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Abstract:

We propose an evaluation method of an argument on an argumentation framework

(AF) based on a new standard. Most of existing evaluation methods for an argument are defined

based on a weight of an argument or a strength of an attack relation between arguments. On the

other hand, we should consider not only a strength of an argument but also a burden of justifying

an argument when we decide the most advantageous argumentation path that should be taken to

make the claim to be admitted. In this report, we propose an evaluation based on a burden of

justifying an argument on an AF, and also show that it is applicable to bipolar argumentation

frameworks that have a support relation and a set-support relation, respectively, in addition to an

attack relation.
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