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Reviewer’s Comment for Publication.

The manuscript presents a unified Al orchestration platform, Al Nexus 910+, aiming to integrate
more than 910 heterogeneous Al tools into a single workflow-driven ecosystem. The topic is
highly relevant and timely, addressing an important challenge in current Al ecosystems—
namely fragmentation and lack of interoperability. The idea of combining multi-agent systems
with workflow automation and adaptive routing mechanisms demonstrates good originality and

potential practical significance.

Overall, the manuscript is promising and makes a meaningful contribution; however, a few
aspects require refinement to further improve clarity, presentation, and technical articulation.

The following minor revisions are suggested:

Comments and Suggestions

1. Language and Grammar:
The manuscript would benefit from careful proofreading to improve grammatical accuracy,
sentence structure, and consistency in terminology (e.g., “platoon latency,” “under rated usage,”
“vaswani 2017 attention’). Minor language polishing will significantly enhance readability.

2. Formatting Issues:

e Line numbers and minor formatting artifacts may be removed for a cleaner presentation.
« Section headings and spacing can be standardized.


http://portal.researchcommunication.in/
http://portal.researchcommunication.in/

ISSN: 2320-5407

International Journal of Advanced Research
Publisher’s Name: Jana Publication and Research LLP

www.journalijar.com

REVIEWER’S REPORT

Figure references (e.g., “Fig.”) should be clearly labeled and consistently sequenced.

99 Cey

Hyphenation issues (e.g., “work-flows,” “integra-tion”) may be corrected for better readability.

. Abstract Quality:

The abstract is informative but could be made more concise and structured to improve clarity and
avoid minor redundancy.

Literature Review:

While relevant works are cited, a slightly more explicit comparison with existing frameworks
(such as AutoGen and LangChain) would help further highlight the novelty and contribution of
the proposed system.

Methodology Clarity:

The system architecture is generally well outlined; however, adding a bit more detail—such as
brief explanations of key components (e.g., adaptive routing mechanism) or illustrative
diagrams—would improve understanding.

Experimental Validation:

The experimental section can be strengthened by briefly clarifying:

The evaluation setup (datasets, environment, tools used)
The definition of baseline systems
Key performance metrics for better reproducibility

Results Presentation:

The results are encouraging; a short explanatory discussion on observed improvements would
further enhance their impact.

. Claims and Interpretation:

Some claims could be slightly moderated or supported with clearer references to evidence to
improve academic tone and precision.

. Conclusion Section:

The conclusion is comprehensive; it may be made more concise by focusing on the main
contributions and practical implications.



