model, we propose the
CoT version of PAS-SQL. We first retrieve similar
examples using the test question and then integrate
the examples with the question to guide the model
in sequentially generating AQP, CSM, and SQL.
The results show that this approach significantly
reduces token usage while maintaining minimal
performance loss. Previous research has applied
Chain-of-Thought to the Text-to-SQL domain by
decomposing problems into multiple steps for step-
by-step resolution. However, as far as we know,
there is no method to apply a structured chain of
thought structure like ours.
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3 Experiment

3.1 Experimental Setup

3.1.1 Evaluation Datasets

Spider. Spider is a cross-domain Text-to-SQL
benchmark including 10,181 natural language ques-
tions and 5,693 unique SQL queries across more
than 200 databases in 138 different domains (Yu
et al., 2018). The dataset is split into the training
set (7,000 examples), the development set (1,034
examples), and the test set (2,147 examples).

BIRD. BIRD is a large-scale cross-domain bench-
mark (Li et al., 2024c), which contains over 12,751
unique question-SQL pairs, and 95 large databases,
covering 37 domains with a total size of 33.4GB.
Compared to Spider, BIRD emphasizes SQL effi-
ciency and knowledge reasoning in large databases,
offering configurations with and without external
knowledge. The training set has 9,428 examples
and the development set has 1,534 examples.

3.1.2 Metrics

We evaluate model performance using the official
metrics for each dataset. Spider uses Execution Ac-
curacy (EX), which compares the execution results
of the predicted SQL with the actual results, offer-
ing a more precise performance measure. BIRD
uses Valid Efficiency Score (VES) and EX. VES
evaluates both execution accuracy and run-time ef-
ficiency of the generated SQL, ensuring the results
match the reference query and accounting for exe-
cution time efficiency. We compare our approach
with existing works, including DIN-SQL (Pourreza
and Rafiei, 2024a), DAIL-SQL (Gao et al., 2024),
MAC-SQL (Wang et al., 2024),TA-SQL (Qu et al.,
2024), SuperSQL (Li et al., 2024a).

3.1.3 Implement Details

In our experiments, we use GLM-4 (GLM et al.,
2024) to process the training sets to obtain AQP
and CSM demonstrations. In the prompt, we use
three few-shot examples for both datasets because
our experiments indicate that using three yields
better results, as depicted in Figure 3. For retriev-
ing similar few-shot examples, we utilize the BGE
model (Zhang et al., 2023) and conduct embedding
similarity search with the FAISS library (Douze
et al., 2024). To minimize the randomness in the
outputs of the large language models (LLMs), we
set the temperature to 0.

Method Dev

EX VES

Palm-2 27.38 -
ChatGPT + CoT 36.64 42.30
Claude-2 42.70 -
DIN-SQL + GPT-4 50.72 58.79
DAIL-SQL + GPT-4 54.76 56.08
MAC-SQL + GPT-4 57.56 57.60
MAC-SQL + GPT-4o 57.11 60.38
TA-SQL + GPT-4 56.19 -
SuperSQL 58.50 61.99

GLM-4 48.83 49.11
PAS-SQL + GLM-4 59.13 59.33
GPT-4o 51.30 52.37
PAS-SQL + GPT-4o 64.67 65.04

Table 1: Evaluation results on BIRD Dev dataset.

3.2 Overall Performance

3.2.1 BIRD Results

As shown in Table 1, on the BIRD Dev set, our
method PAS-SQL + GPT-4o achieves a signif-
icant improvement, with an execution accuracy
of 64.67%, nearly 10% higher than DAIL-SQL+
GPT-4. PAS-SQL + GPT-4o also demonstrates
a notable enhancement over the GPT-4o baseline,
reaching a new SOTA. For the Valid Efficiency
Score (VES) metric, PAS-SQL + GPT-4o achieves
65.04%, surpassing other methods, indicating the
high efficiency of SQL generated by our method.
These results indicate that our method can find
more valuable few-shot examples for test questions
by abstracting training samples. This approach
allows for more effective utilization of the knowl-
edge contained within the training data, leading
to the generation of more accurate and efficient
SQL queries. In addition, while GLM-4 is only
2.47% behind GPT-4o, the introduction of PAS-
SQL increases this gap to 5.54%. Although we
obtain AQP and CSM few-shot examples using
GLM-4 and apply these few-shot examples to GPT-
4o, our method significantly enhances GPT-4o’s
performance. These performance improvements
across different language models demonstrate the
model-agnostic nature and strong adaptability of
PAS-SQL.

3.2.2 Spider Results

As shown in Figure 2, our method significantly
outperforms other prompt-based methods. On the
Spider Dev set, our method achieves an execu-
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Model Dev Test

ChatGPT-SQL + ChatGPT 72.3 -
RATSQL + GAP + NatSQL 75.0 73.3
T5-3B + PICARD 79.3 75.1
Graphix-3B + PICARD 81.0 77.6
SC-Prompt + T5-3B 81.1 -
REDSQL-3B + NatSQL 84.1 79.9
DIN-SQL + GPT-4 82.8 85.3
MAC-SQL + GPT-4 81.4 82.8
MAC-SQL + GPT-4o 82.0 82.4
DAIL-SQL + GPT-4 84.4 86.6

GLM-4 75.7 -
PAS-SQL + GLM-4 85.3 84.3
GPT-4o 75.0 -
PAS-SQL + GPT-4o 87.9 86.8

Table 2: Evaluation results on Spider dataset.

tion accuracy of 87.9%, outperforming GPT-4o by
12.9% and the current state-of-the-art DAIL-SQL
+ GPT-4 by 3.5%, setting a new SOTA. We also
achieve SOTA on the Spider Test set. Additionally,
PAS-SQL + GLM-4 delivers competitive results.
These results further demonstrate our method’s ef-
fectiveness and generalization. Interestingly, we
observe that the performance of GLM-4 is very
close to GPT-4o on Spider, even slightly outper-
forming GPT-4o.

Method Simple Moderate Challenging Total

PAS-SQL 66.27 48.49 47.59 59.13
-w/o CSM 62.81 46.55 44.83 56.19 (-2.94)
-w/o AQP 61.95 43.97 41.38 54.56 (-4.57)

Table 3: Ablation results of main components on BIRD.

3.3 Ablation Study
3.3.1 Major Components
We conduct ablation studies to assess the impact
of the AQP and CSM components of our proposed
method. The results are illustrated in Figure 3. Re-
moving the CSM component leads to a 2.94% drop
in performance, highlighting that the absence of
question and database schema mapping makes it
more challenging for the model to generate SQL,
thus lowering accuracy. CSM is equivalent to per-
forming schema-linking based on few-shot exam-
ples, which can effectively reduce the number of
candidate database schemas in the next step. With-
out CSM, when generating SQL, the model needs
to handle a large number of redundant and unre-
lated database schemas, making it more difficult.

Removing AQP along with CSM causes a further
performance drop of 4.57%, indicating the impor-

tance of AQP. AQP not only facilitates the genera-
tion of CSM but also plays a key role in retrieving
similar few-shot examples. By masking database-
related information in the original question, AQP
standardizes the question, making it easier for the
model to find structurally similar few-shot exam-
ples from a vast array of training samples. Without
AQP, the model struggles to obtain relevant few-
shot examples, leading to a marked drop in SQL
execution accuracy.

Method EX

PAS-SQL 59.13

w/ Few-shot Full Schema 58.67 (↓)
w/ Full Value 58.41 (↓)
w/ Full Foreign Key 58.28 (↓)

Table 4: Ablation results of minor components on
BIRD.

3.3.2 Minor Components
We conduct ablation studies on several specific
aspects of PAS-SQL. Initially, we investigate the
impact of the organization of few-shot examples
on performance. In our approach, the few-shot ex-
amples retain only the tables and columns used in
the example SQL. As illustrated in Figure 4, when
we use Full Schema, the performance of PAS-SQL
on BIRD decreases and results in more token con-
sumption. Therefore, we conclude that redundant
schema information in few-shot examples is un-
necessary. Similarly, we conduct ablation studies
on the foreign key and cell value information of
the test questions. Given that CSM emphasizes
schema information, we hypothesize that foreign
keys and column values that are not emphasized in
the tables could be redundant. Experimental results
indicate that including all cell values and foreign
keys does indeed lead to performance degradation.
Notably, including full foreign keys causes a perfor-
mance drop of nearly 1% and also increases token
consumption.

3.4 Further Analysis

3.4.1 Impacts of Few-shot Numbers
In the in-context learning of large models, using
too few examples may not provide enough ref-
erence information for generating accurate SQL
queries. Conversely, using multiple examples can
increase computational complexity and introduce
noise, ultimately reducing performance. As shown
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Figure 3: GLM-4’ results on various few-shot numbers.

in Figure 3, we conduct experiments with different
numbers of few-shot examples on both BIRD and
Spider datasets. EX performance improves as the
number of few-shot examples increases from 0 to
3 across both datasets. However, as the number of
examples is larger than 3, performance begins to
decline. Thus, three examples are the best choice.

3.4.2 Case Study
Our method, by abstracting the samples, can find
more valuable few-shot examples for test questions.
We conduct a detailed case study to illustrate this.
Figure 4 illustrates the top-1 few-shot examples re-
trieved based on question similarity. The result in-
dicates that the SQL structure of the few-shot ex-
amples significantly differs from the gold SQL of
the test question. This discrepancy arises because
the examples retrieved based on question similar-
ity often contain abundant domain-specific infor-
mation, making the retrieval results more domain-
focused rather than addressing the specific intent of
the question. In addition, even if the examples and
the test question belong to the same domain, the
examples provide little help for SQL generation for
the test question due to different databases.

In contrast, the top-1 few-shot example re-
trieved using our proposed AQP shows a high
similarity in SQL structure with the test ques-
tion, differing only in the “WHERE” clause.
This is because AQP representations provides a
database-agnostic representation of the questions,
focusing more on the structure of the questions. We
claim that similar question structures will lead to
similar SQL structures. Therefore, compared to
retrieval based on question similarity, examples ob-
tained through AQP-based retrieval are more help-
ful in generating the correct SQL for test questions.
Ablation results of AQP in Table 3 aslo demon-
strates the critical role of AQP.

3.4.3 CoT version of PAS-SQL
PAS-SQL requires calling the LLM multiple times,
which is costly. Therefore, we propose a Chain-of-
Thought (CoT) version of PAS-SQL, which gener-
ates AQP, CSM, and initial SQL in a single LLM
call. We evaluate the CoT of PAS-SQL on the
Spider Dev set. As shown in Table 5, the CoT
version’s execution accuracy (EX) is only 2.5 per-
centage points lower than PAS-SQL + GPT-4o,
but it reduces the average token usage per ques-
tion by 1,310 tokens. We introduced an efficiency
rate to quantify the ratio of model performance
to economic cost. The results show that the CoT
version is more economical. Its efficiency rate is
significantly higher than PAS-SQL, reflecting bet-
ter optimization in terms of computational resource
consumption and performance.

Method Avg. Prompt Tokens EX Efficiency Rate

PAS-SQL + GPT-4o 3,614 87.9 0.0243
CoT of PAS-SQL + GPT-4o 2,304 85.4 0.0370

Table 5: Performance comparison of different models
on execution accuracy and efficiency. Efficiency Rate is
calculated by EX/Avg. Prompt Tokens)

4 Related Work

Text-to-SQL aims to convert users’ natural lan-
guage queries into appropriate SQL queries, en-
abling non-experts to access databases and retrieve
information with reduced effort and cost. Early
research mainly applies rule-based methods and
template matching techniques to translate natural
language questions into SQL queries (Baik et al.,
2020; Stone et al., 2020). However, these methods
lack scalability and adaptability.

Sequence-to-Sequence based methods. With
the advent of deep learning, Text-to-SQL has
evolved into utilizing sequence-to-sequence mod-
els (Sutskever, 2014) where both the database
schema and user questions are encoded as se-
quences, aiming to generate the corresponding SQL
query. Transformer-based models, such as T5 and
BERT, have enhanced their performance by incor-
porating relation-aware self-attention mechanisms.

Recently, the advent of LLMs has led to signifi-
cant advancements in Text-to-SQL task (Rajkumar
et al., 2022; Ni et al., 2023; Gao et al., 2024). Meth-
ods based on LLMs can be roughly classified into
fine-tuning based methods and prompt-based
methods. Fine-tuning based methods mainly in-
volve further training open-source language mod-
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Few-shot Based AQP Similarity

Test Question: Show the stadium name and capacity with most number of concerts in
year 2014 or after.

Test Question AQP: Show the [COLUMN] and [COLUMN] of the [TABLE] with the most
number of [TABLE] in [VALUE] or after.

Gold SQL: SELECT T2.name, T2.capacity FROM concert AS T1 JOIN stadium AS T2

ON T1.stadium id = T2.stadium id WHERE T1.year >= 2014 GROUP BY T2.stadium id

ORDER BY count(*) DESC LIMIT 1

Few-shot Question: Show the statement id and the statement detail for the statement
with most number of accounts.

Few-shot Question AQP: Show the [COLUMN] and the [COLUMN] for the [TABLE]
with most number of [TABLE].

Gold SQL:SELECT T1.statement id, T2.statement details FROM Accounts AS

T1 JOIN Statements AS T2 ON T1.statement id = T2.statement id GROUP BY

T1.statement id ORDER BY count(*) DESC LIMIT 1

Few-shot Based Question Similarity

Test Question: Show the stadium name and capacity with most number of concerts in
year 2014 or after.

Gold SQL: SELECT T2.name, T2.capacity FROM concert AS T1 JOIN stadium AS T2

ON T1.stadium id = T2.stadium id WHERE T1.year >= 2014 GROUP BY T2.stadium id

ORDER BY count(*) DESC LIMIT 1

Few-shot Question: Find the name of the stadium that has the maximum capacity.

Gold SQL: SELECT name FROM stadium ORDER BY capacity DESC LIMIT 1

Table 1: SQL Queries for Few-shot Based AQP

1

Figure 4: Results of few-shot example retrieval.

els using Text-to-SQL data (Li et al., 2024b; Pour-
reza and Rafiei, 2024b). Prompt-based methods
utilize the in-context learning ability of closed-
source language models to accomplish text-to-SQL
tasks (Pourreza and Rafiei, 2024a; Gao et al., 2024;
Li et al., 2024a; Qu et al., 2024). Fine-tuning-based
methods usually require a certain amount of labeled
data and computational resources.

Prompt-based methods. Some early works
explore strategies for effectively representing
databases in in-context learning (Rajkumar et al.,
2022; Chang and Fosler-Lussier; Tai et al.; Tai
et al.). In addition, DAIL-SQL (Gao et al., 2024)
conducts a comprehensive and systematic evalua-
tion of prompt-based methods, including differ-
ent forms of information organization and vari-
ous few-shot retrieval methods. Subsequent work
breaks down this task into multiple stages for solv-
ing. DIN-SQL (Pourreza and Rafiei, 2024a) breaks
down the Text-to-SQL task into smaller subtasks
with specific prompts, then guides GPT-4 to com-
plete each subtask, and eventually form a com-
plete SQL query. TA-SQL (Qu et al., 2024) in-
troduces Task Alignment, a strategy that enhances
large language models’ performance and reliability
in text-to-SQL tasks by mitigating hallucination
through schema linking and logical synthesis. Su-
perSQL (Li et al., 2024a) presents NL2SQL360, a

multi-faceted framework for evaluating and com-
paring natural language to SQL methods to help
researchers and practitioners identify optimal solu-
tions for specific needs.

However, these studies often focus on prompt
organization or task decomposition and do not
consider the gap between few-shot examples and
test questions, which leads to inefficient in-context
learning. To mitigate these challenges, we propose
PAS-SQL, a SQL generation workflow tailored for
real-world and complex database environments.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we analyze and identify two impor-
tant gaps between questions and SQL queries: the
structural mapping gap and the lexical mapping
gap. We propose PAS-SQL, an efficient SQL gener-
ation pipeline based on LLMs, which alleviates two
gaps through Abstract Query Pattern and Contex-
tual Schema Markup. Our method achieves lead-
ing execution accuracy on the Spider and BIRD
datasets. Our findings highlight the importance of
training corpora. We hope that these insights will
provide valuable guidance for further research and
practical applications in the Text-to-SQL field, and
will help to advance its development.

8



6 Limitations

In our work, we do not decompose test questions
into sub-questions. When test questions are overly
complex, such as those with multiple nested sub-
questions, generating the correct SQL becomes
more challenging. Additionally, although the train-
ing sets of BIRD and Spider are significantly larger
than the test sets, this does not guarantee that the
training set’s AQP can cover all the AQP of the
test set questions. If the training set lacks data
that matches the AQP of the current test question,
performance is adversely affected.
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A Appendix

Below are prompt templates used for different modules of PAS-SQL. The last template references the work
of MAC-SQL (Wang et al., 2024).

Figure 1: Prompt Template of Abstract Query Pattern
1 You are now an excellent SQL writer. First, I will provide an instruction and three examples.

Your task is to learn from the examples how to transform the Original Question into the
Masked Question using the DB schema. After that, you will receive a new question with a
similar Original Question structure to the examples. Your goal is to replicate the
examples to generate the final correct Masked Question.

2
3 Let's work this out step by step to ensure we have the right answer. Given a DB schema and an

Original Question, follow these steps:
4
5 1. Based on the provided schema, identify the required tables and columns in the Original

Question for masking.
6 2. Mask the Original Question with placeholders:
7 - Replace table names with [TABLE].
8 - Replace column names with [COLUMN].
9 - Replace specific values with [VALUE].

10
11 Here are three examples:
12
13 {ex}
14
15 Refer to the examples and respond with the Masked Question with no explanation.
16
17 {schema}
18
19 ###Foreign keys
20 {db_fk}
21
22 ### Original Question: {question}
23 ### Masked Question:

Figure 2: Prompt Template of Contextual Schema Markup
1 You are now an excellent SQL writer. First, I will provide an instruction and three examples.

Your task is to learn from the examples how to transform the Masked Question into the
Replaced Question using the DB schema. After that, you will receive a new question with a
similar Masked Question structure to the examples. Your goal is to replicate the
examples to generate the final correct Replaced Question.

2
3 Let's work this out step by step to ensure we have the right answer. Given a DB schema and an

Original Question, along with a Masked Question, follow these steps:
4
5 1. Identify and replace masked parts such as [COLUMN], [TABLE], and [VALUE] with the

appropriate names and values from the schema.
6 2. For each masked part:
7 - If it is a [COLUMN], replace it with the format (masked part from the Original Question,

[table].[column]).
8 - If it is a [TABLE], replace it with the format (masked part from the Original Question,

[table]).
9 - If it is a [VALUE], replace it with the format (masked part from the Original Question,

[value]).
10 3. Append additional table and column information that might not have been explicitly

mentioned in the original Masked Question but are needed when generating SQL, selecting
up to 10 relevant pieces of information.

11
12 Here are three examples:
13
14 {ex}
15
16 Refer to the examples and respond with the Replaced Question with no explanation.
17
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18 ### Schema:
19 {schema}
20
21 ### Foreign keys:
22 {db_fk}
23
24 ### Original Question: {question}
25 ### Masked Question: {mask}
26 ### Replaced Question:

Figure 3: Prompt Template of Generating SQL
1 You are now an excellent SQL writer. First, I will provide an instruction and three examples.

Your task is to learn from the examples how to transform the Replaced Question into the
Gold SQL using the DB schema. After that, you will receive a new question with a similar
Masked Question structure to the examples. Your goal is to replicate the examples to
generate the final correct Gold SQL.

2
3 Let's work this out step by step to ensure we have the right answer. Given a DB schema and an

Original Question, along with a Masked Question and a Replaced Question, follow these
steps:

4
5 1. Understand the Masked Question:
6 - The Masked Question is a version of the Original Question where table names, column

names, and specific values are replaced with placeholders such as [TABLE], [COLUMN], and
[VALUE].

7 - This helps to abstract the question so that it can be mapped to the schema more easily.
8
9 2. Understand the Replaced Question:

10 - The Replaced Question is derived from the Masked Question by replacing the placeholders
with actual table names, column names, and values from the DB schema.

11 - Each placeholder is replaced with the format (masked part from the Original Question, [
table].[column] for columns, [table] for tables, and [value] for values).

12 - At the end of the Replaced Question, additional tables and columns that were not
explicitly mentioned in the original question will be appended in the format "Other
tables and columns:".

13
14 3. Generate the Gold SQL:
15 - Identify the necessary tables and columns involved in the Replaced Question.
16 - Based on the Replaced Question, analyze how the Gold SQL is constructed.
17 - Ensure that the SQL query accurately reflects the intent of the Original Question.
18
19 Here are three examples:
20
21 {ex}
22
23 Refer to the examples and respond with the Gold SQL with no explanation.
24
25 {schema}
26
27 ###Foreign keys
28 {db_fk}
29
30 ### Table Value
31 {value}
32
33 ### Original Question: {question}
34 ### Masked Question: {mask}
35 ### Replaced Question: {replace}
36 Pay special attention to the information within the parentheses () in the Replaced Question,

as it is crucial for generating the correct Gold SQL.
37 ### Gold SQL:
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Figure 4: Prompt Template of Correcting SQL
1 [Instruction]
2 When executing SQL below, some errors occurred, please fix up SQL based on query and database

info.
3 Solve the task step by step if you need to. Using SQL format in the code block, and indicate

script type in the code block.
4 When you find an answer, verify the answer carefully. Include verifiable evidence in your

response if possible.
5 [Constraints]
6 - In `SELECT <column>`, just select needed columns in the [Question] without any unnecessary

column or value
7 - In `FROM <table>` or `JOIN <table>`, do not include unnecessary table
8 - If use max or min func, `JOIN <table>` FIRST, THEN use `SELECT MAX(<column>)` or `SELECT MIN

(<column>)`
9 - If [Value examples] of <column> has 'None' or None, use `JOIN <table>` or `WHERE <column> is

NOT NULL` is better
10 - If use `ORDER BY <column> ASC|DESC`, add `GROUP BY <column>` before to select distinct

values
11 [Query]
12 -- {query}
13 [Evidence]
14 {evidence}
15 [Database info]
16 {desc_str}
17 [Foreign keys]
18 {fk_str}
19 [old SQL]
20 ```sql
21 {sql}
22 ```
23 [SQLite error]
24 {sqlite_error}
25 [Exception class]
26 {exception_class}
27
28 Now please fixup old SQL and generate new SQL again.
29 [correct SQL]
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