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Abstract:

We propose two argumentation frameworks: the one with why-questions and the

other with support relations. They are the extentions of Dung’s argumentation framework so that

actual argumentation can be handled. A why-question is regarded as a kind of attack relation,

and a support is an answer to an un-presented why-question. We construct these argumentation

frameworks by defining arguments and binary relations over the arguments from a pair of knowledge

bases. These argumentation frameworks can be converted from each other, and we define the

semantics using this property. We also discuss properties of these frameworks.
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