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Group argumentation model based on IBIS and Toulmin’s argument schema
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Abstract: Argumentation model is the theoretical basis to establish group argumentation environment. Based on Issue-

Based Information System ( IBIS) model and Toulmin’ argument schema, a group argumentation model wagz$oposed, which
was able to evaluate the argumentative utterance. With this model, the group argumentative mforr% d be structured as
evaluatmg utter: es based on Language

a graph which consisted of utterance nodes and semantic links.
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A method
Weighted Aggregation ( LWA) operator and node reduction was pro%‘ grou

architecture design was illustrated as an example to show the us

tatlon on the issue of system
f the proposed model.
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