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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study provides an important and timely contribution to the multi-agent systems (MAS) community through the creation of COLLAB-END – a framework that addresses some of the major industry issues associated with communications ambiguity, coordination failure and limited scalability of LLM-environments. The development of policies and procedures that allow businesses and organizations to shift from using isolated LLM tools to using structured, policy aligned organizational systems is the basis for developing scalable human aligned AI architectures.  In addition, this study also demonstrates that the application of COLLAB-LLM enables the success rate of complex; real-world task performance is an impressive 89%.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript accurately reflects the transition from basic prompts to highly structured organizations and policy aligned organizations for LLM. The title clearly indicates the intent for which it was developed (i.e., agentic governance). Although the title is professional and describes the complete scope of the manuscript, I recommend that future titles explicitly refer to COLLAB-LLM; this would facilitate more efficient branding of COLLAB-LLM and improve the technical search ability of COLLAB-LLM as a primary research contribution.


	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	This section summarizes the abstract; explains how the COLLAB-LLM approach contrasts with traditional approaches and; presents the COLLAB-LLM software's architecture (e.g., structured protocols, hierarchical roles, and dynamic task-graphs). The abstract mentions the empirical evidence (e.g., "89% success rate") for this framework's effectiveness compared with other existing systems (i.e., "state-of-the-art systems"), but should provide more detail regarding the actual parameter settings of the models used for testing.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology demonstrates scientific justification for the use of a hybrid decentralized (composite) architecture that utilizes a formally defined four-phase negotiation cycle (Initiation, Argumentation, Resolution, and Ratification) to manage disputes and facilitate the achieving of consensus. The evaluation is extensive; over 120 complex tasks compared to four previously established baselines were carried out using open source models ranging from 7B to 70B parameters; therefore, high levels of technical reproducibility have been achieved through the use of standardized JSON message format.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is very diverse and timely. For example, the reference list includes Minsky's "society of mind," written in 1986, as a clear foundational reference, along with several references published during 2023, 2024 and 2025. In addition to a depth of material across multiple disciplines, the bibliography reflects ICT-based studies, government policies, and C(O)(Z) policies from various geographic regions (i.e., North America, Europe, the Middle East and Africa, and Asia) which informs the overall organizational framework for understanding the global AI Governance ecosystem.


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The paper has been written in formal academic English, utilising appropriate technical language and terminology such as “combinatorial complexity” and “probabilistic nature of LLM inference.” The transition between motivation of the research through to results of experimentation is very logical; however, a minor grammatical error in Section 1.6 must be fixed, where it states “together these article provide...”; the correct term for this reference should be written in the plural—"articles."


	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper has scientific merit, good technical development, and an excellent relationship to today's multi-agent collaborative research using artificial intelligence. If it continues to find a suitable home, it could be published in a well-respected journal for applied AI or intelligent systems like the Asian Journal of Research in Computer Science.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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