243 ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn

Journal of Software,2012,23(11):2871-2884 [doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2012.04302] http://www.jos.org.cn
O [ 27 B SR AW T BT A Tel/Fax: +86-10-62562563

RS HEEREARER
[%‘3\%7 1,2+

WIT R S SN0 W BN 310028)
LR W RML BN 310028)

Dynamics of Argumentation Systems and Its Research Development

LIAO Bei-Shui'?*

!(Center for the Study of Language and Cognition, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310028, China)
*(Department of Philosophy, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310028, China)

+ Corresponding author: E-mail: baiseliao@zju.edu.cn, http://mypage.zju.edu.cn/beishui

Liao BS. Dynamics of argumentation systems and its research development. Journal of Software, 2012,23(11):
2871-2884 (in Chinese). http://www .jos.org.cn/1000-9825/4302.htm

Abstract: Argumentation systems are a kind of non-monotonic formalisms, capable of supporting the reasoning
and decision-making of individual agents, and the effective interactions among multiple agents. Since the
knowledge, observations of an individual agent and the interacting process of different agents are dynamic in
various argumentation systems, the changing of arguments and attacks is pervasive. As a new research area, the
concepts, theories and methods related to dynamic of argumentation systems are far from mature. After introducing
the basic working mechanism of argumentation systems, this paper presents two research directions of dynamics of
argumentation systems (i.e., forward dynamics and backward dynamics) and discusses some open problems to be
resolved. According to these problems, the paper briefly reviews the existing theories and methods, and analyzes
their properties and shortcomings.

Key words:  argumentation system; non-monotonic reasoning; agent and multi-agent system; dynamics;

knowledge-based system

i E: R#HAARAELATY XK R S LMK Agent 4943 R KA % Agent Z ] 494 M X L.l TAMK
Agent #9432, ILEAT EAn TR D ESHAR S Agent R LIRS AN EELXLHAAT HIERLKLEXZ Y
B MR L A A H —AF B RTARA K R A RAMA . Bl EIE AR ENBEI R %
A8 R AR 69 Amh b B 9 R A sh A A A R EHTR % @ (B8 3h A AR @) B & b)), Rt F B ARk e T K
1) AR ) e X e B AL, 1 B S BRI 6 b Ae Ty R T AT A B e TR

KR PR L AE LRI Agent 5 % Agent A4S AM A TR A%

HEESES: TPI8I SCEkFRIRED: A

« FEETH: B R AR 4 (61175058, 60773177); [ K T £ 3L ML 50 & JE1HRI(973)(2012CB316400); Wil 1 4R B2 3%
4:(Y1100036)
W R TA] . 2012-06-10; &7l 2012-08-12; E I A]: 2012-08-21
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B Agent HOBOR M 2 MW T JT I a8 IS, T A8 E MR MR S & 10 ANSE 4 AN IR

Agent B BAIRAT S B AR R ARHE K AUERH . TSI Agent 785 B E R R T 2 WA
1A BB HLOE 2 5 ARSI HL( 55« TS EE) 2 1) R b 2 220 Uk Agent FITHCHSE A 9% R 1) 3 A R4 75 Agent
FEREAT JRI I 22 e sV (0 T A7 0k LRSI Z Il (F e 2 5 ROV IR AR I sl A . ARse Atk RHfE AR
— TS Agent FUFEREFELH R I AR SR, RY, 2458 B0 A0 I N R SN, 56 R4S A0 458 T DA AR
AN, Agent 2 [MAERBEAT Wi« X648 R U AR N, 75 22 A B 84 Fh i 58, U W i . B 3RS SZBL B IR B, dn 4]
1 Agent FLA SR A HE SR A8 07 9 HLRE 95 75 T80 H) ER BT rh S IUAH T Ta) 1A 28058 TR R) A, /2 4T Agent
WA 8 — AN B EE A5 [P H AT E N AT LI T 2R T A0S 8 Agent BB N T AT E
B Agent!'), FETHE BT Agent!" DL L IE TR AFEIIS (1 Agent ™22 JLh FE T8 BEFTIS 1) Agent
GO T AR U TR AR S DR T

1) 8% 2 (argumentation theory) AJ LA - JE 2 A6 25 28 F S 1 4 B CASART LA - %118 /> 44 Agent 1 P9 38

HEHL WS B IE . DU TR H IR R e sf 551U FLa] CUF T )1 22 Agent A8 FL IR )4k B A
AR R U0 IR A, A G A s R E AR R A B . AU . PR e A
B A T ) I

2) W AR ST T NS I HE AR S, 2 T SR Y A AT A

3) ARG EA H 28 SO (B AT SOV VRIS R U2 B b B R A ) S

Fa T BIR RBL3E— IR A ORI R AR L T AR SEILE R 0 T HES) 18 A EL IR 7E Agent U (1) B
HEA A BB R .

H 80, X 18 8 2 80 9T 35 20 S AN T TR A IR B 2 1 8 i 2R 40 RO B A U T 2 R A AN e
) iR i R e iE U720 IE IS . SRSV 2R R B A R 1220V b s R 4 1 B A5 T U 3 B ST
N [ RF 5] 5098 % 2R R 7E 540 R TR SC b )28 A, DA RORH I 9 S50 RO 5 2 P 2 AT TR e 26 1) 4 LA I T B 1
RAFRATT M RIBEAT O 28 L 302 WL SCHR[13]), 1 %8 ik R S8l A7 T R W 5T SIE AR KRR g 2 T

F92 b T Agent A1 WUSAE B 8RR B8 A5 35 2 AN AR Ak (¥, 726 A 45 45 & 1 1R L0271 g B2 330
e U536 oy g AOTSI AR 7 P 1) BB BT R B0 P IBIE B L i 56 2R 1R 3 25748 A 2 3 A 7 13X B L R AT 128
JUAN 7 SCHR (28,291 B B T — A R 48, 1% R 40 P SEW AL IS A 28 5 T B & AR AW 815 8L T LATE AN I
V8] A, 2 R A5 R AR AR A I TR AIE B H BBk 56 2R AR S A R b e AR AR A 7R SCIBR[6,47] 71, 24 — AN 18 B R G B8
4D AR R W, — Al 2 R ) o 2 kel T R o R DU, DAY 5 18 R Bk O R O AR AR A TR SCHR 2,351, T 5%
5 BAHEII N R S T A5 & B AR A B IR B 48 2 325 1) 75 SCHR (43,4410 56 T8 B W i
(F# ABN)Agent LAANTEAR . AN E FIA— B A5 BT HEER B2 Agent HIBEIR(TEN —/ MR A RS0 W LATE
AN OGS AR I AR A B W R Agent WEISR A 53—~ Agent FIRF (argument), B 2344 8 BB TE I
B OB o T 7 DA B VR T I (R 98 TE 2 ) AT e 7 AR i 58 AR SCHR (48], 2k HASIR] Agent f—4H
WHERA A I (RS RAE RAUAT — RIP 5K LU, &R R G T8 E A B 56 Z60AH Rt & AR AR 1k,

ZE BT, BT BN MR 10 R G0 I AR ] S I AR P R T S B R RIS 2 4 I 9 T RS PR A
il — BT XA R LA DGR R R B AS T R R R I P = AR B T O E ( 55T IR HHEL T — L8
LRI 5l SRS 3138 ATASS] ki 4 kg — AN R AR, A 6 18 B R A B A PE O R « FAE R 5 i AR R T L AR
SN T AR B R S8 A MR IX — BRI ST AU AR SCAE N AR i R GU A CAEHL R i Sk Atk b i
I3 FTRTVA S, [ WY 18 7% R SR 3 25 P K W9 A = ZERIF 5 5 1) (U ) S 28 PR o) ) 28 ) I 0 18 5 AR e F) T JC 1 i)
J ] 281 e ) B0, B AN ] 15 22 [ B AT 1) RS AN 7 V0 E M AT TR BRI AL

+« {9171, Dunne £ SCHR[25](R SCER 102 TOH 4 HE:“... the treatment of algorithms and complexity issues relating to determining

argument status in dynamically changing environments has been somewhat neglected”.
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1 IERRGRERTIENH

X RATR ZEA 2R Pk R R AR AR TAENL I AR AL

& it (argumentation) (L2 AT LUEE W 2 W B =2 410 GRS Y M (FRZED B0 TsLkm. M
M. B 20 20 60 A LUK, 18 F 4l B 7R AR — B (] L8 T 31 T 2008 A0 (1 it 7 Y6 . B 21 1995 4, Dung
TEA 1 b 0 V0 A R 5 Sl 2 R 2 T A g B A B AR R ke AT AT IR R R IR (e L Y A TR S o N TR e
AU I B U 5 T i 22—,

TE— AN IR ZR 40 4 2R 0 PRI 245 5L R 8 B ARG 5 ok R IE X S HE B AR AU 85 B RIS 1T 4
S — A A R HE B JTTRAR 5 RO 505 L (F ) T A A4 i — A T R 1 PRI (defeasible theory) AR 4 A & 11
PG, e R0l T A IE R LEROIRIE (B 22 1R IE 2 (8] B 58 G 2R M B OG 20) R VP A% 18 F (R 2 18 UE FRPIR
Fo Bz B BRI ) ok SO HE B, IR 0 U i, d A4 B R S5 SR Can i 1 o).

sz

WAL
apewil
EL

4iie

vl

il
Jzz
1k
piit
e

| |

Fig.1 Basic working mechanism of an argumentation system

K1 BRI A TAENLH

R MENIR IR R . WIE RIS RIE R LR IR UE VPl R 45 18 IR BIIX 5 A5 TR A 2R 1 5
RGN IR TAEYLE.

1.1 FiREERT

FEF PSR R P A SEA I A — S0 A0 AT L H R ] 3 5 (35 T 000 A 5 YL B PR i
OV SR R B BAE 2 BN T R G h (IR, £ Agent TR METE RLELL AN Agent BR5HE25), 411
AL AR o g A5 B TR (0 R0 26 T SO BRATTRS LA T R (¥ e R S o

TEHET RN PR G P AR — Rk 3 25 (fact)y AV R (strict rule)F1AJ 4 1k K1 U] (defeasible rule). =
SIS AN AT B () R 3 (O T R AL, — M L SR R ) e ) P 2 s A R AR, BRI SR R R A
AT TSI S 500 A 481 ARG 2 s TR LT P T S R AN R 1 0 UL T U b, 2 TR R
THOLN S CORAEATEBAME DL BR T Bk 3 RN LAAR 70 28 R 48 b i A0 45 53 /b — R0, BBz 1k 5
(defeater)°L e AN HT LA Gt ATA7 485 48, (H AT LA BELAS JC b B0 U175 1 465§ (B[R DR JE At A1 S 00 £y ) 132 FH 2 ).

U AT (B ) 87K AT 5 (o, B~ a3 R R BEVE R ] B b0 TR 10 ) BT i (e ) A e, e
A — 4 E A SR AP AR B S AR AR AR T ARMAEE p DR T2
FAA“p MR R IR Ay “—p?) I 2 0] Fo VA7 A0 o 5 3 a0 00) 22 1) P D A 56 3R (PR A i o, BRORR 488 n R ) B A
R SRS ) T LR R 2 AR R

EH S B P U R AT R L U A  FE SR SR A B IR B IR 1 A DA R R AR IR R ) 2 T 0
KRB HEFRA — A AT R 1L PRS0 B 1132 # R (defeasible logic program)P7 B & Ak b, Bl 138 — AN 7T
e ik R R IR N — N = ICH D=(F,R,=) K F & —HHI A R &AW A, ~cRxR JE RN _E LG

VPRGN RN R J5 VA AN VR TIE 1 K 3 7 305 5 BT A 1 R 2 38 A 00, L H TE OGS L AN 8 — 25 B BT (¥ H )
KT NN T RGN B AN S BATALLL— Pl T 0l B AR IR TR AF A Bl 7R
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FAEA Ch TR (RS L, 19 2 B0 2 T R DI 8 0% 28t -3 s I T ey 01 1y AOBRT ) AE TR IR PSR TP
5 5 R JU) 8 AN 5 7 (1, R A R U (grounded  rule). 3 D) s by 4SS RN ) (G 2% 5 10 0 DU ) SEZ 481 T K F) . —
AN Ve R G RO ) P 4 B A A R, T ASE SR U 2 T ) A 0% R AR A 0 A > AT —Ju L K=(R > A —
B PR G HERL R,

2 Agent [FIHEFRAIRK=(R,>) M EAE RN SLEE S F) R AEARAGIN AN IR A] 2 1 S D=(F,R,-) B2
RAZAL.

Bl 1RAE—A Agent(ICAE Ag)) FIEI VR A7 — 2R I B 15 Ry = { LM 3 PR N 6 AN S 1 3 U,
CHOR S NI HE AN T SCE AR AR 220 R AN A A S, R T SR N AZ A AR R ) SR, <x)
TR AR g ) R N A B, RIS Al 2 3 7 2 EF AN B Ll e A AR A A SR A58 A, AT LTI L
FRM 7R

o ry: republican(X)=—pacifist(X);

® 1y quaker(X)=pacifist(X);

o 13 lives_in_chicago(X)=has_a_gun(X);

o 1y pacifist(X)=nonviolence(X);

o rs: lives_in_chicago(X), nonviolence(X)~—has_a_gun(X).

Ry Z 10 IPUBER R AR > 1= {rs>rs).

PRI T2 1, Ag, BEUKCEI T 46 15 o8 i A 3O 2 10X (quaker(nivon)) F1* J& 3 KA A3 46 2 I 25
(lives_in_chicago(nixon)). T #&,Ag, 1342 — AW K IE PR D=(F R, ,~-)). 2,

o F\={quaker(nixon),lives_in_chicago(nixon)};
®  R={(ry1:quaker(nixon)=pacifist(nixon)),(r3 :lives_in_chicago(nixon)=has_a_gun(nixon)),(rs :pacifist(ni
xon)=nonviolence(nixon)),(rs ;:lives_in_chicago(nixon),nonviolence(nixon)~—has_a_gun(nixon))};

o =={rs >rs)

BT D A gy B 53 40— i KT8 SR SURI3E 10 A republican(nivon)). 3% I Agy I 71 il 38
WK D= (F,R],~) Hrh,

o F =F\U{republican(nixon)};

e R =R,U{(ry :republican(nixon)=—pacifist(nixon))},

o > =-={rs;>rs,}.

TEA 1 b R GAT S R AL AR AN, T g 1k R 0 R AR AR A IR RE, 2 Agent (1443 0 PR & AR SEBT IS AH R 1) )
PR 1B FAS AR 2 B 2 SR RG] T 1 W SCHR[2]).

1.2 RIERIMIE

458 AN AR IR AR D=(F,R,>), H 2R3 T >k 1) R AR AT BLER IR — > ZJC 4 o=(H,h), ' ,HCFUR,
ST IR SC L R SR (R A A ILF).

— B, VR UE a=(H ) W6 0 L U 3 A S

)t HATHESRH A

2) AFAE H'cH ALt AT HES I

3) H TR

FATVIC H S5 184 R IR R R A 100 R D AR 4 18 T R B R], T AR AIE 43 D 3 S R I
AT PR RS E AR 1B F R E.

o o=(Hh)EAEMEIRIE, 2 HALY B P ONELS AR R R 12

o o=(Hh)jt— Mol RIS UE, 2 HAY 7 A3l R ) AE AN 5 1k
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o a=(Hh)/— K IEE RAE, 2 BACY H B T0Z B2 28 1 i oAt 38 o AN A5 Ik 1
T AESR PR R TR 2 — MR UE TR BN, TRk AN T HE S AT 458 L e A TR
TG oA A A5 L0 50 R e 06 TN R R E (AL k), LS5 18 b ASREAE A dan L
FEA SO FATIHE 1 AT R 1B AR D=(F,R, -G TR (K A R IE R A A Arg(2). S 28, B AT WT IR 1 AR
DIFAZ T I AR ME TR IR IE R & Arg( D)2
Bl 2 M5 0] PR RIS D, T LSRR B Arg(D)={ o1, 00, 05,04, 05,06}, 7,
o o=({quaker(nixon)},quaker(nixon));
o a=({lives_in_chicago(nixon)},lives_in_chicago(nixon));
o az=({quaker(nixon),(r,:quaker(nixon)=pacifist(nixon))} ,pacifist(nixon));
o ay=({quaker(nixon),(r,,:quaker(nixon)=pacifist(nixon)),(r4 i:pacifist(nixon)=nonviolence(nixon))},
nonviolence(nixon));
o as=({lives_in_chicago(nixon),(rs :lives_in_chicago(nixon)=has_a_gun(nixon))},has_a_gun(nixon));
o a=({quaker(nixon),lives_in_chicago(nixon),(r,,:quaker(nixon)=>pacifist(nixon)),(r4 1:pacifist(nixon)=>
nonviolence(nixon)),(rs 1:lives_in_chicago(nixon),nonviolence(nixon))~—has_a_gun(nixon)}),
—has_a_gun(nixon)).
MR AR B 23 R ST S AR AN IR IE:
o a;=({republican(nixon)}republican(nixon));
o ag=({republican(nixon),(r, :republican(nixon)=>—pacifist(nixon))} ,—pacifist(nixon)).
TET T AT A2 R TE R, a0 Tl g AEREPEIRUE ; ot 2 B 1178 Vo T H Al 1) 35 2 7T B2 1.
1.3 RIEATEEER

WIEZ W) {5 22 2 BEALFR P 28 T8 AIE R R BLE 56 4.

GEWARIE a=H )M a'=(H h"), WK HcH' B4 o o' T RAUE WA HeH B4 ot o {5 T R HE
(proper subargument). 5l 41,7641 2 1, a; & oz B E TRIE, a3 42 oy T E TR IE.

Yok 5¢ R AT L34 I 3% (rebutting) Al ) (undercutting). 45 5E PN AIE o =(H b)) oo =(Ho, o), WU by S22 by
PR 2y 5 by HAN A o R co(JRZTRR) I RAFAE o [ — D T IRAE 13 oy KRB o, 4 oy J& V] .

WAL o1 5 o #H LSS AH 0y DR T o (V8 UIE 2 T R D0 BR 5G 3R P AH DGR )2 ) PR A0 G 2 iff o, B A T 2
FSCRR[5T1), 62 B Al 15 oy 2 o1y B B 0 (proper defeater); [ 2, W B AMBAIE 2 (R TE A o6 28,00 — 25 B S B
5 ¥ 4 (blocking defeater).

TEA S A0 AT R 1 B D=(F, R, )M 1 171 2K 1K) BT A 18 I 8] I B s SC REE S 1AME (D). AR B 7T
JR 1B FAE DR T, % B A I8 TR KB UE 2 1) BT 8 R Ant( D) W2 B AL

Bl ML) 2 A R 8 AR UE, FAT AT HE ) H R Mo Ok R

o a5 as M RBABK N a6 Pl T as(R 0 s -3 1), Bhats BT as, 1C A (a6, )

o o 5o M B ICAE (a5, a8) (05, 3);

o g J& Y o6, IME (a3, 6);

o o Jl&T o, 181 (s, ).

Bl 1~ 3 AT R At D)= { (a6, 005) } At B )={(et, 005) (033, 5) (05, 03),( 05, 0%6) (O, ) } -

1.4 iBIEBIITE
9y 58— AN AT R AR B S D=(F,R,-), 8 3 18 UF 9 #4385 R L2 159 3 — AU IE SR & Arg(D)VR— 4L BUE KR R ES
At( D) Arg( DYxArg( D). AT 1 drg(D)R At DY I — JCAFR A — AN IRFHHESL, ICAE AF=(4rg(D),Att( D)).
B 4ARYE 1~ 3, FATTRT LAS B PR A S HAESE (U 18] 2 FrR):
o AF=(Arg(D)),At(Dy));
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o AF=(4rg(D), At(D)).

o 12 o a i * s \a4
as <+ Qg a; a; 44— (273 <+ ag
(a) AF, (b) AF]

Fig.2 Argumentation frameworks and their evolution
2 WHHHESE K I

Bl 4 SR, EAS 7] BRI ] 0, V8 A AE 248 B 45 T8 2 AT 2 o 48 ) 25 s T 28 (T ) 348 T R 2 ) 80 55 B2 i
ANRS).

FE— T8 AFHE LS TR TR UE VTS R H 00 8 2 R 98 45 2 (0 VP AN B v A s 25 AR I IR IR A DL A &AM IR IE 1 Bl &
A DL B T8 AFAE 28 8 AN TR IE PR IR Al 5 A DRIDE, 223 v UE DP A, FRATT32E HH 1102 T8 4 gl A A ¥ 2 e 7 O
B Fs HE 00 4 4 0T e 52 10 R IE AR AR X L, — 4 AR R T BE A 0 TR AIF 2 B RR R 1208 BEAE 4R 1 — N A
(extension), Ifil 7E4F & VEMARAL T 13 3 1) — 2H A1 1T B2 5 B PR 0 AR FAE B (W BE V8 SCH BT 3 T —H IR S
SEA BT 2 10, JE VP A v T R PRS0 . B . PRBE I . B SRS 4 — IR EHE AR
AF=(Arg( D), At D) —HLIEE S BoArg( D), BATHL,B ATLMRN, M HAL B PR AT 5 118
;B 0 LB — MBI ye Arg( D), 4 HAU U T Bk T RARIE RS B T RURAEAE — AT SR 1IF; B
A 5E 4 HME (complete extension), 4 HAX U HNF 2] B Ui IS IEAAE B 1B & —MME S HME (preferred
extension), ™ H AN Y B J2& 3 K1 58 A S0 e (R 2 32145 M PR A ifE); B /& — AN 3L A1 4E (grounded extension), ™ HAX
M B e /N 58 A A E (R S R BE B PEAN i) B A& — N F8 E AN E (stable extension), 24 HAN 2 B & — ML SE4b
&, B EHid A PR T BIRTARIE.

B T IR EE T A E IR IR E VT AL 2 LUAR 7E I R SRR I A AR — e S0 VR T VA R E, S 2 T REIE
B (dialectical tree)ff) /7 L. He T B IF bR I 5 k204

1] 5ARAA] 4, 7E I 18] 25 1, EFHHELE AR = (Arg(D), Au(D)) EAS R HIVEA b R A 0 R b S

o {am,a},{an,o0,05,00,08} Ml {00, 06,4, 06, 07} 7 AF) 15842 5ME;

o {a,mas,05,08} Ml { a1, 0,003, 00, 06,007} BEIE AFy BIPLSEAME, X2 AF, RIS EAME,

o {ai,m,a} % AF, [FEESHME.

Bl 6: B T AE4RF A I R) % T2 R AE S o (0 AN TR TIE B TR AR HEAT VAl BLAR, FRATT I o] LR 5 A6 AN (7] B[] o —
AV FFHE B2 A 1) 18 TIPS B8 A0 00 0 40 1) 0] 25 2y R 25,4 gy IRV BERESE N AR R A6 AF, AH N b, V8 S AE 42
HP ) G I RIS AR R A A A, A S T 85 1, AF ) ) o S B T BB 1), s A AE T AN IE T A A 4 11
TEITH) R 1o, AF T s Tl o IRPIRZS B8 R A5 v 32 1.

1.5 LIRS

HR 5 18 UE PP AL 1) 45 SR (R RS S0), AT 45 501 & AN TS IR B L 7 SRR (0 8518 B ARZS SR, B T — L8 PP b T
— N RFHHESE T e 2 AN AMEE] 5), I FRATIX 43 3 Bl RS O B3 Fh &5 1R0IRAS):

o —ANRAIE (S H T SCFRI 4518 70 FE PR U 2R BE T 8232 [ (skeptically accepted), ™ HAX %18 UFTE
BN

o — MRUF(M LT SO 450 7R 3R 5 UH 28205 W 82 %2 ¥ (credulously accepted), ™ H AN 447 /E— 4
HNE AFAFIZ IR UELEIX NS E

o NRUE(RIL I SRR I S50 A0 FERNE U R AR 46 1 (rejected), 4 AU ANAETE — AN ST AE 1 %18
ELEX AN M E .

Bl TARHEA) 5,76 18] 5 6, 7 58 416 SN, a1, 00 Ml g i MR BE FTH52 (1 a3, a0, 06 Pl g S 247 T 432 110 TR 0,
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Hi o, 00 Moy SCRFII S50 (“JE SRR R BOR BN <Je safa ARG AE 2N RF A Jg oA i 3L 58 B9 ) 2 PR BE 7T
PRS2 510 1 o, 05,26 g SCFFRIGIR (IR RN 1 7 “Je s iR AR By Js > <8 se ka4t
37 R SRR A S B Je TR AR AN T E ) R A W R .

2 REBRZHNSHEMBINEEZRRAE

B A A A — N BRI E AR AW g5 B sl A A N R R I FE . B B
B VL 1 AR B8 T AN TR UE 2 I T SRR (19 8598 IR SRR B SR A I (FE A S FRATTIRIE R 1R 7 R GE I IE )
AR5 — L AE— S5 00T (W5 SE1E . HFRr=2E LU Agent 2 [R) IR B0 75 R 538 I 550, AT A5 SR (5 4
H A7 EOUE R Ch R4 52 1 TR I, AT 75 248 TS0 R HE 248 (1 20 R &5 ) A A5 IR S8 ST RE AT B I 20k . H AR B
SRV IR AR A A W] 42 32 (0 ik — 20 B B AT 5 0 S A8 SR 2 (0 A B e A ek R IR R 5 A Rk R
BT T B b B, A S T VA S8 ) AR A T AR SO AT S T I AR LR A T8 AR 4 ) ) A
2.1 BHARGKMIERZISMNE

W 3w, RGN IE B A E AR T 3 AN

58, HTE— M RGP, 0 E LB D=(F,R,-) & H I IR K=(R,>) A B F &5 614k 515 2
P47, 81 Lk 214 R R R/ W 8R4 R F R A AR A o] P a B8 DB 2 R A AR A 8] 1), 4 B A R 1 AR 4 AT
BT AN R 460 G, 78 Agent A7 7 5 T HEBRANRARER S Agent Xt S (DA 1R DRI ok, 41 28 0 AR ) o8 vk
Agent 5 & KA BIEE S 7 WAEFE ETE Agent ZHLJ5 LB NIRRT Agent 1 AL AR
PR 5413 Agent BIEME FTTRCTIME £ 1) LU R A5 B SR0E 55, BRLILG SR AN R AR (b R Agent BIAT R
PE R LA Sl 45 45 55 R A U8 4F Agent 4T 80 77 THL HEFR AR R A Agent (19T B- H 1196 & L HEFL SR
ARG Agent (AT h . AT I B2 J5 RN B V6 M i 55 A2 AR L.

TR B 2 TR IR IR D=(F R -S4, T IE RIS S Arg(D) M H BT R RE S An(D) e
Z Ak RIS BHHE SR A T A8 4 (i) 2 Fngg 3).

B, T IR BERAE B0 ARk 75 — 2 PR AR HE 18 58 R G0 P R UE S JL T SCHR IR 4518 IR IR A 2 B 2 78
tcanfsl 6 Fifgl 7).

P Az
g %%
1k 50 5

01 AZ PR
Y e
A5

Fig.3 Forward changing of an argumentation system

B3 BB RGIIE [ 3l &1

METR KT AT A0, B R S IE 1 B A P N R B RN 2% AR TN 1 SE L8 Bk AR Se 1) 3 24, AT 75 22
iR T )

(1) WATHE R SR R R 545 B 3h 2k 15 18 B HEZR (123 25 0 RIS R ?

(2) ] i A SR A 18 AE SR i SLIEA?

X TR L), SR A 24 B AR VAN O 545 5 A A AR A N, JRAT A o S AR A vk B, O T R i
H LR AIE, IR 4 g 52 1 FRATTAE AV 2 T A 1R A0 A AT 3R 5 B0 5 e RO DL R S B b3 S 0B, BT >4 %
G A B J N SO 545 S R 2R AR AN BE % RS AT RE /N ) O S (U B0 T K v B3 ) 1) 0 320) 2K 58 F 18 A AE
P

IF) J5E(2) ) B2 D 38 o S A0 ) i AR A SRR [25], VF 22 G 2R 0 K 18 SCok SN 1 22 DI ) £ 53005 3K
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TG, t1 198 A% R e b i HE B AR O B, 2 IR A T 08 R R AR ORI IR AN AN B B LA &
AMBIERPIRZS R AL T 22 B AR I 6 (KB RT o, 2 Agy IS BHHEZ N AF, 2240 AR I, AT 75 2ok
B AF, PREENRIE PR R T B AR R T MR R R G &M ISR RPIR A AL B M
TS TV BEAE LA SME I A AL S HE LR, T HACRAK.
2.2 RHEARGRYE @ BT

5 E S AR]85 R G S A E(E 4) 2 B Agent TR I S50 (T 1045 & . HAREOW £15%)
IRANIA 0,2 A Agent R — 487 1t AR SR 105 SR, 0 RAZ A8 AR5 UM IR A o 5%, ] I S0
KA B 32, 004 v e 75 B R BLAT 18 A HE S b 1) 58 S8 9RAIE, O AH I 3t 42 TS B i, AT 310 H . 34,
> Agent 5 LAt Agent BEAT B A I, A1 SR A B SR AR B 2 (BB £), W) 1% Agent 7 2 AT HT 18 UIE B
FERLGIRAIE, AU E AT R B0ty R A BIBAT I A HE S, LA S H .

R R G ) B A TE T LU R 3 AN A

G, B IOE & H RS BOU R 15 20 B (K TR AR A (AR € 118 B 1 SCR 2 RS2 1) 3 L IR R IE 2
TEFHHEZE rp CL A AE [, B B s ).

FCU M 1 TR U IR &5 Agent T8 I 25022 18 JAE 2 10 2L RSCMY 45 ) (2t 2R T RE), A A% R IR PR 25 Bk BT
LILENIOR

i S MRS S BT I 1V P AE SR T8 1 4 2 0 TR Bl s SR ORI R A Bk R 2 T R RS
o] H ]
% by B
1k MG
i1 MAE
w s
1k

Fig.4 Backward changing of an argumentation system

B4 R BERGI Bl

N T SEBLR B AR G R 1 1) B A0, FRAT T B AR T TSN [k

(3) AT AR AR ST B KR U IR S 0 AT 18 BRAE SR BEAT 12 IE 5y 782

(4 W ATHRAE B IE B T i 1 Ve A S 3 e A8 v B R DR s SR IO ) L 5 SR AR R K T IR A P

A3 ANIX AT AR AT R L PR AT LAISRS 2103 1 18 BEAE 22

X T 1) E(3), FAT X 43 T A 10— P S 02 Agent A5 BEAE AT H IR IE R T REIE 2 IR UE, T
AT Z S8, AL A4 22 18 UE AR A5 2 TUY AR PR D8R, 0 R 93 R0 5 2ok 2l B — ol B (28,
82 Hg i K R G IR T 552 2 il RURN V50 5 i A (KA T 7 o 4 o AEE(2)). DR e, A v 25 U P AR A 0 £ 18
UEAN/ BRI R AR AL — A T B R i AL 55— P D0 5 5 28 1R AT 5%, B0 2 Agent Y B — MR IER, & A
IR RAE PR & AT RS2 1) AR PG B0, 75 I T8 IE T B — SR, SR B AT R G b B

X T 1) AL (4), 2 B SR ZR G0 H NI S8 R I I, T ) I 0 2 4 R e TR AR T, A Bk R 0 I R — 7 T
BT T BRI 25 2K, 5 — 5 T80 AT BE RS AdAR 5% A VR AIE 3 B SRA W) AT I8, ] < B T it 2650t 326 496 AR )5 £ 4 242 1 31
T R PRAZ I L P HE

3 IRBER

WA IR A T ZET ST R 0 = DU AR, B A A AR R B R LB AS PEWF A S AT T S
JR RS 2I8ATA3N Gty AR — @ PR b v T b i L R AR R LA R LA D T
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3.1 BHERMSMEHFZE

KA RIR A 1 A7 5600 T 5 e BEHE 4R 10 R i 5 T B Ak %, 7E Rotstein 25 A [ T4 2928 g iy
T W RS UE A AR 1S UE A, JE AR se I Al b ST T B) A& 18 BEAE 22 (dynamic argumentation framework, i B}
DAF).7E —4 DAF 1, 8GR H — 4l AT 45 & Al — N g5 I8 AL Rl 2 — AN R IE 19 BEAS A 32 19 281 — /MR8
(evidence) B 73 — AN EIF 1 32 FF I (753X HLUF 45 v] DB D 9 5I0), 12 10 TIF A2 36 B 140, 75 DU AN vt R 1 (B9 7 1)),
HERR—AIFRES URRRSE T A BIE N 2L RSUU KR RIE N B K RE S — A SIS B HHHESL
52 SN — A TCAE,(U,RY), L P (U, R) S — /N HE S (AT LAFEAR g FH 72 A SI2 o 18 S HE 242 ) A ) S B 6 T4 AN 1
P A, AT LA A — /> DAF 1) SE 3% S 5 A2 — AN 3 R 1 B AE 42,

B S ARHEA] 1, 7RIS 8] 2L ¢y AH R B AR 18 BEHELL R E L (ULRy ), H

o E={quaker(nixon),lives_in_chicago(nixon)};

o U={ay,...,05};

o Ri={(asas),(a3,08).(as,3),( a5, 06), (05, ) } -

TR E AR ) 55ty RS BRI IE RS R { o, .o a6} I BRI R RN {( a6, as) ) AL I 8] A1, 40 B 1) B 25 10 BEATE
AR K CE] (ULR)Y, W, U 5 Ry A2 E| ={quaker(nixon),republican(nixon),lives_in_chicago(nixon)} f& 4
E} AEN A 5 6 385 R HRIESR G0 (e, o} T ER HO B R AR N {( @, a5) (a3, ), 025, @) (@5, ) (05, 24) } -

F Y 8 FT 401,75 — /NSNS TR FHAE ZE b 18 AIF A 4 U LU ORISR B0t 56 2R R A2 ] 5 1. R ke AR 4 — TR B AR
TE o TS A T DA A U S AE BT AN 5 A I T R A LU S R, AT DA — B R LR R R A T R A
T T U IR AN (1), 3 DL B JER J2 A W7 4% 4 110 S0 TR CHEE 2R 0] ). 55 o b, AT kg 380000 D00 190 288 £ 2 ) ok
U SR 7 | VR UE A AR B AH BV B0l G FR I AR 4K DR bk, G 4] 78 2% 18 13 R 38 (9 il b 37 = RO TR A 2 B
BOTVEAI AR R A AT 3k — 2D B ) T2 ) .

3.2 RIERBHETUHNSH KBS Z
BEXT Fk ) R (2), 1 ) A1 2 38 T AR AT T — SR R IS T B, B R RS W R AN g T
551 ANTT I AW B A5 B AR AIE LS VB IR 22 1) BBt 5 R (0 288 4 %o AT T8 DR 4% 1) 5% iy A A D343,
HR 3 Lo R A, T DA B 422 4 W 28 406 v 25 ANV IE R R B A0 1 D0, T A 75 B DB v B R R M A E.
T 58, 7E SCHR[50] 9 Boella 55 AWFSL T 24— AR 5k R S8 M0 10 F B T 6 R R AL S8UB I ZE R 24 L T 1% &
SRR A AN 23 e A2 28 A X 0T A 22 B HR 4 R R
o HELIRE Z [A) Bk 5% R AR el B T, B A R R 0 T AT DA 25 B A B O &R T AR G & AN TR IR AR
AARFFAAL A5 W, 75 HEAE SUF R — AR UE o ) Ab— A0 IE B 17 a bR A 2 4545 4 107, 708 2 I
B KA (o, A 25 W0 B SHPIRAS 1K 2 B O e 52 52 3 55 Ab— AN RS Ny <RI B2 (R 10 ik i B i

o G TV UIE T ERCJ U], BT IR LA 0 RT LA BR S 23 8 I, 1T 2R 4 v AR IR IE IR S AR AN AR A 7 A
W SUR R — AR AIE a8 53— 10 UE B HL el PR AR 2 R M 7 197, BIRPIR A& 2 4 95 4 11 (B gids 32 3|
FIAE AN RIS A P SZ VI (9 B0 t7), B B o B A P B 56 R AN 23 5% T B BIRIRS.

LR TESCHR[49,59]H1, Cayrol S8 ABIFSE T I — N7 R TIEXS — /N1 BEHE B (05 i ABAT T LT LA AN )
G IE . H R, — 547 5 18 T AN 2 25088 i 3R 408 IR UE IRER S, TBT DN TR 18 G 1 bR 25 T A% Ay <] 432 52 1) A9 2
Fil T M — MM BAE o N BV R G, W IR oA B AT 1 18 30F, T B0t o M — 1R 0E 52 B — AR T 32 1
TR B s X B0 R, SR AR G818 UE 1R AR S AN B2 5% W00, 17 395 1R VR UE PR AR A8 O < m] 2 52 (1. 5 SCHiR[49,59]
AFRE I, SCHR[60] 118 T B B — AN 1R AT R e 5 ).

55, 76 SCHR[38,51]H,Amgoud 45 ATE Agent ¥R3E IR 8 N 8 5 R BFE T EMBLE &40, — AN B iR iE
o} Y SR 16 T IR AR S AT R WA A R BB SCR,— /N7 19 52 BR IR 1iF (practical  argument) AN 23 5% WAE A A PR IE
(epistemic argument) (IR ZS, P 2 52 B 18 UEAS 70 VF B0t AR A0 DA PRI UE . [A) IS, 40 SR — AN B0 I N (38 T 4 — AR5
A2 TR UE Bt I A B A S5 B TR PR S 77 AR 5 .
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IR A A — SRR R 1) 45 PF TR B T R A A 1 SR Ak R T DA 3 — s A L AR R — i e
TE K Bk e R AR T, IR MU AN IE .

552 AN W PIFST S LR H LIRS AL M R T 5T V.

LESCHR52,53]7, FeATTIR 1 T — Fh L TR 9 1 (division-based) J7 i 24— AN S BEHE 48 A A2 50 7 INE & 4 0 B 3
AT ARSI S 52 R 0 1) R 4 P 1 T IR0 0 oK 52 52 WA T 7 HE 8 o () UE PR A PR AN AR, 1T 52 56 1 (1) 18
TR AL — B g 52 PR 18 A ATE 4 1D 45 R 148 S99 AT 488 o SR At 52 B2 V8 S0 2 1 52 52 1) 1) 350 43 RS 4% 1 T 10 3 4
SR FRANTUE B T A 85 A2 7 T b v R a0 S (e AV X RS S BRAREE SCRISETE O R, R A BB R e A
HE B8 (19 /1 AL 55T % 52 52 W) (4 FAE AL AP AE 55 — 21 G 52 B 1 A ATE 42 (1) S 4T 1) 4 AR E SCHR[54,61,62] 1, Baumann
NI T 53— Fh I F X 3 (splitting) (9 77 1% 0% 5 V5 SCHR[S3148 2 A% AR S AB, 00 2 4E — AN TS AR 42 4
Ry AN TR IR 43, 10 G v — 38 4 38 UE R RS S F S o B8, AN T B8 v T UF S5 00 . SCHR (53] 55 SCR[S4] 1 A Al 2 4k
T AE TR AN 5 1, SCHR[S4T BE IS FE RS Lifschitz 32 Y BB RE T AR 40 7 30, 0 SCk[53 11
B LMl 2 B L 0 5 — 5 T, SCHR[S4) R e T AR IR B R G 59 5 AR X P RS DL T R B R B S M
SRAB 75, M SCHR[S3 WU EE L T 7E S FAS RS 0 T S am A 25010 7 7%

FIRIEF RIS FERR T RSO ISR RGN A MR ] R AR ) — 5 L N SEIL £ LA
SRR EHE— DR B AR B S o i L S ke
3.3 ICHMERMEERE

XA IE F IR 88 (3) A 2, B o] X BRAT 18 A AE 2L 0B AT 1F sy 70, A 459 6 L8 00 0 1A PR 2 B A i 328
IR EEA2 1 BRI SR A e 1K), B T I BE R E AR N 3 ANy

8l HAEGAE OB IE AR A E5 A SR B S5 IE B AR SCER[63]H Moguillansky 45 A B iR 1)
Bl A5 VR AFAE S 4 AL 0 I 8 Ot — AR AFUE AR, (7347 T AR (T8 AF B Ry ] H 4 1) A6 X L, DL — AR TIE ook 1R 09 3
TR FH T~ 20 LA 18 F 5 aff Bl 96 RS RE R 0 TR o, T Bk ol P8 IE 2 B 0 4% % T3 o (1 4
PR A NI B N IRIE R N BT T AR TR AR K18 UE S R IR, AT T8 — AN 1 TE 1R B o
ORI B A T BT 2R B bR TE, I A3 0K B 1 TR A BRI UE SE A R A bR 5 SCRR[63]H A48 1K 7 VR A R, E SC
fik[64] ,Moguillansky %5 A4t T — R 0y BRI IE 1) 7 325, A 45455 28 18 IF B AT ().

IR TS S I F IR 5 T IR 08 TR A VP AN AL A DS I — 7 T, TR T ARIER (R R AT
AR 5 T S 0, BR1 bk 2% B0 4 09 ] S P P A s 57— T T, 2 1 38 S T AR 99 V8 TR AR VP A AL ) TG VAR 8 AN [+
(R PP A A HE SR PG 8 UIE RO 25, 3% B 4 (10 30 Y e AR . A1, ke 7 S 308 D 4100 848 ol A BN R A8 0 ST (8
HE S AG 1T 0 4 2 A SR I — M AR ER R 19 7 1)

B TR GOR BEAE L 2T B S A ZE A 1 9 & 28 Y 7E SCRiR[65,66] 7, Baumann 5 ABF 5T T 1R 7k
HELRY 5K (1) 3 PR X bRy 5k« By kAN g5 47 5K), I B W 7 38 3 i AR IR S AH QB0 98 A8 45 2 SR il Frig AR
AR B (0 wT RE MRS W] BBV AE SCBR[49]H Cayrol 25 AR T IR BEAE 4L 0E (5 FFE ] T R R
1B IE 2RI (178 4 461

55 = W AT A — 20 R T (R R U A A BRI R DN R G A A3 55 5 B TR AT S T 28 [ A SOk
[67]H",Boella 55 A GIN T — Bl T4 AR AR 2 10 7 v AR 1% 7, BN IR UE A B bR b 3 AN i i 4 3 28 20 2
BT MBS AU AR 9 TR 32 10 Bl 246 1) B A B A 1 BN 6 i Tl e Rl s 2
ZAERRB, Agent BUH T 0T #AN B 15 0 SR, AT AR VS 0T Ve U B, TR S 55 RS R T AT AR IR 4L
B T3 R HE B A TE S 2 )L I B 2 AN AEHE A AR B IR BT 0% R I A AR AR K FR IR
W AR TR I R bR AR Rl — A
3.4 HBMIAMEERE

XEEA L IR W (4) A %t T HERL AN AT DL A R KB 4R S (T IR 1B R A B R, — i
AR SRR N HEBL ARG 1E 77 5 HAR I AR R R 5 VR A 2R,
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H #I,2& T DeLP(defeasible logic programming, —Fh & T 1] B 1k K0 (1) JE H 18 32 48 110 75 V4 52 B &2 O 18
SCHR[30,68] 1 Moguillansky 25 AZEAATTZE 37 1 1 B AE 4248 1E BB il b, 5 ST — AN %1 8 # (incision
function), 1% &R 50K A7 M B3k (4 10 UE B SR 303 24 (0 0] B 1k 00 by T2 A — AN T 2 138 R e v ) Bk — A0 ) 3
FLA R B a5 25 AN T I 1 — 4% F0 00 A0t ) 53k b, Atk A 5 2 ) PR B R 9 A9 e T I 2 RS
FEHELE AR 0 T AEASHT N BB UE org A2 PR 5E AT R4 1R, 7 00 Bk 18 o HE 4 b %) R S8R iE AR W o IR BEAE A
Ty ) ok ) A A 33K B, T SR BRI U] 7, B2 A i U R AIE oy, FH e 25 T8 2R B SR B AN R A 132 T —
P IEAT VI E] (collateral incision) 1) 77 7% 76 52 SCUIE bR £, 5B 1) 8502 W frT ST 58 20 R i) g R0 o).

5 Fak TAEAH G, TR SCHR[6]H Falappa 55 N $& H — R AEAR B AL HIME S IEH 7 1813 Agent TR FI — 4 5
A R — B HE B, 75 B % B SRR B — AR R I X 4545 B AT R (19, I8 448 5 45 b 5
IR B P R D) 2 488 DAy — 20 AT A b 2 At 2 T A 2 R0 B8 0 U)X 28 48 v N 53k ). DR b 3 T D7 ¥ AN AR AT BAER 7 2R 48 510
W —3vk, i Hon] DU — 8 R R B R AN IR I 2k AR LRl b 7R SCR[69]H  Falappa 58 AifE— 4 H
TR0 B AR BAE 1E 71 75 5 2 AR b AR A R 2 A BA A FSRIE W2 b R AEE & IE
IF 6 B — A 2 A BB 48 AN 25 T2 BOS A5 B I B, T =2 HCARAT AR 7R 2 B AR I — AN J= .

BR T 2T DeLP [ J7V5,30 L T — Lo T iy LS B (3 — B 22 48 1) 5 v 481, 76 SBR[ 70] 1 ,Moguillansky
S NAR T — B0 T Ay AR ) 5 1R 1% DT AR AR G 145 G 1IE B SR A BN — SR TR R I B A 1 ) R
FESCHR[71]7, Sefranek TF5T 1 o] 38 3o i 28 — AN 28 R GEOK HHT — A3 B A0 I8 BEHESE A 1138 — AN 1B 4R FE
FZ LR IRGAESR G 3 a4l — MEAHESL . — /NMEZEHLHI R — AN 50U a0 SO AR P T
BT 8 0 12 ST AP MR ST 38 i T A R E B 178 B BT

M IR TAERT LAE B A G G & E e N T RE MM E e e —NEEN KRS Wb T
TR G0 HL A AR U R A DR R — 4% ) RT BB K 22 AN TR UE 7 AR S I PR AR A, ] A B TG g 2 3 B R U0 I
o HEHEAT 38 215 5 ) I 00 ) ok 0 ) AT A8 480 ) A5 R S — AMELAT- 2 — 2B T 5T (R O B ) .

4 & it

15— A8 IR LAk, A O 1R i R S B S M I SR SR B3 AR SCTE A 2R R ik R A A TAEMLI Y
Al L 0 TR B R G A AR A BT R 3R T 4 AN AR G 0 T RSO i) L R s A i R [ T
FE] A AN RIAT B & SR R 7, IE 0 T B AT TR RIS A 3R T — LU R RE A ST ).
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