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Introduction

Argument mining (also known as “argumentation mining”) is a well-established research area in compu-
tational linguistics that focuses on the automatic identification of argumentative structures, such as pre-
mises, conclusions, and inference schemes. Since its beginnings, the focus has been on the development
of large-scale argumentation datasets and tasks like argument quality assessment, argument persuasive-
ness, and the synthesis of argumentative texts, spanning various domains, such as legal, social, medical,
political, and scientific settings.
Mirroring the advancements in CL and NLP at large, argument mining has started to work on explainable
argumentation, multimodal settings, and modeling human label variation. The field has also started to
investigate the performance of generative models in producing and analyzing human-like argumentation.
The quality of those models depends heavily on the task; for instance, LLMs show strong performance
in generating persuasive essays and convincing arguments, but they have been shown to fall short in
identifying fallacious arguments and to reproduce biases inherent in models, requiring substantial fine-
tuning efforts to mitigate them. It remains largely unexplored whether LLMs truly possess a deeper
understanding of argumentation, or whether they are simply effective pattern learners.
The 2026 edition of the ArgMining workshop therefore places a special focus on understanding and
evaluating arguments in both human and machine reasoning. With this topic, we broaden the work-
shop’s focus to include reasoning, a long-standing area of research in AI that has recently gained renewed
interest within the *ACL community, driven by the latest generation of LLMs. Reasoning is tightly con-
nected to argumentation as it represents, analyzes and evaluates the process of reaching conclusions on
the basis of available information. If we consider argumentation as a paradigm to capture reasoning, then
machines (particularly LLMs) can be evaluated based on their ability to address argument mining tasks.
ArgMining 2026 received 20 submissions in the main workshop track, 9 non-archival submissions and
8 submissions to the Shared Task track. The final program of the workshop consists of 7 oral main
workshop papers, 2 short papers as posters, 6 non-archival papers as posters and 7 Shared Task posters.
Addressing this year’s topic of understanding and evaluating arguments in both human and machine
reasoning, Lora Aroyo from Google Research in NYC gave the invited talk. The workshop also featured
a panel on Argument Mining Meets Reasoning: Understanding and Evaluating Arguments in Both
Human and Machine Reasoning.
Our thanks go to everyone who contributed to realizing this workshop, in particular the invited speaker,
the panelists, the authors and the Programme Committee.
Mohamed Elaraby, Annette Hautli-Janisz, John Lawrence, Elena Musi, Julia Romberg, Federico Ruggeri
(ArgMining 2026 co-chairs)
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Friday, July 3, 2026
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TypeCoT at UZH Shared Task 2026: Reconstructing Argumentative Structure in
UN Resolutions using Type-Informed Chain-of-Thought
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berg

10:30 - 11:30 Coffee Break

11:30 - 12:30 Keynote: Lora Aroyo
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14:30 - 15:30 Panel Discussion: Argument Mining Meets Reasoning: Understanding and Eval-
uating Arguments in Both Human and Machine Reasoning.
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15:30 - 17:00 Poster Session (Main Workshop Papers, Non-Archival Papers, and Shared Task
Papers)
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