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Theory of Computational Argumentation is useful taokalculate the semantics of argumentation rectochnalyze the
record of complicated argumentation which consistsdifferent level of arguments, we introduce a wmledbased
argumentation framework. A module based argumeamtetamework is a set of argumentation framewoisheof which
represents a record of a sub-argument of a congigument. Reliability of arguments which appearha tipper level
module is calculated by the semantics of the Ideszl argumentation framework.

1. [XC®IZ

FHIRDRE DTS, THEFEITRSEHT LT [HEFET
72D, RSB DT LD | THERHZ RO L7272 &1
i) %, BT AEIXEEE CTHD. ZHLTMBEICHL T, %
HER DA THD. SR CIIEkmmE s [
HlE, TNOOMOTHBEEKIICEVER 7L — LT —7
(Argumentation FrameworlAF): L CEIHL, D&t
DX DimAE DO RS (L Wim) 4 € 2% 7 5[Dung 1995].

Tz 1T, HRIENTA BT 5 Y —/L Corte&ZBAZEL, K%t
Hias o _ROBER LGRS, TV OFHREMOHR DL
HrLC&7-[Kubosawa 2012]. Cortiel A JJEH /=3 = fedicH
B Brink O RIHEES /- OfE i o 22 T &4 TV, 2047
DORERE G AL, BEER OB E AV CZEDOEK
A RHRELIZY, AR AT VAR L720 AR RO,

CortelTFEFIRHT IR 20 — L THDH, FanPNB M
W27 AR W, LT ORBENALS.

IR OAITEE 2> QOB HIFERA LT LLEETIERL, D
ARG H RS T CVBI LN DD, o203, JFRFED
BB OGP CIL, RO, REIEEI~DORE, MR
SRR Y, SFESFRGFEANDHD. TNETNOF T LITHEN
REN, ZOMmPFNEEZ T T ENOBEBBOMmFL/2> T
%, FALL S OFGE TV QO DRTTREIGRDS, FALOH
TIHRE DB DN TRV LILR. ZOLH R B3R T
&, EALE AL OERRTLER DB 2 \FET DZENHY, A
WZIRHT T D L mm i & DS EHEZ 2R 35 T D,

FTo, B OB WML, L0 5L,
FHEENZ T, RS T, RIERMDERERD (B
it OB R R, SRR 2E MM OF H
IZRITHEE L, NP5E4, no-NP5E4, 1P 5E4b/a T
HHOM% N, [Dunne 2002)) LZ23->TC, AL~V Digims
TR~V O E BN AT LIz 5208, FHRERER 23 <70 5.

ZDIH7HD, bivbiut B~ v o E T X
NOFERER DY 22— LT, BNTALEEL, inthda7e
DKHMEL, FHRSEREED LI HIET.

L CRNE, B TR R F R 6 B LA 7E R
RES AT LR EREE, )1 IR A T e DX R 1 P T
4259 J2-53, TEL&FAX:0298-54-5204,

e = RN Y o — W IE A S AT DI SEIIIE R B
ITHOILTET, DungiF7=L 0, LTFDIDIZIp BNET 2—/1
Mo THUDSLOAEEMEDNHY, q NEY 2—/b M1 THERHTAY
SEO7RBIE h AR NED | LV AR BAEAL, fmHAl
i Y a— /L DR A& 1T~ 7-[Dung 2010].

h<—call(p, My, cr), call(q, M, sk)

%7z, Bench Caporbld, FlloMifE A 238 A L7 flifi~—
R T L — AU — I B R, R DHMEBLOES T
LT HEVa— VOBEKRAR AL, TOMEEF AL CififE
N—R T L — AT — I OB WA iR T A A IR R L
7-. Modgil 1%, ¥RE##R7L —LU—2 EAF 24221, AL
UL DR GRS EALL L DR OB BROE M
B 52 DA EHE R L= [Modgil 2009]. £z, Z OB
7% Bench CaporDAfiffi~—A#&iw~7 L — LY —2~ VAF[Bench-
Capon 2003}Zi# H FTRE ChHDHZ AR LTZ.

COINTE Y 2— N EE AN LI 7 L — LT — 7 DS T
JeiddH 573, Dung (TR FRROFEH ORI ER/ 7L — LT —
IDEY 2—NEEILDOTHY, #Fimhadtya— b2
HLOTIHRV. F7=, Bench-Caponk® Modgli Hi%, €Y~
— N DRIV — AT — RO BB OE ML T EY
2— /L CiEMm T AbDTHY, T 2— L OimaE DO FEME
M T Db DO TR o1, — 5, bivbhOXt58ET 5%
Fld, BRI~ L O OFRFEOE ML TV~ LD
W CRTE T A ARMNETHY, ZIUIHERDIFIE T Izt
WTEIRNEDThoT.

ZTIT, B IR EEEEFE T ALV Em T L — A
U — 0 E R BT 52 HE LTI AAT o7,

% 2 BTUL, BREFEARENL, 5 3 ETIIMALLEEK
T DNTIR D,

2. BAERAR

2.1 ffEN—RE®/RIL—LT—Y

Bench-Capond;, & fLIZIE, FEEEOHELED T2V, L,
PEELT-VMIEBL DA E L TOD RN T AT
BERTHMMEICEATHREEELRVERY, HI FETLEF
WD, EWVHBLEG, Argumentation Framework(AF)[Dung
1995]%¥L3EL ¢, Value based Argumentation
Framework(VAFEHEZR L. VAF IZLL T OERICEFRSND.
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VAF = <AR, attacks, V, val, valpref, P>
R: frldE s, attacks FRmlkfE OB BEBILR

v. ﬁﬂiﬁ@%

val : AR @E?%ﬂ bV OEHRA~EELT BRI

valpref i OESLEMR, p: TERES
AF TiZ AR & attacksiZ LD iR OB Wim 2N E RS2 DK
L, VAF TIE, M8 A\ OB AL (il & AT o> fi o> 8 5 BE4R)
valpreftb, B L CRIRIRNERIND.

2.2 *Il:gﬁnﬁuﬂﬂjl/ -L\'j 7

Modgil 1%, #EamiZIBV T, Gl b DB DAL T D9 E 970
EATLL—BEICEELRN, EWVHBLEICSI-> TR E#R T
L — AU —7 Extended Argumentation FramewdBAF) 2%
L7z[Modgil 2009].

EAFDE T
EAF= (AR, R, D)
AR AHHHE% , nHHuEFﬁ@];Z%gF%{‘f\%A
D: Fanlk & B BRI O FTk B LR
RSARX AR, DSARXR
EAF T, Bench-CaporD# ﬂé‘.u‘_ VAF OFRERITHZ
ER, RDES78 EAF Doy EI%RRET HIETHIRETTH .
#: EAF= (AR, R, D)kutk%&:,
EAFo= (ARy, Ry, Do), EAF,= (ARy, Ry, D)
AR= AR,UAR;, R=RUR;, D= D,UD;

3. EVa—IIERIL—LT—Y

Fx DED 22— N _R—=RDEHRT L — LU —7(MAR)IZ, k
TEMREEHSEBOE S 2—1 b, FVa— /Lo L TREG
NHRD, BV a—/VTHE—DFERTL — LT —7 AF oA
b (K1),

MAF = (Modules, access)

Modules E¥=2—/L M OES

Access (Modulesx Modules)C, 2 DDEY = — /L [i] D E

D T BEIR

M: i~ L —2AU—7 AF= (Args, attacks)

Args: s DES

attacks: Al O BB AR

/ N\
N\
&
Mz Mz\
® ® s

Bl1 Y 2— I R_R—ADFER I — LT —T

1 ® MAF= (Modules, access), kD LH7efiE 2785,
Modules={M,, My, M,}, access={(M, M1), (Mg, M)}
ZOXTHAE Azl BBV 2—L Mg®D_ETlIE, A3 2
T DAL RN, FBEIERICE ENHTRFRGE Th o7,
UL, RICEHEE AglZED 2—/b MyITHIETET 5. Al M,

iﬁﬂa)nﬂﬂn I&%éﬂfj@@ %%U\DWHET%%) l_/f\_Z))/)VC
My 2B ETDHE, Mo Tl A2\ aRaEs L CE iR A §1H 53
HTEITTERLRD, BRIROBEESLELRD.
ZDIOBRBLEIND, TAEY 2—VEBE LI BT 2—L
DEMGROEEZX 5.
DIREIY, RO&MERTHEEL T, MAB OEKREEDD.
MAF=(Modules, Accessy T,
M;, Mj&eModules, M=(Args, attack), M;=(Args, attack),
72121, SEArgs, S% =(SNArgs) £95.

(1) #&FE(conflict-free)

[FRFEEA S(SSArgs) I, M ICBWTEFETHD 128
% conflict-free(S, M)kzj%uﬂﬂ“é. CITOETEDOERIT
[Dung 1995]Z R THDEFRIL THS.
jﬁfl, MAF (23T, ’—MJ%A:%‘%'L/TC Mﬂ:j’db‘( uHHuiE%A
ST JETHD 12 L%, conflict-free(§, M;, M)ERFLT S,
ZHUFLL T OIS, SHDFRIED M; 7217 TS, M; 1238\ T
%Ebuiﬁz%%#é@% IR EERR T

conflict-free(§, M;)»>>, conflict-free(Sj, M)72513,
conflict-free(§ Mi, M)
72120, S% = (SNArgs) THh5.

(2) B n].—to)‘{k F’=(Status)

amilk a(@= Args) s, My IZRB W CEBIE R DEH L2 > T
L%, Ta i%ﬁ‘/‘nmﬁf&)é 1&WV, status(a, N skE:FERL T
5. Fiz, ald M OFEEJER DR L2->TNDHEE, Taldk
SELABERAETH D &V, status(a, M cnEFE L9 5.

status(a, M sk) 72512, status(a, M cr)psd ik r-o.
51T, and status(a, M eryTraneE, Taldpliyr LISV BRRE
THDHIEO, status(a, M defleFK it T5.

Fwalk and MjIZAFIEL 220 L& (1 status(a, M skyThHoHET 5.

(3) =IEuIHE(acceptable)

[FaRE a(@E Args)iE, fanlE S S(SSArgs) _J:o'( M; E
TZHEARETHSD. LI, attack(x, afpAIEEDAE X ITRL
T, attack(y, XJ2DAE Y (YES)WHFIET HEX, 75)0%0)&%
\ZFR%. ZH% acceptable(a, SM) L &7 T 5.

Fiz, Timik a(@E Args)iE, FrfE A S(SSArgs) 1I2L- T,
M;ZZE Lz M, LCTZHARETHD. LI, attack(x, afadfT:
B ORRE X (ZXFL T, attack(y, x> status(y, M cry bt
y (YES)BFETHZETHD.Z%E acceptable(a, iSM;, M;,
CnEFKFLT 5. DOEY, acceptable(a, i SM;, M)&id, THEY =
—/V M TR ATREME DM RFES ALz imaE CRBLESN LT L&
LTW5.

512, TGl a(aE Args)i, Mt d S(SSArgs) IZL-
T, MjzEEL M L’C%ﬁ<x£§7 ETHD. 1L, attack(x,
ayR AR DAL x (Zx LT, attack(y, x> status(y, M sk)
7o BEmAE Y (YE S)BFTIET 5 ThHA.

Zi % acceptable(a,iSM;, M;, sk)e K FE T 5.

%Y, acceptable(a, ;SM;, M sk)eix, FALEY2—/L M; T
Eﬁiﬁ?ﬁ§1%§£Eéh7inmuE'C*”f$éﬂ’Lé LEIRLTVNA. i?‘_,
acceptable(a,iSM;, M;, skyzbid, acceptable(a,; SV, M;, cr)T
»b.

(4) EHARAEE(admissible)
uWnE%AS(SCArgS) \—J:OT M J:/Cnh‘[:ﬁ'j‘ T&)%}J
LI, EEORRE a(@= S)IZBIL T acceptable(a, ;SM;)A3AY
SLOZETHD. 2w admissible(S M)&EL.
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[FRAEE S S(SSArgs) IZE->T, MjZZEL. M; ETFF
BA[RETHD.ILIE, YaeES IZHEL T, acceptable(a, iSM;, M)
RV ILHDZ L THD.

Zi#%, admissible(§ M;, M;))&&E<.

[FRAltE A S(SSAgS) ICE- T, MiEBELZ M; o<
PR FTRETH D, L1, YaESIZBIL T acceptable(a,iSM;, M;,
SKN DL HDZETHD.

Zi%, admissible($ M;, M;, sk)&&E<.

admissible(§ M;, M;, skyzx5i%, admissible(§ M;, M;, cr)T
»b.

(5) #LK(extenstion)
EVa—)b MjEEELIZEY2—/L M TOEKGRICHT
DBRIFPEREREILRIT AF D EFITHED.

(6) %#¥1ERS%(characteristic function)

SO FHERI S A ERT 5.
o F: 2M9 X Modules— 29
F(S, M)={A| |A X, S (SSArgs)?, M; T E AT REZ2iRAED
£ 4} 23, Dung [19951CE SN2 FrEBI S LRI TH D,
o Fg:2M9% X ModulesX Modules— 2479
Fal(S, Mi, M)={a |a I%, S (SSArgs)s, M;Z5E L7 ET,
M IZEB W Tz BRI RE 72 BRI}
o Fg: 29 X Modulesx Modules—>2419s
Fa(S, Mi, M) {a |a 13, S (SSArgs)s, M;Z5EL7 ET,
M, CHR< 52 B AT REZR R AL}

EY 2L MEEBLIZEY 22—/ M, TOERIEKR, K
PERIFLAFDEIT2%.

SERIERIT Fo ORENE F(S, My, M)= S ThOmmaEES S
L72%.

FEREDERIT F(S, My, M)D B/ INARBIIRTH DAl R A S &7
5.

(7) #MEL-EKRO M E (property)

MAF OEBRFHOMEZZZ Tl ~5. ZD7DIZ, LT 2
DORFERMERERTD.

MAF=(Modules, Accessy i\ T,
M;, M;&Modules, Mi=(Args, attack), M;=(Args, attack
72721, SSArgs, S =(SNArgs) £9°%.
INERHRE LTSS, LN OME DL,

S 7% My TEBIER, Sy 2% M TRREILRZ2DIE,
SiE, BV 2=/ MjEZBELIZEY 22—/ M TORREILR
Thb.
(i) Si7% My TEAFHIEKR, Sy 23 M TREILRZRLIE,
Si3, ETa—)L Mj BEEBLI-EY2—L M,T@lgﬁ?yzj('f
H5.
(i) Si?s My TLIENLR, Sy 23 M TREILRZRLIE,
S, EV=— M; EEE LTV 2—/ M COLEILRT
H5.

@

4. FEO

MABA %#Z&& 7,2 I5EMmICEY 2 — Ui E 5%, EAL
EV 22—V DRED Y ME, TALEY 2 — /L DOFRFEIZE > T,
HIE T O AR, £z, 2O BNS,AF B
DOREEAT-TZ. A%, ZOBEWRIRIZESE, Han it 2
V— )L Corte~FY o — L AEED FIEE(TH.

SE Xk
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