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Formal Argumentation Frameworks for the Extended Generalized Annotated Logic Programs
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Abstract: Argumentation is an important form and way of interaction which is considered one of the most essential
issues for agent systems as well as for humans. So far, a number of argumentation models have been proposed, in

particular for the extended logic programs as knowledge representation.

In this paper, we further pursuit, along

the same lines, the basic argumentation framework for much more expressive logic programs called the extended
generalized annotated logic programs (EGAP). We provide the semantics and dialectical proof theory for it, and
prove the soundness and completeness and the equivalence to the well-founded semantics. Then, we develop the basic
argumentation framework to that for multi-agents. Argument examples are described in illustration of these results.

1. [FL®IC

I A TRENICHN NGO TH 5. T4,
AN TR EMR O B B W Clim T amm =— Y = MH
OHMAMFEAOHNRFEL LT, b5 WIEEEFREORRILD
—oL LTEASRTNS [1][3].

CHNETICH A R 7 L — LT — 7 MEES T [1]. &
KHYREwm 7 L — 5T — 27 O [THBERBETE L LT kiR
7'n 277 5 (NLP) RiLE#E 71 /' Z & (ELP) 20T 5
(BIZIE (6] 72 ). ARESCTIEARINEL S K 9 A R ki, 8
PR FNE, 2 WIEF B2 B 0MmEIcESWEEmae KRBT 57
BHIZ, ELP LY @GR BLRE /) & Fr D IRIE — AL IR AT X 36
7077 A (EGAP) # W= 7 L — LU —7 25T 5
EGAP [ 2 MO G E (77 4 /1 FEE L BIRIEE [3]) %
b, ZEMEICESHNTND,

2 Hi IR X 7 1 7T A (GAP) O— kA SR
[4] 125 < EGAP D= OB (well-founded semantics:
WES) #E&T 5. 3 i Cldfdke CrefRitiim % FF ok
TL—LU— BRRTD. ZOHIFRD 4, 5 HiO T OHEFT
b5, 4HITIE EGAP ()8 L72FAE (argument) & BCEBIROE
KEHZ, B—OMBN—RZBWCilm 21T ) Eifdm 7 L —
LT =7 IZONWTHRS, £, BiffEwm 7L —2 U —27 OFEK
& 2 FOBBER RS T D 2 & AoR T, b EICI IS
T —ALU =0k~ F =Tz NREDOEOICIEET D, =
T CHEthE DHGRS— AR D — Y = v b O 22 LR A
BB L7238 LW BR A8 AT 2.

2. SFELERE

T 7 AN N EEEENE AR w0 7T 2B RO
EIHICEHRTS.

FE 1 (BE—MREEIREGEHETOT S L [4]8]) —MbiE
WiTEimEl 7' e 77 & (Extended Generalized Annotated Logic
Programs: EGAP) 3R DOIEXOHAN DT T OIEBFI OEL T
H5.

Ao:ppo < Br:ip1 & ... & Bpipun &
not(Bni1:pnt1) & ... &not (B, : fim)

B 950-2181 HHBHTE+JA 2 DT 8050 FHKF KFEh H
SRELAAFFERL 15 HEL TR 502, Tel: (025)-262-7490, E-mail:
takehisa@cs.ie.niigata-u.ac.jp

ZIZTnot i ET 7 ANV MEETHD. Aoipo & Bt (1<
i < m) IXERMAFEFEFX, £ LT not(B;:ps),(n+1<i<m)
RS & 77 4L MR TH D

BRf &7 740 NRTFREE 700 EGAP (bR &
Fw# 7" 1 77 A (Generalized Annotated Logic Programs: GAP
[4]) &—8F 5.

[4] TiZ, GAP D78 O—fRATE W & Hl RS & R 2
Shiz. GAP OfilfRft & B2 HE-S3< EGAP © WFS 13 [8][2]
THHE S e, REICI, [8] OWFFERE R4 JEIC GAP O—fRAYE

IcH3< EGAP 072hd WFS % 5:2 5*2.

FIMEDSENR (T, <) DT XTOAL T 7 NVOHEE I(T) %K
L, EGAP P Oz P O 7 5 VK (Hy) 75 I(T)
DEMGLEEERTD A I #RETHLEE, REEZRDOLIIC
##75. IEApiffpel(A), I Enot(A:p)if I £ A:p (B
D OEFRIZOVTIT [4] 2RR). [4] TIERELEREWRH O DITH
RO DFFIRA~G5 3 2 B Tl /e B Tp BNERINT.

~
iE

X

4

& 2 (Ip BEF) P % EGAP, I #filR&+5. I
Ik % P ® EGAP 7»n5 GAP ~DOZEREZRD L HITE

#35. ? = {40 : po < B1: m&...&Bn : pn |
Ao : o — Bl Nl&n-&Bn /Ln&
not(Bn+1 bnt1) & ... &not(By, Um) € P, InD

I W Bnt1 i png1 5 ooy I Bt oum}. LT, BERM
OIFIRA~GBT 585 Tp = Tp(I) =1pr? LEHETD.

Tp ZRKEHAROT, Tp % 2 [EMAT 2 Tplp ZHAE 72D
([8] & AR TTAE), B NRBIAZ . P 2SI 5 ol
Tp 2HIZ T LEL.

EE 3 (BMEW®R) P % EGAP, M % I'T OF/NRENA &
5. Z0LE, POBBETAEROLIICERTD:

e WFS(P) = A:p
e WFS(P) = not(A:p)

iff p € M(A);
iff w g (T(M))(A).

IT OE/NAEFITLL T OREIEC L > THRFET 2 Z LA TE
2

*1 WRMEBRE 71X - T =T ho-A:p=A:-~pu EEHRIN,
Bricibins.

x2 [2] TIE, —BMEEE -A:p — not(A:p) BREASIIZ. L LFx
DOBBDOTZHOIIEZ O—EMEFETSHT L LB TRV &E 2, A
SNZBWTIEEBRE L TR0,
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Iy, =A
In =TT(Ia-1) o FERENEFE
Do o=UponTa X ITHEEIER %

T, AEBRNORCTHD. Tarbh, TRTORFH A
WRL, A(A) =0 (AT TNV). 20L&, Ly »IT OF/NR
s & 722 % F/NEFE Ao BFTET 2.

3. WRBERIL—LT—Y

KRETIIHRTDER T L — LT —27 O L LT, [3][6][7] 1<
EOXMEGER 7V — LU — 7 ZEAT D, TR EREE
LEDOEOEBEOKEERICLE D#Em I L— LU= ThH 5.

3.1 WmIADOZFEEELE
Fox (X BARE /2 T X C DOk 2 £ D 5 B O /R B A
Lo THMPODEKRETERTD.

EE 4 (RBER) Args ISR GREOES LT 5. Args oK
BEE 2 L1 Args EO TR TH D, ThRb L, x C Args®.

EE S5 (v/y-ZEABEEELEINT-®IE) = & y & Args
FoOXEERE L, Argt € Args £ S C Args Z{HNET
5. (Args,Argi) € ¢ L7722 FT_XTD Args € Args IZxfL,
(Args, Args) €y & 725 Args € S WHFET H L X, Argi 13 S
WL T o/y-ZBWRETHD.

P(Args) 126 P(Args) ~GFBRT D2 Fargsapy %
Fargsz/y(S) = {Arg € Args | Arg 1 S ICBAL T a/y-% 8
WRETH D } LERTD. Fargsa/y (THHL O TRNRE R
JArgs,w/y RO (Args NG L E TR Fx/y < Jw/y
LEL). Arg € Jyyy DEZ, Tk Arg 1T z/y-EXA{L ST
(z/y-justified) L5 . z/y-ESLENMFEHCHBES TV
ARl o /y-ETF Shie (z/y-overruled) 5. Fiz, z/y-1IEY
ETH o/y-HI FTHRWVERGEL z/y-Bif Al 8E (z/y-defensible)
L.

Foyy OB RITUT OREIEIC L > THEETHZ LR T
x5 3]

gy, =0
J;:/y = z/11(‘]:?/;1)
Tory = Uacn Ji
IDEX, Fopy(129,) = 129,
FET 5.
3.2 XfEERIGERA
IEXE ST FFEISFRRRE DR A 2 D XFERNTIRET 2 2 L 237 ]
HChD. RETIHAEHERDO TR Jargse/y DI-HOMET
SEA 7% EERIRER R (dialectical proof theory) %79 (7272 L,
SEENETBEBRNARD & 2 IT/ELND).

EE 6 (v/y-REEE x/y-AEER) z/y-x56 & IXRO LM
F i move; = (Player;, Arg;), (i > 1) OZETRWARSIT
H5D.

a IRENEFFEL
AR FRME P

= Juyy &R DHNIEFFE Ao 73

1. Player; = P (128%) iff i 13& ¥ TH 5 ; £/ Player; =
O (KxI) iff i 13MB%kTH 5.

2. Player; = Player; = P (i # j) 72 5% Arg; # Arg;.

3. Player; = P (i > 3) 72 51X (Argi, Argi—1) € y; £z,
Player; = O (i > 2) 251X (Args, Argi—1) € .

z/y-SEFEARITT X TORED ¢/y- 5 L RHPBHEOATH 5.
2L, TXTOREE move; = (P, Arg;) I&xtL, ZO1I%
(Arg;, Args) € x L7 5 X 97T _TD (0, Arg;) Th 5.

EE 7 (GIBAMM x/y-IEH1L) x/y-556 D 2 x/y-BFIxtEE T
b5 iff D OKIRPIREFEORFE THD. o/y-KIFERT N x/y-
BFRIXFEARTH D iff T OTRTOD o/y-HAIXIEETH 5.
ik Arg 25FEBERAVIC x /y-IE4{L E 472 (provably x /y-justified
)Rt T D iff Arg IR E LT z/y-ERIXEEANGFET .

EE 1 Args MR OEE L T 5. Args FOBRBREGREA
[REET D, ZDL X, Arg € Args DREBIFRINIC z/y-1EX41k
Shd iff Arg S a/y-IEX{bEN5. GEIIL 9] 25 H.)

4. ERZBWIOL—LT—Y

g7 L — o U — 7 2o & | JERE#ER (Basic Argumen-
tation: BA) 7 L— AU —2 ZEXHT 5.
4.1 FmalE

w&ANZ, GAP[4] IZB W TEAINTZIET (reductant) D EFE
YR S,

EE 8 (B EMM/MET) P% EGAP, C; (1 <i<k)ZKRD
XD P ovoMAIET5:

Aips — Bépi& ... &B,ﬁi:uﬁ”&
not(B;,, 11:pin,+1) & ... &not(B,,, : ;).

Rk EMEIC T 5720c, B 1 pi& .. &B, ¢ oph, &
Body...,,, £7=not(B},, 11:ph, 1) & ... &not(By,, : ph,.) %
not(Body),, 11..m;) LEL LT D, Fi2, p=U{p1,...,px}
ETB. ZoLE,

A:p Body%...n1 & ... &Bodyf“nk &
not(Body}HH..Aml) & ... &not(BodnykH...mk).

L P ORITThHD. p=US L7275 L 5 REEALIA OELE
B C{pr,...,pu} BEELARTIUZ, 13 0B I NE T T
b%.

EE 9 (RI) P % EGAP L35, PRI Dt & IXRDOS:
& T2 P O NETOARS Arg = [r1,...,m] THD.

1. FTR_RTOi(1<i<n) 20T, r ORKICH BT ToHE
T & R Aj 7 Ay I/, FERIN Aj Uk (Mk > i, T >
k>i) &78% X5 eMUNEIT r, NFEET .

2. M 1 T LBUNEITT r 2B ATHNDE IR [y, ..
DB FNDEAE LRV,

;]

Arg OEFSFRIEL ITEN A DBTRAEL 72D Arg OEFSFITH
5. Arg HERLT DR NEITOE &2 Arg Ot & IO, RMED
PZH 2T & 77 40 MRTFRE Arg DEGE LS. Arg D
FamDEA % concl(Arg), IREDHES % assm(Arg) LEL . £
72, PbAEbN DT X TOMADESE Argsp &K T .

Hi/INETE OB AT A SRR I8 B 72 REE R BT % 0
(Ao (FEAINE [9] 2B R).

4.2 BA IZBIT2HEERF

|t (undercut) & K (rebut) IZ#E S AT ATBNT
< HWEN L MBI BEBR TH 5 (6][7]. EZLITRGE
DIEZEEEL, imldimitOfma SET D, LnLans,
EGAP [ZBWTEIERF EMEIC L 0 oA E L. filx
£ T = R[0,1] 1BV T EGAP P = {p:0.3 , p:0.6 +} &%
5. ZOEEPODETFTMIBNT pIlE0 ¥ TOHNDATT IV
1% 10,0.6] TH Y, p:0.3 & p:0.6 IFHITL Y 2o, FEEICE 2R
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X, Argsp = {[p:0.3 «],
BLTWDHERDLZLITTER.
fED Bz 5.

[p06 (—]} D 2 ")@uﬂﬁnE [EERAY ﬁf
Z 2T, BA 2RO TS

EE 10 (L) Argi 25 Arge 23T 5 iff un > pe &
725 A:pr € concl(Argr) & not(A:us2) € assm(Args) NIFTE
+5.

I ILF IR &R 5T, Argr & Args DS AWIZEEZE
LEIBAELHDZ LICHEERT L. Argsp EOBCEBABNAIRT
b5 LE, PITARRA (finitary) THDHEFD.

BA Tl undercut/undercut-52BLAlEE (u/u-32BLAlEE) & HIV
%. % LT, BEGAP P © BA OME Japgepuu (Jp & HHET
BYICE > CRET . w/u-TEX b SN faE I 3.2 iR L7
KIFHAVREIH M & - THERNCIRET 5 Z L3k D (HBH S
BA L5 b e ElTu/u & \WIHIRLEEIKT D).

4.3 BA EWimE WFS ORMEM

ELP O%&, @D E%HR Ju/o (a 1T undercut U rebut) &
WFSX (Well-Founded Semantics with eXplicit negation) ¢ [F]
EPEDS [7]) TRENTWD. EGAP THEIRRIZ, Jy 0 7Y WES &
—HT 5.

F#H 11 (BAEKR) P4 EGAP L+5. 20 L X,

1.BAP)EA:p iff % p> plZk LT, A:p € concl(Arg)
L B IEM LI NTGGE Arg € Jp DFET 5;

2. BA(P) Enot(A:p) iff 3 XTOFmdE Arg € Argsp 12Xt
L, &L A:p € concl(Arg) L7825 p > pu BIFET D72 HIE,
Arg IFHITEN 5.

EE 2 P% EGAPLT5. ZDL ¥,

e WFS(P)E=A:u iff BA(P)E A:u;

)
e WFS(P) = not(A w) iff BA(P) = not(A:p).
(FEBZ [9] ZHR.)

5. YILFI—LzVbhERIL—LT—Y

KRECHE, LA — 2D b O L F—T v M
7 (Multi-Agent Argumentation MAA) 7L — AU =722
Tk ~%. Fxid 5] L ARIZHE L7 EGAP 2 H#RUT) L&A
DRMBEFST-Hr D=0 MR, W2 =—Y 2 b
DERELTRZS.

F&E 12 (RILFI—Cz Vb RTL) £ KB (1<i<n)
% EGAP t+%. 20t &, KB={KB,..., KBy} #~/LF
T—Vx NAT A (Multi-Agent System: MAS) &9

Fx D MAA 7L — AT —7 35— BRESTELW
LELTWIER (T7205, BAIZBWTHFZ—Y = hOM
RS — AN B IES M S IVICERRE) (ICOWTERLE D ikam 7 L —
LU= ThHDH. MAA X BA OHZR2587 07 Z MR TlE7%R
W RERL, I —Y 2 MEFR UEEICH L THio
TV IR IEHEEFFOLE X O, BA L3RRS
FLOWHEBARREZ LN THD. FIZIZROBIZEEZD.
=Yz b AP DLMEOIRIAZ DOV TE e DRI S S
05 & 08 F-~TWetd 5 =—Y=2 b BOHEE0.6
TEOMBEOMRAETRELZEE, =—V 2 F Bl 2/)0)fEFH
MHbTZ—Vxr b AEKERTEHEAH. —2i% BA B
Do—Txr b A DBEHIZRMEEE (KHE) 28 0.8 f&;é_ 2:,
H)—DRTOMENBICE-TETEDLZLTHD. BHITIK

mBAMRICK L TR E A REL TS, 22T, =—Yx
VM AOREMRIEEEIZ—2 0 N BOENEEATNS
DT, AIXZBIIKHTERWVWIZ EICERELARTNE R L2, £
ITRITIT A IRBCFBIIMDTEAD. ZNHOBEEZEL
UTFO#HEREITD.

EE 13 (RKI#IE) Args ZamitDES L L, Arg & Args O
DimrEE T 5. TR K & 72 Dt OES & max_concl(Arg) =
{A:p € concl(Arg) | TXTDplZxtL, A:p € concl(Arg) 725
> pt EEETD. ELT, TXTD A:p € maz_concl(Arg)
W2 LT, 25 p>pll 20T A:p € maz_concl(Arg') 725
Ko7 Arg' € Args BPIEE L7\ & &, Arg & o KifalE & MRS,

EE 14 (REH&Rm)

o Argr IS Arge G S5 iff w1 F pe £70BH A €
maz._concl(Argr) & A:pa € maz_concl(Args) BFEIET
5.

o Argi 7% Arge Zimfik (defeat) 35 iff Argi 5 Arg, % M
T B h, Argr 2% Args &G L Args 28 Argr % 50k
L7,

KB = {KBi,...,KBn} % MAS L%, Jxp, (T72bb,
(2515 % KB 16 DIESEENIZRAEDEE Targs e, u/u)
@%@ﬁ‘/\’(@ﬁiﬁ‘/‘\aﬂ:@%é\% mJdigp;, L&KL, ArgsKB =
UmJkp, &E#ETS. Argskp FOKEBBNARO & &, KB
AR (finitary) THDHEFH. FLT, MAA OEK%E
Jargsgp,dju (JxkB LBMET D, £72 d = defeat, v = under-
cut) K-> TERTD. Jrp bFE 3.2 Hi TR L7t FEHIFEN]
I Lo THEEMICIRETE 5. LI MAA &0 5 L XX
d/u DRTLEEWT D, BRI MAA BEWiH%Z BA L REEICES
T 5.

EE 15 (MAA BEWR) KB % MAS L%,

I.MAAKB) E A:ip iff D p > plZxL T, A:ip €
concl(Arg) & 725 E4{bSNTcimat Arg € Jxkp PMFET D,

2. MAA(KB) Enot(A:u) iff 3XTOFRE Arg € Argski
WZxtL, b L A:p € concl(Arg) £ 725 p > p BWEIET D72
b, Arg ITAIT SN D.

Bl 1 BAILOFEROBEEIZHONTD MAA OF % Rd . BEHE
DR T = R[0,1)> 2ETS. 2720, (1, 1) < (u2,p2)
f < pe O pr < pp bl (pp) €T DEE pLop
BENEFNEEEREOEAFNVERL TS LDLET S, KB =
{KBy, KBy, KB3} % MAS & L, % KB; %KD X 5 72 fi~—
Z (EGAP) L9 %.

KB, =
agree(death): (0.8 x X,0.5 X Y) «
hate( family, murderer):(X,Y) &
not(desire(family, death):(0.0,0.6)),
hate( family, murderer):(1.0,0.2) «+ 1},

KBy ={
agree(death): (0.5 x X,0.5 X Y) «
atone(death, guilt): (X,Y),
atone(death, guilt):(0.2,0.8) «
not(remorse(dead):(1.0,0.0)) },
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Arg33
KBa 7> b D 5 K E3E Arga agree(death)lz(0.9, 1.0)
desire(family, dleath):(0.9, 1.0) Arg31
not(assuage(death, family):(0.7, 0.0)) hate(family, muderer):(0.9, 0.2) <
u r
PR v A |
agree(death):(0.8, 0.1) Argli vy Arg2i agree(de:ath):(O.], 0.4)

not(desire(family, death):(0.0, 0.6))

hate(family, murderer):(1.0, 0.2)

atone(deatL,guilt):(O‘Z, 0.8)

KB1 76 D KigiE ?

|
not(remorse(dead):(1.0, 0.0))

1: fl 12 DimaEM OB ERLE. Z 2T ‘o 13k, ¢
KBs={
agree(death): (X,Y) +
desire(family,death): (X,Y),
desire(family, death):(0.0,1.0) <
not(assuage(death, family):(0.7,0.0)),
desire( family, death):(X,0.3)
hate( family, murderer):(X,0.0),
hate(family, murderer):(0.9,0.2) <},

IITX &Y BHEREETHL?. BEALNLITRTOK
Kimak & Z O OBRERGEZK 112877, 20L&, EXt
éﬂfguﬁﬁuﬁi JKB = {Arggl Arggl A?”ggg} JKB = JKB =
{Ar921, AT‘gzz, AT‘ggl, A’r‘ggz} k fg\ 5 .

Fe%1Z GAP Ol RAT & BIRGRIZHES < MAA IZOVWTEE
T 5. HIBRAT & R (4] 12T DRI LT T BB D~
T OFETH Y, F/ORR A 13T X ToORFRUTR/NESR
(L) #EI0 Y THMNTHD. LoT, TRTORTR A ITKL
ArEALERD. ZOZEIHMEREOMRMPIER L 28>7
TOFERMERFAEZ TR TELILEZEERT D, 2O Lnb,
HIRRAT & BERRIC DS < WEFS & —%3 % BA 2T 572012
&, TRTOJREFR AL, HAl A: L + 2MEE D EGAP ©
HIZHSICFET D L RETHMERHD. ZOREDOT, fil 1 %
BB X 5. atone(death, guilt) (2B L CHHRI) 72 MR FAET
LD KBy 213 T 5. Argsr 13 KBy & KB3 IZRFIZEEN
2 atone(death, guilt): (0,0) «+ 2> HIEG AL DERAEIZ L > T
G Snb125 9. Args1 & Args2 ICOWTHREEEO Z E R E 2
2. ftiE, TRNTORFRN ALK L [A: L ] OBEROFRIEZ T
DIEMEIND. Fx 1T IO L) RIS < RGRIFEEERIE
EDLBEZD. —RBWIRITZEA T 7 LV OFTEIZ L - THR
TRARR EWEBR D IR O KB 2 AR E § 5. 2D XL 51T, MAA T
T —MRAEIRRR O 5 S HIBRAT & EER L W B TH D & 2B,

6. HHYIC

KiGSLTIZT EGAP 12k % 2 20w 7 L— 2o U —7 DYl
L7z, 2O T BA BT GAP O—RENRICHED
< EGAP O¥pEdmeE —% 7252 %7 L, BA b)%{}r’@w_
MAA Tl [8][2] THW L HIBRAT & G L 0 — A E R
DOFNEVELTNDZ EEFAL L. BmOWARRRBEE N 2R
EGAP I k5 Fx nEihi 71— AU 7 IIARGER LA, )&%
GG, D VITEHA A (Fl A, TRWELENELE X

x8 A7 V=l MBIOVERELSE G LHANET DT X TORERE %%
LTCWDERETD.

KB22> 5 D KiwsE
ik RT. KR CHEN R GRETES LSzt Th 5.

51 R TEBELEBEZRV] DX RERBRE)OFRRRA 7 ik

RE) ICTESLHERICE LTV A, "?&OD?IL%E& LT, ZEt:%
TG LT % e BOEBIR, i, 2 WIgGEiRIc L 228 nm en
Zzohb.
SE 3k
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