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Corpus of Argumentation Structures
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FORECAST2023 provides a first step towards the argumentative analysis
of forecasting rationales, which opens the door to deeper analysis among
other things: how argumentative strategies affect decision-making, the
key strategies accurate forecasters use to come to decisions, and
exploring how decision-making can be improved across various domains.
The fully annotated corpus, the code used to develop the automated
annotation and pre-processing, and the manual annotation guidelines are
all openly available online.

The rationale is annotated manually by a team
of 11 analysts who complete the IAT analysis
and connect the rationale to the forecasts
above through argument relations. Rationales
provide supports and attacks of the forecasts,
and reasoning throughout the rationale itself.
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