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Abstract

To address the issues of complex operation and high learning costs associated with traditional Ge-
ographic Information System (GIS) tools, this paper proposes an intelligent query system that inte-
grates a rule engine with a Large Language Model (LLM). The system achieves the shunting pro-
cessing of query tasks through a dynamic routing algorithm, and combines domain knowledge-en-
hanced Prompt engineering with in-depth integration of PostGIS spatial functions, thereby solving
the problem of semantic conversion from natural language to spatial SQL. The system utilizes plat-
form data from the Jiangsu Engineering Research Center for Ecological Product Value Realization.
Experiments show that the system achieves an accuracy rate of 72% in spatial join queries, which
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is more than 25% higher than that of general models, and supports localized deployment to ensure
the security of geographically sensitive data.
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1. 5|15

HhERAE AR IS 2R OE K, 2SR (RS . RERIE . oS RE) 4T
THARHEEER, 55 GIS KT A A %% S SQL B Python JHIA, {77E N KM :

1) HAEE et AR 5T EOH 55014 B B 4R 23 W) ek B (U ST_Intersects) (1944 A s

2) W BSRES P XA G 7 F oS ST_Area 1) SQL ).

JEAE NL2SQL HiAR B FEARE W1 T4, (H7E GIS A7 7E 2 JRBR: 25 (Al pR 22k : RAT-SQL [1]%%
18 FH AR 2% PostGIS B3 BUBFIRANE . [F SCA]( “oRth” 1 “He” ) S EH IME Tk SQL [2] 7B
WL 2RI 22 A AT =3 APL TGV 2 25 55 Hh 3 S U % 57 7 oK

A SCTTHR:

1) HADIIN - BRI ShAS B EH AR, SCILE P A T S AP N 5 A s [R) S AT A R T s

2) FRHAAURENREANLE], 8BRS R M SR P SO

3) HFRAMAEE TR, ERITIR Al 55 PostGIS, {REEEHE %4 .

2. HIBE Mt R AR
2.1. NL2SQL BRER

HARE S Fe 45 ML B S 5 (NL2SQL)BA B 7@ B AR 15 5 2 1 BRAREds 22 2 v 1 IR . LA 5
B AR 5 DGR UTC 77 v o o, Li SE[3]H2 H 1) NaLIR FR G0 Tl e SCis i 10 U] i B 1 R A5 )
(e, EHA)RRENEZ, ML S (W E T A W). BEREY INRIE, Gl IrikE
WA ERL. Zhong ZE[4]H2 H 1) Seq2SQL #54Y, KA iRk 2% SIHESR A il SQL 155, 7E WikiSQL ¥ £
I 61%M T2, (HIEZ R R P RIMA R .

AER, TIZRIE S AL (W BERT GPT [5])MU>4 SN T NL2SQL HAR 28 . Wang S5 [1]#2 th
) RAT-SQL FALIE IS % RN Schema iR, T 7 I EHI(E JOIN FIERE R H0) I A Rl
RE71, 7F Spider Z¥a4E Lk F 65%MPATHEMZR . SR, DA AL RETEREWREES S, =
(4 22 (1 PostGIS [6]) 1T XA . i, FEP5 KBRS 5] pR £ (W1 ST_Area. ST_Buffer) )2 i,
308 PR B2 R A e R Gl 2 11 2 R % SQL

22. MIBEERGERE

HPRE B R GL(GIS)H A BEAL #6 A2 RS B BRI Ofa % . 480 GIS TR ArcGIS. QGIS){k
LA YRE Python A EL SQL E4), #AEEZ: HAER . ILHK, AlL GIS FIE&H R FEEPE
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RGBT BT B RARE L (CNN) ) E Shb ) 5 2K [T RS B AR, BT T
Ly

2 (R FZ R FH P4 20 I 265 (GININ 3 e B ST A [ P 1 D 3R (Lo B DR 245 32 8 1), i Bk i
R PesE[8]

HARE SR H: YIP%REESFERE GIS Bk, (HILThEEE R T /& iy “ 5on i E K
27, RIECFFE IR

PostGIS 1B AR 2= (A1 ZEd e, $Att 1 o KA 25 ()T 5068 71 (W ST _Intersectss ST_Union), {HF
RIS 2 2% SQL iEH) . BUARIT M AR 7850454 NL2SQL # R 5 PostGIS si%, FEEEL A
DA FH 2 (8] 23 A s 77 il Sevh St XSk B i AR, FH P 75 F23h R ST_Area B3, 1iid H NL2SQL
T ERETEE R R,

AW FCIEIE R RIE SRS PostGIS IREEAERL, BRI T HARTE S RS = 4 2 Al A, JEAR 7
GIS &R EZ H X L= A

3. Rt 5L
3.1 RGBT

KRGKM Y ZEEN S5IREG AL FE], W 7 — B G REENE AN St e, K
PSR RG : 1) Al AbFRARER, S Rl AHE DeepSeek [918: 7 55 25 it KIMI AP, i 4T3 1R 39 55 /1) Prompt
TR SEAREALE], kBB H(n£ % JOIN. A R EURE) B L RS SQL ARk, 2) %
P EEE RO, $3% PostgreSQL/PostGIS #afEH: 1, LR HUREMA S St kUi, SGa0anss
S AR 2 4.

RGUK YA Z BT, A ohaTmE . Jaun 282, & 2R W s bRtz e,
WiRE N E. KE. BAEEME 1 FR:
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Figure 1. System architecture diagram

E 1. RGREE

3.1.1. FmE

A AC HJR 2T Vue3 HESRMEE, SCRF A B BRE S AT NS RGHAT R H, SR 2 RESH
PR M 2 RS BT e . R GUH B RETR R AMESEINHERE 7 B 5 R R 8 (in “ b X i), SCFF
Hath (i Beds . ) SiEE RS, FIRH AR, SR A RSy 5k, i h i
SARBE B GA7 P B0l 30 RN IV A TE RO ANSE AL, T (8 B Bl SRS D 1 o DR A A i ) 2
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Figure 2. Frontend interface schematic
2. BRAEREE

3.1.2. FiRE
JESERIY A=y N TR REANCE S, SQL i BLastiis . Hdle i i i .
N TR AL B B M R S 2 N TR REAE 2R KIMI AR R ASHh deepseek 15 AU [ 1% 4L 4 »
PTTEN IR R AL . ARG R, IR B . AR R A T BE LI R A -
1) Al M A, 2D RERRGE FI 7 B ORTE 5 i AV SR I AR R FR SR AT RO M . A TR SR
e AU KSR AN, S A U A s SRS O, AR T SRS T % 22 AR 2 0 A 1A 2y M AT R
PR SRS TIC B ELHE U 5 Y, R AL B, A ALY, R R s Al o i BTG 2 3B iS5 S %
AN BRI 5] 05 AT Bl R R I AR B, Wi R 2 RIREE W UL T SR RS
AR R AW A AR, aid R NS0 E R MBS B A2 R 5 R e 55
TS SRR A AR AL 2
Hrhsh Al FR AR E AKX, HhFoRsm i g (n “mm” “gZmiX”), #rng
RRPOBTARCE (I “R” “XFLL” ), FRoRRELEMRRL . # kO RS as 3 fr:
def route_query(query: str) -> str:
jpiillajfwms” = ["ER", AR, @R, "ERE"]
Join_kus = ["HI", 5", "%E"]

# IHHERE

score = @

if any(kw in query for kw in spatial_kws):
score += 2

if any(kw in query for kw in join_kws):
score += 1

if "f9" in query and ("#iit" in query or "itE" in query):
score += 1

# BREVRER

if score == @:
return rule_engine.generate(query) # IEMIiERICAD

else:
prompt = build_llm_prompt(query) # #i&4isiE5EPrompt
return 1lm.generate(prompt) # JARZHDeepSeekiREY

Figure 3. Diagram of the route selection pseudocode
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4%F] DROP %%, %I DROP ifG)EAT M= a (i JEANE ], 2h 248 F S 40 & )3k S SQL VE AR, h%
P @ PR s 7E PostgreSQL H, B I 7E A i) R A# /> + Index (table_name index_name)*/ifi2 K i
EAREERG, BRAiEe AR asEAEE R T, ORE R DR T . RS
L, ZINRE el P L 4E FIZEAF Schema vERE, 2T ZHAHEETIE. RAEH — T IR A H
U2 TE D s o 3 251 1D AR - SR, (2 — AN FIRIE S, T AR 20060 [ Se A R e
TERRRH P REEWIE KRG, K P E ARG ) SQL iEH). A4 S5 BRI 2 X B 21
Pisedr, FIRBE R AKERSIA 10,000 F45F, 8 H BRI R R0 07 il R Y BT A,
MR P AR R NIt 22 P il sk, DUME S 2 AR I8 N2, 50 0 b B R A B > iy A
W fERGVIGRALIT, {8 BB I R 402 (2 information_schema) Sk 75 1) MBI Fi rh lin 48 26 45 K Ay B
PSS Schema (5 8., MG HAFRETE N A7 R, X S B0 e 25 0 R AR R AT, 38 3l I Py 5040 PR 6 #) AR o
HAF R B NAE T Schema TERRZEAE, AEACFRET IS, MATET IR F BT RAS 2, DA
Bl Al BRYTE G b B AT AR B SQL i), Wil 4 B
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Figure 4. Al builder module schematic
[E 4. Al ESRIERREE

L
o

3) SQL i H as ARk Dh RE & T 5T bR Al ZE BT SQL %24 Ak Hmd, HAZOLI)ReaHs 22 aid g,
TBIRIGAE . 18 UG A MERER AL ARG SIS e o 22 4t i€ (Security Filtering) R 40 OB T B AR, H
T4y fGK: SQL X485 DROP. DELETE. INSERT Z5(()413%, AR X Al AP x4 sl SQL 32
TR, KIAE BA RO TINEN B AL BEaa s, G EA P R SELECT. JOIN.
WHERE #§4E8, Mk AR e SHUE), X P i AR T B 5] 5 S v HLLE fa 6
#E( DROP. DELETE)f1 SQL ¥ A . HEEIGIUE, REUELFIH PostgreSQL [ EXPLAIN @4, TEZ4
Vb BT SQL BRI TIHAT, A AEVR AT IR,  [RIBT 8k 5s bris oot e s (6 sqlparse
J& , fFEATT SQL S5 R, B PR SQL 7575 PostgreSQL 1E 2 RIVE o 1 UK 7, 38 3L vy 7] 244k %2 1 information_schema
RO, FRPEEE PER R E R, BRIUF SQL iR IRA . FRARTAAE, KA Schema
15 BHHTEATE, WD 40 PE oo i S 2 8, SR m AR BN, b SER A TS MEREALAL,
MR W) 25 EAR ES T HE S, MR LIIR, 51 S8R ERAGSHE R ZRE G HXT SQL 1At
ITES, BEETFENEINERERRAPITRCR . i, @l Al ERBEER R Al KIS
AR [ B AR R Hd 12 A A 5 £ PostgresSQL A% UK , 148 48— A% s YE X SQL % 41 (45 4t
Huf7 . KEEFREGEHTH AL, (F SQL IEHE 5. HHUREWE 5 PR:
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Figure 5. SQL cleaner module schematic

5. SQL j5IE SRR EE

HH P G OO R O S B RO LA, AL SR A R R LS AT SQL AT 7%  SCRF PostgreSQL
H 8 E

e L ey U A 1 A WK E 1 R 48 % information_schema £ pg_catalog, #2ASHRBUEE 2 2
TR ERE. RO IuHdE. 75N E R RO B R AT A L AR A, (R AR T AR
A AR RS AR FF— B TSR R E I g — 4 1 .

4) SQL AT M TTHAT HAKN SQL #84], IFRATE iR [l Jlid 580 PR d %R, K1k SQL

), FEERORT A 3R [ (1) 45 SR  PAT AR A0 B B FP IR AY (1) SQL 5 f1) , A5 A H)(SELECT)~ 4 A (INSERT)

B HT (UPDATE) M b3 (DELETE) S5 4 . ARB i 6 Fios:

HE SRR
REENIRIENES SQLfTEE
HASSREUTELE F—IEOSS REHEIT IR EEERIRE

Figure 6. Database adaptation module schematic

E 6. HiEEERRRREE

3.1.3. BIEE

HERE BRI SRR, BT HTHET M, REWFBIEREHES LR . RE
M 5ERBRZAANLRUONIETE RGERE S SO, Bl 2R B S REMEZAAHOR, SN PostgreSQL %t
5 27 TC R 1) v R B

YIgEAL N : RS RSN, il A information_schema Al pg_catalog R4 %, 4 EH R G I
HMNAEZAE. 456 geometry_columns AR N HEHRER, KUK SR RS H . /b HdE
JEJ7: EGRARRA R SQL I E S AW o H s . I ST R 51 B AL B ) B R AE SR LT
B ke, A E MBS HE.

REHAENE, 4 shp2pgsql fr447 TH, ¥ Shapefile ##4 PostgreSQL SZH#¥] SQL JHIAR .

FBOE R B EE QNG S S EIR R AR O R, Rt DR S B

1) FEREE XS A7, K 2R SR A 3R I8 PostgreSQL 1) COMMENT 5145 BN ik : COMMENT
ON COLUMN land_parcels.area ISR IR (V-5 2K)'s e AL A4 : VEREAS EAFA#7E pg_description R4k,
FETaE—=&i.
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2) IR HESNMIENSIS NG REWEAAMEN, FLhTBIER, W [ 7B - IR wg
TR, AL PRGN AR SQL BT, HERE N BT SN KA Prompt
3) VERtELEY, YAML Bl SCfF: BB AE YAML SCHErR, Gl At S 0T 558, i

7 IR
1 #BERIRREE X
2 land parcels:
3 table comment:"TiiFitEEE"
4 columns:
5 geom: " JL{AA R (WGS84LHRFR) "
6 area:"MIREFR(FHHK)"
7 parcel id:"RHIMHE—HRIREF"
8 owner name:"THIFFEEHEZ"
9 registration date:"®idHHA"
10 land use type:"‘LihiffiRzsRl"
11 forest coverage:
12 table comment:"FHFifEEFEMIEER"
13 columns:
14 region name:"HbE % H"
15 year: "#IBEMGR"
16 forest area:"FHHEF(FEHHK)"
17 geom: " I Z L AEIE"
18 data source:"¥UERIFIE"
19 update time:"#IETHEIE]"
20 arable land:
21 table comment:"#HithEAHIELR"
22 columns:
23 region name: "1 ZHR"
24 year: "#IBEMHR"
25 arable area:"#HHIEIR(FAEK)"
26 soil quality:"tTIBEFREZEE"
27 geom: "HMZ IO L AHHE"
28 data source:"#EFIRIHEA"
29 update time:"#IESFEI A"

Figure 7. Database table annotation configuration schematic

E7. EERIREEXH REE

HaLEL: 147 python update_comments.py f5, H 3l YAML S 5 5 20 PE R
AFRBRGE—: NJEJGIHH ST _Transform (geom, 4326) 5 il 4 Ab bR 2, B 04— 3k .

32. ARG ERKE

KENRRGA HEASE, T k.

1) HA%N: PR SN BOME SR, il « BoR 2023 A0 iR 5 22 7 50 “ i
FE DR ) LR ST A 34 7 o Ak X BT SR R I% 4 FastAPI 82

2) PR JEundR I EIE R IG, B A R A B AT VA o T T R A ) (B A R —
RBIE), RGN G #EPE A % SQL iBA) . X T B A M (i 2 R ek, A1) /b e
RE), RGN AIBEAE R SQL ). Al BRI SARYEM M B ARG S 16K, 4568008 4R L
AR, AR SQL A iES].

3) AT W R A AR B (T v X St JUT X RAWE), RgGaR
A=A, 32T PostGIS MEL, REMEHAT &P B A HTES . RG2S AITHE 45 RAE
) LA 44T &5 SRR T 45 T o o

4) Hi s ENCEI G Sk B ) JSON B fa,  HEAT AR I A B B e 25 15 A A Ak 45 kAT B,
USRI A 25 R ARA B P T, FH P AT DIARYE SQL 15 A AR [ 45 A& IE 12 v 77 205 BRI )
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B it g A0 b ) NS0l . BUREOE (I BEE YR . API 25 4145)il T HashiCorp Vault #4788 1, o2
PP R B, REERIT RS HE 7Y R, WA EE D2, 515 RARBES
&EME MySQL. Oracle &5 HARSCRE S (M9 R AR &, BRAR T RAMAE L, $2m T RGMmT4Edr Ay
PR

4. SERGPEAE
4.1, SRROEHE

ARG R R BT A S R HESEIL TR S b0 P & 12 S XL A B R BHRIRDL,
KA TSR B . AR EAES RS, B EARIEEE . HETE, Sein iR
276 500 2% H ARG 5 AF Il AR PP A AR O IE A 32
4.2. EIERETRMEXIEL

BEX R A A ShAS B cHHLBIEAT S5, SRER S R INE 1 s

Table 1. Comparison of spatial query accuracy

= 1. FE)EEERMEXTEE

HifjRA ERGIEHE FoBhA B i IEH R BRI
LS LT URY 98% 95% 3%
EZSellpuz A 75% 62% 23%
KRBT 72% 47% 25%

5. ZitE5RE

ARRGUE N - AR A28, g T AN 51 RS A 5 A R RCRAR R O JE .
Ah, FEBAFER S R 5N, B R B 2EN LLM, 334N 138 F AR S b7 5 3 SO YA
A Hh AR TR GPU BHUR (WEE N 17 12 GB); ZRXHESZFFA IR, it — DA L R U B

AT 7 — IR T ROE SR ARG B RS, BT Text2SQL 5 PostGIS IR LA, SE
T HET b N GO b B R B BE 2 BT o AR TAERE R EE T2 51N Few-shot Learning 22454 i J& 1t 7 i ;
AR B R AGRER, BRIRTTIRTEAE: SCREZ R0 R SO, S8 B BT 1% .
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