
LLM-Powered AI Agent Systems and Their
Applications in Industry

Guannan Liang
Independent AI researcher
guannan.liang@yahoo.com

Qianqian Tong
Computer Science Department

UNC Greensboro, NC
q tong@uncg.edu

Abstract—The emergence of Large Language Models (LLMs)
has reshaped agent systems. Unlike traditional rule-based agents
with limited task scope, LLM-powered agents offer greater flexi-
bility, cross-domain reasoning, and natural language interaction.
Moreover, with the integration of multi-modal LLMs, current
agent systems are highly capable of processing diverse data
modalities, including text, images, audio, and structured tabular
data, enabling richer and more adaptive real-world behavior. This
paper comprehensively examines the evolution of agent systems
from the pre-LLM era to current LLM-powered architectures.
We categorize agent systems into software-based, physical, and
adaptive hybrid systems, highlighting applications across cus-
tomer service, software development, manufacturing automation,
personalized education, financial trading, and healthcare. We
further discuss the primary challenges posed by LLM-powered
agents, including high inference latency, output uncertainty, lack
of evaluation metrics, and security vulnerabilities, and propose
potential solutions to mitigate these concerns.

Index Terms—AI Agent, LLMs

I. INTRODUCTION

An agent is an autonomous entity capable of perceiving
its environment and taking actions to achieve specific goals.
When multiple agents engage in coordination or competition
within a shared environment, they form an agent system [1].
Artificial Intelligence (AI) techniques enable the development
of AI agent systems, which integrates perception, reasoning,
learning, and action to behave intelligently in a dynamic
environment [2].

Recent progress in large language models (LLMs) has
significantly changed the AI agent system, driving advances in
automation and human-AI collaboration [3]–[9]. Compared to
traditional agent systems, which mainly relied on task-specific
rules [10], [11] or reinforcement learning (RL) [12]–[15],
LLM-powered AI agent system provides significantly more
adaptability in dynamic and open environments. Agents can
process and generate insights from diverse data modalities,
including text, images, audio, and structured tabular data.
As a result, current agent system demonstrates the ability to
generalize to new tasks, produce contextually rich responses,
and enable more natural human-AI interaction.

In the LLM era, people often confuse AI agent systems
with AI models. To clarify the distinction between the two
fundamental concepts in AI, it is crucial to establish precise
definitions. An agent represents a comprehensive architecture
that includes environmental perception, autonomous decision-

making, and goal-directed action execution [16]. Specifically,
an AI agent is characterized as a self-contained computational
entity that: (1) continuously perceives and interprets its envi-
ronment through various input modalities, (2) processes these
perceptions through cognitive functions to make context-aware
decisions, and (3) executes appropriate actions to achieve
predefined objectives. In contrast, an AI model constitutes a
specialized computational component that performs specific
patterns recognition or data transformation tasks, serving as
a functional building block within larger systems. The funda-
mental distinctions lie in the agent’s autonomous capability
to initiate and execute actions within its environment. In the
LLM paradigm, AI agent systems (Fig.1) emerge through the
systematic integration of multiple AI models with decision-
making frameworks, interactive interfaces and automated con-
trol mechanisms, thereby creating sophisticated, goal-oriented
AI entities.

To better understand the design space of AI agent systems,
it is useful to explore their major categories. Agent systems
can be categorized according to their mode of interaction with
the environment, which determines their operational domain
and capabilities. Broadly, we define three major types of agent
systems: Software-Based Agents, Physical Agents, Adaptive
and Hybrid Agents.

Software-Based Agents (Sandbox Environment) operate en-
tirely in digital environments and interact with users, applica-
tions, or online data sources. They do not have a physical
presence, but can influence the world through digital means
such as APIs, databases, Internet access, and simulated en-
vironments. Here are some of its industry use cases: LLM-
powered Chatbots and virtual assistants - such as ChatGPT
[17], Claude [18], Gemini [19], DeepSeek [20] - as well as
automated financial trading agents [21]–[25].

In contrast to software-based agents that operate solely in
digital environments, physical agents are embodied systems
that perceive and act in the real world. Physical agents,
which operate in sensor-based environments, interact with the
physical world using sensors, actuators, and robotics. They
interact with the physical world using sensors (such as cam-
eras, LiDAR, and microphones) to perceive their environment,
and actuators (including motors, wheels, and robotic arms) to
perform actions. An application of physical agents is in smart
manufacturing [26].
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Fig. 1. LLM-Powered AI Agent System.

By combining the capabilities of software-based and phys-
ical agents, hybrid agents emerge as a powerful class of
systems that enable seamless integration with the real world.
Adaptive and Hybrid Agents (Real-World Integration) operate
in a feedback-driven environment, continuously learning from
both digital and physical interactions by processing multi-
modal data such as text, images, voice, and sensor inputs,
and adapting their decision-making over time. Here are some
of its industry use cases: AI-driven traffic management opti-
mizing real-time road congestion [27], Healthcare AI assis-
tants: agents that monitor patient data, recommend treatments
and interact with doctors [28]–[31], AI-powered predictive
maintenance systems combining software analytics with sensor
data [32], [33], AI-powered supply chain management that
optimize logistics by integrating real-world shipment tracking
with digital AI forecasting [34].

Most existing work or surveys on agent systems fall into
two major directions: one focusing on theoretical foundations
such as agent modeling and multi-agent coordination, and the
other on practical frameworks such as reinforcement learn-
ing and system implementation [2]–[9], [12]–[15]. However,
the applications of LLM-powerd AI agent systems in real-
world industry settings remain relatively underexplored, de-
spite growing interest and potential impact. This paper aims
to provide some insights from an industry-focused perspective
on the development and categorization of LLM-powered agent
systems.

II. AGENT SYSTEMS OVERVIEW

A. Agent Systems Before LLM era

Before the emergence of LLM-powered agents, traditional
agents were typically based on rule-based logic, search, plan-
ning, or RL, and were often designed for narrow and task-
specific domains. These systems were effective in structured
environments; however, when dealing with unstructured data
such as natural language or images, or when transferred to
new environments, they suffered from poor generalization,
lacked adaptability, and were not capable of natural human-AI
interaction.

Rule-based agent systems were among the earliest forms
of agent, relying on predefined rules and decision trees to
perform reasoning. Expert systems such as MYCIN [10] for
medical diagnosis and DENDRAL [11] for chemical analysis
use structured if-then rules to make domain-specific decisions.
Throughout the 1980s and 1990s, business rule engines,
decision trees, and logic programming systems had been
widely used across industries such as healthcare, finance and
manufacturing [35]. The introduction of Multi-Agent Systems
in the 1990s enabled distributed decision-making, allowing
agents to interact with each other to solve complex problems
such as supply chain management and automated trading [5].

Following rule-based agents, RL emerged as a powerful
framework for training agents to make sequential decisions by
interacting with their environment [12]–[15]. RL agents learn
optimal behaviors through a process of trial and error, driven
by the maximization of cumulative rewards. Unlike predefined
rule, RL agents autonomously discover strategies by receiving
feedback in the form of rewards or penalties. Key algorithms,
such as Q-learning [36], [37], Deep Q-Networks (DQN) [38],
[39], and Policy Gradient Methods [40], enabled RL agents to
master complex tasks, including game playing, robotic control,
and dynamic resource management. In particular, systems
such as AlphaGo [41] demonstrated the power of RL by
defeating human champions in the game of Go, showcasing
the potential of agents to surpass human expertise in structured
environments. However, RL agents are highly task-specific
and often fail to generalize well, requiring retraining even for
minor environment changes — unlike LLMs, which can adapt
to tasks with zero-shot or few-shot prompting.

B. LLM-powered Agent System

LLM-powered agents leverage LLMs [42] and multi-
modal foundation models [43] to enable flexible and adap-
tive decision-making. These agents can process text, images
and audio, making them applicable across diverse industries,
including healthcare [44], finance [45], and manufacturing
[46]–[48]. Unlike rule-based and RL agents, LLM-powered
agents do not rely on predefined decision trees and expensive



explorations, enabling them to generalize to new and evolving
tasks.

These agents are capable of a wide range of advanced func-
tions, including natural language understanding, autonomous
problem-solving, planning, reasoning, and human-like inter-
action. More importantly, LLM-powered agents significantly
enhance human-AI collaboration by enabling context-aware
dialogue, intelligent virtual assistance, and real-time decision
support. Their ability to process multi-modal inputs — such
as text, images, and voice — allows them to operate effec-
tively in diverse tasks, including visual data interpretation,
multi-turn conversations, and voice-guided workflows. This
versatility makes them valuable tools in a complex, data-rich
environment.

Alongside their strengths, LLM-powered agents also face
several primary challenges, including high inference latency,
the lack of standardized benchmarks and evaluation metrics,
and privacy concerns. We will discuss these challenges in
Section IV.

C. Architecture of LLM-Powered Agent System

Theoretically, a LLM-powered agent system integrates sev-
eral critical components: (1) At its core, the LLM serves
as the cognitive engine, responsible for high-level reasoning,
planning, and natural language understanding. Surrounding
this core are supporting modules that extend its capabilities:
(2) Tool utilization, facilitated by techniques like Multi-
Context Prompting (MCP) [49], [50], allows the agent to
dynamically invoke APIs, databases, or third-party models to
accomplish specialized tasks; (3) Memory, typically imple-
mented via Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG) [51], [52],
ensures the agent can access external knowledge and avoid
hallucination [53], [54]; (4) Environmental sensing, which is
achieved through multi-modal inputs—such as text, images,
speech, or sensor data—captured by models or devices like
cameras and IoT hardware, enabling the agent to perceive
and react to its surroundings; (5) An essential auxiliary layer
is the guardrail mechanism [55]–[57], which filters both
inputs and outputs for safety, compliance, and task relevance,
thereby ensuring trustworthy and reliable behavior in real-
world deployments.

In practice, we summarize the LLM-powered agent system
in the framework as shown in Figure 2, where each component
ensures contextual awareness, decision efficiency, and reliable
execution. The LLM agent system starts with a Task Input,
which defines the objective and provides textual or structured
instructions that the agent must process. Once the task is iden-
tified, the agent performs Context Augmentation, leveraging
external knowledge sources such as databases, search engines,
and API calls to other agents. This step ensures that the agent
can ground its decisions in relevant and up-to-date information
rather than relying only on its pre-trained knowledge. The
system then enters a Decision and Planning Phase, where
the LLM model generates a structured response based on
environmental context, retrieved knowledge, and multi-modal
data. However, since GenAI output can be highly variable

and sometimes unstructured, an Output Guardrail Mechanism
ensures compliance with predefined formats, validation rules,
and industry-specific constraints before final execution. The
final Action Execution step translates structured outputs into
real-world commands, whether it is interacting with software,
triggering automation scripts, or instructing robotic systems.
The system operates iteratively, continuously sensing the en-
vironment, adjusting plans, and refining actions until the goal
is successfully achieved.

III. INDUSTRY APPLICATIONS

Previous surveys [2]–[9] on LLM agents mainly focused
on theoretical foundations, however, system design and appli-
cations across industries still remains underexplored. In this
work, we categorize industry applications into the following
key domains.

A. Chatbot: Live Customer Service

LLM-powered Chatbots have revolutionized customer in-
teraction by providing dynamic, context-aware, and natural
language responses. Unlike traditional rule-based systems,
modern Chatbots can understand complex queries and sig-
nificantly improve the accuracy of responses through LLMs
[58]–[61]. Chatbots are widely used in customer support,
marketing automation, and interactive user interfaces. For
example, LLM-powered Chatbot systems, such as ChatGPT
[17], Claude [18], Gemini [19], DeepSeek [20], have been
integrated into e-Commerce websites to assist users with
product recommendations, query resolution, and after-sales
support [62].

B. Software Development

LLM-based coding assistants are transforming the software
development process by automating code generation, debug-
ging, and documentation [63], [64]. These agents leverage
advanced natural language understanding to translate human
instructions into executable code, thereby reducing manual
effort and enhancing productivity. For instance, the use of
automated code synthesis agents, as discussed in previous
literature, has significantly lowered the barrier for non-expert
developers to implement complex algorithms. In cybersecurity,
LLM-based defense and attack agents can proactively detect
vulnerabilities and simulate potential exploits, enhancing sys-
tem robustness [65], [66]. In addition, industry-focused coding
agents, like Github Copilot [67], Cursor [68], help developers
by predicting code snippets and suggesting improvements,
making software engineering more efficient.

C. Manufacturing Automation

In the manufacturing sector, LLM-powered robots facilitate
automated decision-making and precision control [46]–[48].
They are utilized for automating tasks such as product design,
quality control, and supply chain management by interpreting
complex instructions and extracting insights from extensive
datasets. Additionally, they play a role in enhancing robot
control systems, leading to more innovative and efficient man-
ufacturing practices. For example, the LLM-powered agent can



Fig. 2. Architecture of LLM-Powered Agent System.

significantly advance the development of human-centric smart
manufacturing by facilitating the integration of human–robot
interaction and collaboration [26].

D. Personalized Education
LLM-powered agents are reshaping personalized education

by providing dynamic, context-aware support for both learners
and educators across diverse educational tasks [69], [70].
These agents serve two primary functions: as teaching assis-
tants that automate instructional planning, resource recommen-
dation, classroom simulation, and feedback generation [71]–
[73] and as personalized learning assistants that adaptively
support student learning paths [71], [74]. By leveraging mem-
ory, tool-use, and planning capabilities, LLM-powered agents
can track student progress, identify learning gaps, and dy-
namically generate customized exercises and feedback. Addi-
tionally, LLM-powered agents are being deployed in domain-
specific education, such as mathematics [75] and science [76],
[77], where they guide students through complex reasoning
tasks. This multifaceted support not only enhances learner
engagement and understanding, but also reduces educators’
workload, marking LLM-powered agents as a foundational
component in next-generation educational ecosystem.

E. Healthcare
In healthcare, LLM-powered agents facilitate patient inter-

action, medical record analysis, and clinical decision support.
These agents can extract key information from patient his-
tories, synthesize medical knowledge, and generate diagnostic

recommendations [44]. For instance, conversational healthcare
agents assist doctors by summarizing patient reports and
suggesting evidence-based treatments. LLM-powered agents
such as MDAgents [28], MedAide [29], and Polaris [30]
demonstrate how they can simulate doctor-patient interactions,
reduce cognitive biases, and coordinate multi-agent workflows
across clinical stages including diagnosis, medication, and
follow-up care. Moreover, LLM-based diagnostic assistants
can interact with tools and databases [31], which improve
precision by correlating symptoms with medical databases,
offering clinicians a more comprehensive view of potential
diagnoses. Such applications improve care quality while min-
imizing administrative workload.

F. Financial Trading

LLM-powered trading agents are emerging as a transfor-
mative technology in financial markets, leveraging large-scale
language models to process unstructured data, generate trading
insights, and make informed investment decisions [45]. These
agents are typically designed to serve two roles: LLM agents
as traders [21]–[25], where the model directly outputs buy-
hold-sell signals, and LLM agents as alpha miners [78],
[79], where the model discovers new predictive features for
quantitative strategies. Agents excel at integrating multiple
data modalities: textual (e.g. financial news, reports), numer-
ical (e.g. price time series), visual (e.g. trading charts), and
simulated data to generate predictions or trading actions. These
agent systems demonstrate strong performance in backtesting.



Despite promising results, challenges remain in latency, gener-
alization, and system integration, especially for high-frequency
trading and real-time decision-making environments.

IV. CHALLENGES

A. High Inference Latency

One of the most significant challenges faced by LLM-
powered agents in real-world applications is high inference
latency, which directly results in high operational costs and
computational inefficiencies. Due to their massive parameter
size, LLMs (such as GPT-4) introduce significant inference
overhead and long execution latency [80]. This results in long
response times, especially when deployed for tasks requiring
real-time interaction, like customer support, financial trading,
or industrial monitoring.

The issue becomes even more pronounced in environments
where quick decision-making is critical. For example, in
healthcare settings where agents are expected to provide rapid
diagnostic assistance, high latency can compromise patient
care. In financial trading, delayed responses can result in
missed market opportunities or significant financial loss. High
latency not only affects the user experience but also increases
infrastructure costs, as maintaining low-latency responses of-
ten necessitates deploying multiple high-performance GPUs or
TPUs. Moreover, as LLM models scale up, inference times
become increasingly impractical for applications requiring
low-latency processing.

To address high inference latency in LLM-powered agents,
a combination of model compression and efficient deployment
strategies is essential. Compressed models with quantization
[81]–[85], pruning [86]–[88], and knowledge distillation [89]–
[91] reduce model size and speed up processing without a
significant loss of accuracy. Efficient deployment practices,
including optimizations for computation [92]–[96] and mem-
ory [97], [98] further mitigate latency issues. Additionally,
deploying LLM agents closer to users via edge computing
and leveraging hardware accelerators like TPUs enhance real-
time responsiveness. Implementing caching mechanisms for
repetitive tasks and using adaptive sampling to minimize
unnecessary full-model inference also contribute to reducing
processing time and operational costs, making LLM agents
more practical for real-time applications.

B. Uncertainty of LLM Output

LLM agents often face the challenge of producing uncertain
or unreliable outputs [99], or hallucination [100]. Since LLMs
are trained on vast and diverse datasets, they may generate
responses that are contextually inaccurate, biased, or even
factually incorrect. This uncertainty is problematic in high-
stakes applications, such as legal document analysis, medical
diagnosis, or autonomous systems, where incorrect outputs
can lead to significant consequences. Additionally, LLMs
can generate hallucinations, plausible-sounding but entirely
false information, which can undermine user trust and the
reliability of the system. This uncertainty makes it challenging

to integrate LLM agents into mission-critical environments
where accuracy and consistency are paramount.

To address the uncertainty of LLM output, it is essential to
integrate a guardrail layer after the output layer, acting as a
post-processing validation mechanism [55]–[57]. This guard-
ing layer can employ techniques such as factual consistency
checks, out-of-distribution detection, and context verification
to filter and refine the generated responses. Additionally,
leveraging ensemble methods where multiple LLM instances
provide responses and voting mechanisms select the most con-
sistent output can enhance reliability [101]–[103]. Integrating
external knowledge bases, obtained by Retrieval-Augmented
Generation (RAG) [52] and external tools [50], [104], to cross-
check facts can also reduce misinformation risks. In high-
stakes applications, incorporating a human-in-the-loop sys-
tem ensures that sensitive outputs undergo manual validation
before deployment. These strategies collectively improve the
robustness of LLM agents, minimizing accumulated errors and
maintaining user trust.

C. Lack of Benchmarks and Evaluation Metrics

One of the critical challenges in the development and
deployment of LLM-powered agent systems is the lack of stan-
dardized benchmarks and evaluation metrics [105]. Although
there are numerous studies and metrics designed to evaluate
the performance of LLMs themselves, these metrics often fall
short when applied to complex agent systems that involve
decision-making, multi-modal processing, and human-AI in-
teractions [4]. LLM-based agents go beyond generating coher-
ent text—they perform tasks such as planning, interacting with
other systems, and adapting to dynamic environments. As a
result, evaluating their performance requires a comprehensive
approach that considers not only linguistic accuracy but also
task success rate, adaptability, context awareness, and human
satisfaction. The absence of universally accepted benchmarks
makes it challenging to compare different systems, track
progress, and ensure reliability in practical applications.

Hence, developing domain-specific benchmarks and multi-
dimensional evaluation frameworks that account for the di-
verse functionalities of LLM-powered agents is necessary.
One promising approach is to create task-oriented metrics that
assess performance based on goal achievement and interaction
quality, such as task success rate, dialogue coherence, and
response accuracy [106]–[110]. Additional, employing human-
centric evaluation methods — such as user satisfaction surveys
and feedback — can capture qualitative aspects that automated
metrics might miss [111]. Another strategy is to develop
simulation environments that mimic real-world tasks, allowing
for controlled and reproducible testing of agent performance.
Benchmarking competitions and shared datasets curated for
multi-agent interactions [8] and real-world scenarios [112] can
also help establish community standards. By combining quan-
titative metrics with qualitative assessments, the evaluation
of LLM-powered agents can become more comprehensive,
enabling consistent comparisons and fostering innovation.



D. Security and Privacy Concerns

Security and privacy are significant challenges when deploy-
ing LLM-powered agent systems due to their susceptibility to
attacks and data leakage. One of the most critical issues is the
jailbreak of AI agent systems, where adversaries manipulate
the input prompts to bypass safety mechanisms, leading the
agent to generate harmful or unethical content [113]–[115].
Such vulnerabilities can be exploited to spread misinformation,
generate malicious code, or perform unauthorized actions.
Additionally, LLM agents often process sensitive user data,
posing risks of unintentional data leakage. Attackers can
use prompt injection attacks to trick the model into reveal-
ing proprietary or personal information [116]. Furthermore,
model inversion attacks may reconstruct training data from the
model’s responses, violating data privacy regulations. These
security loopholes can result in significant harm, especially in
industries where data confidentiality and system integrity are
paramount, such as finance, healthcare, and critical infrastruc-
ture.

To address security and privacy concerns, it is essential to
implement multi-layered defense mechanisms throughout the
LLM-powered agent system. First, incorporating a guarding
layer that actively filters and validates user inputs can help
detect and block potential jailbreak attempts [56]. Utilizing
adversarial training techniques, where the model is exposed
to harmful prompts during training, can increase robustness
against prompt injection [117], [118]. Moreover, employing
differential privacy techniques ensures that the model’s re-
sponses do not inadvertently reveal individual data points from
the training set [119], [120]. Deploying content moderation
pipelines [121] and using response validation mechanisms
[122] can further safeguard against generating inappropriate
or harmful outputs. By integrating these proactive measures,
LLM-powered agent systems can be built significantly more
secure and privacy-compliant.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper studies LLM-powered AI agent systems, tracing
their evolution from rule-based and reinforcement learning
frameworks to modern LLM-driven architectures. By exam-
ining both historical and contemporary developments, we
provide a structured understanding of how LLMs and multi-
modal AI techniques are shaping next-generation intelligent
agents. We then demonstrate how LLM-powered agents are
revolutionizing diverse industries by enabling automation, in-
telligent decision-making, and enhanced human-AI collabora-
tion. Along with the strong capabilities, LLM-powered agents
still face several challenges, such as high inference latency,
output uncertainty, inadequate evaluation metrics, and security
vulnerabilities. Addressing these issues requires a combination
of model optimization, efficient deployment strategies, robust
evaluation frameworks, and multi-layered security protocols.
As LLM-powered agents continue to evolve, it is crucial to
develop solutions that enhance their scalability, reliability, and
ethical compliance. Future research should focus on creat-
ing more adaptive and context-aware agents that seamlessly

integrate into complex industrial ecosystems. By addressing
existing challenges, the next generation of intelligent agent
systems can achieve broader and more reliable real-world
applications.
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augmented generation for knowledge-intensive nlp tasks,” Advances in
neural information processing systems, vol. 33, pp. 9459–9474, 2020.

[52] Y. Gao, Y. Xiong, X. Gao, K. Jia, J. Pan, Y. Bi, Y. Dai, J. Sun,
H. Wang, and H. Wang, “Retrieval-augmented generation for large
language models: A survey,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2312.10997, vol. 2,
2023.

[53] J. Maynez, S. Narayan, B. Bohnet, and R. McDonald, “On faith-
fulness and factuality in abstractive summarization,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2005.00661, 2020.

[54] Z. Ji, N. Lee, R. Frieske, T. Yu, D. Su, Y. Xu, E. Ishii, Y. J. Bang,
A. Madotto, and P. Fung, “Survey of hallucination in natural language
generation,” ACM computing surveys, vol. 55, no. 12, pp. 1–38, 2023.

[55] H. Inan, K. Upasani, J. Chi, R. Rungta, K. Iyer, Y. Mao, M. Tontchev,
Q. Hu, B. Fuller, D. Testuggine et al., “Llama guard: Llm-based
input-output safeguard for human-ai conversations,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2312.06674, 2023.

[56] Y. Dong, R. Mu, Y. Zhang, S. Sun, T. Zhang, C. Wu, G. Jin, Y. Qi,
J. Hu, J. Meng et al., “Safeguarding large language models: A survey,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2406.02622, 2024.

[57] Y. Dong, R. Mu, G. Jin, Y. Qi, J. Hu, X. Zhao, J. Meng, W. Ruan,
and X. Huang, “Building guardrails for large language models,” arXiv
preprint arXiv:2402.01822, 2024.

[58] S. Abedu, A. Abdellatif, and E. Shihab, “Llm-based chatbots for mining
software repositories: Challenges and opportunities,” in Proceedings of
the 28th International Conference on Evaluation and Assessment in
Software Engineering, 2024, pp. 201–210.

[59] V. Kumar, P. Srivastava, A. Dwivedi, I. Budhiraja, D. Ghosh, V. Goyal,
and R. Arora, “Large-language-models (llm)-based ai chatbots: Ar-
chitecture, in-depth analysis and their performance evaluation,” in
International Conference on Recent Trends in Image Processing and
Pattern Recognition. Springer, 2023, pp. 237–249.

[60] S. K. Dam, C. S. Hong, Y. Qiao, and C. Zhang, “A complete survey
on llm-based ai chatbots,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2406.16937, 2024.

[61] F. Sufi, “Just-in-time news: An ai chatbot for the modern information
age.” AI, vol. 6, no. 2, 2025.

[62] R. Iyer, V. C. Maralapalle, P. Mahesh, and D. Patil, “13 generative
ai and llm: Case study in e-commerce,” Generative AI and LLMs:
Natural Language Processing and Generative Adversarial Networks,
p. 253, 2024.

[63] H. Jin, L. Huang, H. Cai, J. Yan, B. Li, and H. Chen, “From llms to llm-
based agents for software engineering: A survey of current, challenges
and future,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2408.02479, 2024.

[64] M. R. Lyu, B. Ray, A. Roychoudhury, S. H. Tan, and P. Thongtanunam,
“Automatic programming: Large language models and beyond,” ACM
Transactions on Software Engineering and Methodology, 2024.

[65] M. Hassanin and N. Moustafa, “A comprehensive overview of large
language models (llms) for cyber defences: Opportunities and direc-
tions,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2405.14487, 2024.

[66] W. Kasri, Y. Himeur, H. A. Alkhazaleh, S. Tarapiah, S. Atalla, W. Man-
soor, and H. Al-Ahmad, “From vulnerability to defense: The role
of large language models in enhancing cybersecurity,” Computation,
vol. 13, no. 2, p. 30, 2025.

[67] GitHub, “Github copilot: Your ai pair programmer,”
https://github.com/features/copilot.

[68] Cursor, “Cursor: Ai-powered code editor,” https://www.cursor.com/en.



[69] Z. Chu, S. Wang, J. Xie, T. Zhu, Y. Yan, J. Ye, A. Zhong, X. Hu,
J. Liang, P. S. Yu et al., “Llm agents for education: Advances and
applications,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2503.11733, 2025.

[70] S. Sharma, P. Mittal, M. Kumar, and V. Bhardwaj, “The role of
large language models in personalized learning: a systematic review
of educational impact,” Discover Sustainability, vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 1–
24, 2025.

[71] S. Xu, X. Zhang, and L. Qin, “Eduagent: Generative student agents in
learning,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.07963, 2024.

[72] H. Jin, M. Yoo, J. Park, Y. Lee, X. Wang, and J. Kim, “Teachtune:
Reviewing pedagogical agents against diverse student profiles with
simulated students,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2410.04078, 2024.

[73] C. E. Mower and H. Bou-Ammar, “Al-khwarizmi: Discovering physical
laws with foundation models,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2502.01702, 2025.

[74] K. Yang, Y. Chu, T. Darwin, A. Han, H. Li, H. Wen, Y. Copur-
Gencturk, J. Tang, and H. Liu, “Content knowledge identification with
multi-agent large language models (llms),” in International Conference
on Artificial Intelligence in Education. Springer, 2024, pp. 284–292.

[75] Y. Yan, S. Wang, J. Huo, P. S. Yu, X. Hu, and Q. Wen, “Mathagent:
Leveraging a mixture-of-math-agent framework for real-world multi-
modal mathematical error detection,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2503.18132,
2025.

[76] Y. R. Wang, J. Duan, D. Fox, and S. Srinivasa, “Newton: Are
large language models capable of physical reasoning?” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2310.07018, 2023.

[77] A. M. Bran, S. Cox, O. Schilter, C. Baldassari, A. D. White, and
P. Schwaller, “Augmenting large language models with chemistry
tools,” Nature Machine Intelligence, vol. 6, no. 5, pp. 525–535, 2024.

[78] S. Wang, H. Yuan, L. M. Ni, and J. Guo, “Quantagent: Seeking holy
grail in trading by self-improving large language model,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2402.03755, 2024.

[79] S. Wang, H. Yuan, L. Zhou, L. M. Ni, H.-Y. Shum, and J. Guo, “Alpha-
gpt: Human-ai interactive alpha mining for quantitative investment,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.00016, 2023.

[80] W. Xu, J. Chen, P. Zheng, X. Yi, T. Tian, W. Zhu, Q. Wan, H. Wang,
Y. Fan, Q. Su et al., “Deploying foundation model powered agent
services: A survey,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2412.13437, 2024.

[81] E. Frantar, S. Ashkboos, T. Hoefler, and D. Alistarh, “Gptq: Accu-
rate post-training quantization for generative pre-trained transformers,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2210.17323, 2022.

[82] J. Lin, J. Tang, H. Tang, S. Yang, W.-M. Chen, W.-C. Wang, G. Xiao,
X. Dang, C. Gan, and S. Han, “Awq: Activation-aware weight quan-
tization for on-device llm compression and acceleration,” Proceedings
of Machine Learning and Systems, vol. 6, pp. 87–100, 2024.

[83] Z. Liu, B. Oguz, C. Zhao, E. Chang, P. Stock, Y. Mehdad, Y. Shi, R. Kr-
ishnamoorthi, and V. Chandra, “Llm-qat: Data-free quantization aware
training for large language models,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.17888,
2023.

[84] Z. Yao, R. Yazdani Aminabadi, M. Zhang, X. Wu, C. Li, and Y. He,
“Zeroquant: Efficient and affordable post-training quantization for
large-scale transformers,” Advances in Neural Information Processing
Systems, vol. 35, pp. 27 168–27 183, 2022.

[85] G. Xiao, J. Lin, M. Seznec, H. Wu, J. Demouth, and S. Han,
“Smoothquant: Accurate and efficient post-training quantization for
large language models,” in International Conference on Machine
Learning. PMLR, 2023, pp. 38 087–38 099.

[86] X. Ma, G. Fang, and X. Wang, “Llm-pruner: On the structural pruning
of large language models,” Advances in neural information processing
systems, vol. 36, pp. 21 702–21 720, 2023.

[87] E. Frantar and D. Alistarh, “Sparsegpt: Massive language models can
be accurately pruned in one-shot,” in International Conference on
Machine Learning. PMLR, 2023, pp. 10 323–10 337.

[88] M. Sun, Z. Liu, A. Bair, and J. Z. Kolter, “A simple and effec-
tive pruning approach for large language models,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2306.11695, 2023.

[89] I. Timiryasov and J.-L. Tastet, “Baby llama: knowledge distillation
from an ensemble of teachers trained on a small dataset with no
performance penalty,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.02019, 2023.

[90] Y. Gu, L. Dong, F. Wei, and M. Huang, “Minillm: Knowledge dis-
tillation of large language models,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2306.08543,
2023.

[91] C.-Y. Hsieh, C.-L. Li, C.-K. Yeh, H. Nakhost, Y. Fujii, A. Ratner,
R. Krishna, C.-Y. Lee, and T. Pfister, “Distilling step-by-step! outper-

forming larger language models with less training data and smaller
model sizes,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.02301, 2023.

[92] S. Lu, M. Wang, S. Liang, J. Lin, and Z. Wang, “Hardware accelerator
for multi-head attention and position-wise feed-forward in the trans-
former,” in 2020 IEEE 33rd International System-on-Chip Conference
(SOCC). IEEE, 2020, pp. 84–89.

[93] H. Jang, J. Kim, J.-E. Jo, J. Lee, and J. Kim, “Mnnfast: A fast and
scalable system architecture for memory-augmented neural networks,”
in Proceedings of the 46th International Symposium on Computer
Architecture, 2019, pp. 250–263.

[94] Y. Bai, H. Zhou, K. Zhao, J. Chen, J. Yu, and K. Wang, “Transformer-
opu: An fpga-based overlay processor for transformer networks,”
in 2023 IEEE 31st Annual International Symposium on Field-
Programmable Custom Computing Machines (FCCM). IEEE, 2023,
pp. 221–221.

[95] S. Zeng, J. Liu, G. Dai, X. Yang, T. Fu, H. Wang, W. Ma, H. Sun, S. Li,
Z. Huang et al., “Flightllm: Efficient large language model inference
with a complete mapping flow on fpgas,” in Proceedings of the 2024
ACM/SIGDA International Symposium on Field Programmable Gate
Arrays, 2024, pp. 223–234.

[96] Y. Sheng, L. Zheng, B. Yuan, Z. Li, M. Ryabinin, B. Chen, P. Liang,
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