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BRESTO/SIVYICKDERDERKRRDTE
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AR F7

SHIERE VAT LI

1 FU®IC

ERE ERCE DX BAOMERREZ TS 0t
AERINF I~V MY I al—hEE3DHDE
MEE LT, 19954, P.M. Dung i Xo TaEaRDFHED
4 FEFHDOERA © complete/preferred /grounded /stable
semantics SRR I NIz [1]. EF, TOEIHERD
Tig, EEKRE ZTNCET2ERISEDOREL DFHRE
FHREMEREIA TS, ff, ABOTS &EmidA
BB AHERTHS. LPNMR OHH TIRRES
Tug5 37 (ASP) BIEHGRHEREZLEL T A/
BICHWSHRBRIRS XA Le UTIHAMICERME
N, TNETICASP Sy S L%EFHETS ASP V)
NHEEZ BRI NTWAS. LKL, EROHRETE
IZ ASP 2§ 5RAIFEEFELEV. T T TAR
72T, 20064, Caminada iC & DIRRENZHRD
¥ T D reinstatement labellings[2) DFE & #/INEE
% ASP TEtETAEHLDAE (4 IKBEDE, &EROD
B TN 2 EMINERREATO TSIV
TERAVWTHET A AEZRERTS. £, BREFE
KEDWTEENKRPEMGEZ BB TEET 2 70
55 L% ASP VLD DLV[5] & C E8Bx AW TEE
U, ZO%GE, FbEiZziT-o 7.
2 HEfE
2.1 Dung’s Standard Semantics

Dung WVEZ L zZROERZ LU TITRY [1).
EEL BER7L—L7—2)@ER7L—LU—71&
(Ar, def) TEHRINS. BL, Ar 3GHHES, def &
Ar D 2 THEEfR (ie. def C Arx Ar) TH 5. (a, b) €
def L&, "a Db ERBETZLE S EH®RERT.
TE2 (defend [ conflict free) Ar BimalsES, S%&
Ar DB SEE LTS, TOBE, (a, b) € def 2B aRAE
a, b € SHEELRIINE, "5EE S conflict free T
B2 LES. £, #hila € AricONT, (b, o) € def
2 BEmAE b € Ar DEIES B8, (¢, b) € def 7 B Fmat
ce€ SHEETNE, "ald SIC&oTdefend ENB”
LED.
TE3 (BBOEKR) Args C Ar 2 conflict free
BARALES, MK EF : 247 — 247 & F(Args) =
{A| AlZ Argsic & D defend N3 } LTERTS. T
DB, FBRDOREKR (semantics) BT TERI N
%% extension THAHN 5.

o Args B complete extension iff Args = F(Args).

e Args I’ preferred eztension

iff Args & C B89 BRI complete extension.
o Args Y grounded eztension
iff Args i& CICBET B2M/N R complete extension.
o Args )\ stable extension
iff preferred extension 752% Args i DWC, Ar\ Args
DEEORIZ BT BALD Args IKTETE.
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2.2 Reinstatement Labellings

S [2, 3] O reinstatement labellings 2 LU NIRRT
EE 4 (AF-labelling) W7 L — LT —
2 (Ar, def) O AF-labelling & (2) B
L : Ar — {in, out, undec} TH%. THUHL
T in(L), out(L), undec(L) ZRD K I ICEET 5.

o in(£) % {a € Ar | £(a) = in}

e out(L) et {a € Ar | L(a) = out}

o undec(L) def {a € Ar | L(a) = undec}
EES5 (Reinstatement Labellings) AF-labelling:L
RO 7% 7= 3, reinstatement labelling £ & 5.

e Va€ Ar: 5[,20.; =out=3b€ Ar: (bdef anL(b) = z‘n);

e Va € Ar:(L(a) =in=Vbe Ar: (bdef a D L(b) = out))
(Ar, def) DIEED reinstatement labelling £ &, %E
BEERD extension EICDWT, LITOERISMELNS.

e complete extension E = {a € Ar | L(a) = in}

o preferred(resp. grounded) extension

E={a€ Ar|acin(L) BL, £1&in(L) BPEX
(resp. ®/N) £72% reinstatement labelling}
o stable(resp. semi-stable) extension

E = {a€ Ar | a € in(L) BL, £ II undec(L) =
¢(resp. undec(L) HHB/N) L7525 reinstatement la-
belling}
Bl 1. RDE D% (Ar, def) BEADBNTWVB LT 5.
L, AT‘={0,, b, C}y def={(a, b), (b, a), (b, C)}
TN reinst. labellings 13X 1 D 3 BY HEFEET .

e A u— - i

4y (B)—C)
L1 n out mn
L2  out in out
L3 undec undec undec

X 1: (Ar, def) O reinst. labellings
&>, complete extension i& {a, c}, {b}, {} D 3H,
preferred extension {3 {a, c}, {b} ® 2@, grounded ex-
tension (& {} D 1 &% 5.
EFE 6 (Sceptical and Credulous Query-Answering)
FRE50OEHT L—LT—7 (Ar, def) €DV T,
o il a € Ar DTS DOERRD T T sceptical
(resp. credulous) \CE4{EE N3
iff FISDERFDETOD (resp. HB)L DEEDTX
YU TRBOVT, L(a) =in %% a € Ar BFE.
o iRl a € Ar HDFTEDERKIHD T T sceptical
(resp. credulous) KAITEN S
iff FiEOBHBDETD (resp. H5)L DEEDTA
Y BWT, L(a) = out %53 a € Ar BFE.
o ZTHLUNDIFE, Wik a € Ar BFIBOEHRRDOTT
sceptical(resp. credulous) IC defensible.
2.3 MEA/NISILY
TET FABIETHES ASP 7uJ 5 L3, LLTFDIL—
IWVOBEAD NLP(—B#HE 7175 L) TH5.
A « Bi,--,Bn,not Bpi1,--+,n0t By,
— Bi, ++,Bm,not Byt1, - ,not By,
ZZT, n>m>0, A, B, 3EFXTHS. not
NAF A XL —%TH%. NLP DESHEKRIILZEE
T (B, fRER) TEALNS [4).
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3 ASPICLDZMOERBMDFIE
AARORRFETE, BRIL—LIV—TX0%K
BRI LB 0 J'S LEER L, ZOR

% SZ&EIHT 5 T L TEKRD extensions Z3RH 5.

3.1 EMREIOSSADEK

EES8 FEGDOERIL—LT—7T (Ar, def) &D,

NLP I ¥ yp UTlLe, ZHRT 5. 1AL, Tap id1

~2, e & 3~5 DIL—)ILp5ix5.

1. ag(a) « for any a € Ar

2. def(a, b) — for any (a, b) € def

3. in(X) « ag(X), not ng(X)

ng(X) —in(Y), def(Y, X)
ng(X) «— undec(Y), def(Y, X)

4. out(X) — in(Y), def(Y, X)

5. undec(X) — ag(X), not in(X), not out(X)
EEI FEORRIL—LT—7 (Ar, def) &b,
complete/stable DERFITIEL U7z RD NLP DZEH#
WETOT S LEBRT 5.

def

o tr[Ar, def; ”complete”] = II
o tr[Ar, def; "stable”] = 'y {— undec(X)}

FE10 SHIES, X REALTS. OB, §x ¥
SNX %S O X5 LR,
FE11 AS = {S | SII I DRES ), ¢ : |AS)
Yidy o AS — {1, ,f}&%ééﬁﬁéﬁaﬁ“é
W(S) = j R BIRES S € AS WFIET B, 757
S D cardinal number £FEX,
EE12 BRIL—LTI—7 (Ar, def) KR LT,
I, U BRDE S BRTFRDEE L LTERT 5.

I ={in(a) | a € Ar} U = {undec(a) | a € Ar}
EE13 CERDIXITEBOEAL L TEERT 5.

C={L:| L& L e TUU BT EEER }

FE 14 EOERTIL—LT—7 (Ar, def) &b,
preferred/grounded/semistable DEBKFIC I L7z
RO NLP DEEHET 11T 5 LT 5.

o tr[Ar, def; ”preferred”) déf MUT UE,
o tr[Ar, def; ” grounded”] fmuru Egr
o tr[Ar, def; "semistable”] = frrurus Zsemi

Z T T, TIERD 1~3.2 D domain-dependent 7% )V—
VTR ENS.
1. my(Ly) — L
L, € Cid L ZRTEAEER
2. I DEEE S DT UU-HE S|lzuu kKHLT,

forany Le TUU

my(Ly, j) &, cno(f) — (1<5<¢)
L;eC X Lc SjIIUU ZRIEEER

3.1 i(Ly) — forany LeT
L, € Cid L 2RI EEER

3.2 u(Ly) — forany Lel
Li € C B L 2R3 EAER

Iz, B @ADL L6, B 1F4 L7, i &5 2
7 D domain-independent XV — )V THEE I N 3.
4. c(Y) + eno(Y), mi(X), i(X), not ma(X, Y)
d(Y) — ma(X, Y), i(X), not mi(X)
5. ¢(Y) «+ eno(Y), mi(X), w(X), not me(X, Y)
dY) — ma(X, Y), u(X), not my(X)
6. — d(Y), not ¢(Y)
7. «—c(Y), not d(Y)

3.2 H2N/TRUTRLIEHELE
EDOERIVL—LT—7 (Ar, def) DEZONTEH
D, Sname ZEHRHBD 1 DBET LT S.
TE1 (et/ete)
E HDEKiwmSH Sname D extension THBEHIE,
NLP tr[Ar, def; Sname]ld M|z = {in(a) |a € E} /&
BIREE M Z2FD. M, NLP tr|Ar, def; Sname]
W M|z = {in(a) | a € Ar} BAHRES M 2Dk b
&, E={a|in(a) € M|z} RBHERIL—LT—7
(Ar, def) DEBKER Sname D extension E %D,
ii.!: 2 (EMRE)
o tr[Ar, def; Sname]U {«+ in(a)} DF/&E
iff a € Ar i& Sname DT T sceptical I IEH1E.
o tr[Ar, def; Sname]U {« not in(a)} HDEFE
iff a € Ar i Sname DT T credulous I IF %41k,
o tr[Ar, def; Sname]U {«— out(a)} BFE
iff a € Ar iZ Sname DT T sceptical ICHITF.
o tr[Ar, def; Sname]U {« not out(a)} HEFE
iff a € Ar i& Sname DT T credulous IZHT.
o ZNLINDIBE, a € Ar id Sname DFT
sceptical(resp. credulous) I defensible.
4 RE - &RE - FE

AWMFEOREF1E%E ASP VIVAD DLV & C E38%
AWTEELE BR7L—-LY— V2R LT 7
AN AN E L, BEOEKRLEMISEOEE, &
UERISEZT bimat 2 EIT74H 7> a>v L UTHEEL,
ZTOFBEERZHNTS. BLOREZAOCTRIEETT>
iR, ELLFGITEETh TS L RHEELE. Hl1
DETHZK 2 ITRT.

F 7z, preferred/grounded extensions ZFET 3
BRIC, in DT NIUCDWTORBXR - /NEHIET 51F
M, out DINNWIZDNTHEBEDHIERZ LT, D
extensions ZRKDB I LHTES [2]. out DTN
DWTORK - 2HEST 2705 LafERL, [
BORELZ1To 18R, in DFN)MCXBHEDED
T IRRRB/HTLNTE.

Ci¥workspace>Comp_Arg_in.exe ex].txt —complete -preferred —grounded
*>esnuesxakComplete Extensionksssxkasas

{a, c}

{b}

rrrrrr ed Extensior

{a, <}

:;‘t'!t”‘Grounded Extensions*sxsxxkes
X 2: # 1 DETH
5 BbHYIZ

AMERTRREBR 7 L—LT— 7D 5 BEOEKGRZ
reinstatement labellings DFE% F\VT ASP THET
BZHEZRERL, ASP V)LD DLV & C EZBEZHV
TREL, TOWKGE, FHMEZ{To/7z. FLT, BAD
RN TRIEZITY, ELVWEHEEREEZBZ LN
T&R. i, AMARTHERL-EZRFTE T 0S5 4
{Z Linux & Windows ETE#HL TEbH, 1EL Web |
KRHEFETHS.
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