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The guidelines are divided into three sections, all of which help in the annotation decision process. 
Section 1: Basic principles
Argument functions are annotated accorded to the typology below. Sub-functions are there to assist the annotator in ascribing the functions. Annotation with sub-functions is also possible.
 A typology of argument functions
	Function
	Persuasion
	Expression
	Explanation
	Exploration
	Provocation

	 
 
Sub-function
	Resolution
	Identity building
	Excusing
	Hypothesising
	Incitement

	
	Encouragement
	Power dynamic
	Describing
	Devil's advocate
	Entrapment

	
	Manipulation
	Fitting in
	Demonstrating
	Testing
	Drawing out

	
	Evangelism
	Inclusion
	Proving 
	Practising
	 Attributing

	
	Self-persuasion
	Giving voice
	 
	 Expanding
	



Basic principles to be kept in mind are:
1. The function of an argument is not a guess at the intention of the arguer. It should describe the role or action performed by the argument. This can be ascertained from several sources: the apparent aims of the speaker, the reaction of the audience, the impression made on the analyst, the general context of the speech, the linguistic context of the argument, the linguistic framing of the argument, the language of the argument itself. 
2. Arguments may have more than one function.
3. Persuasion is considered the default function.
4. Appraisal of argument function is inherently subjective.
5. Relevance is a guide to function. The most relevant interpretation should be sought.
6. The assignment of function is part of the creative interpretation of argumentative discourse.
Section 2: Individual function characteristics
The following qualities are characteristic of the five functions. They may not be exclusive to, or definitive of, that function.
Persuasion
The text acknowledges a difference in opinion
The text appeals to the emotions of the recipient
The text invokes enthusiasm about the conclusion 
Expression
The text employs references to groups who believe in the conclusion
The text uses emotional and evaluative language
The text refers to or assumes a power relation between arguer and recipient
Explanation
The text assumes agreement about the conclusion
The text tries to reinforce opinions rather than changing them
The text invokes causal or motive based reasoning
Exploration
The test acknowledges weaknesses in the argument
The arguer is distanced from the argument and its conclusion
The argument relies on premises acknowledged as uncertain
Provocation
The text produces an argumentative reaction from recipients
The text attributes responsibility
The argument makes explicit what is already known to the parties

Section 3: Procedural Questions
The annotator should ask these questions in order to establish which function characteristics the argument displays. 
If an argument fits one or more of the characteristic sets, mark it as having that function. If no set fits, try to describe the function and mark the argument as (!).
General questions
PQ1: Does the argument text contain any suggestions as to the function, i.e. reference to the arguer’s intention, role, expectations?
PQ2: Does the surrounding text contain suggestions as to the function?
PQ3: Does the text appear to fit one of the sub-functions?
Aims of the speaker
PQ4: Does the speaker state an aim?
PQ5: Does our background knowledge of the speaker suggest an aim?
PQ6: Does the speaker’s role in the dialogue dictate an aim?
Reaction of the audience
PQ7: Does the audience react in any way?
PQ8: Does the speaker request or expect a reaction?
Impression made on analyst
PQ9: Has the argument persuaded, expressed, explained, etc something to the analyst?
PQ10: Is the argument best understood – most relevant – as fulfilling a certain function?
Context of the speech
PQ11: Does the argument occur in a speech with defined context with certain expectations?
PQ12: Does the arguer’s position in relation to the audience suggest a certain function?
Linguistic context of the argument
PQ13: Has argument function been indicated within the speech?
PQ14: Does the structure of the speech suggest an argument function?
Linguistic framing of the argument
PQ15: Is the argument introduced by a phrase indicative of function? 
PQ16: Is the argument followed by a phrase indicative of function?
Language of the argument
PQ17: Does the argument contain terms associated with one function?

