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Improvement of the Agent Taxonomy in the Legal Domain

In-Ho Chang’

ABSTRACT

This research investigates existing legal ontologies, selects and analyzes 5 kinds and suggestes measures of improvement
them so as to improve the concepts and taxonomies of agent which is already established in legal domain. Also, based on
them, we clarify agent's concept definition and reestablish the agent modules by combining and expanding some taxonomies
that was suggested. Suggested ontology limits the range of agent to legal domain and separates pseudo agent and role
concept in existing legal ontologies. And, we regard groups as pseudo agents by distinguishing groups and organizations and
add nations, international organizations, political parties and so on. The total number of agent concepts for completed legal

domains is twenty-one. Those improvement measures and agent modules should be useful guidance for ontology developer
in the future.
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Fig. 3. Corcho et al.'s Agent conceptual diagram
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