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Language network analysis for international terrorism
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Abstract

This study shows the periodical tendency of international terror crimes reported in Chosun
llbo, Jungang llbo and Donga llbo. It tries to provide basic material to establish academic
identity for anti—terrorism. Analyzing main words for the international terror crimes that happened
between 2009 and 2013, the words “Terror” and “Al-Qaeda” were the most frequent words on
the newspapers. The words “Pakistan”, “Bomb Terrorism”, “Taliban”, “Afghanistan”, “Yemen”
and “lrag” appeared frequently in the newspapers in 2009. The words “America”, “Bomb
Terrorism”, “G20” and “Iraq” appeared frequently in the newspapers in 2010. The words “Bomb
Terrorism” and “Islam” appeared frequently in the newspapers in 2011. The words “Islam”,
“London” and “Suicide Terrorism” appeared frequently in the newspapers in 2012. The words
“America”, “Yemen” and “lraq” appeared frequently in the newspapers in 2013. This shows that
the international terror crimes happened mainly in Islamic areas such as Irag. It also shows that
bomb terrors as a type of international terror crimes were greatly mentioned in the newspapers.
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