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Introduction

Argument Mining (also known as “argumentation mining”) is a well-established research area within
computational linguistics that started with focusing on automatically identifying and classifying argu-
ment elements, covering several text genres such as legal documents, news articles, online debates, scho-
larly data, and many more. Aside from mining argumentative components, the field focuses on studying
argument quality assessment, argument persuasiveness, the synthesis of argumentative texts, explainable
argumentation and multimodal argument mining. Several tutorials have been held at major NLP confe-
rences showing the continuously increasing interest in argument mining.

Besides providing a forum to discuss and exchange cutting edge research in this field, a secondary goal of
this year’s edition has been to broaden the disciplinary scope of the workshop by inviting other discipli-
nes (e.g., (computational) social and political science, psychology, humanities) as well as other subareas
of NLP to actively participate in the workshop and further shape the field of argument mining.

The success of our goal in broadening the disciplinary scope of the workshop, as well as the fast growing
interest in research topics related to argument mining and computational argumentation in the NLP com-
munity are evidenced with the richness and variety of submissions received. The 12th Workshop on Ar-
gument Mining allowed the submission of long and short papers for the main workshop track, as well as
extended abstracts and PhD proposals for the non-archival track new to this year’s edition. Furthermore,
the workshop hosted two shared tasks: the Critical Questions Generation Task, and MM-ArgFallacy2025:
Multimodal Argumentative Fallacy Detection and Classification on Political Debates. This year’s edition
of the ArgMining workshop had 68 submissions (28 in 2024, 40 in 2023, 37 in 2022, 39 in 2021, and
30 in 2020). The 68 submissions were distributed as follows, 44 were submitted to the main workshop
track, 7 to the non-archival track, and 17 were shared task papers. For the main workshop, we accepted
22 papers (15 long, 7 short), making an acceptance rate of 50%. The 7 submitted non-archival papers
were accepted for poster presentations.

The 12th Workshop on Argument Mining hosted Andreas Vlachos as the keynote speaker, addressing
the topic of “Fact-checking as a conversation”.

Aligned with this year’s special theme, we will also host a panel titled Broadening the scope of Argument
Mining", which will bring together Argument Mining experts with researchers from the broader inter-
disciplinary community connected with Argument Mining (Linguistics, Political Science, Communica-
tion Science, Computational Social Science). Our panelists are: Roxanne El Baff (German Aerospace
Center-DLR, Bauhaus-Universitit Weimar), Sebastian Haunss (University of Bremen), Julia Mendel-
sohn (University of Bremen), Smaranda Muresan (Columbia University), Elena Musi (University of
Liverpool).

We thank our Program Committee members for their continuous support and helpful input. Also, we
thank IBM for sponsoring the Best Paper award and the members of our Best Paper Selection Com-
mittee: Rodrigo Agerri (University of the Basque Country), Paolo Torroni (University of Bologna), and
Elena Cabrio (Université Cote d’Azur). The awards are announced on the official workshop website:
https://argmining-org.github.i0/2025/.

We would also like to thank the Cluster of Excellence Cognitive Interaction Technology at the University
of Bielefeld (CITEC) and the German Society for Computational Linguistics (GSCL) for supporting the
workshop.

We would also like to thank everyone who has been involved with this year’s workshop in one way or
another. Thank you very much!

Elena Chistova, Philipp Cimiano, Shohreh Haddadan, Gabriella Lapesa, and Ramon Ruiz-Dolz
(ArgMining 2025 co-chairs)

Y


https://argmining-org.github.io/2025/

Organizing Committee

Organizing Committee

Elena Chistova, Laboratory for Analysis and Controllable Text Generation Technologies, RAS,
Russia

Philipp Cimiano, Bielefeld University, Germany

Shohreh Haddadan, Moffitt Cancer Center, United States

Gabriella Lapesa, GESIS, Leibniz Institute for the Social Sciences (Cologne) and Heinrich-Heine
University of Dusseldorf

Ramon Ruiz-Dolz, Centre for Argument Technology, University of Dundee, United Kingdom



Program Committee

Program Committee

Rodrigo Agerri, University of the Basque Country

Yamen Ajjour, Universitit Hannover

Alaa Alhamzeh, Universitit Passau

Ashish Anand, Indian Institute of Technology, Guwahati

Elena Cabrio, Université Cote d’Azur

Blanca Calvo Figueras, Universidad del Pais Vasco

Chung-Chi Chen, AIST, National Institute of Advanced Industrial Science and Technology
Johannes Daxenberger, summetix GmbH

Roxanne El Baff, German Aerospace Center and Bauhaus-University Weimar
Mohamed Elaraby, University of Pittsburgh

Neele Falk, Universitit Stuttgart

Debela Gemechu, Centre for Argument Technology, University of Dundee, United Kingdom
Lynn Greschner, Otto-Friedrich Universitit Bamberg

Ankita Gupta, University of Massachusetts Amherst

Annette Hautli-Janisz, Universitidt Passau

Khalid Al Khatib, University of Groningen

Johannes Kiesel, GESIS — Leibniz Institute for the Social Sciences
Zlata Kikteva, Universitit Passau

Nadin Kokciyan, University of Edinburgh

John Lawrence, University of Dundee

Davide Liga, University of Luxembourg

Eimear Maguire, University of Dundee

Maximilian Maurer, GESIS Leibniz Institute for the Social Sciences
Elena Musi, Univeristy of Liverpool

Irina Nikishina, University of Hamburg

Matthias Orlikowski, Universitét Bielefeld

Joonsuk Park, University of Richmond

Martin Pereira, University of Santiago de Compostela

Chris Reed, University of Dundee

Julia Romberg, GESIS Leibniz Institute for the Social Sciences
Ameer Saadat-Yazdi, University of Edinburgh

Sougata Saha, Mohamed bin Zayed University of Artificial Intelligence
Patrick Saint-Dizier, CNRS

Gabriella Skitalinskaya, Duolingo

Manfred Stede, Universitidt Potsdam

Benno Stein, Bauhaus Universitdt Weimar

Regina Stodden, Universitéit Bielefeld

Eva Maria Vecchi, University of Stuttgart

Serena Villata, Université Cote d’Azur, Inria, CNRS, 13S, France
Henning Wachsmuth, Leibniz Universitit Hannover

Vern R. Walker, Hofstra University

Dexter Williams, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign
Hiroaki Yamada, Institute of Science Tokyo

Tangming Yuan, University of York

Yang Zhong, University of Pittsburgh

vi



Shared Task Organizers

Eleonora Mancini, DISI, University of Bologna, Italy

Federico Ruggeri, DISI, University of Bologna, Italy

Paolo Torroni, DISI, University of Bologna, Italy

Serena Villata, Université Codte d’Azur, Inria, France

Blanca Calvo Figueras, HiTZ Center - Ixa, University of the Basque Country UPV/EHU , Spain
Rodrigo Agerri, HiITZ Center - Ixa, University of the Basque Country UPV/EHU , Spain

Maite Heredia, HiTZ Center - Ixa, University of the Basque Country UPV/EHU , Spain

Jaione Bengoetxea, HiTZ Center - Ixa, University of the Basque Country UPV/EHU , Spain
Elena Cabrio, Université Cote d’Azur, Inria, CNRS, I3S, France

Serena Villata, Université Cote d’Azur, Inria, CNRS, I3S, France

vii



Keynote Talk
Fact-checking as a conversation

Andreas Vlachos
Department of Computer Science and Technology, University of Cambridge

Abstract: Misinformation is considered one of the major challenges of our times resulting in numerous
efforts against it. Fact-checking, the task of assessing whether a claim is true or false, is considered a
key in reducing its impact. In the first part of this talk I will present our recent and ongoing work on
automating this task using natural language processing, including neurosymbolic inference, and using a
search engine as a source of evidence. In the second part of this talk, I will present an alternative approa-
ch to combatting misinformation via dialogue agents, and present results on how internet users engage in
constructive disagreements and problem-solving deliberation.

Bio: Andreas Vlachos is a professor of NLP and Machine Learning at the University of Cambridge.
Among the many things he has worked on, we find constructiveness in argumentation, fact checking,
media bias, dialogue modeling.
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Panel
Broadening the scope of Argument Mining

The aim of the panel is to establish a dialogue with Argument Mining researchers (from the panel itself
and the workshop audience) on a variety of themes such as a) the challenges encountered by NLP re-
search dealing with fine-grained conceptualizations which are typically aimed at when targeting theory-
based questions, b) the progress that Argument Mining (and in general, NLP) can experience when
challenged with interdisciplinary work, and c) the boundaries that nowadays LL.M’s superpowers should
nevertheless be confronted with: the fact that LLMs (allegedly) can do everything because it has seen
everything" does not mean that any possible task should be done with them — this is particularly rele-
vant with argument mining research, which touches upon crucial issues such as opinion mining, with the
potential for manipulative uses of the resulting technology.
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