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Abstract

In this paper, we present a simulation system called
AgentCourt that simulates the entire courtroom process.
The judge, plaintiff’s lawyer, defense lawyer, and other par-
ticipants are autonomous agents driven by large language
models (LLMs). Our core goal is to enable lawyer agents
to learn how to argue a case, as well as improving their
overall legal skills, through courtroom process simulation.
To achieve this goal, we propose an adversarial evolution-
ary approach for the lawyer-agent. Since AgentCourt can
simulate the occurrence and development of court hearings
based on a knowledge base and LLM, the lawyer agents
can continuously learn and accumulate experience from real
court cases. The simulation experiments show that after two
lawyer-agents have engaged in a thousand adversarial le-
gal cases in AgentCourt (which can take a decade for
real-world lawyers), compared to their pre-evolutionary state,
the evolved lawyer agents exhibit consistent improvement in
their ability to handle legal tasks. To enhance the credibil-
ity of our experimental results, we enlisted a panel of pro-
fessional lawyers to evaluate our simulations. The evaluation
indicates that the evolved lawyer agents exhibit notable ad-
vancements in responsiveness, as well as expertise and log-
ical rigor. This work paves the way for advancing LLM-
driven agent technology in legal scenarios. Code is available
at https://github.com/relic-yuexi/AgentCourt.

Introduction
Artificial intelligence (AI) technologies, particularly large
language models (LLMs), are rapidly transforming the tra-
ditional legal industry. From automated text generation to
interactive legal consulting, AI applications in the legal do-
main are becoming increasingly widespread (Lai et al.
2023). However, despite LLMs’ vast potential, significant
challenges remain in handling complex legal queries and
simulating real court environments. Existing legal AI sys-
tems are often confined to specific tasks and struggle to com-
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†Corresponding author

prehensively simulate the legal reasoning process and multi-
party interactions (Hamilton 2023).

To address these limitations, we present AgentCourt,
an innovative LLM-based system designed for the simula-
tion of civil courts. AgentCourt stands out by involving
multiple roles, including judges, attorneys, plaintiffs, and
defendants, thus providing a more authentic and compre-
hensive legal scenario simulation. This system excels not
only in handling standard legal queries but also in analyz-
ing complex real-world cases, thereby bridging a significant
gap in current legal AI research. Figure 1 showcases the
AgentCourt environment, with the left panel depicting a
simulated courtroom and the right panel showing the court-
room dialogue.

At the core of AgentCourt is a meticulously designed
multi-agent system, with each agent representing a role in
the courtroom, all driven by specially trained LLMs. Draw-
ing inspiration from the success of Agent Hospital (Li et al.
2024) in the medical field, we have built a simulated envi-
ronment for civil courts, allowing AI agents to strengthen
their legal reasoning skills through continuous practice. Sig-
nificantly, we achieve notable enhancements in LLMs’ cog-
nitive agility, professional expertise, and logical coherence
via adversarial engagements among lawyer agents.

Our approach leverages an adversarial evolutionary strat-
egy that is free from preset parameters and independent of
manually annotated datasets. This strategy dramatically re-
duces annotation costs while enhancing the model’s ability
to generalize across diverse and complicated court scenarios,
enabling AI to autonomously devise potent defensive tac-
tics. Experimental results show that an evolved legal agent
has demonstrated significant improvement in multiple legal
tasks, indicating the potential for ordinary models to surpass
GPT-4 after evolutionary refinement in complex legal tasks.
Human evaluation, conducted by a panel of legal experts
using real-world criteria to assess lawyer performance, fur-
ther substantiates the effectiveness of the evolution process
through three key metrics: cognitive agility, domain-specific
knowledge, and logical rigor.
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现在宣布法庭纪律：
• 诉讼参与人和旁听人员请自觉遵守法庭规则，维护法庭秩序，不得鼓

掌、喧哗、吵闹和实施其他妨碍审判活动的行为。
• 旁听人员在旁听时不得随意走动和进入审判区，不得发言、提问。
• 诉讼参与人、旁听人员、新闻记者未经审判长许可不得录音、录像和

摄影，携带的通讯工具请调成振动或关机状态。
• 保持法庭内整洁，不准吸烟和随地吐痰。
• 对于违反法庭规则的人，审判长或者独任审判员可以口头警告、训诫，

也可以没收录音、录像和摄影器材，责令退出法庭或者经院长批准予
以罚款、拘留。

------------------------------------------------------------------------

Discipline of the court is now declared:
• Litigation participants and spectators are required to adhere to court 

rules and maintain order. Applause, noise, and any behavior that 
disrupts court proceedings are prohibited.

• Spectators must remain seated and are not allowed to enter the trial 
area or speak or ask questions.

• Without the presiding judge’s permission, litigation participants, 
spectators, and journalists are not allowed to record audio, video, or 
take photographs. All communication devices should be set to vibrate 
or turned off.

• Keep the courtroom clean; smoking and spitting are not allowed.
• Those who violate court rules may receive a verbal warning, 

reprimand, or have their recording equipment confiscated by the 
presiding judge or single judge. They may also be ordered to leave 
the courtroom or, with the approval of the court president, be fined or 
detained.

Figure 1: The scene in AgentCourt: the left section depicts a simulation of a real court, while the right section displays the
statements made by the clerk.

Our research makes significant contributions to the field
of legal AI. AgentCourt not only provides a powerful in-
teractive tool for legal education but also opens new possibil-
ities for case analysis and legal research. By open-sourcing
our model and dataset, we aim to drive the development of
the entire legal AI community, paving the way for a more
intelligent and just legal system in the future. Through this
work, we address the limitations of current AI legal systems
and extend the multi-agent approach to the legal domain. By
simulating a civil court environment, AgentCourt aims
to provide more comprehensive and realistic legal scenario
simulations, potentially driving advancements in legal AI re-
search and practice. The main contributions of our work are
summarized as follows:

• To the best of our knowledge, this is the first work to sim-
ulate a court environment comprehensively, mimicking a
civil court setting, enabling multi-party interactions, and
complex legal reasoning.

• During the simulation of the court proceedings, the le-
gal reasoning capabilities of LLMs are enhanced through
adversarial interactions among agents. This approach,
utilizing adversarial multi-agent interactions rather than
simple information transmission, provides new insights
for future related work.

• We simulated 1,000 real civil cases that occurred over a
span of ten days (which can take a decade for real-world
lawyers). The effectiveness of agent evolution was val-
idated through automatic and manual evaluation meth-
ods. Moreover, our data is sourced from professional law
firms and has undergone privacy de-identification pro-
cessing. We have open-sourced the dataset and complete
code to advance the field of agent simulation worlds.

Related Work
Large Language Models in the Legal Domain
AI applications in the legal domain have made significant
strides, particularly with the advent of large language mod-
els (LLMs). These models have shown potential in various
legal tasks, including case prediction, legal research, and
document analysis (Lai et al. 2023; Hamilton 2023). For in-
stance, DISC-LawLLM demonstrated the potential of fine-
tuned LLMs in providing intelligent legal services (Yue et al.
2023), while the PLJP framework combines LLMs and do-
main models to enhance the accuracy of case judgment pre-
dictions (Wu et al. 2023). DeliLaw exemplifies the utility
of LLMs in legal advice, effectively handling legal inquiries
through its dialog-based system (Xie et al. 2024). Despite
these advancements, current AI legal systems still face limi-



tations in handling complex legal queries and simulating real
court environments. Many existing systems are confined to
specific tasks and struggle to comprehensively simulate the
legal reasoning process and multi-party interactions (Jana-
tian et al. 2023; Jin and Wang 2023).

Large Language Models for Real World Simulation
LLM-based multi-agent systems represent a new direction in
AI research, leveraging collaborative agents to address com-
plex problems. These systems excel in utilizing cognitive
synergy and knowledge sharing, thereby enhancing overall
decision quality and interaction capabilities (Talebirad and
Nadiri 2023; Händler 2023). LLM-based multi-agent sys-
tems have shown potential in multiple domains. In natural
language processing, they have improved language under-
standing and generation tasks (Tan and Motani 2024). In
robotics, these systems have enhanced robots’ understand-
ing and decision-making capabilities in human-robot inter-
action (Kim, Lee, and Mutlu 2024). In task planning and
execution, multi-agent systems can decompose and collab-
oratively complete complex tasks (Yang et al. 2024). Addi-
tionally, in education, they have created personalized learn-
ing experiences and intelligent tutoring systems (Yin et al.
2024). The financial sector has also benefited from these
systems, applying them to market analysis, risk assessment,
and investment decisions (Nascimento, Alencar, and Lucena
2023). A notable application of LLM-based multi-agent sys-
tems is Agent Hospital, which simulates a hospital environ-
ment with LLM-driven autonomous agents representing pa-
tients, nurses, and doctors (Li et al. 2024). Key features of
Agent Hospital include comprehensive simulation of disease
treatment processes, autonomous learning without manual
data annotation, knowledge transfer from simulation to real-
world medical benchmarks, efficient learning through ac-
celerated simulation experience, and state-of-the-art perfor-
mance on medical datasets. Agent Hospital demonstrates the
potential of multi-agent systems in complex and specialized
domains, paving the way for new approaches in professional
training and decision support.

Our AgentCourt builds on these advancements to ad-
dress the limitations of current legal AI systems and extends
the multi-agent approach to the legal domain. By simulating
a civil court environment, AgentCourt aims to provide
more comprehensive and realistic legal scenario simulations,
potentially driving advancements in legal AI research.

Court Simulacrum
Visualization Settings
Inspired by previous studies (Li et al. 2024; Park et al. 2023),
we design a court sandbox simulation environment using
Pygame to clearly demonstrate the entire process within the
court. Ultimately, we design two distinct scenarios to man-
age different functions. The first scenario is the law firm,
where plaintiffs and defendants interact with their lawyers.
The second scenario is the court, where the trial proceed-
ings take place. Due to the limited interactions in the first
scenario, our simulation environment only demonstrated the
interactions in the court.

Agent Settings
To accurately recreate real litigation scenarios, we design six
distinct roles: plaintiff, defendant, plaintiff’s lawyer, defen-
dant’s lawyer, judge, and court clerk. An example of agents
in a particular case can be referenced in Figure 2. Informa-
tion about these roles was generated using LLM (ERNIE-
Speed-128K) and can be easily extended. The following sec-
tion will provide a detailed introduction to the functions of
each role.

Name: 
John Smith
Role: 
Judge

Description:
The presiding judge in the case is 
ensuring fair proceedings and asking 
questions when necessary.

Name: 
Alicia Foreman
Role:
Lawyer

Description:
An experienced lawyer specializing 
in the field of civil litigation. She will 
serve as the plaintiff's lawyer in this 
case, representing the plaintiff and 
arguing in court. 

Name: 
Grace Cooper
Role:
Plaintiff

Description:
She is the plaintiff in this case. She 
will inform her lawyer of the case 
details, authorize the lawyer to submit 
the appeal to the court, and represent 
her in court proceedings.

Name: 
William Taylor
Role:
Clerk

Description:
A court clerk, who are responsible for 
recording court proceedings, 
managing court documents, assisting 
judge and ensuring the smooth 
running of court proceedings.

Name: 
Benjamin Carter
Role:
Lawyer

Description:
An experienced lawyer specializing in
the field of civil litigation. He will
serve as the defendant's lawyer in this
case, representing the defendant and
arguing in court.

Name: 
Oliver Hayes
Role:
Defendant

Description:
He is the defendant in this case. He 
will inform his lawyer of the case 
details, authorize the lawyer to submit 
the appeal to the court, and represent 
him in court proceedings.

Figure 2: Example agents in AgentCourt.

(1) Plaintiff and Defendant Agents: Our simulation be-
gins before a case has occurred, necessitating two agents
powered by ERNIE-Speed-128K to respectively play the
roles of a potential plaintiff and defendant. We programmed
the plaintiff and defendant agents to be randomly involved
in a case. Once involved, both agents autonomously seek
legal assistance from a law firm, which is a typical behav-
ior in legal disputes. To streamline the interaction process,
we configured the system so that the plaintiff or defendant
can obtain a complaint or an answer during their interac-
tions with the lawyer, without needing to draft these doc-
uments from scratch. (2) Lawyer Agents: We design two
lawyer agents powered by ERNIE-Speed-128K. When the
plaintiff and defendant seek legal assistance at the law firm,
these lawyer agents are randomly assigned as the plaintiff’s
lawyer and the defendant’s lawyer. They communicate with
their respective clients to gather relevant information about
the case. Finally, drawing upon the existing and continu-
ously enriched repositories of legal experience, case prece-
dents, and statutory codes, they engage in court debates in
accordance with the prescribed procedures, championing the
interests of their respective clients. (3) Judge Agent: In the
court, the judge is responsible for overseeing the entire pro-
cess, listening to the arguments from both lawyers, and ask-
ing questions when appropriate. Finally, the judge summa-
rizes and evaluates each round of the lawyers’ arguments be-
fore delivering the final judgment. (4) Court Clerk Agent:
To create a more realistic court environment and to facilitate
the evolution of the agent, we design a court clerk agent to
announce the commencement of the trial and document the
entire process of the trial.



Figure 3: Data Settings Flows.

Data Settings and Processing
Our data settings and processing methodology, as illustrated
in Figure 3, encompasses regularized filtering, BERT em-
bedding, and privacy masking.

Accessing Confidential Pleadings Pleadings, integral to
legal proceedings, are often confidential and proprietary, re-
stricting access to these key documents. Traditional open-
source data access is insufficient, with primary documents
typically secured within court filing systems and private
records.

Dataset Construction and Preprocessing Leveraging the
China Judgement Website1, we compiled a dataset of
10,000 civil judgements. Preprocessing focused on enhanc-
ing dataset quality: we meticulously cleaned and selected
1,389 high-value cases featuring both plaintiff claims and
defendant defenses. To address potential duplications, we
employed BERT (Cui et al. 2021) for semantic vectoriza-
tion of ’Case Introduction’ sections and K-Means clustering
(Kodinariya, Makwana et al. 2013) to group similar docu-
ments. This yielded 1,000 representative documents for our
moot court training and testing.

Data Generation and Anonymization We utilized the
ERNIE-Speed-128K API (Baidu Intelligent Cloud Docu-
mentation 2024) to generate and anonymize high-fidelity
simulated texts, tailored to civil judgements. This resulted
in a curated dataset of 1,000 training and 50 test samples,
designed to support robust legal argumentation and judge-
ment prediction within our simulated moot court environ-
ment, thereby advancing legal analytics.

Interactions Settings
In this subsection, we will provide a detailed explanation of
each step in our simulation.

Case Generation We design two resident agents who ran-
domly encounter cases. When these agents become involved
in a case, they seek legal assistance from law firms, thereby

1https://wenshu.court.gov.cn/

transforming into Plaintiff and Defendant Agents. Subse-
quently, the law firm randomly assigns lawyer agents to
communicate with them and submit the complaint and de-
fense documents to the court. To streamline the process, both
the plaintiff and the defendant provide all relevant informa-
tion to their respective lawyers in detail during their com-
munications. Subsequently, the plaintiff and the defendant
do not attend the court proceedings in person, a practice that
is common and reasonable in actual cases.

Court proceedings The full process of our simulation is
illustrated in Figure 4. To complement the visual represen-
tation, we’ve provided Algorithm 1, which outlines the key
steps of the court proceedings in pseudocode format.

The DEBATE ROUNDS parameter in 1 is a hyperparam-
eter that we’ve manually set to accelerate the iteration pro-
cess. This can be adjusted based on specific requirements or
to more closely simulate real-world proceedings.

Adversarial Evolutionary Approach
In the pursuit of advancing lawyer proficiency within court
simulations driven by large language models, we introduce
an adversarial evolutionary strategy. This strategy, devoid of
preset parameters and independent of manually annotated
datasets, dramatically cuts annotation expenses while aug-
menting the model’s ability to generalize across diverse and
complicated court scenarios, enabling AI to autonomously
devise potent defensive tactics. The strategy’s effectiveness
hinges upon three fundamental modules, namely the experi-
ence database, case database, and legal code database.

Previous studies, such as AI-town (Park et al. 2023) and
MedAgent-Zero (Li et al. 2024), have primarily focused on
the communication between agents, leveraging information
exchange and supplementation from large models to enable
agents to accumulate databases, thereby facilitating their
evolution. In contrast, our simulated court scenario features
agents, with direct conflicting interests, where interactions
during adversarial proceedings are more targeted, thereby
enhancing their self-evolutionary capacity.

At the conclusion of each court proceeding, both lawyers
are mandated to undertake a comprehensive reflection and



Figure 4: Simulation of the court Process. This figure details the full process of the simulated court: 1) The middle row outlines
the overall framework of the court; 2) During the free debate phase, each agent retrieves relevant knowledge from the three
databases according to their needs to aid in their responses; 3) Upon completion of a case simulation, the agent reflects and
evolves, continuously expanding its own databases.

summary of the proceedings. Valuable insights and lessons
gained are extracted and preserved within an experien-
tial knowledge database. The fundamental case specifics,
including its title, contextual backdrop, categories, and
other related aspects, are compiled and recorded in a case
database. Furthermore, subsequent to the trial, lawyers are
assigned to study the legal statutes invoked during the hear-
ing, which are then incorporated into a legal code database.
The precise mechanisms and organization of these three
databases will be expounded in the following text.

In the court, prior to each lawyer’s response, queries are
dynamically generated based on the ongoing dialogue his-
tory, aimed at retrieving relevant knowledge from the ex-
perience repository, case database, and legal code database.
This process enhances the coherence and logical consistency
of their responses, accelerates reaction times, and broadens
their legal knowledge base. As experiences, cases, and le-
gal codes accumulate, the capabilities of the virtual lawyers
undergo enhancement. Furthermore, we employ APIs from
leading domestic legal institutions to ensure the currency
and accuracy of our legal code database, thus maintaining its
relevancy. For specifics regarding prompt designs and query
formats, reference can be made to our source code.

Database Design
Construction of Experience Repository Learning from
past litigation experiences is essential for the development

of an AI agent in legal contexts, and we posit that agent-
driven by large language models have the capacity to en-
gage in self-reflection upon these cases, distilling higher-
order lessons and principles that ensure sound judgment
in future, analogous scenarios. The repository of experi-
ences maintained by such systems leans towards the macro-
scopic, focusing on broad strategies and overarching direc-
tions, thereby equipping the legal agent with a comprehen-
sive perspective in case handling. As this experiential repos-
itory accrues, the responsiveness of the legal agent sharpens,
enabling it to swiftly identify leverage points for argumen-
tation, fostering a more agile and effective legal practice.

Development of Case Repository In contrast to an ex-
perience repository, a case library emphasizes the retention
of individual cases themselves. Within the context of actual
court proceedings, referencing prior cases and their judg-
ments is imperative. The case library enables legal agents to
swiftly amass a wealth of cases for future citation, thereby
enhancing their ability to draw upon relevant precedents.
The content preserved in a case library is more granular,
offering micro-level guidance and specifics. As the library
grows, the responses provided by legal agents become in-
creasingly persuasive and logically coherent, bolstered by a
rich foundation of precedent knowledge.

Establishment of Legal Code Repository In the court,
possessing comprehensive and professional legal knowledge



Algorithm 1: Court Proceedings Simulation
Input: Case details, Plaintiff and Defendant arguments
Parameter: DEBATE ROUNDS
Output: Dialogue

1: court clerk.announceTrialCommencement()
2: plaintiff lawyer.readComplaint()
3: defendant lawyer.readDefenseStatement()
4: judge.summarizeKeyPoints()
5: if noObjections() then
6: plaintiff lawyer.presentEvidence()
7: defendant lawyer.respondToPlaintiffEvidence()
8: defendant lawyer.presentEvidence()
9: plaintiff lawyer.respondToDefendantEvidence()

10: for i← 1 to DEBATE ROUNDS do
11: conductOpenDebate(plaintiff lawyer, defen-

dant lawyer)
12: end for
13: judge.announceVerdict()
14: court clerk.documentTrial()
15: plaintiff lawyer.summarizeExperience()
16: defendant lawyer.summarizeExperience()
17: end if
18: return Dialogue

is of utmost importance. Following the conclusion of a law-
suit, legal agents review the fundamental aspects of the case
and past exchanges during court proceedings, reflecting on
which legal provisions could have improved their responses.
To this end, we provide an interface to a legal code database,
allowing agents to study and subsequently incorporate rel-
evant legal codes into their personal repositories. As their
legal code database accumulates, the agents’ responses be-
come increasingly sophisticated and comprehensive, under-
pinned by a robust foundation of codified law.

To mitigate noise and optimize utilization of the three
repositories, we introduce an additional evaluative stage
prior to database utilization. The lawyer agent assesses,
based on semantic similarity, the top-K retrieved experi-
ences from the databases for their relevance to the ongoing
trial proceedings. Only beneficial experiences are incorpo-
rated into prompts, while those deemed unhelpful are ex-
cluded, thereby enhancing the precision and efficacy of the
agent’s guidance.

Experiment
Experimental Setup
Task Descriptions Our simulated court is based on 1,000
real-world civil cases. As the database of cases for the legal
agents expands, their capabilities improve. This evolution-
ary process allows us to compare the performance of evolved
and un-evolved agents, providing insights into the effective-
ness of our learning approach. Our experiment includes two
parts: automatic evaluation and manual evaluation.

Automatic Evaluation Tasks To comprehensively evalu-
ate the performance of the evolved legal agent, we applied
the LawBench assessment metrics (Fei et al. 2023) to con-

duct an automatic evaluation of our model. LawBench has
been meticulously crafted to provide a precise assessment of
the LLMs’ legal capabilities from three cognitive levels: le-
gal knowledge memorization, legal knowledge comprehen-
sion, and the application of legal knowledge. In alignment
with these cognitive levels, we chose appropriate tasks to
critically assess the model’s competencies.

The tasks include Article Recitation, Dispute Focus
Identification, Issue Topic Identification, and Consultation.
These tasks are designed to evaluate the agent’s ability to
memorize legal content, identify key points of contention,
and provide appropriate responses to legal inquiries.

Manual Evaluation Tasks Human experts evaluated the
performance of the AI agents in simulated court debates
based on three key dimensions: Cognitive Agility, Profes-
sional Knowledge, and Logical Rigor. We established clear
criteria for each dimension.

Evaluation Criteria We assessed the AI agents based on
three key dimensions: (1) Cognitive Agility: The ability
to quickly understand and react to new information, chal-
lenges, or rebuttals. Criteria include rapid comprehension of
opposing viewpoints, swift identification of weaknesses in
arguments, and quick integration of information for strong
arguments. (2) Professional Knowledge: The depth and
breadth of knowledge in the legal field, including theory,
practice, and latest developments. Criteria include accurate
citation of relevant laws and cases, deep understanding of
legal principles, and clear articulation of legal arguments.
(3) Logical Rigor: The logical consistency, rationality, and
close connection between arguments. Criteria include clear
structure of argumentation, explicit logical relationships in
arguments, and smooth transitions without logical gaps.

Evaluation Methods

Automatic Evaluation The experimental baseline was
adopted from ERNIE-Speed-128K, and our model consists
of the two legal agents that have undergone evolution. We
applied the LawBench metrics to assess their performance
across the specified tasks.

Manual Evaluation We designed a comprehensive hu-
man evaluation experiment with a double-blind controlled
design. It involved 62 real civil cases, each evaluated twice
with different role configurations, resulting in 124 debate
records. Five legal experts, each with an average of 7 years
of experience in civil cases, independently reviewed all
records using a binary choice scoring system for each di-
mension. Final results were determined through a majority
vote system.

Experimental Results
Automatic Evaluation Results Table 1 presents the re-
sults of automatic evaluation. The two evolved agents show
noticeable improvements across all four tasks, attributed to
our court simulation process and evolution strategy.

Manual Evaluation Results Table 2 shows the perfor-
mance of evolved and un-evolved agents as plaintiff and de-
fendant. The evolved version of CourseAgent demonstrated



Model MEM UND1 UND2 APP

zero-shot
Un-evolved Agent 16.84 18.4 31.2 16.74
Evolved AgentA 19.7 19.4 32.2 18.15
Evolved AgentB 20.2 21.6 33.8 18.34

one-shot
Un-evolved Agent 18.4 21.8 29.2 17.26
Evolved AgentA 20.66 24.2 36.8 18.38
Evolved AgentB 20.24 24.8 34.8 18.59

Table 1: Legal Knowledge Tasks Performance. MEM:
Memorization Task (Article Recitation, Rouge-L); UND1:
Understanding Task1 (Dispute Focus Identification, F1);
UND2: Understanding Task2 (Issue Topic Identification,
Acc); APP: Applying Task (Consultation, Rouge-L).

Role Agility Knowledge Logic
Plaintiff (Evolved) 38 41 39
Defendant (Un-evolved) 24 21 23

Plaintiff (Un-evolved) 28 17 22
Defendant (Evolved) 34 45 40

Table 2: Performance of Evolved and Un-evolved Agents as
Plaintiff and Defendant

significant improvement across all three evaluation dimen-
sions, particularly in Professional Knowledge and Logical
Rigor. In the same cases, the evolved agents, whether acting
as plaintiff or defendant, were able to outperform their un-
evolved counterparts, further illustrating the effectiveness of
our evolution strategy.

Notably, the human evaluation results showed high con-
sistency with the automatic evaluation metrics. cognitive
agility correlated positively with the dispute focus identifica-
tion task, Professional Knowledge with the article recitation
task, and logical rigor with the consultation task.

Case Analysis
To further analyze the performance of legal agents before
and after evolution, we conducted a detailed case study. This
analysis focused on both automatic and manual evaluation
tasks, providing insights into the improvements achieved
through our evolutionary approach.

Automatic Evaluation: Article Recitation Task We ex-
amined the article recitation task as an example of our auto-
matic evaluation. The agents were prompted to provide the
content of article 43 of the Labor Law. The case is shown in
Figure 5, where the first row contains the input prompt, the
second row is the response from the evolved agent, the third
row is the response from the unevolved agent, and the fourth
row is the standard answer. This comparison demonstrates
the evolved agent’s improved ability to accurately recall and
cite legal content, a crucial skill in legal practice.

Manual Evaluation: Expert Analysis For the manual
evaluation, we present a case study where our evolved agent

Figure 5: Example of Article Recitation Task

acted as the plaintiff’s lawyer. The specific details of the
case will be given in the supplementary material. Legal ex-
perts evaluated the performance across three dimensions:
cognitive agility, professional knowledge, and logical rigor.
The plaintiff’s lawyer (evolved agent) demonstrated superior
agility, quickly understanding and responding to the defen-
dant’s arguments, such as immediately citing article 94 of
the contract Law when the defendant argued against con-
tract termination. The evolved agent exhibited deeper le-
gal knowledge, accurately citing multiple laws and regula-
tions (e.g., Contract Law, Property Rights Law, Guarantee
Law) and integrating them with case specifics, while the un-
evolved agent merely mentioned legal concepts without pro-
viding specific provisions. Moreover, the evolved agent pre-
sented a more structured and rigorous argument, organizing
points logically around contract termination, loan calcula-
tions, mortgage rights, and liability determination, with each
point supported by relevant legal provisions and evidence.
This case analysis highlights the significant improvements
achieved through our evolutionary approach, particularly in
knowledge application, response adaptability, and argumen-
tation quality.

Conclusion
In this paper, we present AgentCourt, a novel simula-
tion system for courtroom scenarios based on Large Lan-
guage Models (LLMs) and agent technology. As the first
to comprehensively simulate a civil court environment,
AgentCourt facilitates multi-party interactions and in-
tricate legal reasoning through a parameter-free approach.
Our evaluations show significant enhancements in knowl-
edge acquisition, response adaptability, and argumentation



quality as lawyer agents evolve via adversarial interactions.
Although further research areas exist, such as role adaptabil-
ity and performance in complex cases, AgentCourt holds
promise as a robust legal auxiliary tool. By open-sourcing
our privacy-anonymized dataset and code, we aim to drive
the Legal AI field and potentially revolutionize legal prac-
tice through continuous improvement and optimization.
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