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Large Language Models (LLMs) are undergoing a fundamental transformation from conver-
sational generators into integrated AI systems capable of reasoning, action, memory, and
self-improvement. We conceptualize this transition as a shift from Chatbot to Digital Col-
league: from conversational answers to persistent work. We organize this transition along
two tightly coupled dimensions. First, at the cognitive core level, LLMs are advancing from
Chatbot-era “fast thinking” systems driven by next-token prediction toward Thinking LLMs
that leverage inference-time computation, Chain-of-Thought reasoning, reflection, process
supervision, and reinforcement learning to support more deliberate and reliable cognition.
Second, at the tool-augmented task execution level, LLMs are progressing from tool-calling
Agents that invoke external resources in an ad hoc manner toward OpenClaw-style worksta-
tion systems (OpenClaw) equipped with persistent Workspaces, skills, verification loops, and
governance. The “Workspace + Skill” paradigm makes episodic tool use colleague-like via
state persistence, reusable procedures, task closure, and experience reuse. We examine data
construction shifts from instruction-response pairs to State-Action-Observation trajectories
and evaluation from static benchmarks to sandboxed, auditable, self-evolving AI ecosystems.
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1 Introduction

Large Language Models (LLMs) are undergoing a fundamental transformation [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6]. What
began as statistical language generation has expanded into AI systems that can reason, act, remember,
and complete tasks in open-ended digital environments [7, 8, 9]. Early progress was driven by
scaling autoregressive Transformers and instruction-aligned chat interfaces, enabling systems to
compress broad world knowledge into fluent responses [10, 11, 12, 13, 14]. More recently, the
frontier has shifted toward models that deliberate over difficult problems, invoke tools, interact with
environments, and coordinate multi-step workflows [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20]. The central question
is therefore no longer limited to how can a model generate a better answer? Instead, it is how how
can an AI system reliably transform user intent into completed work? This redefines the human-AI
relationship, marking the shift from Chatbot to Digital Colleague [21, 22, 23, 24, 25].
This survey organizes and analyzes persistent autonomous AI along two tightly coupled dimensions.
① The first dimension concerns the cognitive core. It explores how models generate, understand,
and reason, spanning two eras, shown in Figure 1’s Chatbot and Thinking LLM panels. In the Chatbot
Era, LLMs behave like fast “System-1” generators: they compress parametric knowledge and produce
fluent responses, but struggle with deep reasoning, verification, and long-horizon consistency [26,
27, 28, 29]. In the Thinking LLM Era, models increasingly leverage inference-time computation,
Chain-of-Thought prompting, reflection, process supervision, and reinforcement learning to support
slower, more deliberate, and more reliable problem-solving processes [16, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35].
PartI traces the transition to slow, reasoning-centered cognition[36, 37, 38, 39, 40].
② The second dimension concerns tool-augmented task execution. This dimension asks how a
stronger cognitive core becomes a system that can act in dynamic and complex external environments,
and it also contains two eras, as illustrated in the Agent and OpenClaw panels of Figure 1. In the
Agent Era, LLMs move from passive dialogue systems into active systems that call APIs, browse
websites, write code, manipulate files, and collaborate with other agents [4, 5, 7, 17, 18, 19, 20]. Yet,
these early agents still remain highly fragile: incorrect action formats, missing observations, failed
tool calls, or unrecovered intermediate errors can derail the entire trajectory. In the OpenClaw Era,
tool use is embedded into persistent workspaces with files, terminals, browsers, logs, permissions,
reusable skills, and verification procedures, enabling agents to maintain context, monitor progress,
recover from failures, and verify final workspace states [41, 42, 43, 44, 45].
Within this two-dimensional framework, the key thesis of this survey is that Workspace + Skill
provides the mechanism that turns chatbot-style interaction into durable digital-colleague work [46,
47, 48]. A Workspace is a persistent digital environment for AI operations, including files, terminals,
browsers, editors, repositories, calendars, documents, databases, and domain-specific applications [46,
48, 49, 50]. A Skill is a reusable, parameterizable procedure for completing tasks, including planning,
tool sequencing, intermediate checks, error recovery, and validation [32, 33, 51]. Together, they
move LLMs beyond episodic responses and atomic tool calls: the workspace provides state, memory,
evidence, and consequences, while the skill provides reusable operational knowledge [17, 18, 46, 51].
This perspective reframes data and evaluation paradigms in LLM development. For chatbots, data is
often organized as instruction-response pairs and evaluation measures final-answer correctness or
human preference. For reasoning models, data includes long-form Chain-of-Thought traces, process
supervision, and verifiable rewards, while evaluation expands toward reasoning-process judgment.
For agents and workspace-based systems, the fundamental unit of learning becomes the state–action–
observation trajectory, and evaluation shifts from answer quality to task closure—whether the system
reaches the intended final state under reproducible, auditable, and safe conditions [52, 53, 54, 55, 56].
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Despite impressive progress, current systems face major structural bottlenecks [49, 50, 57, 58].
Reasoning can remain ungrounded or hallucinated during factual verification [59, 60]; long-horizon
execution is brittle as errors accumulate across toolchains[50, 57, 58]; memory and state management
often depend on transient context windows[9, 61]; and safety becomes harder when outputs are
executable actions with side effects [62, 63, 64]. These challenges highlight that the transition from
chatbot to digital colleague requires both stronger foundation models and better execution substrates,
skill abstractions, evaluation environments, and governance mechanisms [46, 47, 48, 51, 65, 66].
Accordingly, this survey reviews the field through four parts. Part I examines the evolution of the
LLM cognitive core, from chatbot-era language generation to thinking LLMs driven by long reasoning
chains and reinforcement-learning-based cognition. Part II studies tool-augmented task execution,
from early agents to OpenClaw-style systems oriented toward workspace intelligence, skill-based
execution, reliability, and governance. Part III explains whyWorkspace + Skill is a decisive leap from
ephemeral interactions to persistent stateful work and from ad-hoc prompts to composable capability
packages. Part IV analyzes the accompanying shifts in data and evaluation, from knowledge corpora
and instruction data to action trajectories, process verification, and task-closure-oriented benchmarks.
We then discuss open challenges and future directions toward reliable, self-evolving AI ecosystems.
The main contributions of this survey are summarized as follows:
• A two-dimensional view of AI:We organize this evolution along two complementary dimensions:
cognitive-core evolution (Chatbot and Thinking LLM) and tool-augmented task execution (Agent
and OpenClaw), with Workspace + Skill as the mechanism for the Chatbot to Digital Colleague.

• A unified account of Workspace + Skill, data, and evaluation: We identify workspace persistence
and reusable skills as mechanisms for task completion, and connect this shift with the move from
instruction-response pairs to state–action–observation trajectories and task-closure evaluation.

• A socio-technical roadmap for reliable autonomous AI systems: We summarize challenges
in long-horizon reliability, memory, safety, governance, skills, and system maintenance. We also
discuss the broader implications of Digital Colleague systems for human–AI collaboration, including
questions of ethics, skills, work pace, creativity, privacy, and asset boundaries.

Overall, this survey clarifies how LLMs are moving from conversational chatbots toward dependable
digital colleagues. Importantly, the next generation of generative AI will be defined by self-evolving
systems: integrated ecosystems in which models, workspaces, tools, skills, memories, evaluators, and
governance mechanisms continuously convert operational experience into reusable skills, updated
memories, stronger verification signals, safer policies, and more reliable work outcomes.

2 Part I: The Evolution of LLM’s Cognitive Core
From “Fast Response” to “Slow Thinking”

This part examines the model-side cognitive core underlying next-generation generative AI systems.
As Figure 2 illustrates this trajectory, we begin with the Chatbot era, where scaling, parametric
knowledge compression, instruction alignment, and multimodal expansion turned LLMs into fluent
fast-response interfaces that map prompts to plausible answers in one low-latency autoregressive
pass. We then enter the Thinking LLM era, where long Chain-of-Thought, inference-time scaling, and
reinforcement learning push models toward deliberate System2 reasoning. This progression matters
because agentic systems require a reliable cognitive core: before acting in workspaces, a model must
become a stronger generator, reasoner, and decision-maker[32, 34, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74].
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Figure 2. Time horizon growth of frontier AI agents. Each point reports the 50%-time horizon, i.e., the median
length of coding tasks that an agent can complete at release. The trend shows a transition from second-level
fast-response models to slow-thinking models capable of sustaining increasingly long and complex tasks1.

2.1 The Chatbot Era: Language Generation and Knowledge Compression
Represented by ChatGPT

During this stage, as shown in Figure 3, models primarily served as fast-response interfaces: they
compressed linguistic and factual regularities into parameters, accepted natural-language prompts,
and produced fluent answers through single-pass autoregressive generation [75, 76]. The Chatbot era
was not defined by a single model release, but by the convergence of large-scale language generation,
implicit knowledge compression, behavioral alignment, and later multimodal expansion. Together,
these developments transformed LLMs from next-token predictors into fluent conversational systems,
while simultaneously exposing the inherent ceiling of response-oriented generation when tasks require
deliberate verification, search, and long-horizon reasoning [77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87].

2.1.1 Scaling-Driven Language Generation and Parametric Knowledge Compression

Scaling-Driven Language Generation. The early development of statistical language models was
constrained by the Markov assumption over local contexts. Although distributed representations
and recurrent neural networks enhanced generalization, the true paradigm shift began with the
Transformer architecture [10], which broke the bottleneck of sequential computation and laid the
1Data source: https://theaidigest.org/time-horizons.
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Input Output
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Figure 3. The Chatbot Era: a user inputs a natural-language question, the LLM performs fast, stateless,
single-pass processing over compressed parametric knowledge, and immediately returns a fluent response. The
figure highlights one-pass inference with no external loop, feedback-driven correction, or persistent memory.

foundation for large-scale parallel training. Building on this architecture, the field established the
foundational “pre-training and fine-tuning” paradigm: GPT-1 [88] demonstrated generative pre-
training followed by task-specific adaptation, while GPT-2 [89] subsequently revealed that sufficiently
large language models could perform zero-shot multitasking through natural-language prompts. In
this sense, the first major contribution of the Chatbot era was to make language modeling a universal
interface for task specification: instead of designing task-specific architectures, diverse problems could
be reformulated as conditional text generation [90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102].
The technical simplicity of Next-Token Prediction was central to this transformation. Autoregressive
training converts heterogeneous web pages, books, code, dialogues, and documents into a single
self-supervised objective: predicting the next token from prior context. Without manually labeled task
data, this objective forces the model to absorb statistical regularities across syntax, semantics, factual
associations, discourse, and basic procedures. Scaling corpus and model size therefore not only
improves fluency, but also increases the density of patterns compressed into parameters. The Chatbot-
era LLM is thus a high-capacity compression engine: it stores neither explicit symbolic rules nor
database rows, but distributed approximations of linguistic, factual, and commonsense regularities
reactivated through prompts [103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116].
As summarized in Table 1, this era witnessed the rapid expansion of non-reasoning LLMs, marked
by parameter growth, architectural diversification, and closed-/open-source competition. Scaling
Laws formed its empirical foundation: Kaplan et al. [12] revealed power-law relationships between
performance and scale; Gopher (280B) [117] analyzed these effects across tasks; and Chinchilla
(70B) [13] showed that compute-optimal training requires model size and tokens to scale together.
This shift from parameter-centric to compute-optimal scaling showed that under-trained large models
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are inefficient, and that fast response quality depends on a balanced allocation of parameters, data,
and compute [118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127].
OpenAI advanced this trajectory with GPT-3 (175B) [11], popularizing few-shot In-Context Learning,
and later GPT-4 [14], while Google introduced PaLM (540B) [128]. In parallel, open-source models
like OPT (175B) [129], BLOOM (176B) [22], and LLaMA [130] democratized LLM research, proving
smaller, extensively trained models could rival larger counterparts. This wave also changed empirical
methodology: rather than treating LLMs as opaque, researchers could inspect training recipes,
adaptation strategies, tokenizers, instruction data, and evaluation behavior, accelerating collective
understanding of scaling-driven language generation [131, 132, 133, 134, 135].
A key scale-enabled phenomenon is In-Context Learning. GPT-3 showed that a model can infer a task
from a few demonstrations in the prompt without parameter updates [11]. This blurs training and
inference: weights provide a broad prior over tasks and knowledge, while the prompt temporarily
selects and composes behavior. From the perspective of fast response, In-Context Learning acts as
rapid associative retrieval from compressed experience. It requires no explicit search or long-horizon
planning, but can quickly map prompt patterns to plausible continuations, making the model appear
adaptive and instruction-aware even before explicit alignment training [136, 137, 138, 139, 140].
As dense scaling faced bottlenecks in training cost and inference efficiency, Mixture of Experts (MoE)
became a key route for sustaining scale. By activating only a few expert networks per token, MoE
preserves massive capacity while reducing computation. Mixtral 8x7B [141] pioneered this direction
in the open-source community, while DeepSeek-V2 [142], Grok-1, and DeepSeek-V3 [143] further
pushed efficiency and matched GPT-4o [144] on multiple benchmarks. Even as the field shifted
toward reasoning-centric paradigms, fast-response models such as Qwen3 [145], MiniMax-01 [146],
GPT-4.5 [147], and Grok 4 [148] continued to push the efficiency frontier. This trajectory shows that
Scaling Laws increasingly depend on sparse activation and efficient retrieval of compressed knowledge
under low-latency constraints, not only dense parameter growth [149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155].
Parametric Knowledge Compression. Unlike traditional AI systems relying on external knowledge
graphs, the Chatbot era is defined by implicit knowledge compression. Through Next-Token Prediction
over massive corpora, LLMs compress world knowledge, grammatical regularities, commonsense
associations, and simple reasoning patterns into neural parameters. Petroni et al. [26] showed
with LAMA probes that pre-trained models can function as implicit parametric knowledge bases,
while later studies localized factual knowledge to Multilayer Perceptron layers [156, 157]. This
parametric-memory view explains both the strength and weakness of Chatbot-era models. Knowledge
in parameters is low-latency and flexibly recombinable, enabling open-ended answers without external
databases; yet it is lossy, static after training, and difficult to audit or update precisely. Retrieval-
augmented methods [158] later compensated for these weaknesses, but the era’s defining capability
remained direct invocation of compressed knowledge from model weights [159, 160, 161, 162, 163].
At scale, LLMs exhibited Emergent Abilities [164]: without gradient updates, they could generalize
to new tasks through a few prompt examples. Although Schaeffer et al. [165] argued that such
emergence may partly reflect non-linear evaluation metrics, the practical consequence was undeniable:
sufficiently scaled LLMs could act as general-purpose linguistic problem solvers across translation,
summarization, question answering, coding, and simple reasoning. These abilities formed the
substrate of ChatGPT-like systems. Before alignment made them helpful and conversational, scaling
and parametric compression had endowed them with broad linguistic coverage, rapid associative
retrieval, and flexible pattern completion. Thus, the Chatbot era represents the maturation of fast-
response intelligence: fluent, knowledge-rich, broadly adaptive, and interaction-ready, yet driven by
probabilistic generation rather than deliberate verification or search [166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171].
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Table 1. An overview of representative non-reasoning LLMs in the chatbot era.

Model Rel. Para. Type Acc. Model Rel. Para. Type Acc.

GPT-1 [88] 2018-06 117M Text Open Orca [172] 2023-06 13B Text Closed
GPT-2 [89, 173] 2019-02 1.5B Text Open Llama 2 [174] 2023-07 7–70B Text Open
PLATO [175] 2019-10 132M Text Open InternLM [176] 2023-07 7B/20B Text Open
T5 [177] 2019-10 60M–11B Text Open Claude 2 [178] 2023-07 - Text Closed
DialoGPT [179] 2019-11 117M/345M/762M Text Open WizardLM [180] 2023-07 7B/13B/30B Text Open
Meena [181] 2020-01 2.6B Text Closed Qwen [182] 2023-08 1.8–72B Text Open
BlenderBot [183] 2020-04 90M/2.7B/9.4B Text Open Qwen-VL [184] 2023-08 9.6B Multi Open
GPT-3 [11] 2020-05 175B Text Closed OpenFlamingo [185] 2023-08 3–9B Multi Open
PLATO-2 [186] 2020-06 93M/314M/1.6B Text Open Code Llama-Instruct [187] 2023-08 7B/13B/34B Code Open
BlenderBot 2 [188] 2021-07 400M/2.7B Text Open WizardMath [189] 2023-08 7B/13B/70B Text Open
Jurassic-1 [190] 2021-08 178B Text Closed WizardCoder [191] 2023-08 7B/13B/34B Code Open
Codex [192] 2021-08 12M-12B Text Closed IDEFICS [193] 2023-08 9B/80B Multi Open
HyperCLOVA [194] 2021-09 82B Text Closed Phi-1.5 [195] 2023-09 1.3B Text Open
PLATO-XL [196] 2021-09 11B Text Open Baichuan 2 [197] 2023-09 7B/13B Text Open
Gopher [117] 2021-12 280B Text Closed GPT-4V [198] 2023-09 - Multi Closed
ERNIE 3.0 Titan [199] 2021-12 260B Text Closed Mistral 7B [24] 2023-09 7.3B Text Open
GLaM [200] 2021-12 1.2T-A97B Text Closed Mixtral [141] 2023-09 7B Text Open
LaMDA [201] 2022-01 137B Text Closed Kimi / Moonshot [202] 2023-10 - Text Closed
AlphaCode [203] 2022-02 9B/41B Text Closed ERNIE 4.0 [204] 2023-10 - Multi Closed
InstructGPT [205] 2022-03 1.3–175B Text Closed Fuyu [206] 2023-10 8B Multi Open
Chinchilla [13] 2022-03 70B Text Closed Zephyr-7B [207] 2023-10 7B Text Open
CodeGen [208] 2022-03 350M/2B/6B/16B Text Open ChatGLM3-6B [209] 2023-10 6B Text Open
PaLM [128] 2022-04 540B Text Closed Skywork-13B [210] 2023-10 13B Text Open
Flamingo [211] 2022-04 80B Multi Closed GPT-4 Turbo [212, 213] 2023-11 - Text Closed
OPT [129] 2022-05 125M–175B Text Open Grok-1 [214] 2023-11 314B-A78.5B Text Open
GODEL [215] 2022-06 220M/770M Text Open Yi [216] 2023-11 6B/34B Text Open
BLOOM [22] 2022-07 176B Text Open CogVLM [217] 2023-11 17B Multi Open
BlenderBot 3 [218] 2022-08 3B/30B/175B Text Open Claude 2.1 [219] 2023-11 - Text Closed
PaLI / PaLI-X [25, 220] 2022-09 17B/55B Multi Closed Inflection-2 [221] 2023-11 - Text Closed
Sparrow [222] 2022-09 70B Text Closed DeepSeek Coder Instruct [223] 2023-11 1B–33B Code Open
CodeGeeX [224] 2022-09 13B Text Open OpenChat 3.5 [225] 2023-11 7B Text Open
GLM-130B [226] 2022-10 130B Text Open DeepSeek LLM [227] 2023-11 7B/67B Text Open
Galactica [228] 2022-11 120B Text Open Orca 2 [229] 2023-11 7B/13B Text Open
BLIP-2 [230] 2023-01 4B-12B Multi Open Mixtral 8x7B [141] 2023-12 47B-A13B Text Open
Llama [130] 2023-02 7–65B Text Open Phi-2 [231] 2023-12 2.7B Text Open
Alpaca [232] 2023-03 7B Text Open Gemini 1.0 [233] 2023-12 - Multi Closed
Claude 1 [234, 235] 2023-03 - Text Closed InternVL 1.0 [236] 2023-12 6B+ Multi Open
PanGu-Σ [237] 2023-03 1.085T Text Closed SOLAR-10.7B [238] 2023-12 10.7B Text Open
BloombergGPT [239] 2023-03 50B Text Closed GLM-4 [240] 2024-01 - Text Closed
ChatGLM-6B [241] 2023-03 ∼6.2B Text Open GLM-4V [240] 2024-01 9B Multi Closed
GPT-4 [14] 2023-03 - Multi Closed LLaVA-NeXT [242] 2024-01 7–34B Multi Open
PaLM-E [243] 2023-03 562B Multi Closed Stable LM 2 [244] 2024-01 1.6B Text Open
Vicuna [245] 2023-03 7B/13B Text Open Yi-VL [216] 2024-01 6B/34B Multi Open
GPT-3.5 Turbo [246] 2023-03 - Text Closed Mistral Large [247] 2024-02 - Text Closed
Pythia [248] 2023-04 70M–12B Text Open Qwen 1.5 [249] 2024-02 0.5–72B Text Open
LLaVA [250] 2023-04 7B/13B Multi Open Gemini 1.5 [251] 2024-02 - Multi Closed
MiniGPT-4 [252] 2023-04 7B/13B Multi Open OLMo [253] 2024-02 1B/7B Text Open
Dolly 2.0 [254] 2023-04 12B Text Open StarCoder2 [255] 2024-02 3B/7B/15B Code Open
Stable LM [256] 2023-04 3B/7B Text Open Reka Flash [257] 2024-02 21B Multi Closed
Falcon [258, 259] 2023-05 7–180B Text Open Gemma [260] 2024-03 2B/7B Text Open
MPT [261, 262] 2023-05 7B/30B Text Open Qwen1.5-MoE [249] 2024-03 14B-A2.7B Text Open
StarCoder [263] 2023-05 15.5B Text Open DBRX [264] 2024-03 132B-A36B Text Open
RedPajama [265] 2023-05 3B/7B Text Open Jamba [266] 2024-03 52B-A12B Text Open
InstructBLIP [267] 2023-05 - Multi Open Claude 3 [268] 2024-03 - Multi Closed
PaLM 2 [269] 2023-05 - Text Closed Command R [270] 2024-03 35B Text Open
CodeT5+ [271] 2023-05 220M-16B Code Open Inflection-2.5 [272] 2024-03 - Text Closed
Inflection-1 [273] 2023-06 - Text Closed DeepSeek-VL [274] 2024-03 1.3B/7B Multi Open
Phi-1 [275] 2023-06 1.3B Text Open Grok-1.5 [276] 2024-03 - Text Closed
Aquila [277] 2023-06 7B/33B Text Open MM1 [278] 2024-03 3B/7B/30B Multi Closed
ChatGLM2-6B [279] 2023-06 6B Text Open Yi-9B [216] 2024-03 9B Text Open
Baichuan-Chat [280, 281] 2023-06 7B/13B Text Open Phi-3 [282] 2024-04 3.8–14B Text Open
XGen-7B [283] 2023-06 7B Text Open Mixtral 8x22B [284] 2024-04 141B-A39B Text Open
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Table 1. An overview of representative non-reasoning LLMs in the chatbot era (continued).

Model Rel. Para. Type Acc. Model Rel. Para. Type Acc.

Llama 3 [285] 2024-04 8B-A70B Text Open Hunyuan-Large [286] 2024-11 389B-A52B Text Open
Command R+ [287] 2024-04 104B Text Open OLMo 2 [288] 2024-11 7B/13B Text Open
InternVL 1.5 [289] 2024-04 26B Multi Open Pixtral Large [290] 2024-11 124B Multi Mixed
Reka Core [291] 2024-04 - Multi Closed SmolVLM [292] 2024-11 2B Multi Open
CodeQwen1.5 [293] 2024-04 7B Code Open DeepSeek-V3 [143] 2024-12 671B-A37B Text Open
IDEFICS2 [294] 2024-04 8B Multi Open Llama 3.3 [295] 2024-12 70B Text Open
OpenELM [296] 2024-04 270M-3B Text Open PaliGemma 2 [297] 2024-12 3B/10B/28B Multi Open
Snowflake Arctic [298] 2024-04 480B-A17B Text Open DeepSeek-VL2 [299] 2024-12 27B-A4.5B Multi Open
Doubao [300] 2024-05 - Text Closed Falcon 3 [301] 2024-12 1B-10B Text Open
DeepSeek-V2 [142] 2024-05 236B-A21B Text Open Granite 3.1 [302] 2024-12 1B-8B Text Open
GPT-4o [144] 2024-05 - Multi Closed InternVL2.5 [303] 2024-12 1B–78B Multi Open
CogVLM2 [304] 2024-05 19B Multi Open MiniMax-Text-01 [146] 2025-01 456B-A45.9B Text Open
MiniCPM-V [305] 2024-05 2–8B Multi Open MiniMax-VL-01 [146] 2025-01 456B-A45.9B Multi Open
Codestral [306] 2024-05 22B Code Open Qwen2.5-Max [307] 2025-01 - Text Closed
Falcon 2 [308] 2024-05 11B Multi Open MiniCPM-o 2.6 [309] 2025-01 8B Multi Open
PaliGemma [310] 2024-05 3B Multi Open Qwen2.5-VL [311] 2025-01 3B/7B/72B Multi Open
Aya 23 [312] 2024-05 8B/35B Text Open Janus-Pro [313] 2025-01 1B/7B Multi Open
Granite Code [314] 2024-05 3B-34B Code Open Mistral Small 3 [315] 2025-01 24B Text Open
Qwen 2 [316] 2024-06 0.5–72B Text Open GPT-4.5 [147] 2025-02 - Text Closed
GLM-4-9B [317] 2024-06 9B Text Open Phi-4-mini [318] 2025-02 4B Text Open
Claude 3.5 Sonnet [319] 2024-06 - Multi Closed Phi-4-multimodal [318] 2025-02 6B Multi Open
Cambrian-1 [320] 2024-06 3–34B Multi Open Command A [321] 2025-03 111B Text Closed
DeepSeek-Coder-V2 [322] 2024-06 236B-A21B Code Open Mistral Small 3.1 [323] 2025-03 24B Multi Open
Nemotron-4 [324] 2024-06 340B Text Open Aya Vision [325] 2025-03 8B/32B Multi Open
Gemma 2 [23] 2024-06 2B/9B/27B Text Open Qwen2.5-VL-32B [326] 2025-03 32B Multi Open
Skywork-MoE [327] 2024-06 146B-A22B Text Open OLMo 2 32B [328] 2025-03 32B Text Open
InternVL 2.0 [329] 2024-07 1–76B Multi Open GPT-4.1 [330] 2025-04 - Multi Closed
Llama 3.1 [331] 2024-07 8–405B Text Open GPT-4.1 mini [330] 2025-04 - Multi Closed
InternLM 2.5 [332] 2024-07 1.8–20B Text Open GPT-4.1 nano [330] 2025-04 - Multi Closed
GPT-4o mini [333] 2024-07 - Multi Closed Granite 3.3 [334] 2025-04 2B/8B Text Open
Codestral Mamba [335] 2024-07 7B Code Open Kimi-VL-A3B-Instruct [336] 2025-04 16B-A2.8B Multi Open
Mistral NeMo [337] 2024-07 12B Text Open Amazon Nova Premier [338] 2025-04 - Multi Closed
SmolLM [339] 2024-07 135M/360M/1.7B Text Open Mistral Medium 3 [340] 2025-05 - Multi Closed
Mistral Large 2 [341] 2024-07 123B Text Open Devstral [342] 2025-05 24B Code Open
LLaVA-OV [343] 2024-08 0.5–72B Multi Open ERNIE-4.5-300B-A47B [344] 2025-06 300B-A47B Multi Open
Grok-2 [345] 2024-08 - Text Closed Qwen3-4B-Instruct [145] 2025-07 4B Text Open
Grok-1.5V [346] 2024-08 - Multi Closed Kimi K2 Instruct [347] 2025-07 1T-A32B Text Open
Phi-3.5-mini-instruct [282] 2024-08 3.8B Text Open Qwen3-Coder [348] 2025-07 480B-A35B Text Open
Phi-3.5-MoE-instruct [282] 2024-08 42B-A6.6B Multi Open FastVLM [349] 2025-07 0.5B/1.5B/7B Multi Open
Jamba 1.5 [350] 2024-08 398B-A94B Text Open LFM2-VL [351] 2025-08 450M/1.6B/3B Multi Open
Qwen2-VL [352] 2024-09 2–72B Multi Open LongCat-Flash-Chat [353] 2025-08 560B-A27B Multi Open
Llama 3.2 Text [354] 2024-09 1B/3B Text Open Qwen3-Next [355] 2025-09 81B-A3B Text Open
Llama 3.2 Vision [354] 2024-09 11B/90B Multi Open Qwen3-VL [356] 2025-09 235B-A22B Multi Open
Qwen2.5 [357] 2024-09 0.5–72B Text Open Mistral Large 3 [358] 2025-12 675B-A41B Multi Open
Pixtral [359] 2024-09 12B Multi Open Ministral 3 Instruct [358] 2025-12 3B/8B/14B Multi Open
OLMoE [360] 2024-09 7B-A1B Text Open Devstral 2 [361] 2025-12 123B Text Open
Molmo [360] 2024-09 7B/72B Multi Open Devstral Small 2 [361] 2025-12 24B Text Open
Claude 3.5 Haiku [362] 2024-10 - Text Closed Youtu-LLM [363] 2026-01 1.96B Text Open
Aya Expanse [364] 2024-10 8B/32B Text Open Youtu-VL [365] 2026-01 4B Multi Open
Granite 3.0 [366] 2024-10 1B-8B Text Open Qwen3-Coder-Next [367] 2026-02 80B-A3B Text Open
Yi-Lightning [368] 2024-10 - Text Closed LongCat-Flash-Lite [369] 2026-02 68.5B-A3B Text Open
Qwen2.5-Coder [370] 2024-11 0.5–32B Text Open Mistral Small 4-instruct [371] 2026-03 119B-A6B Multi Open
Llama-3.1-Nemotron-70B [372] 2024-11 70B Text Open LongCat-Next [373] 2026-03 68.5B-A3B Multi Open
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2.1.2 Alignment, Multimodal Expansion, and the Limits of Fast-Response Cognition

Behavioral Alignment. However, possessing vast parametric knowledge is insufficient for building a
competent conversational system. The critical leap from GPT-3 to ChatGPT was behavioral alignment,
which transformed a continuation model into an instruction-following assistant. Works such as FLAN
[374] employed Supervised Fine-Tuning across diverse instruction sets, while OpenAI’s InstructGPT
[205] established the Reinforcement Learning fromHuman Feedback (RLHF) pipeline to align outputs
with human preferences. The finding that a 1.3B InstructGPT model outperformed the 175B GPT-3 in
human evaluations highlighted a crucial insight: alignment and capability are orthogonal dimensions.
Alignment improves instruction following and interaction quality, whereas larger-scale pretraining
remains central to general knowledge and broad task competence [375, 376, 377, 378, 379, 380].
Different institutions further refined conversational alignment along different dimensions. Google’s
LaMDA (137B) [201] emphasized dialog safety, factuality, and quality. Anthropic’s Claude adopted
the Helpful, Honest, and Harmless (HHH) framework [381] and Constitutional AI [235], enabling
models to critique and revise their own outputs according to constitutional principles while reduc-
ing reliance on direct human annotation. Later, Direct Preference Optimization [382] simplified
preference alignment by unifying reward modeling and policy optimization. These collective efforts
allowed LLMs to move beyond raw text continuation and interact with users through human-like
fluency, helpfulness, and emotional awareness [378, 383, 384, 385, 386, 387, 388].
Multimodal Expansion. Beyond behavioral alignment, the late Chatbot era also expanded the sensory
boundary of LLMs through multimodal fusion, gradually transitioning them from purely language
intelligence toward a more comprehensive perceptual intelligence [389, 390, 391, 392, 393, 394].
Early visual-language models such as LLaVA [250] relied on stitched architectures that connected
external visual encoders to LLMs through projection layers, but such designs suffered from cross-modal
alignment bottlenecks. By 2024, the field shifted toward native end-to-end multimodality. Models
such as GPT-4o [144] and Google’s Gemini series [233] processed text, image, and audio modalities
within increasingly unified neural network architectures, while also extending context windows to
support long-video and long-context understanding. Open-source models such as InternVL 1.5 [289]
and Qwen2-VL [352] rapidly narrowed the gap with closed-source frontiers. In parallel, domain-
specific continual pre-training produced strong coding specialists, including DeepSeek-Coder-V2
[322] and Qwen2.5-Coder [370], extending fast-response generation into formal language domains
to handle complex software engineering tasks [395, 396, 397, 398, 399, 400, 401].
Limits of Fast-Response Cognition. Despite the unprecedented success of conversational and multi-
modal models, their autoregressive generation paradigm dictates inherent limitations as fast-response
systems. These shortcomings are especially visible in deterministic domains requiring rigorous logic.
First, standard LLMs tend to primarily rely on surface-level pattern matching rather than strict
multi-step deduction. In formal mathematical proofs and long-horizon code generation, local errors
in intermediate steps can cascade into global failures [192, 402]. Because mathematical reasoning
requires precise intermediate states and combinatorial planning, the inability of standard LLMs to
dynamically allocate additional computation for deeper exploration causes accuracy to drop sharply
as problem complexity increases [403, 404, 405, 406, 407, 408, 409].
Second, because knowledge is implicitly compressed without persistent external grounding, LLMs are
prone to hallucinations, often generating fluent but fabricated statements with high confidence [60,
410]. Evaluations further suggest that scaling model size alone may even exacerbate deceptive fluency
[411]. Most critically, the autoregressive paradigm lacks intrinsic verification and self-correction
mechanisms. As pointed out by Yao et al. [412] and LeCun [413], greedy left-to-right probabilistic

12



From Chatbot to Digital Colleague

decoding does not naturally support lookahead, backtracking, or global search—the cognitive
operations required for hard mathematics, coding, and planning. Empirical studies [414, 415]
further show that, without environmental feedback or independent verifiers, LLMs cannot reliably
achieve genuine self-correction using only their probability distributions [416, 417, 418, 419, 420].
This fast-response mechanism, therefore, constitutes an insurmountable performance ceiling for tasks
that require deliberate reasoning. Prompt engineering techniques such as Chain-of-Thought [15] and
Self-Consistency [421] attempted to trade longer token generation for deeper reasoning, but they
did not fundamentally alter the training paradigm of unidirectional, response-oriented output. For
LLMs to master complex mathematical derivations and algorithmic programming, their cognitive core
must transition from immediate answer generation to deliberate, trial-and-error decision-making.
This need to inject search, verification, and test-time computation into model reasoning catalyzed
the emergence of the Thinking LLM era, driven by Reinforcement Learning and inference-time
scaling [422, 423, 424, 425, 426, 427].

� Key Difference: Fast Response vs. Deliberate Reasoning
• Chatbot-era LLMs turned language generation into a universal interface by compressing
massive linguistic, factual, and commonsense patterns into parameters, enabling fluent,
low-latency responses and rapid in-context adaptation.

• Their core limitation is that fast autoregressive response lacks intrinsic verification, looka-
head, and backtracking, making complex mathematics, coding, and long-horizon planning
fragile without additional reasoning mechanisms.

2.2 The Thinking LLM Era: Reasoning and Reinforcement-Learning-Driven Cognition
Represented by OpenAI o1 and DeepSeek R1

As shown in Figure 4, the Thinking LLM era begins when large language models are no longer
treated only as fast generators of plausible text, but as systems that can allocate computation to
deliberate reasoning before answering [412, 428, 429, 430, 431]. Instead of relying solely on
compressed parametric knowledge and shallow pattern completion, reasoning-oriented models
generate extended intermediate traces, explore alternatives, verify partial results, and learn from
outcome signals [432, 433, 434, 435, 436]. This era therefore upgrades the LLM from a conversational
interface into a more reliable cognitive engine for mathematical reasoning, coding, planning, and
later agentic decision making. We summarize this transition through two intertwined developments:
long Chain-of-Thought with inference-time scaling, and reinforcement-learning-driven reasoning
that internalizes search, reflection, and self-correction [437, 438, 439, 440, 441, 442, 443, 444].

2.2.1 Long Chain-of-Thought and Inference-Time Scaling

The Chatbot era demonstrated that LLMs, through Next-Token Prediction on massive corpora, could
compress world knowledge into neural parameters and serve as effective human-machine interfaces
[76]. Yet this capability is fundamentally limited by the fast-response nature of autoregressive
generation: it is fluent, associative, and pattern-driven, but does not by itself support deliberate
verification or search. The model is not genuinely thinking but performing probabilistic prediction,
leading to hallucination, fragile reasoning, and systematic failure on tasks requiring deep multi-step
inference [59, 445]. The arrival of OpenAI o1 [446] and DeepSeek R1 [16] provided a decisive
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Figure 4. The Thinking LLM Era: the model allocates additional inference-time computation, generates long
reasoning traces, explores alternatives, verifies intermediate steps, and then returns a more deliberate answer.
The figure contrasts slow, reflective System-2-style reasoning with the chatbot’s fast single-pass response.

shift. Before emitting a final response, these Reasoning LLMs (RLLMs) generate an extended internal
deliberation, potentially thousands of tokens long, in which they decompose problems, explore
alternative strategies, and detect and correct errors. This constitutes System 2 “slow thinking” [447],
deliberate, effortful, and self-monitored, marking a qualitative leap beyond the immediate response
generation of the Chatbot era [448, 449, 450, 451, 452].
The technical core of this transition is Long Chain-of-Thought (Long CoT) [453], a qualitatively
different mode of reasoning from the traditional Short CoT of the Chatbot era. Short CoT, exemplified
by "Let’s think step by step" [31] and few-shot demonstrations [15], introduced intermediate reasoning
steps but remained fundamentally shallow: linear, single-path traces with limited logical depth, no
branching, and no self-revision. Empirical analysis confirmed that its benefits are largely confined to
mathematical and symbolic tasks [454, 455, 456, 457, 458, 459, 460, 461, 462].
Long CoT transcends these limitations along three dimensions: deep reasoning, where chains
sustain coherent derivations across tens or hundreds of steps, provably expanding Transformer
expressiveness beyond fixed-depth computation [463]; extensive exploration, where models branch
into alternative approaches within a single generation, internalizing the multi-path search previously
requiring external structures like Tree-of-Thought [412] and Graph-of-Thought [464]; and feasible
reflection, where models revisit earlier steps to detect and correct errors, a capability that Self-Refine
[32] achieved only through iterative multi-call pipelines. These three capabilities were developed
independently during the Chatbot era through external frameworks, but reinforcement learning
in the o1/R1 generation unified them inside a single model, enabling spontaneous interleaving of
derivation, branching, and self-correction within one output sequence [16, 465]. This internalization
is the essential breakthrough of the Thinking LLM paradigm [466, 467, 468, 469, 470].
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The Thinking LLM paradigm has given rise to several distinctive phenomena. The first is inference-
time scaling: rather than improving performance solely through larger models and more training
data, Thinking LLMs invest additional computation at inference time [30], either sequentially by
generating longer reasoning chains or in parallel by sampling multiple paths and selecting the
best. Strikingly, with sufficient inference-time compute a 1B model can surpass a 405B model on
mathematical benchmarks [471], shifting the paradigm from "scaling up models" to "scaling up
reasoning." The second phenomenon concerns reasoning boundaries and overthinking: longer chains
do not monotonically improve performance, as each model has a capability upper bound beyond
which errors accumulate and accuracy degrades [472, 473], motivating efficiency techniques such
as Long-to-Short distillation. The third is the Aha moment reported during DeepSeek-R1’s pure RL
training, where the model spontaneously produced self-reflective utterances within its reasoning
traces [16]. This finding remains contested, as subsequent analysis suggested such behavior may
reflect pretraining biases amplified by GRPO’s length optimization rather than genuine emergent
reflection [474]. These phenomena collectively define the empirical landscape of Thinking LLMs and
motivate the technical routes examined below [475, 476, 477, 478, 479].

2.2.2 Reinforcement-Learning-Driven Reasoning and Unified Cognitive Systems

The technical evolution of Thinking LLMs can be traced along two intertwined threads: how reasoning
capabilities are elicited, and how models are trained to acquire them.
Elicitation of Reasoning: From External Scaffolding to Internal Autonomy. The earliest attempts
to elicit reasoning relied on prompt engineering. Few-shot CoT [15] and zero-shot CoT [31] demon-
strated that inserting intermediate reasoning steps could improve performance, but the resulting
traces remained shallow and single-path. Subsequent work introduced external search structures:
Tree-of-Thought [412] enabled multi-candidate generation with evaluation and backtracking, Graph-
of-Thought [464] generalized reasoning to arbitrary graph structures, and Self-Consistency [421]
improved robustness by sampling multiple reasoning paths and selecting the most frequent answer
through majority voting. While effective, all of these methods depended on external orchestration
rather than learned reasoning behavior [480, 481, 482, 483, 484, 485].
The decisive shift came with RL-driven internalization in OpenAI o1 [446] and DeepSeek R1 [16],
where models trained with reinforcement learning spontaneously generated deep, branching, self-
correcting reasoning within a single output, eliminating the need for any external scaffold. Most
recently, reasoning has evolved from a standalone capability into an adjustable mode within unified
systems. Early theoretical groundwork by Dualformer [486] demonstrated that a single Transformer
could be trained to flexibly switch between fast and slow reasoning modes. This idea was realized
at scale when Qwen3 [145] introduced seamless thinking/non-thinking mode switching, allowing
dynamic allocation of reasoning effort based on task complexity. This trajectory, from prompt-elicited
to externally structured to RL-internalized to hybrid-mode reasoning, represents a progressive
movement toward fully autonomous deliberation [487, 488, 489, 490, 491].
Training Paradigm: From Imitation to Self-Evolution. Early training for reasoning relied on
supervised fine-tuning (SFT) over human-annotated or model-generated CoT data [414], which
taught models to imitate reasoning formats but could not push them beyond the patterns present
in the training set. The distillation of Long CoT from stronger models offered a more efficient
path: DeepSeek itself released the R1-Distill series by distilling R1’s reasoning traces into smaller
models [16], while LIMO [492] demonstrated that merely 817 curated examples could elicit strong
mathematical reasoning, and s1 [493] achieved comparable results with 1,000 samples. These
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findings suggest that reasoning capabilities are already latent in pretrained models and require
activation rather than creation from scratch, a hypothesis with significant, profound, and practical
implications for the efficiency of reasoning training [494, 495, 496, 497, 498].
The true leap came with RL-based self-learning, especially through reinforcement learning with
verifiable rewards (RLVR), where rule-based answer matching and format constraints provide scalable
outcome-level supervision for mathematics, coding, and other self-verifiable domains. Algorithmically,
this line evolved from PPO [499], which relies on a clipped surrogate objective and, in RLHF-style
implementations, typically requires separate policy, reference, reward, and value models, to GRPO
[35], which removes the value model and estimates advantages by comparing multiple responses
sampled for the same prompt. This critic-free design substantially reduced the memory burden of
PPO and became the foundation of R1-style reasoning RL [465, 500, 501, 502, 503].
After GRPO, policy optimization for long-CoT reasoning developed rapidly along an outcome-reward
trajectory. DAPO [504] turned the reproduction of R1-like RL into a practical large-scale recipe by
introducing decoupled clipping, dynamic sampling, token-level policy-gradient loss, and overlong
reward shaping. Shortly afterward, Dr. GRPO [474] revisited GRPO from an optimization-bias
perspective, showing that response-length normalization and group-level standard-deviation nor-
malization can introduce length and difficulty biases, and proposing a simplified objective that
improves token efficiency while maintaining reasoning performance. CISPO [505] further modified
the clipping mechanism by clipping importance-sampling weights rather than token-level policy up-
dates, thereby preserving gradient contributions from rare but reasoning-critical tokens. GSPO [506]
moved the trust-region mechanism from token level to sequence level, defining importance ratios
by sequence likelihood and aligning clipping, reward, and optimization with the sequence-level
nature of outcome rewards. SAPO [507] continued this trend by replacing hard clipping with
a smooth, temperature-controlled adaptive gate, preserving sequence coherence while selectively
down-weighting highly off-policy tokens [508, 509, 510, 511, 512]. A key empirical finding is that
the simplest reward designs, rule-based answer matching plus format checking, proved most effective,
as demonstrated by DeepSeek-R1’s success. While process reward models [34] theoretically offer
finer-grained supervision than outcome-based rewards, they face challenges of annotation cost and
reward hacking, and outcome supervision has proven sufficient in practice [513, 514, 515, 516, 517].
Beyond algorithms, the complex interplay between SFT and RL has proven critical: SFT provides
stable formatting and cold-start initialization, while RL expands the capability boundary through
exploration. DeepSeek-R1 instantiated this synergy through a four-stage pipeline of cold-start SFT,
reasoning RL, rejection sampling SFT, and general RL, and Qwen3 further refined it into Long CoT
cold-start, reasoning RL, thinking-mode fusion, and general RL, representing the most complete
publicly documented hybrid training workflows to date. The overarching trend is clear: training
has progressed from single-stage imitation to multi-stage synergy, with open-source frameworks
such as OpenRLHF [603] and verl [604] alongside reproduction initiatives like TinyZero [550] and
open-r1 [605] enabling the broader academic and developer community to successfully reproduce
R1-level reasoning training at relatively modest compute cost [166, 606, 607, 608, 609, 610].
The progression from independent reasoning models toward unified systems has unfolded rapidly
across the industry. Models such as o1 [446], R1 [16], and QwQ [560] were initially released as
dedicated reasoning products separate from general-purpose dialogue systems. This separation
dissolved as o3/o4-mini enabled tool invocation during reasoning [570], Qwen3 introduced hybrid
thinking/non-thinking modes [145], and GPT-5 unified reasoning and dialogue through internal
routing [532]. Open-source frameworks further democratized R1-level training at modest cost [166].
Reasoning has thus transformed from an isolated model family into a tunable capability dimension
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Table 2. An overview of representative reasoning LLMs in the Thinking LLM era.

Model Rel. Para. Type Acc. Model Rel. Para. Type Acc.

o1-preview [518] 2024-09 – Text Closed Claude 4 Opus [519] 2025-05 – Multi Closed
o1-mini [518] 2024-09 – Text Closed MiniMax-M1 [505] 2025-06 456B/46B Text Open
Marco-o1 [520] 2024-11 7B Text Open Kimi-Dev-72B [521] 2025-06 72B Code Open
QwQ-32B-Preview [522] 2024-11 32B Text Open MiMo-VL-7B [523] 2025-06 7B Multi Open
Skywork-o1 Open [524] 2024-11 8B Text Open Hunyuan-A13B-Instruct [525] 2025-06 80B-A13B Text Open
o1 [518] 2024-12 – Text Closed Kimi K2 [347] 2025-07 1T/32B Multi Open
o1-pro [526] 2024-12 – Text Closed Qwen3-Coder [348] 2025-07 480B/35B Code Open
Gemini 2.0 Flash Thinking [527] 2024-12 – Multi Closed Qwen3-235B-Thinking-2507 [528] 2025-07 235B/22B Text Open
QVQ-72B-Preview [529] 2024-12 72B Multi Open Grok 4 [530] 2025-07 – Multi Closed
DeepSeek-R1-Zero [16] 2025-01 671B/37B Text Open SmolLM3 [531] 2025-07 3B Text Open
DeepSeek-R1 [16] 2025-01 671B/37B Text Open GPT-5 [532] 2025-08 ∼300B Multi Closed
R1-Distill-Qwen [16] 2025-01 1.5B–32B Text Open DeepSeek-V3.1 [533] 2025-08 685B/37B Text Open
R1-Distill-Llama [16] 2025-01 8B/70B Text Open GPT-oss-120B [534] 2025-08 117B/5.1B Text Open
Kimi k1.5 [535] 2025-01 – Multi Closed GPT-oss-20B [534] 2025-08 20B Text Open
Sky-T1-32B [536] 2025-01 32B Text Open Claude Opus 4.1 [537] 2025-08 – Multi Closed
o3-mini [538] 2025-01 – Text Closed ERNIE 4.5-Thinking [539] 2025-09 21B/3B Text Open
s1 [493] 2025-02 32B Text Open Claude Sonnet 4.5 [540] 2025-09 – Multi Closed
LIMO [492] 2025-02 32B Text Open Grok 4 Fast [148] 2025-09 – Multi Closed
Grok 3 [541] 2025-02 – Multi Closed MiniMax-M2 [542] 2025-10 230B/10B Multi Open
Grok 3 mini [541] 2025-02 – Text Closed Claude Haiku 4.5 [543] 2025-10 – Multi Closed
Claude 3.7 Sonnet [544] 2025-02 – Multi Closed Grok 4.1 Fast [545] 2025-10 – Multi Closed
Hunyuan-T1-Preview [546] 2025-02 – Text Closed Ring-1T [547] 2025-10 1T-A50B Text Open
Open-Reasoner-Zero [548] 2025-02 7B/32B Text Open GPT-5.1 [549] 2025-11 – Multi Closed
TinyZero [550] 2025-02 3B Text Open Gemini 3 Pro [551] 2025-11 – Multi Closed
Eurus-2-PRIME [552] 2025-02 7B Text Open Grok 4.1 [553] 2025-11 – Multi Closed
Bespoke-Stratos [554] 2025-02 7B Text Open Claude Opus 4.5 [555] 2025-11 – Multi Closed
Light-R1 [556] 2025-02 7B/14B Text Open DeepSeek-V3.2 [557] 2025-12 671B/37B Text Open
Hunyuan-TurboS [558] 2025-02 560B-A56B Text Closed DeepSeek-V3.2-Speciale [557] 2025-12 671B/37B Text Open
Gemma 3 [401] 2025-03 4B/12B/27B Multi Open Gemini 3 Flash [559] 2025-12 – Multi Closed
QwQ-32B [560] 2025-03 32B Text Open MiMo-V2-Flash [561] 2025-12 309B/15B Text Open
Hunyuan-T1 [546] 2025-03 – Text Closed GLM-4.7 [562] 2025-12 358B Text Open
Gemini 2.5 Pro [563] 2025-03 – Multi Closed Devstral 2 [361] 2025-12 123B Code Open
DeepSeek-V3-0324 [564] 2025-03 671B/37B Text Open GPT-5.2 [565] 2025-12 – Multi Closed
Phi-4-reasoning [566] 2025-04 14B Text Open LongCat-Flash-Thinking-2601 [567] 2026-01 560B-A27B Text Open
Phi-4-reasoning-plus [566] 2025-04 14B Text Open Step 3.5 Flash [568] 2026-02 – Text Open
Qwen3 [145] 2025-04 0.6B–235B Text Open Kimi K2.5 [569] 2026-02 1T/32B Multi Open
o3 [570] 2025-04 – Multi Closed Qwen3.5 [571] 2026-02 397B/17B Multi Open
o4-mini [570] 2025-04 – Multi Closed Gemini 3.1 Pro [572] 2026-02 – Multi Closed
Kimi-VL-A3B-Thinking [336] 2025-04 2.8B act. Multi Open GPT-5.3-Codex [573] 2026-02 – Code Closed
GLM-Z1-32B [574] 2025-04 32B Text Open Claude Opus 4.6 [575] 2026-02 – Multi Closed
Z1-Rumination-32B [574] 2025-04 32B Text Open MiniMax-M2.5 [576] 2026-02 230B-A10B Text Open
GLM-Z1-9B [574] 2025-04 9B Text Open GPT-5.4 [577] 2026-03 – Multi Closed
Llama 4 Maverick [578] 2025-04 400B/17B Multi Open Nemotron-Cascade-2 [579] 2026-03 30B/3B Code Open
Llama 4 Scout [578] 2025-04 109B/17B Multi Open GPT-5.3 [580] 2026-03 – Multi Closed
Seed-Thinking-v1.5 [581] 2025-04 – Text Open MiniMax-M2.7 [582] 2026-03 230B-A10B Text Open
Nemotron-Ultra-253B [583] 2025-04 253B/17B Text Open MiMo-V2.5-Pro [584] 2026-04 – Multi Open
ERNIE-4.5-VL [344] 2025-04 424B-A47B Multi Open Kimi K2.6 [585] 2026-04 1T/32B Multi Open
Codex-1 [586] 2025-05 – Code Closed GLM-5.1 [587] 2026-04 754B Text Open
DeepSeek-R1-0528 [588] 2025-05 671B/37B Text Open DeepSeek-V4 [589] 2026-04 1.6T Text Open
R1-Distill-Qwen3-8B [588] 2025-05 8B Text Open Qwen3.6 [590] 2026-04 35B/3B+ Multi Open
R1-Distill-Qwen3-32B [588] 2025-05 32B Text Open Gemma 4 [591] 2026-04 2B–26B Multi Open
MiMo-7B-RL [592] 2025-05 7B Text Open GPT-5.5 [593] 2026-04 – Multi Closed
MiMo-7B-RL-0530 [592] 2025-05 7B Text Open Claude Opus 4.7 [594] 2026-04 – Multi Closed
Doubao 1.5 Pro Thinking [595] 2025-05 – Text Closed Claude Mythos Preview [596] 2026-04 – Multi Closed
Gemini 2.5 Flash [597] 2025-05 – Multi Closed Grok 4.3 [598] 2026-05 – Multi Closed
InternVL3 [599] 2025-05 2B–78B Multi Open Ring-2.6-1T [600] 2026-05 1T-A63B Text Open
Devstral [342] 2025-05 24B Code Open ERNIE 5.1 [601] 2026-05 – Multi Closed
Claude 4 Sonnet [519] 2025-05 – Multi Closed Claude Opus 4.8 [602] 2026-05 – Multi Closed
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within general-purpose systems. Table 2 summarizes representative reasoning LLMs that mark
this shift from isolated reasoning products to unified cognitive systems. This fusion with tool use
and environmental interaction means modern Thinking LLMs already exhibit rudiments of agentic
behavior, naturally raising the question of what further architectural support is needed to move from
a powerful "brain" to a reliable autonomous agent [611, 612, 613, 614, 615].

� Trend: From Long CoT to Agentic Decision Cores
• Thinking LLMs shift scaling from parameter growth alone to inference-time computation,
using long reasoning traces, alternative exploration, and self-correction to support harder
mathematical, coding, and planning tasks.

• Reinforcement learning internalizes search and reflection into the model, but real-world
autonomy still requires persistent state, environmental feedback, and multi-step execution
beyond single-turn reasoning.

3 Part II: The Evolution of Tool-Augmented Task Execution
From “Experimental Tool User” to “Workstation Expert”

This part shifts the focus from the model’s internal cognition to its external ability to act. Once LLMs
acquire stronger reasoning capabilities, the next question is whether they can use that cognition
to operate tools, interact with environments, and complete external tasks [362, 616, 617, 618,
619]. We first revisit the Agent era, where perception, planning, memory, and tool invocation are
organized into an environment–action–feedback loop. We then examine the OpenClaw era, where
this loop is embedded into persistent workspaces with reusable skills, stateful execution, and stronger
requirements for task closure, reliability, and governance [620, 621, 622, 623, 624, 625, 626].

3.1 The Agent Era: Environment–Action–Feedback Loops
General Intelligent Body: tool invocation and initial autonomy

As shown in Figure 5, the Agent era marks the first major attempt to turn LLMs from passive
conversational systems into active problem solvers. Instead of producing a single answer and stopping,
an agent observes an environment, reasons about the next step, invokes a tool or action, receives
feedback, and iterates. This loop gives LLMs an initial form of autonomy: they can search, call
APIs, write code, browse pages, remember intermediate information, and adjust plans from external
results [627, 628, 629, 630, 631]. However, this autonomy remains fragile because the environment
is still treated as a sequence of disconnected tool responses rather than as a persistent workspace.
We therefore review the core capabilities that define this era, followed by the evaluation evidence
and structural bottlenecks that motivate the transition to OpenClaw-style workstation agents.

3.1.1 Tool Invocation and Core Agent Capabilities

Agentic Interaction Loop. The Agent era marks the first organized and systematic effort to extend
pretrained LLMs from single-turn question answering into sustained, multi-step interaction with
complex external environments. Different from traditional LLMs, the agent operates within an
environment loop, observing the world, selecting actions that may invoke external tools, receiving
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import pandas as pd
import numpy as np
from sklearn.model_selection import train_test_split
from sklearn.linear_model import LogisticRegression

data = pd.read_csv("data.csv")
X = data.drop("target", axis=1)
y = data["target"]

X_train, X_test, y_train, y_test = 
train_test_split(X, y, test_size=0.2, 
random_state=42)

model = LogisticRegression()
model.fit(X_train, y_train)
score = model.score(X_test, y_test)
print(f"Accuracy: {score:.3f}")
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Memory

Agent interacts with external world 
and tools to accomplish tasks.

Figure 5. The Agent Era: the model observes an external environment, plans the next step, invokes tools or
actions, receives feedback, and iterates toward the task goal. The figure illustrates the observe–think–act–
observe loop that gives LLMs an initial form of autonomy beyond single-turn answering.

feedback, and iterating. This closed loop of observing, thinking, acting, and observing again is what
fundamentally distinguishes an agent from a chatbot. ReAct [7] established the canonical form of
this loop by interleaving Thought, Action, and Observation in an alternating chain, demonstrating
that synergizing reasoning and acting outperforms either in isolation on knowledge-intensive and
decision-making tasks. The pattern became so influential that nearly every later agent system can be
read as an extension, refinement, or specialization of the ReAct loop [632, 633, 634, 635, 636].
Agent Architecture. Several influential frameworks have sought to formalize what makes a system
an agent rather than merely an LLM with tools. Wang et al. [4] proposed a four-module architecture
consisting of Profile, Memory, Planning, and Action, establishing the vocabulary that subsequent
work has largely adopted. Xi et al. [5] approached the same question from cognitive science,
drawing parallels between LLM agents and theories of human cognition. The CoALA framework
[637] further refined this direction by mapping agent capabilities onto constructs from cognitive
psychology, including working memory and long-term memory such as episodic, semantic, and
procedural memory, as well as a decision-making cycle. More recently, Buyya et al. [638] identified
six modular dimensions of LLM agents, including Perception, Memory, Action, Planning, Reflection,
and Learning, offering a control-theoretic lens through a POMDP formulation that complements
the cognitive perspective. Despite terminological differences, these frameworks converge on four
essential capabilities. Perception refers to observing and interpreting the environment. Planning
involves decomposing goals and reasoning about action sequences. Memory concerns maintaining
context and accumulating experience. Tool use means invoking external APIs to effect change. We
trace these developments below [639, 640, 641, 642, 643, 644, 645, 646, 647].
Perception. An agent’s effectiveness is fundamentally bounded by what it can observe. Early agents
operated in purely textual environments, parsing structured outputs from APIs or web scrapers.
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A first generation of multi-modal perception delegated sensory processing to external specialist
models orchestrated by the LLM. For example, HuggingGPT [648] treats the LLM as a controller
that selects models from the Hugging Face ecosystem for sub-tasks such as image captioning and
object detection. Along similar lines, Visual ChatGPT [649] chains visual foundation models via
a prompt manager to handle diverse visual interactions. Taking a program-synthesis approach,
ViperGPT [650] generates Python programs that compose vision-API calls for compositional visual
reasoning. While effective as proof-of-concept demonstrations, these indirect pipelines suffer from
error compounding, since each specialist model introduces its own failure modes and the LLM has
no direct access to raw sensory signals. The emergence of powerful vision language models has
since enabled agents to perceive environments directly through screenshots. Set-of-Mark (SoM)
prompting [651] overlays numbered markers onto UI elements, enabling GPT-4V to refer to specific
interface components by index. A dedicated line of GUI agents has pushed this further: CogAgent
[652] employs a dual-resolution visual encoder for fine-grained UI recognition, ShowUI [653] unifies
vision, language, and action in a single model that directly outputs UI operations from screenshots,
and UI-TARS [654] achieves context-aware understanding of both desktop and mobile interfaces
through large-scale GUI training. Despite these advances, agent perception remains fragmented:
most agents observe one snapshot at a time, without persistent visual working memory across steps
and tasks [647, 655, 656, 657, 658, 659, 660, 661, 662, 663, 664, 665, 666, 667].
Planning. Planning, broadly defined as the ability to break a complex goal into achievable sub-steps
and recover when things go wrong, has progressed through several generations [668, 669, 670, 671].
The foundational insight came from Chain-of-Thought (CoT) prompting [15], which demonstrated
that generating intermediate reasoning steps dramatically improves multi-step performance and now
forms the backbone of most agent planning systems. Building on this foundation, Tree of Thoughts
(ToT) [412] extended the paradigm by allowing multiple reasoning branches and backtracking,
effectively casting planning as a search problem. Graph of Thoughts (GoT) [464] generalized this
idea further by supporting arbitrary graph topologies over reasoning steps. Complementary to search-
based methods is the strategy of task decomposition. Decomposed Prompting [672] breaks problems
into modular sub-problems handled by specialized prompts, while Least-to-Most Prompting [673]
takes an incremental approach by solving progressively harder sub-problems, using earlier solutions
as building blocks. Beyond forward planning, a distinguishing feature of effective agents is their
capacity for in-episode learning from failure. Reflexion [33] addresses this by generating natural-
language reflections on failed attempts and incorporating them into subsequent tries. Similarly,
Self-Refine [32] uses iterative self-feedback to improve outputs without external supervision. Taking
a more formal approach, Reasoning via Planning (RAP) [674] brings classical search into the picture
by combining Monte Carlo Tree Search with the LLM serving as both world model and value function.
More recently, a paradigm shift has emerged through the use of reinforcement learning to train
models that autonomously interleave reasoning with tool use at inference time.
Memory. LLMs are fundamentally stateless, as each inference call starts with a blank slate and the
only memory available is whatever fits within the context window [61, 675, 676, 677, 678]. For
agents operating over extended horizons, this poses a severe limitation. A useful cognitive framing
distinguishes semantic, episodic, and procedural memory: agents must access external knowledge,
preserve task experiences, and reuse learned procedures over time [9, 679]. In practice, agent
memory has moved from retrieval-based knowledge access to persistent experience accumulation,
multimodal environmental memory, and scalable learned management [680, 681, 682, 683, 684].
Moving beyond retrieval, Generative Agents [8] introduced the influential memory stream architec-
ture, where agents record observations as timestamped entries and periodically synthesize high-level
reflections from low-level experiences. Subsequent work explored more structured forms of long-term
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memory: MemoryBank [685] proposed persistent memory with forgetting mechanisms, while ChatDB
[686] used databases as symbolic external memory accessible via SQL. These systems shift memory
from external knowledge access to persistent experience accumulation [687, 688, 689, 690, 691].
Drawing on cognitive science, the Memory Mechanism Survey [9] provides a systematic taxonomy
distinguishing between semantic, episodic, and procedural memory for agents, and the Episodic
Memory position paper [679] further argues that episodic memory is the missing piece for maintaining
logical consistency across extended interactions. This framing clarifies that agent memory is not
a monolithic storage buffer, but a set of distinct mechanisms for preserving facts, experiences,
procedures, and self-consistency [692, 693, 694, 695, 696].
As autonomous agents become increasingly multimodal, their memory must also preserve perceptual
experience rather than only textual interaction histories. MEIA [697] introduces a multimodal
environmental memory that stores object-level, spatial, and temporal information for embodied agents.
MIRIX [698] proposes a modular multi-agent memory system covering semantic, episodic, procedural,
and resource memories across heterogeneous text and visual inputs. M3-Agent [699] further studies
long-term multimodal memory for agents that perceive visual and auditory streams, showing how
such memories can support future reasoning and downstream interaction [700, 701, 702, 703, 704].
More recently, a new generation of production-scale systems has advanced agent memory toward
practical deployment. Mem0 [705] implements a scalable memory-centric architecture achieving
91% lower p95 latency and over 90% token cost savings compared to full-context baselines, and its
enhanced variant Mem0g introduces graph-based representations to capture relational structure.
Taking a different perspective, A-MEM [706] draws inspiration from the Zettelkastenmethod, enabling
agents to build interconnected knowledge networks through dynamic indexing and linking. Perhaps
most significantly, reinforcement learning is now being applied to teach agents how to manage
their own memory autonomously. MEM1 [707] enables agents to operate with constant memory
across long multi-turn tasks through end-to-end RL, achieving 3.5× performance improvement while
reducing memory usage by 3.7×. Along a complementary line, Memory-R1 [708] trains a Memory
Manager with structured operations (ADD, UPDATE, DELETE, NOOP) using only 152 training pairs,
yet outperforms strong baselines across three benchmarks. Mem-α [709] and MemMachine [710]
represent further points in this design space, with the former learning memory construction via RL
and the latter preserving factual integrity through sentence-level episode storage. The trend is clear:
memory is evolving from static retrieval and heuristic storage into an adaptive capability for knowledge
access, multimodal experience, and long-horizon context management [711, 712, 713, 714, 715].
Tool Use. If perception is the agent’s eyes and systematic planning its brain, then tool use is its
hands: it is the mechanism through which large language models (LLMs) translate internal reasoning
into tangible external operations. The paradigm shift of tool use in LLM agents is understood as a
progression from executable calls to large-scale API grounding, long-horizon trajectory-level control,
and standardized tool infrastructures [716, 717, 718, 719, 720, 721, 722].
The first problem is executable tool use: how can a large language model move beyond textual
answers and produce operations that can be successfully executed by an external system? Early
tool-integrated reasoning methods established this crucial bridge between language generation and
execution. Toolformer [17] proposed a self-supervised approach that augments text with tool calls at
positions where external tools improve prediction, enabling the model to learn when and how to
invoke tools. PAL [723] and Program of Thoughts (PoT)[724] take code execution as a meta-tool:
the model generates executable programs while exact computation is delegated to an interpreter.
These works mark the first step beyond pure text generation: the model can effectively externalize
its reasoning into an executable substrate[725, 726, 727, 728, 729].
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Once successful tool invocation becomes possible, the primary bottleneck shifts from whether a model
can call a tool to which tool it should call and how the call should be constructed. This gives rise
to the problem of API grounding at scale. In complex realistic environments, tools are not a small
hand-written set of functions but large API ecosystems with complex documentation, argument
schemas, and usage constraints. Gorilla [730] addresses this problem by fine-tuning LLMs on API
documentation, enabling them to generate accurate calls for both familiar and unseen endpoints.
ToolLLM [18] scales this direction with ToolBench, a benchmark containing over 16,000 real-world
RESTful APIs across 49 categories, and introduces search-based decision procedures for selecting
and chaining tools. ToolACE [731] further shows that high-quality synthetic tool-calling data can
produce compact language models with strong zero-shot function-calling ability. This work reframes
tool use as interface grounding: the model must map intent to the right API, respect schemas, and
produce valid arguments [732, 733, 734, 735, 736, 737, 738, 739, 740, 741, 742].
However, correct local calls do not by themselves produce reliable agents. In multi-step tasks, tool use
becomes a trajectory-level control problem. The agent must decide when external execution is neces-
sary, avoid unnecessary calls, incorporate tool feedback, recover from failed executions, and stop when
the task is complete. SMART [743] studies this issue from the perspective of tool overuse, training
agents to balance parametric reasoning with external tool dependence. START [744] shows that tool-
integrated reasoning traces can be bootstrapped through hint-based self-learning rather than relying
only on manually written demonstrations. Reinforcement-learning-based methods push this direction
further by treating tool invocation as part of the rollout environment. ReTool [745] trains models
to interleave natural-language reasoning with real-time code execution, while ToRL [746] scales
tool-integrated reinforcement learning with code interpreters inside the rollout process. ToolRL [747]
highlights the importance of reward design, especially the granularity and temporal structure of
rewards for tool selection and application. ARTIST [748], Tool-Star [749], and AutoTIR [750] extend
this line toward multi-turn or multi-tool settings, where models coordinate reasoning, invocation,
and execution feedback within one trajectory. The central shift is from isolated tool calls to policies
that control tool use over time [751, 752, 753, 754, 755, 756, 757, 758, 759].
As tool-augmented agents move toward commercial deployment, the primary bottleneck shifts
again from model-side tool use to infrastructure-level standardization. Fragmented tool interfaces
make agents difficult to scale, secure, and govern, because each tool may expose different schemas,
authentication mechanisms, context formats, and execution constraints. The Model Context Pro-
tocol (MCP)[760], introduced by Anthropic in November 2024, represents a coordinated effort
to standardize how LLMs connect to external tools and data sources, analogous to how common
peripheral protocols standardize hardware connectivity. Since its release, both OpenAI and Google
have announced MCP support, signaling a trend toward industry-wide convergence. In parallel, major
commercial LLM APIs now widely support native function calling as a first-class interface, moving
tool invocation from ad-hoc prompting toward structured execution[735, 761, 762, 763, 764].
The overall trajectory is therefore not simply from fewer tools to more tools. Rather, tool use evolves
from executable calls to grounded API use, from locally valid calls to trajectory-level tool-use policies,
and from fragmented interfaces to standardized tool infrastructures. This progression also exposes
the boundary of the Agent era. Tool use gives agents the ability to act, but the effects of these actions
often remain fragmented across isolated calls and transient tool responses. The next step, developed
in the OpenClaw era, is to embed tool use inside persistent workspaces where files, sessions, skills,
logs, permissions, and verification procedures can support durable task closure in real deployments.
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3.1.2 Initial Autonomy: Evaluation and Structural Bottlenecks

To assess the practical reliability of LLM-based agents, several benchmarks have been developed.
AgentBench [57] evaluates agents across eight environments, revealing a performance gap between
commercial and open-source models in multi-step settings. WebArena [50] uses realistic web
environments where GPT-4 achieved only 14% success. SWE-bench [58] focuses on GitHub issue
resolution for coding, while GAIA [618] tests general assistants on multi-step reasoning and tool use.
Across these benchmarks, success rates decay super-linearly with complexity and horizon length,
prompting systematic failure analysis. The LLM Agent Failure study [765] identifies four archetypes:
premature ungrounded action, over-helpfulness with plausible but incorrect details, distractor-
induced context pollution, and fragile execution under load. Similarly, the Agent Hallucination
survey [766] notes that "hallucinated actions"—such as calling incorrect APIs or operating wrong
files—cause irreversible failures, unlike text-level hallucinations [767, 768, 769, 770, 771, 772, 773].
Synthesizing the empirical evidence from existing benchmarks and failure analyses, we identify four
critical structural bottlenecks of the Agent era:

• Fragmented perception. Agents observe the environment through narrow, episodic windows—
a single API response, a single screenshot, a single tool output. They lack a persistent, holistic
model of the environment’s state and how it evolves over time.

• Ephemeral tool invocation. Each tool call is an isolated transaction. No stable workspace
exists where intermediate artifacts persist: files created in one step may be inaccessible in the
next; terminal sessions are not preserved; browser state is lost between actions.

• Brittleness under environmental uncertainty. Real-world environments are noisy, asyn-
chronous, and adversarial. Network timeouts, UI changes, API responses, and permission errors
compound across long sequences, sharply lowering success rates.

• Absence of long-term task closure. Agents can attempt tasks but rarely complete them reliably
end-to-end. They lack the persistent state, error recovery mechanisms, and verification loops
needed to deliver finished work products rather than best-effort attempts.

These bottlenecks are not mere engineering issues solved by prompting or scaling, but a fundamental
architectural limitation: current agents treat environments as external oracles to query, rather than
persistent workspaces to inhabit. Overcoming this requires shifting from tool-calling agents to
agents working inside workstations. Here, we strictly define LLM-based agents as systems operating
through an environment-action-feedback loop with external tools. Earlier techniques—like chain-of-
thought, retrieval-augmented generation, and memory—are not agents themselves, but foundational
capabilities. Table 3 summarizes both agent systems and these enabling capabilities.

� Key Difference: From Tool Calls to Agentic Loops
• The Agent era extends LLMs beyond single-turn text generation by organizing perception,
planning, memory, and tool use into an environment–action–feedback loop.

• Its limitation is that tool calls remain fragmented and ephemeral: agents can attempt
multi-step tasks, but lack persistent state, robust recovery, and reliable end-to-end closure.
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Table 3. Representative works related to LLM-based agents and their enabling capabilities.

Work Year Category Role Key Contribution

ReAct [7] 2022 Agent Architecture Agent Framework Thought–Action–Observation loop
Wang et al. [4] 2024 Agent Architecture Conceptual Framework Profile/Memory/Planning/Action architecture
Xi et al. [5] 2023 Agent Architecture Conceptual Framework Cognitive-science perspective on agents
CoALA [637] 2023 Agent Architecture Conceptual Framework Cognitive psychology mapping for agents
Buyya et al. [638] 2026 Agent Architecture Conceptual Framework Six dimensions with POMDP formulation
HuggingGPT [648] 2023 Perception Agent System LLM orchestrating Hugging Face models
Visual ChatGPT [649] 2023 Perception Agent System Chaining visual models via prompt manager
ViperGPT [650] 2023 Perception Agent System Program synthesis for visual reasoning
Set-of-Mark [651] 2023 Perception Enabling Capability Numbered markers for UI grounding
CogAgent [652] 2024 Perception Agent Model Dual-resolution encoder for UI recognition
ShowUI [653] 2025 Perception Agent Model Unified vision–language–action for UI ops
UI-TARS [654] 2025 Perception Agent Model Context-aware desktop/mobile GUI understanding
CoT [15] 2022 Planning Enabling Capability Intermediate reasoning steps
ToT [412] 2023 Planning Enabling Capability Multi-branch reasoning with backtracking
GoT [464] 2024 Planning Enabling Capability Graph topologies over reasoning steps
Decomposed Prompting [672] 2022 Planning Enabling Capability Modular sub-problem decomposition
Least-to-Most [673] 2022 Planning Enabling Capability Incremental sub-problem solving
Reflexion [33] 2023 Planning Agent Framework Language reflections on failed attempts
Self-Refine [32] 2023 Planning Enabling Capability Iterative self-feedback improvement
RAP [674] 2023 Planning Enabling Capability MCTS with LLM as world model
Search-R1 [774] 2025 Planning Agent Model RL-trained search in reasoning chains
R1-Searcher [775] 2025 Planning Agent Model Two-stage RL for search–reasoning
ReSearch [776] 2025 Planning Agent Model Supervision-free RL with search ops
RAG [158] 2020 Memory Enabling Capability Retrieval-augmented generation
Self-RAG [777] 2024 Memory Enabling Capability Adaptive retrieval with self-reflection
CRAG [778] 2024 Memory Enabling Capability Retrieval evaluation and correction
Adaptive-RAG [779] 2024 Memory Enabling Capability Strategy routing by query complexity
Generative Agents [8] 2023 Memory Agent System Memory stream with reflections
MemoryBank [685] 2024 Memory Enabling Capability Persistent memory with forgetting
ChatDB [686] 2023 Memory Enabling Capability Database as external memory via SQL
MEIA [697] 2024 Memory Agent System Multimodal environmental memory
MIRIX [698] 2025 Memory Memory Infrastructure Multi-agent multimodal memory system
M3-Agent [699] 2025 Memory Agent System Long-term visual-auditory memory
Memory Survey [9] 2025 Memory Conceptual Framework Semantic/episodic/procedural taxonomy
Episodic Memory [679] 2025 Memory Conceptual Framework Position paper on episodic consistency
Mem0 [705] 2025 Memory Memory Infrastructure Scalable memory; graph-based Mem0g
A-MEM [706] 2026 Memory Memory Infrastructure Zettelkasten-inspired knowledge networks
MEM1 [707] 2025 Memory Agent Model End-to-end RL for constant memory
Memory-R1 [708] 2025 Memory Agent Model RL-trained structured memory manager
Mem-α [709] 2025 Memory Agent Model Memory construction via RL
MemMachine [710] 2026 Memory Memory Infrastructure Sentence-level episode storage
Toolformer [17] 2023 Tool Use Agent Model Self-supervised tool-call learning
PAL [723] 2023 Tool Use Enabling Capability Code execution as meta-tool
PoT [724] 2022 Tool Use Enabling Capability Multi-step reasoning via programming
Gorilla [730] 2024 Tool Use Agent Model Fine-tuning on API documentation
ToolLLM [18] 2023 Tool Use Agent Framework 16K+ APIs; DFS-based decision trees
SMART [743] 2025 Tool Use Agent Model Tool overuse mitigation
START [744] 2025 Tool Use Agent Model Self-taught tool-integrated reasoning
ReTool [745] 2025 Tool Use Agent Model RL for strategic tool invocation
ToRL [746] 2025 Tool Use Agent Model Tool-integrated RL with code execution
ToolRL [747] 2026 Tool Use Agent Model Reward design for tool learning
ARTIST [748] 2025 Tool Use Agent Model Agentic reasoning with tool integration
Tool-Star [749] 2025 Tool Use Agent Model Multi-tool reasoning via RL
AutoTIR [750] 2025 Tool Use Agent Model Autonomous tool-integrated reasoning
MCP [760] 2024 Tool Use Infrastructure Universal LLM–tool connectivity protocol
ToolACE [731] 2025 Tool Use Agent Model Synthesized data for compact tool callers
AgentBench [57] 2023 Benchmark Evaluation 8-environment agent evaluation
WebArena [50] 2023 Benchmark Evaluation Realistic web task environments
SWE-bench [58] 2024 Benchmark Evaluation GitHub issue resolution benchmark
GAIA [618] 2023 Benchmark Evaluation Multi-step reasoning & tool use QA
Agent Failure [765] 2025 Benchmark Evaluation Four archetypal agent failure modes
Agent Hallucination [766] 2025 Benchmark Evaluation Hallucinated actions & system failures
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Figure 6. The OpenClaw Era: the agent works inside a persistent workspace with files, terminals, browsers,
logs, permissions, reusable skills, and verification loops. The figure illustrates how workspace state and
skill-based execution turn fragmented tool use into inspectable, recoverable, and deliverable task closure.

3.2 The OpenClaw Era: Persistent Workspaces for Task Closure
Workspace intelligence: workspace hosting and task closure

Boundary from the Agent Era to the OpenClaw Era. As shown in Figure 6, the boundary between
the Agent era and the OpenClaw era is not simply whether a model can call tools. A system belongs
to the Agent era when its minimal architecture is an environment–action–feedback loop: it observes a
state, reasons about the next move, invokes an external tool or action, and incorporates the returned
observation into the next step. This definition captures the first break from chatbot-style response
generation, but it does not guarantee durable state, reusable procedures, recoverable execution, or
final-state verification. The environment remains something the agent queries from the outside.
By contrast, the OpenClaw era begins when the environment becomes a persistent host. The defining
condition is that agents work inside a managed workspace where files, sessions, logs, tools, project
instructions, permissions, and reusable skills persist across the trajectory. In this setting, actions are
not merely tool calls; they are workspace operations whose effects can be inspected, validated, rolled
back, and governed. The conceptual unit therefore shifts from an agent that attempts a sequence of
actions to a workstation system delivering a correct, auditable final state. Table 4 summarizes this.
The OpenClaw era denotes the point at which agent research becomes inseparable from the worksta-
tion in which the agent is deployed. Earlier agents mainly demonstrated that LLMs could reason,
choose tools, and react to observations. OpenClaw-style systems instead make the workspace itself
the organizing abstraction: the agent is connected to persistent files, terminals, browsers, messaging
channels, credentials, project instructions, local memory, and reusable skills [780]. The result is
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Table 4. Boundary between the Agent Era and the OpenClaw Era.

Dimension Agent Era OpenClaw Era

Organizing abstrac-
tion

Environment–action–feedback loop Persistent workspace for task hosting

Unit of action Tool call or external API invocation Workspace operation over files, terminals,
browsers, services, and skills

State model Episodic observations and short-
horizon memory

Durable files, sessions, logs, repositories, local
memory, and snapshots

Knowledge reuse Prompt patterns, retrieved memory,
or ad-hoc demonstrations

Reusable skill packages with instructions, scripts,
dependencies, examples, and checks

Task objective Produce useful intermediate actions
or responses

Deliver a correct, inspectable, and recoverable
final workspace state

Evaluation focus Action correctness and trajectory suc-
cess rate

Task closure, final-state verification, repeatability,
and auditability

Failure recovery Best-effort retry or prompt-level re-
flection

Structured verification, rollback, rerun, sandbox-
ing, and state repair

Safety boundary Prompt-level guardrails and tool-use
policies

Runtime permissions, provenance tracking, audit
logs, and governance over workspace changes

a shift from tool use to task hosting. An agent is no longer evaluated only by whether it emits a
plausible next action, but by whether it can leave a durable, inspectable, and safe final state in a real
software environment. We therefore summarize this era along two axes: the emergence of workspace
intelligence and skill-based task closure, and the new reliability, verification, and governance prob-
lems created by persistent computer use. Table 5 summarizes representative works that define these
workspace, skill, task-closure, evaluation, reliability, and governance dimensions.

3.2.1 Workspace Intelligence and Skill-Based Task Closure

The central architectural change is the move from isolated tool invocation to situated work inside
a persistent workstation. OpenClaw is best read as a representative engineering manifestation of
this transition rather than as its sole conceptual origin: it packages a local personal assistant around
a gateway, workspace, communication channels, prompt files, skills, and tool integrations [780].
Related software-engineering agents show why this matters. OpenHands provides an open platform
in which agents edit code, run shell commands, browse, and execute programs inside controlled
development environments [46]. SWE-agent further argues that the agent-computer interface is itself
a decisive design object: repository navigation, file editing, command execution, and test feedback
must be shaped for language-model agents rather than inherited unchanged from human-facing tools
[47]. Together, these systems make clear that the next step after API calling is not merely adding
more tools, but constructing a stable workbench in which intermediate artifacts, environmental state,
and verification signals can persist across the trajectory.
A second defining feature is the rise of skills as modular, reusable units of agent capability. The
underlying idea predates OpenClaw: Voyager demonstrated that agents can build and reuse an
executable skill library from environmental feedback [51]. What changes in contemporary workstation
agents is that skills become file-system-level packages rather than only memories or prompt snippets.
Anthropic’s Agent Skills formalize this pattern as folders containing a SKILL.md file, instructions,
scripts, and resources that can be dynamically loaded only when relevant [783, 784]. OpenClaw
adopts a similar operational pattern through workspace-local skills organized around SKILL.md
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Table 5. Representative works related to the OpenClaw era and workspace-level task execution.

Work Year Category Role Key Contribution

OpenClaw [780] 2026 Workspace Agent Framework Persistent workspace with tools, channels, and skills
OpenHands [46] 2024 Workspace Agent Platform Code editing, shell execution, browsing in controlled environments
SWE-agent [47] 2024 Workspace Agent-Computer Interface Repository navigation and test-feedback interface for agents
SemaClaw [781] 2026 Workspace Harness Architecture Auditable execution substrate decoupled from UI surfaces
Sema Code [782] 2026 Workspace Coding Harness Controllable workspace harness for software agents
Voyager [51] 2023 Skill Agent System Executable skill library learned from environment feedback
Anthropic Agent Skills [783, 784] 2026 Skill Skill Infrastructure Folder-based skills with instructions, scripts, and resources
OpenClaw Skills [785, 786] 2026 Skill Skill Infrastructure Workspace-local SKILL.md packages for reusable procedures
Awesome OpenClaw Skills [787] 2026 Skill Skill Repository Public registry of reusable OpenClaw skill packages
Agent Skills Analysis [788] 2026 Skill Conceptual Analysis Composable capability packages for data-driven agents
SkillFortify [789] 2026 Skill Security Analysis Metadata, dependency, provenance, and sandboxing requirements
SWE-bench [58] 2024 Task Closure Benchmark Real GitHub issue resolution verified by tests
Terminal-Bench [790] 2026 Task Closure Benchmark Long-horizon command-line task execution
OSWorld [49] 2024 Evaluation Benchmark Real OS tasks with execution-based checking scripts
WebArena [50] 2023 Evaluation Benchmark Realistic web environments with stateful task success
WorkArena [48] 2024 Evaluation Benchmark Enterprise-software workflow evaluation
TheAgentCompany [791] 2024 Evaluation Benchmark Simulated software-company work tasks
Reliability of Computer-Use Agents [792] 2026 Reliability Reliability Study Repeated-run instability in computer-use agents
Science of Agent Reliability [793] 2026 Reliability Reliability Agenda Consistency, robustness, recoverability, and error severity
Verifiers for Computer-Use Agents [794] 2026 Reliability Verification Framework Trajectory-wide process and outcome verification
Your Agent Can Hurt You [795] 2026 Security Threat Analysis Capability, identity, and knowledge poisoning risks
Systematic OpenClaw Security [796] 2026 Security Security Evaluation Runtime risks beyond isolated model behavior
Taming OpenClaw [797] 2026 Governance Lifecycle Analysis Security risks across initialization, reasoning, and execution
Don’t Let the Claw Grip Your Hand [798] 2026 Governance Defense Framework OpenClaw-specific threat modeling and defense
OS-Harm [799] 2026 Security Safety Benchmark Misuse, prompt injection, exfiltration, and system harm
OpenClaw PRISM [65] 2026 Governance Defense Layer Defense-in-depth over the OpenClaw lifecycle
ClawGuard [66] 2026 Governance Runtime Guardrail File, command, network, and skill boundary enforcement
Agentic Forensics [800] 2026 Governance Forensics Framework Trace reconstruction across nondeterministic agent loops

files and shared public skill repositories [785, 786, 787]. Recent empirical analysis of Claude skills
frames this development as a data-driven shift from monolithic agents toward composable capability
packages [788]. However, skill modularity also changes the trust model: reusable skills can encode
domain expertise, but they can also become stale, over-specific, incompatible, or malicious. Formal
and supply-chain analyses of agentic skills therefore treat metadata, dependencies, versioning,
provenance, and sandboxing as first-class requirements rather than engineering details [789].
The third feature is closed-loop task closure. A workstation agent must not only plan a trajectory but
also inspect the environment after each action, repair failures, rerun commands, validate outputs,
and produce deliverable artifacts. This makes reliability an emergent property of the whole harness:
model, workspace, tools, skills, permission boundaries, verification scripts, and recovery policies.
Coding and terminal benchmarks make this requirement concrete. SWE-bench evaluates whether
agents can modify real repositories and pass tests for GitHub issues [58], while Terminal-Bench
targets hard, realistic command-line tasks where success depends on sustained shell interaction
and environment management [790]. SemaClaw and Sema Code explicitly formulate this trend as
harness engineering: the agent should be decoupled from any single user interface and embedded
into a controllable, auditable execution substrate that can power IDEs, CLIs, and multi-channel
personal assistants [781, 782]. In this sense, OpenClaw’s significance lies less in a new reasoning
algorithm than in productizing a complete workstation stack around the model.
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3.2.2 Evaluation, Reliability, and Governance Challenges

Workspace intelligence also fundamentally changes what counts as evaluation. A useful workstation
agent must leave the target environment in a correct, verifiable final state, not merely generate
plausible reasoning. OSWorld evaluates multimodal autonomous agents in real operating-system
environments with desktop applications, file operations, browsers, and execution-based checking
scripts [49]. WebArena and WorkArena extend this state-based evaluation perspective to realistic
websites and complex enterprise software workflows [48, 50]. TheAgentCompany pushes the same
idea toward a simulated software company environment, where agents must browse the web, write
code, run programs, and communicate with coworkers to complete consequential professional work
tasks [791]. These benchmarks show that the frontier research problem is no longer simply language
understanding or isolated, single-step tool selection; it is robust long-horizon task execution in
environments that are asynchronous, stateful, and only partially observable.
Recent reliability work sharpens this point. Computer-use agents may succeed once and fail on
a repeated run because execution is stochastic, task specifications are underspecified, and small
environmental changes compound over long trajectories [792]. A broader reliability agenda therefore
argues that single success rates should be decomposed into consistency, robustness, predictability,
recoverability, and bounded error severity [793]. Verification becomes a bottleneck of its own: the
system must decide whether the final state actually satisfies the user intent, whether the process
was safe, and whether success occurred for the right reason. Verifier design for computer-use agents
consequently emphasizes trajectory-wide evidence, the separation of process and outcome signals,
and the distinction between controllable and uncontrollable failures [794]. For OpenClaw-style
assistants, these findings imply that evaluation should include repeated execution, perturbation tests,
state inspection, and post-hoc auditability, not only one-off demonstrations.
The same persistent workspace that enables task closure also expands the attack surface. OpenClaw-
style agents may hold credentials, local files, identity tokens, tool permissions, communication
channels, and long-term memory. Recent safety analyses show that poisoning an agent’s capabilities,
identity, or knowledge can turn useful autonomy into attacker-controlled authority [795]. Systematic
security evaluations of OpenClaw and its variants further report that agentized runtimes can be riskier
than the underlying models in isolation, because persistent context, orchestration, and multi-step
execution amplify model weaknesses into concrete system-level failures [796]. Taming OpenClaw
analyzes these risks through the lifecycle of autonomous agents, including initialization, input
handling, reasoning, decision making, and execution [797]; Don’t Let the Claw Grip Your Hand
similarly proposes a defense framework for OpenClaw-specific threats [798]. Beyond OpenClaw,
OS-Harm shows that computer-use agents must be evaluated for misuse, indirect prompt injection,
data exfiltration, and system-level harm rather than only helpfulness [799].
The security response is therefore moving from prompt-level safety toward runtime governance.
OpenClaw PRISM proposes a defense-in-depth layer over the agent lifecycle, including message
ingress, prompt construction, tool execution, tool-result persistence, outbound messaging, sub-agent
spawning, and gateway startup [65]. ClawGuard takes a tool-boundary view, checking file, command,
network, and skill operations against user-confirmed constraints and audit policies before execution
[66]. These defenses reflect a broader lesson: once an agent can act through a workstation, policy
must be enforced where actions become real, not merely expressed as natural-language instructions.
Forensics becomes part of the same agenda. Because a personal agent can modify files, invoke services,
update memory, and choose tools nondeterministically over time, investigations must reconstruct
traces across the entire agent loop rather than inspect a single prompt-response pair [800].
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In summary, the OpenClaw era fundamentally reframes agentic AI as situated task execution. Its
core technological contribution is not simply broader tool access, but the integration of persistent
workspaces, modular skills, closed-loop execution, verification, and runtime governance into a single
harness. The next generation of autonomous agents will therefore be differentiated not only by model
scale but by the maturity of their underlying workspace stack: state management, skill provenance,
permission control, repeated-execution reliability, audit trails, and safety enforcement.

� Key Difference: From Tool Use to Task Hosting
• OpenClaw-style systems shift the organizing abstraction from isolated API calls to persistent
workspaces containing files, terminals, browsers, credentials, memory, and reusable skills.

• This transition makes task closure, verification, skill provenance, permission control, and
runtime governance central requirements for building reliable workstation agents.

4 Part III: Why “Workspace + Skill” Is the Key Leap
From Tool Use to Reusable Digital Work

The preceding parts describe two necessary but incomplete advances: stronger cognitive cores and
more capable tool-using agents. This part argues that the next qualitative leap comes from combining
reusable skills with persistent workspaces. A workspace defines the durable environment in which
an agent works: files, terminals, browsers, repositories, logs, memories, permissions, and execution
contexts where task state persists, as illustrated by OpenClaw-style workstation agents and software-
engineering platforms [46, 47, 780, 801, 802, 803, 804, 805]. A skill defines how an agent repeatedly
performs a class of work: reusable procedures, scripts, examples, checks, dependencies, and safety
constraints that turn one-off instructions into operational knowledge [51, 783, 785, 788, 806, 807,
808, 809, 810]. Together, they transform LLM systems from answering models or tool-calling agents
into digital workers that inherit procedures, operate in bounded environments, and deliver verifiable
outcomes [49, 58, 791, 811, 812, 813, 814, 815, 816, 817, 818, 819, 820, 821]. We therefore
develop this thesis through two complementary dimensions: workspace as the execution substrate
for agentic work, including the delegation patterns through which users authorize and supervise that
work, and skills as reusable procedures for workspace-based agents.

4.1 Workspace as the Execution Substrate for Agentic Work: Stateful Context for
Tasks

Persistent environments for durable task delivery

As shown in Figure 7, the interactive workspace represents the first half of this paradigm leap because
complex real-world work cannot be reduced to isolated, stateless API calls. While earlier generation
agents could invoke tools, isolated tool invocation alone does not provide system continuity, process
inspectability, or state recoverability. In contrast, executing complex long-horizon work requires
a persistent, stateful environment where generated artifacts can safely survive, failures can be
diagnosed, failed commands can be rerun, and final workspace states can be rigorously inspected
[46, 47, 780, 822, 823, 824, 825, 826]. This subsection explains why the workspace becomes the
execution substrate that turns agentic behavior from episodic action into durable task delivery.
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Figure 7. Simple tool invocation: the LLM can call external tools to handle local sub-tasks, but these calls
remain limited when the task requires persistent files, terminal sessions, execution logs, intermediate artifacts,
and recoverable state. The figure highlights why a workspace is needed to support more complex, long-horizon
task completion beyond isolated tool calls.

4.1.1 From Ephemeral Tool Calls to Persistent State

Tool APIs give agents the ability to affect the external world, but they do not by themselves provide a
stable place for work to accumulate. When each tool call is treated as an isolated transaction, the
agent must repeatedly reconstruct context from limited observations, allowing small inconsistencies
to compound across long trajectories [827, 828, 829, 830, 831]. A persistent workspace changes
this by giving the agent durable state: editable files, persistent terminals, browser history, versioned
repositories, process logs, and local memory for task context [46, 780, 832, 833, 834, 835, 836]. The
result is a shift from calling tools around the model to embedding the model inside an environment
where work has continuity over time. In this setting, the important question is no longer only whether
the agent can choose the right next action, but whether the environment after many actions remains
coherent, inspectable, and recoverable [808, 837, 838, 839, 840].
This change also clarifies why workspace-level design is not merely an engineering detail. A workspace
determines which state is visible to the agent, which operations are executable, which artifacts persist,
and which traces can be audited after failure. It therefore shapes the agent’s practical intelligence as
much as the underlying model does in deployment. For software tasks, for instance, the gap between
a stateless code-generation prompt and a workspace with editable files, tests, terminals, dependency
managers, and version control is the gap between plausible code and repairable engineering task
completion [47, 58, 841, 842, 843, 844, 845]. For knowledge work, the same distinction appears in
document editing, data analysis, project coordination, and research assistance: useful work needs
artifacts that can be opened, revised, checked, and handed off [846, 847, 848, 849, 850]. Persistent
workspace is therefore the material substrate of task closure.
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4.1.2 From Answer Generation to Authorized Work Delegation

Human professional work is rarely a single input-output mapping. It involves preparing context,
following procedures, coordinating diverse tools, checking intermediate results, documenting de-
cisions, and handing off deliverables. The Workspace + Skill paradigm imports this structure into
complex digital environments: the agent does not merely answer questions, but joins a workflow
with state, process, accountability, and completion criteria [851, 852, 853, 854, 855]. This reframes
next-generation AI systems as work-oriented systems whose performance depends on how well they
model and execute the structure of real work. The evaluation target consequently shifts from mere
textual plausibility to task delivery: whether the final workspace state satisfies the user’s intent and
whether the process can be inspected [48, 49, 50, 791, 856, 857, 858, 859, 860].
Once agents inhabit persistent workspaces, the dominant human–AI interaction pattern also shifts
from instruction to delegation. In the chatbot setting, interaction is primarily instructional: the user
writes a prompt, the model returns an answer, and correction happens through another prompt.
For workspace-based agents, the user no longer specifies every micro-step, but delegates a bounded
objective together with constraints, permissions, success criteria, and acceptable risk. The interface
must therefore support task scoping, authority assignment, progress monitoring, intervention, and
final acceptance, not only message exchange. This turns the agent from a reactive respondent into a
collaborative worker whose actions are evaluated through both its final artifacts and the trajectory
that produced them [48, 49, 791, 811].
This delegation pattern changes what humans need to observe. In command-style interaction, the
user mainly inspects the next textual answer. In authorized collaboration, the user instead watches
process summaries, reasoning states, tool actions, file diffs, execution logs, checkpoints, unresolved
assumptions, and the evolving workspace state. Human control shifts from continuously telling
the model what to do next toward granting authority, adjusting constraints, interrupting unsafe or
unproductive paths, and auditing whether the final state satisfies the delegated intent. The system
must decide what authority the agent has, where execution boundaries are drawn, which actions
require confirmation, how failures are rolled back, and how responsibility is recorded. Different
tasks can therefore adopt different autonomy levels: direct instruction for short reversible actions,
supervised delegation for medium-risk multi-step work, and conditional autonomy for well-specified
procedures with strong verification and rollback. The key interaction unit is no longer a single
response, but an inspectable work episode in which intent, authority, action, observation, verification,
and accountability are jointly represented [46, 65, 66, 780, 800]. In this setting, competition between
AI systems shifts from raw tool coverage to delivery quality: whether the agent completes work
reliably, safely, and transparently under realistic constraints [792, 793, 794]. Workspace design
therefore becomes inseparable from governance design, because persistence enables task closure
while also determining how actions can be constrained, audited, and recovered [65, 66, 796, 800].

� Key Shift: From Tool Calls to Delegated Workspaces
• Atomic tool calls allow an agent to act, but they do not preserve enough state for long-
horizon work to remain coherent, inspectable, or recoverable.

• Persistent workspaces provide durable files, terminals, logs, repositories, and execution
contexts, turning episodic actions into verifiable task delivery.

• Delegation interfaces expose authority, progress, intermediate reasoning state, and final
workspace state so that humans can supervise work without specifying every micro-step.
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From chaos
（ad-hoc prompts）

To clarity
（packaged skills）

To velocity
（composable worker）

Figure 8. Workspace + Skill paradigm: persistent workspaces provide the stateful place where work happens,
while skills package reusable procedures, scripts, checks, and safety constraints. The figure shows how agents
combine workspace context with skill assets to produce verifiable digital work instead of one-off responses.

4.2 Skills for Workspace Agents: Reusable Procedures for Repeatable Work
Procedural memory for repeatable workspace execution

As shown in Figure 8, skills are the procedural half of the leap because a persistent workspace
alone does not explain how agents accumulate reusable operational knowledge. Prompts describe
what the user wants in a particular moment, but skills encode how a system should repeatedly
perform a family of tasks. A useful skill can package procedural instructions, scripts, examples,
dependencies, verification checks, rollback strategies, and safety constraints [51, 783, 784, 785, 786].
This subsection explains how skills turn ad-hoc instruction following into reusable capability packages,
and why their value becomes fully visible only when they are executed inside persistent workspaces.

4.2.1 From Ad-hoc Prompts to Composable Capability Packages

Prompts are temporary and local: they guide a single interaction, but they rarely become durable
assets that can be tested, versioned, reused, or governed. As complex tasks become longer and
more specialized, repeatedly encoding all relevant procedures in the prompt becomes inefficient and
unreliable. Skills address this limitation by externalizing procedural knowledge into modular reusable
packages. Instead of asking the model to rediscover a task each time, a skill provides a detailed
recipe for a task family, including tools, inputs, steps, failure modes, validation criteria, and safety
constraints [783, 785]. This changes capability accumulation from transient prompt engineering
into a maintainable asset layer outside the pretrained model weights [51, 788].
The key advantage of such skills is their composability. A skill can be parameterized for different
projects, combined with other skills, refined through experience, and inspected by expert humans
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before reuse [783, 786, 788]. It can also contain executable components, such as scripts or templates,
that reduce unnecessary dependence on fragile natural-language reasoning. In this sense, skills
are neither simple prompts nor ordinary tools. They sit between model cognition and workspace
execution: they translate task intent into repeatable procedures that the agent can invoke when
operating in a concrete digital environment. As skill libraries mature, agent systems can inherit
organizational know-how in a form that is modular, reviewable, and portable across tasks.

4.2.2 From Skill Libraries to Integrated Digital Workers

Modular skills become most powerful when coupled with persistent workspaces. The workspace
provides state, context, tools, and artifacts; the skill provides procedure, constraints, and verification
logic. A skill without a workspace risks remaining a static instruction template, while a workspace
without skills forces the autonomous agent to improvise repeatedly. Their combination enables
stronger task closure: the agent can load a reusable procedure, operate over persistent artifacts,
check results, repair failures, and leave an inspectable final state [46, 58, 780]. This is the point at
which an LLM system begins to resemble a digital worker rather than an assistant.
OpenClaw provides a concrete lens because it combines a persistent local environment, skill directories,
tool integrations, and task-oriented execution in one unified architecture [780, 785, 786]. Rather
than treating OpenClaw as a single isolated product, we use it as a representative example of a broader
system pattern: a model is wrapped by a harness that manages workspace state, loads reusable
procedures, routes actions through tools, and exposes the resulting work process to evaluation and
governance. This pattern shows why competition among next-generation autonomous AI systems
is not merely about more tools or larger models, but about transforming reusable procedures into
reliable, bounded, inspectable work [789, 792, 794]. In this view, the Workspace + Skill paradigm is
the bridge from agentic capability to practical delivery-grade AI labor: skills define reusable ways of
working, while workspaces make those ways reliably executable, verifiable, and accountable.

Case study: OpenClaw as a Workspace + Skill system. OpenClaw illustrates how the Workspace
+ Skill paradigm can be translated from an abstract design principle into a concrete computational
workstation architecture. At the workspace layer, the system exposes persistent files, local project
context, terminals, browsers, tool integrations, communication channels, logs, and task-specific
instructions to the autonomous agent [780]. These components give the model a bounded digital
worksite rather than a simple collection of disconnected API calls. A task can therefore leave
intermediate artifacts in the file system, reuse command outputs, preserve verifiable execution
evidence, and support later inspection by users or evaluators. This workspace substrate is what
allows the agent to move from producing a plan to actually changing a target environment.
At the skill layer, OpenClaw follows the emerging pattern of packaging reusable procedures as
directory-level assets, often centered around a SKILL.md file and accompanied by scripts, resources,
examples, dependencies, and operational instructions [785, 786, 787]. Such a skill is more than a
prompt because it can encode preconditions, tool choices, expected intermediate artifacts, validation
routines, common failure modes, and safety constraints. It is also more than a tool because it does
not merely expose one callable function; it describes a repeatable way of working inside a workspace.
In this sense, skills function as procedural memory that can be loaded only when relevant, inspected
by humans, revised over time, and shared across related task families.
A typical OpenClaw-style execution loop consists of four stages. First, the system interprets user
intent and maps it to the workspace state, including available files, tools, permissions, and context.
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Second, it retrieves or activates relevant skills that provide procedural guidance for the task family.
Third, it executes actions inside the workspace, producing observable state changes such as edited
files, command outputs, browser states, or generated artifacts. Finally, it verifies whether the final
state satisfies the task objective, using tests, file diffs, logs, state inspection, or human confirmation
when necessary. The key point is that the unit of intelligence is no longer a single response but the
combined trajectory of skill selection, workspace operation, verification, and recovery.
This case study clarifies why delivery-grade agents require governance at the same level as capability.
Because OpenClaw-style systems can operate over local files, external services, credentials, and third-
party skills, their reliability depends on permission boundaries, provenance tracking, sandboxing,
audit logs, and rollback mechanisms [65, 66, 800]. The same architecture that enables task closure
also amplifies the consequences of wrong actions. Therefore, OpenClaw should be seen not only as an
example of more capable tool use but as a broader shift toward managed work execution: persistent
environments and reusable skills must be paired with verification and runtime control.

� Key Difference: Skills as Operational Memory
• Prompts specify immediate intent, but they rarely become reusable assets that can be tested,
versioned, governed, and applied across repeated task families.

• Skills package procedures, scripts, checks, and safety constraints so that workspace-based
agents can convert reusable know-how into accountable digital work.

Limitations of the Workspace + Skill paradigm. Although Workspace + Skill is a useful lens for
understanding next-generation agentic systems, it should not be interpreted as a complete solution
to reliable autonomy. The paradigm improves continuity and reuse, but it also introduces new failure
modes at the level of skills, workspaces, and their interaction. A balanced view is therefore necessary:
persistent environments and reusable procedures can raise the ceiling of agentic work, but they also
increase the need for lifecycle management, security review, and operational discipline [861, 862].
Skill brittleness and environmental drift. In practice, skills are often written for particular tools,
file layouts, APIs, software versions, permission settings, and organizational conventions. When
any of these conditions change, a previously useful reusable skill may silently become invalid. For
example, a browser workflow can break after a UI redesign, a command-line skill can fail after a
minor dependency update, and an API-oriented skill can produce incorrect downstream actions
after a schema change. This makes skill maintenance an ongoing requirement rather than a simple
one-time authoring problem. Robust skill systems therefore typically need versioning, dependency
declarations, compatibility checks, regression tests, and deprecation mechanisms [789, 863, 864].
Skill overfitting and negative transfer. Reusable procedures can also become too specialized. A skill
that encodes a highly specific workflow may perform well in the environment where it was created
but mislead the autonomous agent in a slightly different target workspace. This creates a form of
procedural overfitting: the system mechanically follows a familiar recipe even when the current task
requires adaptation. Negative transfer is especially risky when skill retrieval is entirely automatic,
because the agent may load an irrelevant or partially relevant skill and anchor subsequent planning
on inappropriate assumptions [865, 866]. Future systems must therefore evaluate not only whether
a skill succeeds on its original task family, but also when it should not be invoked.
Workspace contamination and state inconsistency. Persistent digital workspaces preserve useful
context, but they also preserve stale files, failed intermediate artifacts, obsolete logs, corrupted caches,
and misleading partial outputs. Unlike a simple stateless prompt, a workspace can accumulate noise

34



From Chatbot to Digital Colleague

across time. If the autonomous agent cannot distinguish authoritative artifacts from accidental
leftovers, persistence may reduce rather than improve reliability. This problem becomes harder in
collaborative or multi-agent settings, where several agents may modify shared files, update memory,
or operate on overlapping resources. Workspace hygiene, state summarization, provenance labeling,
snapshotting, and rollback are therefore central to making persistence trustworthy [862, 867].
Security and supply-chain risk. Skills can contain natural-language instructions, executable scripts,
dependencies, credentials, assumptions, and tool permissions. They present a supply-chain attack
surface. A malicious or poorly reviewed skill may exfiltrate data, request excessive authority, modify
files unexpectedly, or steer the model toward unsafe tool use. Similarly, a compromised workspace can
poison the agent through files, web pages, tool outputs, or memory entries. Therefore, skill registries
and workspace agents require provenance tracking, permission manifests, sandboxed execution, user
confirmation for high-risk actions, and continuous audit trails [65, 66, 796, 868, 869, 870].
Governance overhead and evaluation cost. Finally, the practical benefits of Workspace + Skill come
with substantial engineering overhead. Reliable deployment requires not only stronger language
models, but also controlled environments, reproducible state snapshots, verifier scripts, permission
policies, logging infrastructure, skill tests, and failure recovery procedures. Evaluation also becomes
more expensive because success must be judged over trajectories and final workspace states rather
than single responses [867, 871]. Thus, the paradigm shifts the primary bottleneck from prompt
design to system operations. The most successful future systems will likely be those that make this
operational layer scalable: skills must be easy to test and share, workspaces must be easy to safely
reset and audit, and task closure must be verifiable without excessive manual human intervention.

� Limitation: Reuse Requires Governance
• Workspace + Skill improves task continuity and procedural reuse, but it also introduces
brittleness, stale state, negative transfer, and supply-chain risks.

• Reliable deployment therefore requires skill lifecycle management, workspace hygiene,
permission control, sandboxing, rollback, and trajectory-level evaluation.

5 Part IV: Data & Evaluation — Paradigm Shifts Behind the Scenes
From static labels to verifiable trajectories and task closure

Data and evaluation serve as the dual pillars of AI development, fundamentally shaping both what a
generation of models can learn during training and how the scientific community defines benchmarks
for progress. As large language models transition from conversational chatbots to advanced reasoning
systems, autonomous agents, and persistent, OpenClaw-style workstation platforms, both the required
training signals and the corresponding evaluationmethodologies must undergo a substantial paradigm
shift to support these complex architectures. While static text corpora and traditional answer-level
benchmarks remain effective for measuring linguistic fluency, they are inherently inadequate for
assessing dynamic systems that must reason over long execution traces, dynamically orchestrate tool
calls, interact with and modify environments, and consistently produce verifiable final states [872,
873, 874, 875, 876]. Consequently, this section examines the underlying infrastructure required to
support this evolutionary shift: data curation must transition from flat instruction-response pairs to
complex state-action-observation trajectories, while evaluation must move beyond simple semantic
similarity to prioritize end-to-end task closure, system reliability, and overall operational safety under
diverse real-world conditions [877, 878, 879, 880, 881, 882].

35



From Chatbot to Digital Colleague

From static answers To step-by-step reasoning To full interaction trajectories Richer signals. Batter alignment. Stronger LLMs.

Figure 9. Data paradigm shift: training and evaluation data evolve from static prompt–response pairs to
reasoning traces and state–action–observation trajectories. The figure shows why agentic and OpenClaw-style
systems require tool outputs, UI states, workspace changes, and final-state evidence rather than only labels.

5.1 Data Paradigm Shift: From “Knowledge Corpus” to “Action Trajectory”
From prompt–response pairs to state–action–observation traces

As shown in Figure 9, LLM evolution is not only about architectures or inference-time reasoning.
It is also about what counts as training data and evidence that a model works. Across the chatbot,
Thinking LLM, and Agent/OpenClaw stages, the data paradigm moves from knowledge corpora to
instruction pairs, then to reasoning-process data, and finally to action trajectories. In the chatbot
era, training and evaluation revolved around static text: one user input and one model answer. The
answer is judged for correctness, fluency, helpfulness, or preference. Thinking LLMs moved part of the
supervision into the reasoning trace itself. Agent and OpenClaw-style systems go further by placing
the model inside a workspace with tools, files, browsers, terminals, permissions, and persistent state.
In that setting, the data are no longer just prompts and answers. They are state–action–observation
traces with tool outputs, UI states, environment feedback, and final-state evidence. The evaluation
target is no longer a single response, but whether the system can finish a task end to end, reliably,
efficiently, and safely in practice [883, 884, 885, 886, 887]. Table 6 summarizes how the core data
unit, supervision signal, resources, and evaluation focus change across these stages.

5.1.1 Chatbot Era: Human-Annotated Dialogue Data (SFT)

In the chatbot and early instruction-tuning stage, the core data were still static language data. Pre-
training compressed information from web pages, books, encyclopedias, code, and other text sources
into model parameters. Alignment then turned this base model into a dialogue system through
human-annotated input-output pairs: a user instruction or context on one side, and a preferred
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Table 6. Summary of the data paradigm shift from static knowledge corpora to verifiable action trajectories.

Stage Core Data Unit Training / Supervision Signal Representative Resources Evaluation Focus

Chatbot Static corpora and
instruction–response
pairs

Human demonstrations, prefer-
ence comparisons, safety labels,
and dialogue corrections

InstructGPT/RLHF [205],
FLAN/T0 [374, 888], Self-
Instruct and open SFT
data [889, 890, 891]

Answer correctness, fluency,
helpfulness, preference align-
ment, and instruction follow-
ing on mostly static inputs

Thinking LLM Era Reasoning-process traces
and intermediate solution
paths

Chain-of-thought rationales, self-
generated reasoning, step-wise
verification, process rewards, and
preference optimization

CoT / zero-shot CoT [15, 31],
Self-Consistency and
ToT [412, 421], PRM800K
and Math-Shepherd [34, 892],
DeepSeek-R1 [16]

Reliability of the reasoning
path, verifiable math/code per-
formance, step-level correct-
ness, and robustness beyond
final-answer accuracy

Agent Era State–action–observation
trajectories with tool feed-
back

Tool-call traces, API arguments,
execution results, environment
feedback, and multi-step recov-
ery signals

Toolformer [17], API-Bank
/ Gorilla / ToolBench [18,
730, 893], WebArena and OS-
World [49, 50]

Task success in interactive en-
vironments, correct tool se-
lection, argument generation,
state tracking, and feedback-
driven continuation

OpenClaw /
Workspace Era

Workspace-level trajecto-
ries plus reusable skills and
final-state evidence

File, shell, browser, UI, per-
mission, snapshot, skill-package,
and safety-policy traces with exe-
cutable verification

SWE-bench [58], Tool-
Sandbox [894], Claws-
Bench [895], ATBench-Claw
and ClawSafety [896, 897]

End-to-end task closure, state
verifiability, reproducibility, ef-
ficiency, rollback behavior, and
trajectory-level safety

assistant response on the other. These data required large amounts of human labor, including demon-
strations, preference comparisons, safety labels, and instruction-following corrections. InstructGPT
established the now-standard pipeline of supervised fine-tuning, reward modeling, and RLHF [205].
Its training mixture made the shift explicit: demonstrations support SFT, comparison data train a
reward model, and PPO uses that reward model to optimize the policy rather than merely imitate an
answer [205, 499, 898, 899, 900, 901, 902, 903, 904, 905, 906].
Instruction-tuning data then diversified along several routes. The FLAN and T0/P3 lines converted
existing NLP tasks into natural-language instructions and showed that broad multi-task prompted
training improves zero-shot generalization [374, 888, 907]. Super-NaturalInstructions expanded
this idea to more than 1,600 task definitions, making the task description a reusable supervision
object [908]. Self-Instruct, Alpaca, Dolly, Vicuna, OpenAssistant, UltraChat, and LIMA explored
another axis: self-generated instructions, low-cost open reproduction, open human instruction data,
ShareGPT-style dialogue distillation, crowdsourced dialogue trees, synthetic conversations, and small
curated SFT data [245, 254, 889, 890, 891, 909, 910]. WizardLM and Orca further moved SFT data
from simple answer imitation toward complex instruction evolution and teacher explanation traces
[172, 180]. At the same time, preference and feedback datasets became central: summarization
feedback, WebGPT, Anthropic HH-RLHF, OpenAssistant rankings, Stanford Human Preferences,
UltraFeedback, and related open resources framed alignment data as comparisons, critiques, and
fine-grained judgments rather than only gold responses [381, 891, 911, 912, 913, 914, 915, 916,
917, 918, 919, 920, 921, 922, 923, 924, 925, 926, 927, 928].
These benchmarks were mostly static as well. Earlier NLP metrics such as BLEU and ROUGE measured
text overlap or summary similarity for machine translation, summarization, and generation tasks
[929, 930]. As a historical reference point, evaluation began with surface similarity and moved
toward task completion. In the LLM era, MMLU measured broad knowledge and generalization with
multi-subject multiple-choice questions [931]. GSM8K and MATH evaluated final-answer correctness
in mathematical reasoning [402, 414]. BIG-Bench and HELM gave broader views of model behavior
across many task types [932, 933]. As MMLU became saturated, MMLU-Pro added harder reasoning
questions and more answer choices [934], while MMMU extended static evaluation to college-level
multimodal understanding and reasoning across disciplines [935, 936, 937, 938, 939, 940, 941].
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At the same time, empirical evaluation started to ask more than “is the answer correct?” IFEval tests
whether a given model follows explicit, verifiable constraints such as specific format, length, and
keyword requirements [942]. SimpleQA focuses on factuality in short-form question answering tasks
[943]. MT-Bench and Chatbot Arena use LLM-as-a-judge frameworks and human preferences to
evaluate subjective open-ended dialogue quality [944, 945, 946, 947, 948, 949].
The data paradigm in the early SFT stage can therefore be summarized as knowledge corpora plus
instruction-answer pairs. The corresponding evaluation paradigm was accuracy, preference, and
instruction following on static inputs. This was enough to test whether a model could speak fluently,
recall factual knowledge, and answer as requested. It was not enough to test whether it could keep
working in a real production environment until the full job was done [950, 951, 952, 953, 954].

5.1.2 Thinking LLM Era: Chain-of-Thought and Process Reward Data (CoT / PRM)

The main change in Thinking LLMs is that training data no longer contain only a question and a final
answer. They can also contain Chain-of-Thought traces, intermediate reasoning steps, revision traces,
and verification signals. The long-CoT survey by Chen et al. frames this stage as a shift from answer-
oriented reasoning to deep reasoning, reflection, and exploration over longer internal trajectories
[453]. In data terms, the supervision object becomes a reasoning path: decompositions, calculations,
hypotheses, checks, backtracks, and sometimes tool calls. Some traces are human-written; others are
model-generated and then filtered, revised, distilled, or rewarded after generation. Few-shot CoT
and zero-shot CoT first showed that asking models to write intermediate steps can unlock reasoning
without changing model weights [15, 31]. Self-consistency then turned one prompt into multiple
sampled paths and selected the answer supported by the most consistent ones, making sampling and
aggregation part of the data pipeline [421]. Tree-of-Thoughts generalized this idea from a single
chain to branching intermediate states, linking reasoning data with planning-style exploration [412].
STaR and Quiet-STaR pushed the same idea into self-training: models generate rationales, keep or
improve those leading to correct answers, and learn internal reasoning before speaking [955, 956].
Self-Refine and Reflexion added feedback, reflection, and revision to the loop, showing that models
can record failure information and use it in later attempts [32, 33, 957, 958, 959, 960, 961].
A second data route is domain-specific reasoning distillation, especially for mathematics and code.
Instead of treating reasoning traces as generic explanations, these datasets synthesize or collect
checkable problem–solution trajectories. MetaMath bootstraps new mathematical questions through
question rewriting and answer-conditioned augmentation; WizardMath combines evolved mathemat-
ical instructions with reinforced fine-tuning; MAmmoTH mixes natural-language and program-of-
thought rationales for math-generalist models; and ToRA integrates natural-language reasoning with
executable tool use for mathematical problem solving [189, 962, 963, 964]. These works show why
long-CoT data differ from ordinary SFT data: the target is not merely a helpful response, but a reusable
search-and-verification trace for difficult mathematical or coding tasks [965, 966, 967, 968, 969].
Process supervision is one of the most important data changes in this stage. A traditional outcome
reward model (ORM) typically scores the whole solution by final answer or output quality. That
makes it hard to distinguish a mostly correct solution with a minor final arithmetic slip from a flawed
reasoning chain that lands on the right answer. A process reward model (PRM) shifts supervision
down to each individual reasoning step. It can judge whether a step is valid, whether it introduces
an error, and whether it is worth continuing. Earlier verifier work ranked candidate math solutions,
while process- and outcome-based feedback made the contrast between final-answer rewards and
step-wise supervision explicit [414, 970]. PRM800K annotated step-level correctness in mathematical
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reasoning and showed that process supervision can outperform final-answer supervision [34]. Math-
Shepherd reduced human annotation dependence through automatically constructed step-level
supervision [892]. Preference optimization also changed the role of data. PPO-based RLHF optimizes
against a learned reward model, while DPO turns pairwise preference data directly into a policy
objective without a separate reward model [382, 499]. For reasoning models, useful feedback is
often a verifiable signal: a correct answer, a valid proof step, or generated code that passes tests.
DeepSeekMath introduced GRPO, which estimates advantages from groups of sampled answers
and removes the separate PPO critic, making large-scale RL on mathematical reasoning data more
efficient [35]. DeepSeek-R1 further showed that RL on verifiable reasoning tasks can elicit long-chain
reasoning, self-verification, and backtracking [16]. The data start to record how the model searches,
fails, checks, and recovers, and the training signal moves from answer imitation to reward-guided
exploration over reasoning traces [971, 972, 973, 974, 975, 976, 977, 978, 979, 980, 981].
The evaluation stack changed with it. GSM8K and MATH remained useful [402, 414], but they
were no longer enough to separate stronger reasoning models. GPQA uses graduate-level science
questions to test difficult knowledge-intensive reasoning [982]. AIME became a common measure
for mathematical contest reasoning. Code-generation benchmarks add another axis: they typically
report code-pass rate, often as Pass@1, to measure whether the first generated solution passes the
hidden or public tests. LiveCodeBench uses time splits and real programming problems to reduce
contamination [983]. FrontierMath and Humanity’s Last Exam target harder expert-level questions
across a wider range of subjects [984, 985]. LiveBench and ARC-AGI-2 reflect two further pressures:
benchmarks need to keep changing to limit contamination, and they need to test abstraction and out-
of-distribution reasoning rather than memorized patterns [986, 987]. ProcessBench and PRMBench
move evaluation inside the reasoning trace by testing whether models can identify faulty steps and
whether process reward models are reliable [988, 989]. The object being evaluated is no longer just
answer correctness. It is the reliability of the full reasoning path.

5.1.3 Agent & OpenClaw Era: State–Action–Observation Trajectories

Agent data move beyond reasoning traces into interactive environment logs. A tool-augmented task
can usually be written as a sequence of states, actions, and observations: the model reads the current
task and environment state, chooses a tool or UI action, receives a result, and plans the next move.
These trajectories may include tool-call traces, multimodal UI-action traces, screenshots, DOM states,
terminal output, file changes, error messages, and explicit feedback signals. Toolformer was an early
attempt to let models learn API calls through self-supervision [17]. API-Bank, Gorilla/APIBench,
ToolAlpaca, and ToolBench/ToolLLM then built data for tool selection, argument filling, multi-API
composition, and tool-use trajectories [18, 730, 893, 990, 991]. The central question is no longer
“what answer should the model write?” It becomes “which action should be taken in this state, and
how should the model use the feedback to continue toward completion?”
In OpenClaw-style workspace intelligence, the execution trace becomes richer again. It is not only
an API name, a JSON argument object, and a return value. It can include terminal errors, file-system
snapshots, browser DOM changes, UI screenshots, background processes, strict permission boundaries,
and task history. WebArena models interactive web pages through screenshots, HTML DOM, and
accessibility trees [50]. OSWorld places agents inside a real operating system and covers various
desktop applications, web applications, file I/O, and cross-application workflows [49]. ClawsBench
uses high-fidelity simulated services such as Gmail, Slack, Calendar, Docs, and Drive, with state
management and deterministic snapshot/restore for reproducible evaluation [895].
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A second change is that reusable skill assets become part of the data. These may come from human
experts or strong agents working inside a specific workspace: operation recordings, command se-
quences, checklists, recovery procedures, and written experience. Voyager stores and reuses complex
behavior through a retrievable executable skill library [51]. Agent S reuses external knowledge
and internal experience through experience-augmented hierarchical planning [992]. ClawsBench
explicitly treats domain skills as an independent variable in agent scaffolding [895]. Put differently,
OpenClaw data are not just about which tool was called. They also describe the worksite, the
constraints, and the learned procedure used to finish the task. This is why Skill plus Workspace is a
real transition: the upper bound of the system depends on the model, the environment structure, the
accumulated skills, and the reuse of task experience.
Skill data should not be treated as one-off prompts. The OpenClaw skill format describes a skill as a
structured directory asset containing SKILL.md, metadata, version information, runtime require-
ments, and dependencies. A modular skill that can be evaluated properly should specify its version,
dependencies, trigger conditions, preconditions, postconditions, failure cases, rollback behavior, and
safety permissions. Evaluating a skill is not only checking whether it succeeds once in isolation. It
also means checking whether it remains stable when software versions, APIs, permissions, and inputs
change. ClawKeeper brings skills, plugins, and watchers into the safety layer, which shows that the
skill lifecycle is now part of OpenClaw system reliability [993].
Agent evaluation also moved from static questions to dynamic environments, but not along a single
path. Several benchmark families converged. The first is tool use: API-Bank, Gorilla/APIBench,
ToolBench, and ToolSandbox test tool selection, argument generation, stateful tool calls, and multi-
turn feedback [18, 730, 893, 894]. The second is web agents: WebShop, Mind2Web, WebArena,
BrowseComp, and ClawBench move from simulated shopping and offline traces toward sandboxed
sites, long browsing tasks, cross-page information gathering, and production-site interaction [50,
994, 995, 996, 997]. The third is computer-use and workflow agents: SWE-bench uses real GitHub
issues, code patches, and tests to verify software-engineering tasks [58]; OSWorld verifies desktop
tasks through configured initial states and execution-based scripts [49]; Terminal-Bench, WorkArena,
and τ-bench cover CLI work, enterprise software, and multi-turn user-tool interaction [48, 790, 998].
A fourth direction is OpenClaw-oriented vertical-domain sandboxes, where the benchmark fixes a
realistic workspace for software engineering, office productivity, data analysis, scientific discovery,
humanities research, or enterprise operations, then measures whether the agent can close the task
under domain tools, data, and safety constraints. This matters because expert benchmarks already
judge frontier models across scientific and broad disciplinary knowledge, not only coding or office
work: GPQA targets graduate-level science, MMMU covers college-level multimodal disciplinary
reasoning, and Humanity’s Last Exam spans a wide expert range [935, 982, 985]. OpenClaw is not
an isolated benchmark that appeared out of nowhere. It is where these lines meet at workspace-level
intelligence, with the model, tools, skills, state, permissions, and safety policies all becoming part of
the evaluation object [999, 1000, 1001, 1002, 1003, 1004].
Moving beyond single tool calls, OpenClaw concretizes this shift by asking how a model understands
files, web pages, terminals, permissions, task history, and skill packages in constrained workspaces,
and whether it can execute real workflows. ClawsBench evaluates task success and unsafe-action rates
in simulated productivity services such as Gmail, Slack, and Drive, analyzing how domain skills and
meta prompts affect OpenClaw agents [895]. ATBench-Claw extends evaluation to trajectory-level
safety diagnosis across tools, skills, sessions, and external action chains [896]. ClawSafety, OpenClaw
safety evaluation, and ClawKeeper point to the same issue: once an agent has file, shell, network,
and third-party skill permissions, the risk exceeds wrong answers, including credential leakage,
unauthorized action, malicious execution, or system-level damage [796, 897, 993].
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Therefore, Agent/OpenClaw benchmarks need several concrete properties: reproducible initial states,
executable tools or workspaces, full trajectory logs, final-state verification, cost and efficiency records,
and safety checks. The core metrics also have to move beyond single-question accuracy or pass@1:

• Task success rate: whether the system moves the task from its initial state to a verifiable
final deliverable, rather than only producing a plan or explanation. WebArena, OSWorld, and
ClawsBench all use end-to-end task success to evaluate real interaction tasks [49, 50, 895].

• State verifiability: whether completion can be checked through external evidence such as
tests, database diffs, file diffs, UI state, email state, calendar state, or document state, instead
of relying on the model’s own claim. SWE-bench requires code changes to pass tests before
an issue is counted as solved [58]. OSWorld includes initial-state configuration and custom
execution-based evaluation scripts for each task [49].

• Execution reliability: whether the system can diagnose errors, recover, and stay consistent
when APIs fail, pages change, networks lag, or files are modified. Voyager and Agent S both
show that environment feedback, execution errors, and experience retrieval matter for reliability
in long-horizon tasks [51, 992].

• Efficiency: the number of steps, tool calls, tokens, wall-clock time, and human interventions
needed to finish the task. τ-bench, ToolSandbox, and ClawsBench include interaction rounds,
tool calls, cost, or safety-success trade-offs in their analysis, rather than reporting only final
success [894, 895, 998].

• Reproducibility: whether the environment supports fixed initial states, snapshot/restore,
trajectory logs, replay, and final-state diffs. Without these controls, comparisons between
agents are unreliable. ClawsBench was built partly to avoid irreversible actions on live services,
using high-fidelity mock services with full state management and deterministic snapshot [895].

• Trajectory-level safety: whether unsafe behavior appears anywhere in the action chain, includ-
ing unauthorized access, credential exposure, malicious skill execution, skipped confirmation,
mistaken authorization, and irreversible damage. ATBench-Claw evaluates and diagnoses
trajectory-level safety for OpenClaw tools, skills, sessions, and external action chains [896].
ClawSafety also argues that local high-privilege personal agents face prompt injection, malicious
skills, email attacks, web content attacks, and other multi-channel threats, so safety evaluation
must cover the model, the agent framework, and the execution stack [897].

The question that matters is no longer whether the model can produce a plausible answer. It is
whether the system can take a task in a realistic or high-fidelity workspace and drive it to completion.
Older benchmarks look like static snapshots: one question, one answer, one score. OpenClaw
evaluation is closer to a recorded work session. The model has to perceive, decide, act, check, and
repair while the environment changes around it. The low success rates reported by WebArena and
OSWorld already show that real web and desktop environments are much harder than static question
answering [49, 50]. ClawsBench adds another practical concern: evaluating productivity agents on
live services can create irreversible side effects, so high-fidelity simulated services, state snapshots,
and safety-critical scenarios are needed [895]. Running one such evaluation can take tens of minutes
in a sandbox, consume many tokens, and produce a long execution trace. That cost is not an accident
of implementation. It is evidence that the evaluation object has fundamentally changed.
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Challenges

Data Scarcity, Expert Annotation, and Temporal Decay. This shift creates a harder data problem, as
high-quality action trajectories cannot be passively scraped from the web. They are scarce because they
require a real task, a realistic workspace, correct actions, and a verifiable final state. Benchmarks such
as WebArena, OSWorld, and ClawsBench make this cost visible by requiring executable environments,
configured initial states, and final-state checks rather than static labels [49, 50, 895]. Annotation
is exceptionally expensive: experts must demonstrate workflows, label intermediate failures, check
dynamic tool outputs, and verify the final workspace state. This overhead is compounded in scientific
discovery and humanities research, where expert judgment is scarce, evidence may be incomplete or
interpretive, and success is often not reducible to a unit test, UI diff, or single ground-truth answer;
GPQA, MMMU, and Humanity’s Last Exam show this pressure even before tasks become interactive
[935, 982, 985]. Furthermore, these trajectories age rapidly. UI layouts change, APIs return different
errors, websites add controls, and enterprise tools revise permissions; a valid trajectory may drift
out of date within months, making dynamic web and desktop benchmarks hard to reproduce and
compare, demanding continuous maintenance [49, 50, 995].
Simulation Bottlenecks, Stateful Environments, and Generation Security. Simulators help
mitigate these data collection challenges, but environmental realism becomes its own bottleneck. If a
sandbox is too simple, agents learn brittle shortcuts; if too close to a live service, evaluation becomes
costly, risky, and hard to reset, forcing a difficult trade-off between fidelity and safety. ToolSandbox
and ClawsBench use controlled stateful environments and snapshot/restore mechanisms, but also
show the infrastructure credible agent evaluation requires [894, 895]. Finally, scalable trajectory
generation remains unresolved. Self-play, synthetic tasks, and agent demonstrations can increase
data volume, but without strong state verification and safety filters, they risk amplifying incorrect
habits, unsafe tool use, and spurious completion. Consequently, managing these risks is paramount;
trajectory-level safety work on OpenClaw-style agents treats these action-chain failures as first-class
evaluation targets to prevent out-of-distribution execution [896, 897, 993, 1005, 1006, 1007].

� Challenge: From Static Labels to Verifiable Trajectories
• For model training, agent and OpenClaw data must capture complete state–action–
observation trajectories, including tool outputs, workspace changes, intermediate failures,
and final-state evidence rather than relying solely on prompt–response pairs.

• Comprehensive evaluation therefore shifts from answer-level accuracy to task closure,
reproducibility, efficiency, and trajectory-level safety, which makes the deployment of
realistic sandboxes and scalable verification infrastructure increasingly essential.

5.2 Evaluation Paradigm Shift: From Output Scoring to Task-State Verification
From “Final-Answer Accuracy” to “Process Judgment” and “Task Closure”

As shown in Figure 10, evaluation evolves with the object being evaluated through three stages.
First, static-input tasks are scored by final-output correctness metrics such as accuracy [1008, 1009,
1010, 1011, 1012]. Second, long reasoning traces are inspected by LLM-as-a-judge and process-level
verifiers for coherence, faithfulness, and correctness [64, 1013, 1014, 1015]. Third, agentic systems
are judged by task closure: whether tool use and environment changes leave the workspace in a
state that satisfies the user’s intent. Table 7 summarizes this shift from final-answer evaluation to
process judgment and workspace-level task-state verification [63, 1016, 1017, 1018, 1019].
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Figure 10. Evaluation paradigm shift: evaluation moves from final-answer correctness to process judgment
and task closure. The figure summarizes how next-generation systems must be assessed by reasoning validity,
environment state changes, reliability, efficiency, reproducibility, and safety.

Table 7. Summary of the evaluation paradigm shift from final-answer scoring to process judgment
and workspace-level task closure.
Stage Evaluation Object Core Metrics Representative Bench-

marks
Main Limitation

Final-
Output
Evaluation

Static answers, labels,
generated text, or exe-
cutable final outputs

Accuracy, exact match,
BLEU/ROUGE, preference
win rate, and Pass@1

MMLU, GSM8K / MATH,
GPQA / FrontierMath,
BIG-Bench / HELM

Scores the endpoint but can-
not reveal whether the model
used a valid reasoning path or
merely reached the right an-
swer accidentally

Process-
Level
Evaluation

Reasoning traces, inter-
mediate steps, critiques,
and verification paths

Step correctness, judge pref-
erence, process-reward qual-
ity, consistency, and contam-
ination resistance

Hard2Verify /
DeltaBench, Process-
Bench / PRMBench

Improves trace inspection but
may rely on judge models, in-
complete process labels, or rea-
soning that is not grounded in
external state

Task-
Closure
Evaluation

Interactive trajectories
and final workspace
states after tool, web,
file, or UI operations

Task success rate, final-
state verification, tool-call
efficiency, reliability, repro-
ducibility, and trajectory-
level safety

SWE-bench, WebArena,
OSWorld, ToolSandbox /
τ-bench

Requires executable environ-
ments, reproducible initial
states, trajectory logs, replay
mechanisms, and costly final-
state checks

Workspace
OpenClaw
Evaluation

Persistent workspaces
with skills, permissions,
snapshots, external
services, and auditable
action chains

Closure rate, unsafe-action
rate, rollback behavior, skill
stability, state diffs, au-
ditability, and governance
compliance

Claw-Eval, ClawBench,
ClawsBench, ATBench-
Claw, ClawSafety

Makes evaluation realistic but
increases infrastructure cost,
safety risk, simulator-design
burden, and cross-run compa-
rability challenges
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5.2.1 Stage I: Final-Output Accuracy and Answer Correctness

The first evaluation stage treats the model primarily as a generator of final answers. The central
object is a single output: whether it matches a reference answer, satisfies a label, or is preferred as a
response. For classification, multiple-choice QA, and short-answer reasoning tasks, simple metrics
such as accuracy directly measure final-answer correctness. MMLU evaluates multi-subject knowledge
through multiple-choice accuracy, while GSM8K and MATH evaluate mathematical reasoning by final-
answer correctness [402, 414, 931]. Earlier generation metrics such as BLEU and ROUGE compare
final text with references through n-gram overlap or summary similarity [929, 930]. BIG-Bench
and HELM broaden this paradigm across tasks and dimensions, but the evaluation unit remains the
produced answer [932, 933, 1020, 1021, 1022, 1023, 1024].
This initial stage is effective when the task has a clear label, executable answer, or reference output.
It is also relatively easy to scale because outputs can be scored automatically. However, final-output
accuracy has an important methodological limitation: it does not explain how the answer was
obtained. A model may produce the correct answer for the wrong reason, or produce a wrong
answer after an almost correct chain of reasoning. Therefore, as LLMs begin to solve harder problems
through long reasoning traces, evaluation must move beyond Acc-style final-result scoring and ask
whether the reasoning process itself is valid and reliable [1025, 1026, 1027, 1028, 1029]. Table 8
lists representative models and methods under this traditional final-output evaluation setting.

Table 8. Representative models and methods for Stage I final-output evaluation. Scores are reported under the
original benchmark metrics; unavailable base models or unreported scores are denoted by “-”. Rows sharing
FastMCTS or CodeI/O citation numbers are variants or baselines reported in the same source paper.

Model Base Model MMLU MMLU-Pro GSM8K MATH MATH-500 HumanEval

GPT-5.4 [577] - 94.0 87.0 98.1 90.2 - 94.1
Claude Opus 4.6 [575] - 92.1 82.5 97.8 91.5 - 92.4
Gemini 3.1 Pro [572] - 92.6 91.2 94.2 85.3 - 87.6
DeepSeek-V4-Pro-Base [1030] - 90.1 73.5 92.6 64.5 - 76.8
Qwen3.7 Max [1031] - - 89.6 - 94.6 - 92.4
GLM-5.1 [587] - 89.0 86.0 95.3 83.4 - 88.6
SAGE-32B (Think) [1032] Qwen2.5-32B [357] 90.2 79.3 96.7 - 91.8 -
Warmup K&K [1033] Qwen2.5-14B [357] - 62.7 - - 77.4 -
AceMath-72B-Instruct [1034] Qwen2.5-Math-72B-Instruct [1035] - - 96.4 86.1 - -
PromptCoT-DS-7B [1036] DeepSeek-R1-Distill-Qwen-7B [468] - - 92.6 - 93.0 -
Nemotron-CrossThink-32B [1037] Qwen2.5-32B [357] 83.6 69.4 - - 84.0 -
Introspective X Training [1038] - 50.9 27.9 59.5 46.5 - 54.9
CoT2-Meta [1039] Claude Sonnet 4.5 [540] - 88.4 98.6 92.8 - 72.8
Guideline Forest [1040] GPT-4o-mini [333] - - 93.5 - 69.2 95.4
STOP-ECN [1041] DeepSeek-R1-Distill-Qwen-7B [468] - - 91.1 - 86.8 -
FastMCTS+Branch-DPO [1042] FastMCTS-7B - - 89.9 75.4 - -
FastMCTS [1042] Qwen2.5-7B [357] - - 88.9 74.0 - -
Rejection Sampling [1042] Qwen2.5-7B [357] - - 87.1 70.0 - -
SBS [512] DeepSeek-Math-7B-Base [35] - - 84.1 66.3 - -
MCTS [512] DeepSeek-Math-7B-Base [35] - - 83.2 64.0 - -
DeepSeekMath-7B-RL [35] DeepSeekMath-7B [35] - - 88.2 51.7 - -
SimPO [1043] Qwen2.5-Math-7B-Instruct [1035] - - 88.8 40.0 56.6 -
Self-Explore [979] DeepSeek-Math-7B-Base [35] - - 78.6 37.7 - -
DeepSeek-Coder-V2-Instruct [322] - - - 94.9 75.7 - 90.2
OMI2 (Full) [1044] Qwen2.5-Coder-7B [370] - - 88.5 73.2 - -
CODEI/O [1044] Qwen2.5-Coder-7B [370] - - 86.4 71.9 - -
PyEdu [1044] Qwen2.5-Coder-7B [370] - - 85.8 71.4 - -
MathCoder-CL [1045] Code-Llama-7B [187] - - 67.8 30.2 - -
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Table 9. Representative models and methods for Stage II process-level reasoning evaluation. Scores are
reported in the original benchmark metrics; unavailable base models or unreported scores are denoted by “-”.

Model / Method Base Model Hard2Verify DeltaBench ProcessBench PRMBench

Step A Step F1 Resp. A Resp. F1 ErrID A ErrID F1 Avg. HM Corr. Err. GSM8K MATH Olympiad Omni Overall Simp. Sound. Sens.

GPT-5 [532] - 86.5 85.8 89.7 89.5 70.6 69.7 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Gemini 2.5 Pro [563] - 83.4 83.1 85.7 85.5 52.5 52.5 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Claude Sonnet 4 [519] - 70.6 60.4 78.2 73.4 53.5 39.3 - - - - - - - - - - - -
DeepSeek-R1 [16] - 68.9 62.3 74.0 72.8 54.2 45.4 - - - - - - - - 67.8 62.9 71.4 77.1
Qwen3-235B-A22B [528] - 72.5 64.0 79.4 77.9 60.9 50.8 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Qwen3-Next-80B-A3B [355] - 67.9 54.7 75.1 68.3 58.3 43.0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
GPT-4o [1046] - - - - - - - 49.9 48.7 42.0 57.9 79.2 63.6 51.4 53.5 66.8 59.7 70.9 75.8
o1-mini [518] - - - - - - - - - - - 93.2 88.9 87.2 82.4 68.8 64.6 72.1 75.5
Gemini-2.0-thinking-exp-1219 [527] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 68.8 66.2 71.8 75.3
QwQ-32B-Preview [522] - - - - - - - - - - - 88.0 78.7 57.8 61.3 63.6 56.4 68.2 73.5
Llama-3.3-70B-Instruct [295] - 54.3 18.4 57.0 28.2 49.4 2.5 - - - - 82.9 59.4 46.7 43.0 - - - -
Qwen2.5-72B-Instruct [357] - 56.0 26.4 61.1 46.9 26.5 16.4 - - - - 76.2 61.8 54.6 52.2 - - - -
Qwen2.5-14B-Instruct [357] - 60.5 47.6 63.4 63.2 43.5 18.9 - - - - 69.3 53.3 45.0 41.3 - - - -
Qwen2.5-Math-72B-Instruct [1035] - - - - - - - - - - - 65.8 52.1 32.5 31.7 57.4 55.1 61.1 67.1

Qwen2.5-Math-PRM-72B [1047] Qwen2.5-Math-72B 55.8 35.5 66.8 64.9 41.8 37.3 - - - - 87.3 80.6 74.3 71.1 68.2 54.6 73.9 77.0
Qwen2.5-Math-PRM-7B [1047] Qwen2.5-Math-7B 57.6 42.4 63.1 57.6 35.0 32.5 - - - - 82.4 77.6 67.5 66.3 65.5 52.1 71.0 75.5
UniversalPRM-7B [1048] Qwen2.5-Math-7B-Instruct 64.2 60.3 54.7 41.5 26.1 26.0 - - - - 85.8 77.7 67.6 66.4 - - - -
ActPRM-X [1049] Qwen2.5-Math-PRM-7B - - - - - - - - - - 82.7 82.0 72.0 67.3 66.7 54.5 72.7 75.6
ActPRM [1049] Qwen2.5-Math-7B - - - - - - - - - - 81.6 79.8 71.4 67.0 65.5 53.6 71.3 75.2
RefCritic-R1-14B [1050] DeepSeek-R1-Distill-Qwen-14B - - - - - - - - - - 86.3 82.0 67.6 72.3 - - - -
RefCritic-Qwen-14B [1050] Qwen2.5-14B-Instruct - - - - - - - - - - 81.9 71.2 58.1 60.7 - - - -
FlexiVe (Think@64) [1051] DeepSeek-R1-Distill-Qwen-14B - - - - - - - - - - 88.1 90.1 86.7 80.4 - - - -
FlexiVe (Flex@128) [1051] DeepSeek-R1-Distill-Qwen-14B - - - - - - - - - - 83.0 85.0 80.0 75.2 - - - -
GenPRM-32B (Maj@8) [1052] Qwen2.5-32B - - - - - - - - - - 85.1 86.3 78.9 80.1 - - - -
GenPRM-7B (Maj@8) [1052] Qwen2.5-7B - - - - - - - - - - 81.0 85.7 78.4 76.8 - - - -
SPC (Round 2) [1053] Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct - - - - - - 60.5 59.5 68.2 52.8 - - - - - - - -
SPC (Round 1) [1053] Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct - - - - - - 58.8 57.3 68.4 49.3 - - - - - - - -
SPC (Round 0) [1053] Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct - - - - - - 54.9 53.5 45.9 64.0 - - - - - - - -
Qwen2.5-Math-7B-PRM800K [988] Qwen2.5-Math-7B - - - - - - 58.5 41.3 90.1 26.8 68.2 62.6 50.7 44.3 - - - -
Pure-PRM-7B [1054] Qwen2.5-Math-7B - - - - - - - - - - 69.0 66.5 48.4 45.9 65.3 52.2 70.2 75.8
Skywork-PRM-7B [1055] Qwen2.5-Math-7B 38.5 34.1 56.8 29.8 11.6 8.4 - - - - 70.8 53.6 22.9 21.0 65.1 59.6 68.5 73.3
Math-Shepherd-PRM-7B [892] Mistral-7B - - - - - - 53.3 14.3 7.7 98.8 47.9 29.5 24.8 23.8 47.0 47.1 45.7 60.7
RLHFlow-PRM-Mistral-8B [1056] Llama-3.1-8B - - - - - - - - - - 50.4 33.4 13.8 15.8 54.4 46.7 57.5 68.5
ReasonEval-34B [1057] CodeLlama-34B - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 60.5 51.5 63.0 73.1
ReasonFlux-PRM-7B [1058] DeepSeek-R1-Distill-Qwen-7B 53.1 22.4 55.9 53.8 42.5 28.7 - - - - - - - - - - - -
uPRM [1059] Qwen2.5-Math-7B - - - - - - - - - - 58.3 52.6 42.7 39.8 - - - -

Notes. Hard2Verify reports Balanced Accuracy (A) and Balanced F1 for Step-Level, Response-Level,
and ErrorID tasks. DeltaBench reports Average, harmonic mean (HM), correct-step recall, and
error-step recall; the listed DeltaBench scores follow the comparison protocol in Chen et al. [1053].
ProcessBench columns report F1 on GSM8K/MATH/OlympiadBench/OmniMATH. PRMBench reports
the overall PRMScore and category-average PRMScores for Simplicity, Soundness, and Sensitivity.
Scores are taken from the corresponding benchmark papers or official benchmark result tables, while
rows cite the model or method itself unless the method is a benchmark-trained baseline.

5.2.2 Stage II: LLM-as-Judge for Long-Chain Reasoning and Process Verification

The second stage emerges when the model’s output is no longer just an answer but a long reasoning
chain. For Thinking LLMs, the evaluation target expands from is the final answer correct?” tois the
reasoning trajectory correct, coherent, and verifiable?” Mathematical and scientific benchmarks such
as AIME, GPQA, FrontierMath, Humanity’s Last Exam, MMLU-Pro, and MMMU increase problem dif-
ficulty and make shallow answer matching less reliable [934, 935, 982, 984, 985]. Code benchmarks
provide process-sensitive verification: generated programs can be executed, and metrics such as
Pass@1 test whether the first solution passes unit tests [192, 983, 1060, 1061, 1062, 1063, 1064].
In this stage, LLM-as-a-judge becomes essential as intermediate chains lack simple reference labels.
Extending the pairwise preferences of MT-Bench and Chatbot Arena [944], judge models can inspect
reasoning traces for step-by-step logic, hidden assumptions, and final support. ProcessBench and
PRMBench make this process-level evaluation explicit by testing if models can identify incorrect in-
termediate steps [988, 989]. Meanwhile, LiveBench and ARC-AGI-2 emphasize dynamic, abstraction-
oriented evaluations to reduce contamination [986, 987]. Thus, evaluation shifts from scoring only
endpoints to judging the long-chain reasoning process itself [1065, 1066, 1067, 1068, 1069, 1070].
Table 9 summarizes these representative methods and scores.
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Table 10. Representative models and methods for Stage III task-closure evaluation. Scores are original task
success or pass rates; unavailable base models or unreported scores are denoted by “-”.

Model / Method Base Model SWE-V Terminal 2.0 OSWorld-V WebArena-V BrowseComp MCP-Atlas

GPT-5.4 xHigh [577] - - 75.1 75.0 67.3 82.7 67.2
Claude Opus 4.6 Max [575] - 80.8 65.4 - - 83.7 73.8
Gemini 3.1 Pro High [572] - 80.6 68.5 - - 85.9 69.2
DeepSeek-V4-Pro Max [1030] - 80.6 67.9 - - 83.4 73.6
Kimi-K2.6 Thinking [585] - 80.2 66.7 - - 83.2 66.6
GLM-5.1 Thinking [587] - - 63.5 - - 79.3 71.8
UI-TARS-2 [1071] UI-TARS-2 68.7 45.3* - - 29.6* -
OpenCUA-72B [1072] Qwen2.5-VL-72B - - 45.0 - - -
SWE-Exp [1073] Claude 4 Sonnet 73.0 - - - - -
Kimi-Dev [1074] Qwen2.5-72B-Base 60.4 - - - - -
SWE-Master-32B-RL [1075] Qwen2.5-Coder-32B 61.4 - - - - -
PDR+RTV [1076] Gemini 3.1 Pro [572] 76.6 64.8 - - - -
TACT-GATE [1077] Qwen3.5-27B 73.3 36.0 - - - -
IHR+NLAH [1078] GPT-5.4-mini 73.0 53.9 - - - -
Polar RL (Pi) [1079] Qwen3.5-4B 40.4 - - - - -
SA-SWE-32B [1080] Qwen3-32B [145] 39.4 16.3 - - 19.4 (+) -
CODESKILL [1081] Qwen3.5-35B-A3B 66.0 34.1 - - - -
CodeScout-14B [1082] Qwen3-Coder-30B-A3B 46.0 - - - - -
TACO [1083] MiniMax-M2.5 [576] - 44.2 - - - -
ComputerRL [1084] GLM-4.1V-9B-Thinking - - 48.0 - - -
UltraCUA-32B-RL [1085] UltraCUA-32B - - 43.7 - - -
OS-Symphony [1086] GPT-5 - - 65.8 - - -
Notes. SWE-V denotes SWE-bench Verified. OSWorld-V denotes OSWorld-Verified. WebArena-V
denotes WebArena-Verified. Terminal 2.0 denotes Terminal-Bench v2.0. Retained columns were
selected using Semantic Scholar citation-overlap among representative Stage III benchmark families
and pruning redundant or less representative columns. Static frontier rows use one model source per
row; Terminal 2.0, BrowseComp, and MCP-Atlas scores follow the DeepSeek-V4-Pro comparative
report [1030] unless an official row source reports the metric directly. Rows discovered through
benchmark-overlap are included only when the source reports an end-to-end task-closure metric on
a retained column. UI-TARS-2 scores marked with “use the paper’s extended GUI-SDK setting; its
BrowseComp is BrowseComp-en. SA-SWE-32B reports BrowseComp-Plus, marked with(+)”.

5.2.3 Stage III: Agent & OpenClaw Era: Task Closure Rate

The third stage appears when LLMs become agents that operate tools, call APIs, browse websites,
write files, and modify external environments. At this point, neither final-answer accuracy nor
process judgment is sufficient. A reasoning trace may look valid, but the task is still incomplete
if the code does not pass tests, the web order is not submitted, the document is not updated, or
the calendar event is created with the wrong constraints. The evaluation target therefore becomes
task closure: whether the system can transform an initial environment state into the intended
final state. SWE-bench evaluates software-engineering agents by whether real GitHub issues are
resolved through patches that pass tests, while WebShop and WebArena evaluate whether agents
can complete interactive web tasks rather than merely describe how to do them [50, 58, 994].
Mind2Web, OSWorld, WorkArena, ToolSandbox, and τ-bench broaden this closure-based perspective
to offline web traces, desktop operating systems, enterprise workflows, stateful tool use, and multi-
turn user-tool interaction [48, 49, 894, 995, 998, 1087, 1088, 1089, 1090, 1091]. Table 10 compares
representative task-closure evaluation results for agentic systems.
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Table 11. Representative models and methods for Stage IV workspace and OpenClaw evaluation. Scores are
reported under the original benchmark metrics; lower ClawSafety ASR is better.

Model / Method Setting Claw-Eval ClawBench ClawsBench ATBench-Claw ClawSafety

Gen. Multi SR TSR UAR SCR Acc. F1 Rec. ASR ↓

Claude Opus 4.6 [575] OpenClaw on/on 70.8 68.4 - 63.0 23.0 50.0 - - - -
Claude Sonnet 4.6 [1092] OpenClaw / ClawSafety 68.3 65.8 33.3 56.0 13.0 48.0 - - - 40.0
MiMo-V2.5-Pro [584] Claw-Eval 64.0 63.2 - - - - - - - -
GLM-5.1 [587] Claw-Eval 62.7 60.5 - - - - - - - -
Muse Spark [1093] Claw-Eval 62.7 68.4 - - - - - - - -
Kimi K2.6 [585] Claw-Eval 61.5 65.8 - - - - - - - -
GPT-5.4 [577] OpenClaw on/on 60.2 60.5 6.5 53.0 7.0 41.0 - - - -
DeepSeek V4 Pro [1030] Claw-Eval 58.4 65.8 - - - - - - - -
Qwen3.6 Plus [1094] Claw-Eval 57.1 65.8 - - - - - - - -
Qwen3.5-397B-A17B [571] AgentDoG prompt 57.8 52.6 - - - - 83.8 86.5 87.5 -
GLM-5 [1095] OpenClaw text-only / on/on - - 24.2 60.0 23.0 48.0 - - - -
Gemini 3 Flash [559] ClawBench - - 19.0 - - - - - - -
Claude Haiku 4.5 [543] ClawBench - - 18.3 - - - - - - -
Gemini 3.1 Flash-Lite [1096] OpenClaw on/on - - 3.3 39.0 23.0 26.0 - - - -
Kimi K2.5 [569] OpenClaw / ClawSafety 52.8 50.0 0.7 - - - - - - 60.8
Gemini 3.1 Pro [572] OpenClaw on/on 55.9 65.8 - 58.0 10.0 48.0 - - - -
Qwen3Guard-Gen-8B [1097] Guard model - - - - - - 52.1 36.3 23.1 -
Llama-Guard-4-12B [1098] Guard model - - - - - - 74.4 73.4 60.0 -
ShieldAgent [1099] Guard model - - - - - - 68.1 60.1 43.3 -
Llama-3.3-70B-Instruct [1100] AgentDoG prompt - - - - - - 80.6 82.3 76.4 -
AgentDoG-Qwen3-4B [1101] AgentDoG - - - - - - 87.2 89.6 92.9 -
Gemini 2.5 Pro [563] OpenClaw - - - - - - - - - 55.0
DeepSeek V3 [143] OpenClaw - - - - - - - - - 67.5
GPT-5.1 [549] OpenClaw - - - - - - - - - 75.0
Claude Sonnet 4.6 + Nanobot [1102] Nanobot scaffold - - - - - - - - - 48.6
Claude Sonnet 4.6 + NemoClaw [1103] NemoClaw scaffold - - - - - - - - - 45.8

Notes. Claw-Eval reports general and multi-turn PassAll3 from the public leaderboard [1104]. Claw-
Bench reports live-web task success rate [997]. ClawsBench reports Task Success Rate (TSR),
Unsafe Action Rate (UAR), and Safe Completion Rate (SCR) for OpenClaw on/on unless otherwise
noted [895]; on/on means domain skills on and meta prompt on. ATBench-Claw reports trajectory-
safety Acc./F1/Recall, converted to percentages [896]. ClawSafety reports overall attack success
rate (ASR), where lower is better [897].

5.2.4 Stage IV: Workspace/OpenClaw Capability and Safety

OpenClaw-oriented benchmarks make the task-closure view more explicit. ClawBench evaluates
everyday online task completion, while ClawsBench evaluates productivity agents in simulated
workspaces with services such as Gmail, Slack, Calendar, Docs, and Drive, combining capability and
safety measurements under reproducible state management [895, 997]. The metric stack, therefore
changes again. Success rate measures whether the end-to-end task is completed. Reliability measures
whether completion remains stable across long horizons, noisy observations, web layout changes, API
failures, and partial mistakes. The efficiency measures tool calls, turns, tokens, wall-clock time, and
human interventions. Reproducibility requires fixed initial states, state snapshots, trajectory logs,
replayable actions, and final-state diffs. Without these controls, apparent success may be impossible
to audit or compare [1105, 1106, 1107, 1108, 1109].
Safety and guardrails also become first-class evaluation targets in the task-closure stage. In a chatbot
setting, an unsafe answer is usually a textual failure; in an agentic workspace, an unsafe action can leak
private data, modify files, trigger external side effects, or execute an untrusted skill. ATBench-Claw
evaluates trajectory-level safety diagnosis for OpenClaw-style agents, while ClawSafety, systematic
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OpenClaw security evaluation, and ClawKeeper highlight risks from prompt injection, unintended
operations, malicious skills, privacy leakage, and weak runtime protection [796, 896, 897, 993].
The evaluation paradigm, therefore, moves through three increasingly demanding objects: the final
answer, the reasoning process, and finally the closed task state. Table 11 summarizes representative
workspace/OpenClaw evaluation results across capability, reliability, and safety metrics.

� Key Difference: Evaluation Object
• Trend: Evaluation is shifting from judging isolated final answers to inspecting reasoning
trajectories and ultimately verifying whether the intended environment state has been
achieved, thereby ensuring robust alignment with complex human objectives.

• Challenge: Task-closure evaluation requires reproducible initial states, trajectory logs,
replayable actions, and final-state diffs; otherwise, agent success is difficult to audit or
compare systematically across different models and complex environments.

6 Open Challenges and Future Directions
From Model-Centric Capability to Ecosystem-Level Reliability

The preceding sections have traced a clear trajectory from language generation to reasoning, tool use,
and workspace-level task execution. This progression marks a shift from AI systems that primarily
answer questions to AI systems acting within digital environments. However, greater autonomy also
changes the nature of failure: errors are no longer limited to incorrect text, but may involve unsafe
tool calls, corrupted workspace states, incomplete task closure, or untraceable long-horizon behavior.
This final section therefore focuses on the central challenge facing next-generation generative AI
systems: how to make autonomy reliable in practice. We first summarize the open problems that
prevent current agents from evolving into dependable digital colleagues. We then outline future
directions toward self-evolving AI ecosystems, where models, contexts, tools, skills, workspaces, and
governance mechanisms are engineered as an integrated whole.

6.1 Open Challenges: Making Autonomy Reliable
From Impressive Demonstrations to Dependable Digital Work

As shown in Figure 11, despite significant recent progress, current LLM-based agents remain far from
trustworthy digital workers. Their capabilities may appear impressive in isolated demonstrations, but
real-world production deployment requires stable performance across long horizons, safe operation
under strict permission constraints, persistent memory resisting collapse under growing context, and
careful management of social and organizational consequences. The key challenge is not merely
to make agents more capable, but to ensure that their autonomous behavior remains auditable,
recoverable, controllable, and closely aligned with human values, ethical principles, and boundaries.

6.1.1 Long-Horizon Reliability and Task Closure

From Demonstrated Capability to Stable Completion

The evaluation shift toward task closure reveals a major reliability bottleneck: an agent must not
only reason correctly at individual steps, but also maintain progress until the intended environment
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Figure 11. Open challenges for reliable autonomy: as agents move from answering to acting in workspaces,
failures become longer-horizon, stateful, and harder to reverse. The figure summarizes key bottlenecks around
task closure, safety and governance, memory, context management, and persistent workspace state.

state is achieved. Long-horizon tasks introduce several sources of instability. Errors can propagate
across tool calls, partial failures can leave the workspace in inconsistent states, and early planning
mistakes may only become visible after many irreversible actions.
Skill encapsulation partially mitigates this problem by turning common procedures into reusable
units. However, composing skills into longer workflows introduces new interface-level failure modes.
A skill may generate an output that is syntactically valid but semantically unsuitable for the next
skill, while another may silently fail while leaving misleading traces. Therefore, reliable autonomy
requires explicit mechanisms for progress monitoring, intermediate verification, self-healing, and
recovery. Future systems need to detect when a trajectory is drifting away from the user’s intent,
repair local failures, and, when necessary, roll back to a safe checkpoint instead of continuing blindly.

6.1.2 Safety, Governance, and Permission Boundaries

From Textual Guardrails to Operational Control

As agents gain access to files, browsers, APIs, terminals, databases, and enterprise applications, safety
must move beyond response filtering. In a chatbot setting, unsafe behavior often appears as harmful
text; in an agentic workspace, unsafe behavior may leak private data, overwrite files, trigger external
side effects, execute untrusted skills, or make unauthorized decisions. The safety problem therefore
becomes operational rather than purely linguistic.
Reliable deployment of autonomous systems requires fine-grained permission isolation, risk-aware
action validation, audit trails, and rollback mechanisms. Autonomous agents should operate within
boundaries defining resource access, approval requirements, and logging or sandboxing. Human
oversight must balance autonomy against operational risk. A central research challenge is building
governance that preserves usefulness while keeping high-impact actions inspectable and controllable.
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6.1.3 Human–AI Collaboration Ethics and Data Boundaries

From Technical Reliability to Socio-Technical Accountability

Reliable autonomy is fundamentally a complex socio-technical problem. As agents become digital
colleagues, they reshape who can participate in professional work and how that work is organized.
On one hand, workspace agents may lower barriers to entry by giving novices access to procedural
guidance, code editing, data analysis, document production, and domain-specific workflows. On
the other hand, they may compress apprenticeship pathways, accelerate expected work rhythms,
blur responsibility for errors, and shift human labor from direct creation toward the cognitively
demanding roles of supervision, correction, and accountability.
Intellectual creativity is affected in both directions: agents can expand exploration by making rapid
prototyping and recombination cheaper, but they can also homogenize outputs when reusable skills
and standardized templates become dominant defaults. Future systems should therefore preserve
meaningful human agency, attribution, contestability, and escalation paths rather than treating
human operators as passive, uncritical approvers of work.
Data sovereignty, privacy, and clear enterprise asset boundaries become equally central. Workspace
agents often observe sensitive code repositories, internal documents, chats, credentials, databases,
logs, and intermediate task traces. These traces may later become memories, skills, evaluation
examples, or training data, making the boundary between user data, protected enterprise assets,
third-party information, and public system experience difficult to maintain. Reliable deployment
therefore requires strict tenant isolation, data minimization, purpose limitation, detailed provenance
metadata, retention controls, policy-aware retrieval, and explicit rules for whether task trajectories
can be stored, reused, or shared. Enterprise workflows, custom prompts, proprietary code patches,
and learned skills may encode organizational know-how; they should be governed as organizational
assets rather than casually exported across projects, customers, or model providers. From this
perspective, privacy and data governance are not merely external compliance obligations, but core
architectural and design requirements for trustworthy digital colleagues [65, 66, 800].

6.1.4 Memory, Context, and Persistent State

From Short Interactions to Persistent Collaboration

Long-running autonomous agents operating in complex and dynamic environments cannot rely solely
on ephemeral, short-term context windows to maintain operational coherence. As tasks span multiple
distinct sessions, tools, files, and users, systems must persistently remember goals, constraints,
decisions, failures, and environmental changes over extended periods. While ultra-long contexts offer
a promising direction, million-token context windows remain computationally expensive, difficult to
search with high precision, and highly unstable when distracted by irrelevant historical data.
Recent work on agent memory argues that the conventional short-term/long-term distinction is
too coarse for modern AI agents, and that memory should instead be analyzed along three distinct
axes: forms, functions, and dynamics [1110]. From the perspective of forms, memory may appear
as token-level context that can be directly inserted into the model’s prompt, parametric memory
internalized in model weights or fine-tuned components, latent memory represented in hidden or
vector spaces, and external workspace memory stored in files, databases, logs, vector indexes, or skill
repositories. These forms differ in editability, auditability, retrieval cost, privacy exposure, and the
degree to which humans can inspect or correct them.
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From the perspective of functions, memory supports different roles in agent work. Working memory
maintains the current trajectory state, intermediate observations, assumptions, and plans; factual
memory stores relatively stable user, project, domain, or world facts; experiential memory records
previous interactions, successes, failures, and repair attempts; and procedural memory is often
externalized as reusable skills, checklists, scripts, or workflows. From a dynamic systems perspective,
reliable memory is not merely stored but continuously formed, evolved, and retrieved: task traces must
be converted into candidate memories, noisy or obsolete memories must be summarized, merged,
forgotten, or corrected, and retrieval must surface the right information at the right decision point
without overwhelming the model. Without robust memory lifecycle management, agents cannot
develop the continuity required for colleague-like collaboration; with poorly governed memory, they
may instead accumulate stale assumptions, privacy risks, and misleading procedural habits.

� Core Challenge: Reliable Autonomy
• Challenge: As AI systems transition from generating answers to modifying environments,
failures become harder to detect, more consequential, more difficult to reverse, and more
entangled with human responsibility, organizational routines, and sensitive data flows.

• Need: To deploy agents in production, achieving reliable autonomy requires long-horizon
verification, permission boundaries, automated rollback mechanisms, persistent memory,
human-centered oversight, data-sovereignty controls, and multi-tiered governance tools
that remain effective across complex, dynamic workflows.

6.2 Future Directions: Toward Self-Evolving AI Ecosystems
From Larger Models to Integrated Learning Ecosystems

As shown in Figure 12, the next stage of agentic AI will likely be defined not only by larger foundation
models, but by the ecosystems built around them. The recent trajectory of LLM development already
suggests this shift. Pretraining provides broad linguistic and world knowledge; instruction tuning
and RLHF align models with human interaction; reasoning-oriented training and verifiable rewards
push models toward longer deliberation and outcome-grounded problem solving [16, 446]. Yet as
soon as models are placed inside tools, browsers, repositories, terminals, memories, and workspaces,
capability is no longer stored only in neural weights. It is distributed across an execution ecosystem.
This fundamentally changes the meaning of progress. Sutton’s influential “bitter lesson” argues that
general methods capable of leveraging computation tend to outperform hand-engineered knowledge
in the long run [1111]. The agent era does not contradict this lesson; it reframes it. The important
question is not whether humans should manually encode brittle rules, but whether AI systems can use
scalable computation to generate, test, revise, and maintain their own external structures: prompts,
contexts, tools, skills, tests, memories, workflows, and governance policies. In this view, self-evolution
is not a mystical property of a single model. It is an engineered feedback loop in which operational
experience is continuously converted into validated system assets.
This subsection therefore views future AI systems as self-evolving ecosystems. The model remains
the cognitive core, but the surrounding layers determine whether its experience can accumulate. A
task trajectory may become a memory; a repeated workflow may evolve into a skill; a failure may
become a regression test; a tool error may trigger a wrapper update; a safety incident may become a
new permission rule. The central research problem is to make this transformation reliable: how to let
systems improve from experience while keeping changes observable, testable, and governed.
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Figure 12. Future directions toward self-evolving AI ecosystems: next-generation systems will combine models,
contexts, tools, skills, workspaces, memories, evaluators, and governance mechanisms into an integrated
learning loop. The figure illustrates the path from reactive chatbots to governed digital colleagues that
accumulate experience and improve their operating environments.

6.2.1 From Prompt Engineering to Harness Engineering

From Asking Better Questions to Building Better Execution Substrates

The first visible interface for interacting with large language models (LLMs) was the prompt. Early
prompt engineering treated natural language as a control surface: by changing instructions, examples,
roles, formats, and reasoning scaffolds, users could elicit different behaviors from the same underlying
model. This was powerful because it made programming partially linguistic. Andrej Karpathy’s
influential characterization of the emerging AI era as a new software paradigm captures this intuition:
natural language is increasingly becoming the primary interface for specifying computation, while
the model performs much of the translation from human intent to computational behavior [1112].
However, the rise of prompt engineering exposes the architectural limitations of language-only control.
A prompt can ask an agent to be careful, but it cannot by itself enforce strict safety permissions,
preserve state, replay actions, verify side effects, or safely roll back a corrupted workspace.
The second layer is context engineering. As LLM applications become more complex, performance
depends less on a single clever instruction and more on what information is assembled around
the model at inference time. Context now includes system messages, task descriptions, retrieved
documents, tool schemas, intermediate observations, execution logs, user preferences, memory
summaries, and workspace state. This makes context engineering closer to attention management
than prompt writing. The system must determine what information the model should retain, what it
can ignore, what should be compressed, and what must be preserved with high fidelity. Long-context
models reduce some bottlenecks, but they do not remove the need for curation. A larger context
window can also become a larger noise channel if irrelevant history buries the decision-critical state.
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The third layer is harness engineering. Harnesses bind models to tools, APIs, file systems, browsers,
repositories, sandboxes, memories, and human approval workflows. ReAct made the Thought–Action–
Observation loop a canonical abstraction for tool-using agents [7], while Toolformer integrated
tool-use into model learning [17]. More recent software agents further demonstrate that the agent-
computer interface is not incidental but decisive for capability: repository navigation, edit mechanisms,
tests, execution feedback, and environment management all shape what an agent can reliably do
[46, 47]. Future harnesses will therefore be judged not only by whether they connect models to more
tools, but also by whether they make actions inspectable, constrained, replayable, and learnable.
The deeper point is that prompts, context, and harnesses form a stack. Prompt engineering specifies
intent; context engineering provides task-relevant state; harness engineering defines the operational
world in which actions have consequences. Self-evolving ecosystems require all three, but the frontier
is increasingly shifting downward into the harness. A system cannot reliably learn from experience
unless that experience is captured as structured traces, associated with outcomes, tested against
future cases, and governed by explicit update policies. Thus, future progress may depend as much
on better execution substrates as on better model checkpoints themselves.

6.2.2 AI-Native Workspaces as Digital Embodiment

From Disembodied Intelligence to Stateful Operation

A language model without a workspace is disembodied: it can reason about actions, but does not
inhabit a persistent state. Once connected to files, browsers, terminals, APIs, calendars, documents,
repositories, and databases, an agent obtains a digital body. This body determines what the agent can
sense and change, what consequences persist, and what evidence remains after a task is completed.
The workspace is not a user interface; it is the environment in which cognition becomes action.
This explains why agent evaluation moved from answer correctness to task closure. In a workspace,
success is not the plausibility of a response but the correctness of a state transition. Did the repository
patch pass all tests? Did the document change as intended? Was the email sent to the right recipient?
Were permissions respected? Benchmarks such as SWE-bench, OSWorld, WorkArena, SWE-agent,
and OpenHands reflect this workspace turn by evaluating agents through realistic environments,
execution feedback, and final-state verification [46, 47, 48, 49, 58]. Future AI-native workspaces
will make state transitions first-class entities rather than hidden side effects.
An AI-native workspace should therefore provide primitives that traditional user interfaces did not
need to expose explicitly: state snapshots, action logs, replay, rollback, permission scopes, provenance,
resource isolation, final-state diffs, and evaluator hooks. These are not merely safety features. They
are also learning features. A system cannot improve from a failure it cannot reconstruct; it cannot
abstract a skill from a success it cannot replay; it cannot determine whether an update is beneficial
without a stable evaluation substrate. Recent OpenClaw-oriented work on harness engineering and
programmable agent infrastructure points in this direction by treating the runtime, tool interface,
and workspace substrate as central design objects [781, 782].
Digital embodiment also clarifies the distinction between a chatbot and a digital colleague. A chatbot
produces messages; a digital colleague participates in a shared workspace. It remembers which files
matter, which conventions the project follows, which tools are trusted, which tasks are unfinished, and
which changes were previously reverted. In human organizations, much expertise is embedded not in
individual memory but in workflows, checklists, dashboards, tests, version control, and institutional
routines. AI-native workspaces may play the same role for agents: they externalize cognition into a
persistent environment where experience can be accumulated, audited, and reused.

53



From Chatbot to Digital Colleague

6.2.3 Beyond-Gradient Learning and Continual System Maintenance

From Updating Weights to Updating Executable Systems

The dominant modern learning paradigm updates neural weights through large-scale optimization.
This paradigm remains indispensable: pretraining, instruction tuning, RLHF, RLVR, and reasoning-
oriented reinforcement learning have dramatically expanded what models can represent and solve
[16, 446]. But agentic systems introduce a second improvement channel. Once models can read logs,
edit code, create tests, revise workflows, and update memory stores, learning can occur outside the
neural parameters. A system can improve because its executable environment changes.
This is the core insight behind beyond-gradient learning. As Weng systematically argues, stronger
autonomous coding agents make it increasingly plausible for systems to improve by repeatedly
analyzing failures, modifying programs, adding tests, watching replays, and maintaining heuristic
or procedural structures without retraining the underlying model [1113]. The traditional version
of heuristics was brittle because humans had to maintain them manually. The new possibility is
different: if agents can continuously generate, test, and reliably repair those structures, then rules,
workflows, wrappers, and skills can become scalable objects of learning rather than one-off patches.
For self-evolving AI ecosystems, the update target is broader than weights. A failed tool call can
lead to a more robust API wrapper. A recurring user correction can update a preference memory. A
successful debugging trajectory can be distilled into a reusable skill. A benchmark failure can become
a regression test. A dangerous action can become a permission rule. This does not replace gradient-
based learning; it complements it. The model supplies general reasoning, while the ecosystem stores
local, operational, verifiable improvements that would be inefficient to encode into parameters.
Beyond-gradient learning presents a distinct maintenance challenge: while neural networks fear
catastrophic forgetting, system maintenance must prevent ecosystem corruption from false memories,
overfitted skills, and broken permissions. As skills and memories accumulate, systems must manage
their provenance, compatibility, and lifecycle. Memory is therefore not mere storage, but a selection,
compression, and governance challenge [9, 679, 705, 707, 708]. The ultimate goal is to evolve this
ecosystem without letting it decay into stale data and brittle procedures.
The research agenda is clear: experience must be transformed into reusable assets that are small
enough to retrieve, structured enough to test, general enough to reuse, and safe enough to deploy.
Self-evolving systems require curation as well as learning. They must decide what to remember,
what to forget, what to merge, what to quarantine, what to verify, and what should require human
approval. The deepest shift is from continual model learning to continual system stewardship.

6.2.4 Composable Skill and Multi-Agent Ecosystems

From Isolated Tools to Collaborative Capability Networks

Tools are atomic affordances; skills are reusable procedures. The distinction matters. A tool exposes an
operation, but a skill encodes when and how to use operations to accomplish a goal under constraints.
Voyager demonstrated that an agent can build and reuse an executable skill library from environment
feedback [51]. Recent production-oriented skill systems further formalize skills as packages containing
instructions, scripts, resources, dependencies, and usage conditions [783, 784, 788]. This suggests a
future in which agent capability grows less like a flat tool list and more like a software ecosystem.
A mature skill ecosystem will need the same disciplines that made software ecosystems reliable: inter-
faces, versioning, dependency management, tests, documentation, security review, and deprecation.
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A skill should define its input and output schema, preconditions, side effects, required permissions,
failure modes, validation criteria, and compatibility assumptions. Without these contracts, skill
composition becomes fragile: one skill may silently change state in a way another skill does not
expect, or a workflow may succeed syntactically while violating the user’s intent. With contracts,
skills can become inspectable building blocks that agents compose, adapt, and improve.
The supply-chain analogy is important. If skills become shareable assets, they also become potential
attack surfaces. Malicious or over-permissive skills may exfiltrate data, trigger unintended side effects,
or hide unsafe instructions. Formal analysis and supply-chain security for agentic skills are therefore
not peripheral concerns but prerequisites for scalable skill markets [789]. A self-evolving ecosystem
must not only learn new skills; it must certify, sandbox, monitor, and retire them.
Multi-agent systems extend this idea from composable procedures to composable roles. AutoGen and
MetaGPT show how multiple agents can coordinate through conversation, role specialization, and
structured workflows [19, 20]. In future AI-native workspaces, one agent may plan, another may
execute, another may verify, another may curate memory, another may maintain skills, and another
may monitor safety. This division of labor can improve robustness because agents can cross-check
one another, but it can also multiply failure modes if state, authority, and accountability are unclear.
A central future direction is therefore multi-agent orchestration and governance. Orchestration
concerns the runtime problem of deciding which agents should participate, which roles they occupy,
how tasks are decomposed, how messages and artifacts are routed, when agents synchronize, and
how conflicts or deadlocks are resolved. Governance is the complementary control problem: each
agent should have explicit authority scopes, resource permissions, ownership of workspace regions,
audit obligations, escalation rules, and accountability for the state changes it proposes or executes.
Without such controls, adding agents may increase parallel activity without increasing task closure.
The challenge is not merely enabling communication, but ensuring a shared workspace under coordi-
nation rules. Multi-agent ecosystems require resources (e.g., role contracts, permission boundaries)
and governance mechanisms to prevent responsibility diffusion, hidden mutations, and unsafe
delegation [65, 66, 800]. Without these safeguards, collaboration risks degenerating into parallel
hallucination. The long-term vision is a collaborative network of modular, testable, and governable
skills and agents, where orchestration allocates work and the workspace anchors coordination.

6.2.5 Self-Evolving Systems: From Chatbot to Digital Colleague

From Reactive Assistance to Governed Self-Improvement

The endpoint of this trajectory is the transition from chatbot-like interaction to digital-colleague
collaboration. A chatbot is primarily reactive. It responds to the current prompt and often loses
continuity once the session ends. A digital colleague accumulates project-specific memory, learns
local conventions, identifies recurring failures, proposes improvements, maintains shared tools, and
adapts its behavior based on experience. The colleague metaphor is not about anthropomorphism;
rather, it emphasizes persistence, responsibility, and participation in a shared workflow.
Self-evolution can enable this transition, but only if governed. This self-evolving loop comprises:
observe operational traces, diagnose success and failure, abstract reusable patterns, propose updates
to memory or skills, validate updates in sandboxes or tests, version accepted changes, deploy under
permission constraints, monitor effects, and roll back if behavior degrades. This loop turns evaluation
from a passive scoreboard into active feedback. Verifiers, final-state diffs, replay logs, and task-closure
metrics become evidence for system learning [793, 794].
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The most important word is governed. Uncontrolled self-modification can entrench mistakes, amplify
unsafe shortcuts, or pollute memory with false assumptions. Governed self-evolution treats every
durable update as an auditable change. Memories should carry provenance; skills should be accompa-
nied by tests; workflows should maintain version history; high-risk actions should require approval;
and degraded updates should be reversible. The research challenge is not merely to build agents that
can change themselves, but to build ecosystems that know which changes deserve to survive.
This perspective also reconciles two seemingly opposite trends in AI. On one side, the field continues
to scale general-purpose models and verifiable reinforcement learning. On the other side, practical
agent systems increasingly rely on external scaffolds: context pipelines, tools, workspaces, skills,
memory stores, and runtime policies. The future self-evolving ecosystem combines both. General
models provide flexible reasoning; external assets preserve operational experience; harnesses make
action safe and measurable; and governance decides how experience updates the system. The result
is not a single omniscient model, but an adaptive digital organization.
The path from chatbot to digital colleague therefore requires a new engineering principle: every
important action should be capable of becoming evidence, and every useful piece of evidence should be
capable of becoming a governed improvement over time. If operational experience can be transformed
into validated memories, skills, workflows, tests, and policies, AI systems can move beyond one-off
assistance toward sustained participation in collective problem solving.

� Future Vision: Self-Evolving AI Ecosystems
• Trend: The frontier is shifting from scaling isolated models to scaling ecosystems in which
models act: prompts become contexts, contexts become harnesses, and harnesses connect
agents to workspaces, memories, tools, skills, evaluators, and governance mechanisms.

• Mechanism: Self-evolution emerges when operational execution traces are converted
into durable and adaptive system assets: successful trajectories become reusable skills,
unexpected failures become automated regression tests, user corrections become memories,
tool errors become wrappers, and safety incidents become robust guardrail policies.

• Principle: Every consequential action should be treated as evidence, and every useful piece
of evidence should become a governed update: validated, versioned, auditable, reversible,
and deployed under explicit permission boundaries.

• Vision: Under this framework, AI systems can move beyond reactive chatbots toward
adaptive digital colleagues that participate in workflows, accumulate experience, and
improve the environments they inhabit.

7 Related Work

As LLMs shift from instruction-following to long-horizon deliberation, self-verification, and test-
time computation, existing surveys have focused on pretraining, alignment, and factual reliabil-
ity limits [59, 60, 76, 1114]. Early prompting strategies like Chain-of-Thought and its variants
(Tree/Graph-of-Thought) demonstrated that intermediate reasoning improves multi-step problem
solving [15, 31, 412, 421, 464]. Recent works explore inference-time scaling, process supervision,
and reinforcement-learning-driven reasoning [16, 30, 166, 453, 493], alongside self-improvement
and reflection feedback loops [32, 33]. However, while most literature treats reasoning as an internal,
text-centered capability, we focus on how it becomes fully operational when integrated with tools,
persistent states, and verifiable workspace changes [1115, 1116, 1117, 1118, 1119].
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WhileWang et al. [4] and Xi et al. [5] overview broad agent architectures, specialized surveys highlight
the planning, memory, and reliability safeguards required for long-horizon tasks [9, 766, 1120].
Cognitive frameworks analyze how memory and planning sustain this long-term behavior [8, 637].
To execute actions, Yao et al. [7] integrate reasoning with external steps, while Schick et al. [17],
Qin et al. [18], Shen et al. [648], and Patil et al. [730] investigate API invocation, task routing,
and tool utilization. Additionally, Wang et al. [51] demonstrates open-ended skill accumulation.
Together, these foundational works establish the traditional "observe-plan-act" loop. In contrast,
we highlight a transition: agents are evolving from simple tool callers into operators of durable
workspaces containing files, sessions, and permissions [1121, 1122, 1123].
Further, interactive benchmarks are essential for evaluating whether agents can complete tasks in
realistic environments. Liu et al. [57] and Mialon et al. [618] evaluate general agent abilities and
assistant-style problem solving. Earlier browser-assisted systems like WebGPT connected language
models with web navigation and human feedback [912]. Web-based environments such as WebShop,
Mind2Web, and WebArena then test agents through interactive shopping, website navigation, and
realistic web tasks [50, 994, 995]. OSWorld andWorkArena extend this direction to desktop operating
systems and enterprise workflows [48, 49]. In software engineering, SWE-bench, SWE-agent, and
OpenHands emphasize repositories, tests, execution feedback, and agent-computer interfaces for
development tasks [46, 47, 58]. Tool-learning benchmarks and datasets such as APIBank, ToolAlpaca,
ToolLLM, ToolSandbox, and -bench further stress API selection, argument generation, stateful tool
use, and multi-turn user–tool interaction [18, 893, 894, 990, 998]. Together, these benchmarks
motivate task-closure evaluation, where success depends on whether the environment reaches the
intended final state rather than whether the model produces a plausible text answer alone.
Despite extensive studies on general LLMs, reasoning models, hallucination, autonomous agents,
planning, memory, tool learning, and interactive benchmarks, there is still limited discussion of the
boundary between the Agent Era and the OpenClaw Era [621, 622, 623, 624]. Existing work provides
many necessary ingredients, including external action loops, web and desktop environments, software
repositories, stateful tools, execution feedback, memory mechanisms, reflection loops, and task-level
verification [1120, 1124, 1125, 1126, 1127, 1128, 1129]. However, these ingredients are often
treated separately; in this paper, we re-examine them under a workspace-centered perspective [46,
48, 642, 1127, 1129]. Specifically, we argue that files, terminals, browser sessions, logs, permissions,
snapshots, and skill assets jointly define what an agent can perceive, modify, verify, and recover [1124,
1125, 1126, 1128]. This perspective clarifies why reliability, provenance, rollback, permissions, and
governance become core architectural issues once agents operate over durable workspaces [66, 1109].

8 Conclusion

In conclusion, we frame the shift from Chatbot to Digital Colleague as the transition from conver-
sational answers to persistent work. Cognitively, LLMs advance from next-token "fast thinking" to
Thinking LLMs leveraging inference-time computation. Executionally, they progress from ad hoc tool-
calling to workstation systems (OpenClaw) with persistent workspaces, skills, and governance. The
"Workspace + Skill" paradigm drives this transition through state persistence, reusable procedures,
and task closure. Data and evaluation shift from instruction-response pairs and static benchmarks
toward State-Action-Observation trajectories and auditable, self-evolving ecosystems. Ultimately,
reliable digital colleagues require persistent environments, reusable skills, and safety governance.
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