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Abstract

This paper proposes a highly robust autonomous agent framework based on the ReAct paradigm, designed to solve
complex tasks through adaptive decision making and multi-agent collaboration. Unlike traditional frameworks that rely
on fixed workflows generated by LLM-based planners, this framework dynamically generates next actions during agent
execution based on prior trajectories, thereby enhancing its robustness. To address potential termination issues caused
by adaptive execution paths, I propose a timely abandonment strategy incorporating a probabilistic penalty mechanism.
For multi-agent collaboration, I introduce a memory transfer mechanism that enables shared and dynamically updated
memory among agents. The framework’s innovative timely abandonment strategy dynamically adjusts the probability
of task abandonment via probabilistic penalties, allowing developers to balance conservative and exploratory tendencies
in agent execution strategies by tuning hyperparameters. This significantly improves adaptability and task execution
efficiency in complex environments. Additionally, agents can be extended through external tool integration, supported
by modular design and MCP protocol compatibility, which enables flexible action space expansion. Through explicit
division of labor, the multi-agent collaboration mechanism enables agents to focus on specific task components, thereby
significantly improving execution efficiency and quality.
Keywords: ReAct, Robustness, Autonomous Agent, Multi-Agent

I Introduction

In recent years, the rapid advancement of artificial intelligence technology has revolutionized the field of natural lan-
guage processing (NLP), enabling the development of increasingly sophisticated autonomous agent frameworks. These
frameworks aim to solve complex tasks by leveraging the capabilities of large language models (LLMs) and multi-agent
collaboration mechanisms. Starting with the introduction of the Transformer model[1], which laid the foundation for
modern deep learning architectures, the field has witnessed groundbreaking innovations such as the pre-trained BERT
model[2], chain-of-thought (CoT) prompting[3], and the ReAct paradigm[4]. Each of these advancements has contributed
significantly to enhancing the reasoning, adaptability, and efficiency of AI systems in handling complex tasks.

Despite these achievements, existing autonomous agent frameworks still face several limitations in flexibility, robust-
ness, and multi-agent collaboration[5]. Traditional frameworks, such as AutoGen and LangChain, often rely on predefined
workflows generated by LLM-based planners[6]. While these approaches work well in structured environments, they
struggle to adapt to uncertainties and dynamic changes in complex and real-world scenarios. This rigidity can lead to sub-
optimal performance, resource inefficiencies, and even task failures when faced with unexpected challenges. Furthermore,
multi-agent collaboration mechanisms in existing frameworks often lack effective mechanisms for information sharing and
dynamic coordination, limiting their ability to handle complex tasks that require seamless interaction among multiple
agents.

To address these limitations, this paper proposes a highly robust autonomous agent framework based on the ReAct
paradigm. The ReAct paradigm[4], which integrates reasoning and action in an iterative process, has demonstrated
significant advantages in reducing hallucinations[7] and improving task accuracy by allowing agents to interact with their
environment and refine their reasoning in real time. By dynamically generating next actions during agent execution based
on prior trajectories, my framework enhances flexibility and adaptability, enabling agents to respond effectively to dynamic
task requirements and environmental feedback.

A key innovation of this framework is the introduction of a timely abandonment strategy with a probabilistic penalty
mechanism. This strategy dynamically adjusts the probability of task abandonment based on task progress and resource
consumption, ensuring timely termination of unproductive or overly resource-intensive tasks. By tuning hyperparameters
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such as abandonment probability and penalty coefficient, developers can balance conservative and exploratory tendencies
in agent execution strategies, thereby improving adaptability and task efficiency in complex environments.

Additionally, the framework implements a memory transfer mechanism that enables agents to share and dynamically
update information during multi-agent collaboration. This mechanism allows agents to focus on specific task components
while maintaining a shared understanding of the overall task context, significantly improving execution efficiency and
quality. Furthermore, the framework adopts a modular design approach, enabling users to customize and optimize agent
behaviors according to specific requirements. This design enhances the framework’s applicability and practicality while
reducing development and deployment complexity.

The proposed framework also supports the Model Context Protocol (MCP)[8], an open specification designed to stan-
dardize how context is passed between LLMs and applications. By providing a structured framework for communication,
MCP enhances reliability, security, and functionality, enabling seamless integration with various tools and data sources.
This compatibility further extends the framework’s versatility and applicability in diverse scenarios.

In summary, this paper aims to address the limitations of existing agent frameworks by proposing a novel and highly
robust autonomous agent framework. By leveraging the ReAct paradigm, timely abandonment strategy, memory transfer
mechanism, and MCP compatibility, the framework is designed to enhance adaptability, robustness, and efficiency in
solving complex tasks. The contributions of this paper are expected to advance the state of the art in autonomous agent
frameworks.

II Related Work

In the flourishing field of artificial intelligence, language models have achieved remarkable advances in natural language
processing. Starting with the groundbreaking Transformer model, the field has seen a series of innovations, including
the pre-trained BERT model, chain-of-thought (CoT) prompting, the ReAct paradigm, and multi-agent collaboration
mechanisms.

Chain-of-Thought (CoT) prompting[3] is a technique that enables reasoning capabilities through intermediate steps.
It helps large language models (LLMs) improve their performance in tasks requiring logical progression, such as math-
ematical and logical problems[3]. By explicitly describing intermediate reasoning steps, CoT enhances the transparency
and precision of AI’s thought process and can be combined with few-shot prompting[9] for better results on complex tasks
with limited examples.

ReAct (Reasoning + Acting)[4] is a prompt engineering method that integrates reasoning and action in an iterative
process. It allows AI to interact with an environment, learn from new data, and refine its reasoning in real time. The
method works by generating reasoning about a problem, interacting with an environment (e.g., querying APIs, searching
the web), and using the results to inform the next reasoning step, creating a feedback loop. This combination of CoT with
a connection to external information sources significantly reduces hallucinations, making ReAct agents more accurate and
trustworthy.

Multi-Agent Collaboration Mechanisms[5] have also evolved to address complex tasks that require coordination among
multiple agents. These mechanisms enable agents to work together, share information, and achieve common goals.

Notably, the AutoGen framework[10], designed as an advanced multi-agent dialogue system, supports the creation and
collaboration of multiple agents. However, its task termination depends primarily on preset maximum steps or human
feedback, lacking a flexible, adaptive task termination mechanism.

Similarly, the CrewAI framework[11] emphasizes role-playing and collaboration among agents but falls short in dynamic
task execution, struggling to respond effectively to sudden changes during task execution. The LangChain framework[12]
offers fine-grained control but is also limited in dynamically adjusting execution paths based on real-time task status.
The Swarm framework[13], primarily used for educational purposes, is lightweight but lacks production-grade features and
flexibility, making it insufficient for real-world complex tasks. The Magnetic-One framework[14] explores a novel multi-
agent collaboration architecture to overcome the limitations of single large models in handling complex tasks but faces
challenges in practical applications, such as the need for efficient communication and coordination mechanisms among
agents, and potential computational and communication bottlenecks in large-scale multi-agent systems.

Moreover, none of the above frameworks supports the Model Context Protocol (MCP). MCP is an open specification
designed to standardize how context is passed between LLMs and applications[8]. MCP provides a structured frame-
work that improves reliability, security, and functionality by addressing challenges such as standardizing communication,
enhancing context management, improving security, enabling complex workflows, and promoting interoperability. MCP
defines a structured message format[8] that separates different types of information being sent to and from language mod-
els, including system messages, user messages, assistant messages, tool messages, and metadata. This structured approach
allows for clearer delineation of roles and responsibilities within the communication flow, reducing ambiguity and potential
confusion for the model.

One of the key advantages of MCP is its plug-and-play characteristic, platform independence, and technology stack
independence. MCP acts as a universal interface, enabling developers to avoid the fragmentation of maintaining separate
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integrations. Once an application supports MCP, it can connect to any number of services through a single mechanism.
This dramatically reduces the manual setup required each time you want your AI to use a new API. Teams can focus on
higher-level logic rather than reinventing connection code for the 10th time. MCP replaces fragmented integrations with
a simpler, more reliable single protocol for data access[8], allowing AI applications to seamlessly connect to various tools
and data sources without the need for custom coding each from scratch.

To address these limitations, this paper proposes a highly robust autonomous agent framework based on the ReAct
paradigm. The framework introduces several innovative mechanisms to enhance adaptability and robustness in complex
environments. One of the key innovations of this framework is its compatibility with the MCP protocol, which enables
seamless integration with various tools and data sources, enhancing the framework’s versatility and applicability in diverse
scenarios.

III Key Concepts

This framework is built around two key concepts: Agent and Tool.
An agent is defined as an autonomous artificial intelligence entity with the following properties:

1. Autonomy: Agents can execute tasks independently without human intervention, capable of self-action and self-
correction.

2. Goal-Driven: All actions of the agent are ultimately aimed at achieving specific goals.

3. Extensible: The agents’ capabilities can be directly extended without modifying its underlying structure.

4. Limited Action Space: An agent only executes actions within its defined action space.

5. Infinite State Space: The agents’ states are derived from action feedback, which is determined by the environment.

6. Observable: The agents’ operations are observable and modifiable, allowing users to intervene in its action trajec-
tory.

7. Memory Capability: The agents can remember its trajectories, and different agent instances can share and transfer
memories, enabling multi-agent collaboration.

8. Controllable Behavior: An agent’s behavior tendencies can be controlled, which allowing users to adjust the
agent’s inclination toward cautiousness or exploration.

A tool is an encapsulated action logic that the agent can invoke, with the following properties:

1. Descriptive: Tools have descriptive metadata, such as name, description, parameter requirements, and return
description.

2. Parameterized: Tools can receive input parameters that define their execution manner and conditions.

3. Semantic Feedback: The response of a tool is semantically rich, typically in the form of text or a string, indicating
the execution result and environmental feedback.

Tools are divided into general tools and handoff tools. General tools are common tools an agent can use, while handoff
tools enable task handover and memory transfer between agents. When an agent encounters a subtask it cannot solve, it
checks its handoff tools and passes the task to another agent with the appropriate capabilities.
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IV System Design

Figure 1: Components of an Agent

Figure 1 shows the architecture design of the agent. An agent consists of the following components:

1. Thought Engine: The brain of the agent, typically a fine-tuned general language model.

2. Tools: Encapsulated action logic that defines the agent’s action space.

3. Step Estimator: Estimates the number of steps required to complete a task based on the agent’s action space.

4. Penalty: Implements the probabilistic penalty mechanism for the timely abandonment strategy.

5. Memory: Stores the agent’s execution trajectories and state changes, enabling short-term memory and memory
transfer between agents.

6. Request Resolver: Understands tasks, decomposes subtasks, and extracts goals.

7. Next Move Scheduler: Estimates the next action based on the agent’s action trajectories and state changes,
selecting the appropriate ability and generating corresponding parameters.

8. Executor: Executes the actions, analyzes the results and environmental feedback, and updates the agent’s trajec-
tory.

9. Introspection: Summarizes the agent’s actions and extracts task results after the agent reaches its final state or
exits due to the timely abandonment strategy.

Figure 2: Task Execution Workflow of an Agent
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Figure 2 illustrates the process of a task execution workflow. It involves three entities: Human, Agent, and Tool. The
process begins with the Human assigning tasks to the Agent. Upon receiving the task, the Agent uses a Tool to perform
the task. After the Tool completes the task, it sends feedback to the Agent. Finally, the Agent responds to the Human
with the results of the task execution. This sequence of actions demonstrates how an agent interacts with humans and
tools to accomplish tasks.

Figure 3: Task Execution Workflow Involving Multiple Agents

Figure 3 illustrates the process of a task execution workflow involving multiple agents. It involves four entities: Human,
Agent1, Tool1, HandoffTool, Agent2, and Tool2. The process begins with the Human assigning a task to Agent1. Upon
receiving the task, Agent1 uses Tool1 to perform the task. After Tool1 completes its part, it sends feedback to Agent1.
However, when Agent1 encounters a subtask that it cannot solve (e.g., Tool2 is inaccessible to Agent1), it uses the
HandoffTool to pass the task and its memories to Agent2. Agent2 receives the task and memories, uses Tool2 to complete
the task, and sends feedback to Agent1. Finally, Agent1 responds to the Human with the overall results of the task
execution. This sequence demonstrates how multiple agents interact with humans, tools, and handoff mechanisms to
collaboratively accomplish complex tasks.

V MCP Compatibility

To ensure compatibility with the MCP protocol, I design and implement an MCP tool adapter and session management
mechanism. The MCP protocol, a standardized communication protocol, aims to address the interaction challenges
between large language models and external tools, providing flexible tool invocation capabilities for agents.

Tool Adapter The core idea of the MCP tool adapter is to encapsulate MCP-defined tool interfaces into tools that agents
can directly invoke. The adapter parses the tool description information defined by the MCP protocol to dynamically
generate metadata for tools, including tool names, parameter types, and descriptions. This encapsulation allows agents
to invoke tools from different sources in a unified manner without concerning themselves with the specific implementation
details of the tools.

Clients The MCP client is responsible for establishing connections with MCP servers and managing the communication
process. I implement multiple client adapters, including those based on standard input/output, Server-Sent Events (SSE),
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and WebSocket, to support different types of MCP servers. The client design adopts a modular approach, dynamically
selecting the appropriate communication method based on the specific MCP server type.

Session Management To ensure efficient and reliable communication between agents and MCP servers, I implement
the session persistence mechanism, which maintains session states, allowing agents to seamlessly switch tool invocations
across different task executions without re-establishing connections.

VI Algorithms

VI.I ReAct Based Action Strategy

Algorithm 1 is designed to dynamically determine the next move of an agent based on its prior trajectory and available
tool set.

Algorithm 1 ReAct Based Action Strategy

Input:User request r, Trajectory j, Current state s, Tools t
Output:Next move (t”, a’)

1: Extract events related to r from j and s in chronological order, denoted as e
2: if r is completed according to e then
3: return success ▷ Goal achieved, reaching the final state
4: else
5: Analyze and extract the remaining subtasks, denoted as u
6: if t contains tools capable of completing u then
7: Select a subset of relevant tools t′

8: else
9: return failure ▷ Goal determined to be unachievable, reaching the final state

10: end if
11: Plan the next action m based on e
12: Select the tool t′′ from t′ for executing m
13: Generate arguments a′ required for t′′ according to m
14: return t′′, a′

15: end if

This approach enables the agent to adaptively adjust its actions in response to changing task requirements and environ-
mental feedback, ensuring efficient progress toward the ultimate goal. By leveraging chain-of-thought (CoT) reasoning and
tool matching analysis, the algorithm enhances the agent’s decision-making capabilities and ensures robust task execution.
The algorithm consists of several key steps, including relevant event extraction, task completion status determination,
tool matching analysis, next move estimation, and action execution with state updates. Each step is carefully designed to
optimize the agent’s performance in complex and dynamic environments. The main steps of the algorithm are as follows:

Relevant Event Extraction Extract events related to the task goal from the trajectory. This step uses a language
model to identify and extract relevant events, which are then sorted chronologically.

Task Completion Status Determination Analyze the extracted events to determine whether the task goal has been
achieved. This step uses chain-of-thought (CoT) to optimize the accuracy of the judgment.

Tool Matching Analysis Analyze the agent’s tool set to determine if there are suitable tools to advance the task goal.
This step also uses CoT to ensure the judgment is strictly based on the extracted events.

Next Move Estimation and Tool Selection Estimate the next move based on the prior trajectory and task goal,
select the appropriate tool, and generate the corresponding arguments.

Action Execution and State Update Execute the next move just estimated, obtain the result and environmental
feedback, then update the agent’s trajectory.
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VI.II Timely Abandonment Strategy

Algorithm 2 is designed to dynamically control the agent’s task execution steps, allowing it to abandon tasks when they
become unproductive or excessively resource-consuming.

Algorithm 2 Timely Abandonment Strategy

Input:
User request r;
Abandonment probability p;
Penalty coefficient β;
Step estimator E;
Next move estimator N ;
Executor X;

Output:Task result

1: s← E(r) ▷ Estimate required steps using the step estimator
2: c← 0 ▷ Initialize step count
3: while True do
4: m← N(r, ...) ▷ Estimate the next action
5: X(m) ▷ Execute the next action
6: if r is completed then
7: return success ▷ Task successfully completed
8: else if r is confirmed to be unattainable then
9: return failure ▷ Task failed

10: end if
11: if c > s then ▷ Current steps exceed estimated steps
12: rand ∼ Uniform(0, 1)
13: if rand > p then ▷ Continue the task with probability 1− p
14: p← (β × p) mod 1 ▷ Apply penalty
15: else ▷ Abandon the task with probability p
16: return failure ▷ Abandoned, task failed
17: end if
18: end if
19: c++ ▷ Increment step count
20: end while

This algorithm introduces two hyperparameters: abandonment probability p and penalty coefficient β, which
together regulate the agent’s tendency to abandon tasks.

Abandonment Probability p p represents the probability that the agent will abandon the task when the current steps
exceed the estimated steps. A higher p makes the agent more likely to abandon tasks early, reflecting a more cautious
behavior. A lower p encourages the agent to persist longer, reflecting a more exploratory behavior.

Penalty Coefficient β β is used to amplify the abandonment probability p when the agent continues executing the
task beyond estimated steps. A higher β increases the penalty more rapidly, forcing the agent to abandon tasks sooner.
A lower β allows the agent to continue exploring for longer before abandoning the task.

How p and β Work Together When an agent’s current steps exceed the estimated steps, it enters a probabilistic
decision-making phase. If the agent continues (with probability 1 - p), the abandonment probability p is penalized with
equation 1, which increases the likelihood of abandonment in subsequent steps.

p = (β × p) mod 1 (1)

The algorithm consists of several key steps, including step estimation, action execution, task completion status de-
termination, and probabilistic abandonment. This ensures that the agent dynamically balances exploration and caution,
adapting its behavior based on task complexity and environmental feedback.
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VI.III Memory Storage and Sharing Mechanism

In multi-agent collaboration scenarios, memory storage and sharing mechanisms are crucial for achieving information
synchronization and effective collaboration among agents. The following sections detail the multi-agent memory sharing
mechanism implemented in this paper from three aspects: memory storage, memory update, and memory transfer.

Memory Storage In this mechanism, each agent is designed with its own memory storage structure to save the experi-
ence and knowledge accumulated during task execution. Memories are stored in the form of an ordered dictionary, a data
structure that preserves the insertion order of memories, facilitating subsequent retrieval and processing in chronological
order. The content of each memory includes timestamps, agent identifiers, action executions, and action summaries.
Timestamps indicate when the memory was created, agent identifiers specify which agent generated the memory, action
summaries concisely describe the core content of the action and its feedback, and action executions detail the actions taken
by the agent and their associated parameters. This structured storage approach ensures that memories are well-organized
and readable, providing a foundation for subsequent memory transfer and fusion.

Memory Update After each action, the agent records the result as a new memory and adds it to its memory storage.
When estimating the next move, the agent retrieves its action trajectory and current state from memory to guide its
subsequent actions. Once a task is completed or a termination condition is met, the agent resets its memory to prepare
for the next task.

Memory Transfer Memory transfer is a critical step in multi-agent collaboration. When an agent needs assistance
from other agents or needs to delegate a task, it passes its memories to the target agent. This allows the target agent to
understand the current task status and existing experience of the source agent. Upon receiving the memories, the target
agent merges them with its existing memories. This mechanism enables rapid information sharing among agents, avoiding
redundant exploration and enhancing system efficiency. For example, if Agent A encounters a complex task and lacks
specific knowledge or capabilities, it can transfer its task context and accumulated experience to Agent B via the memory
transfer mechanism. With this information, Agent B can better understand the task requirements and effectively assist
Agent A in completing the task.

VII Experiment

The primary objective of this experiment is to evaluate the performance of three frameworks: autono (the proposed
framework), autogen, and langchain, in handling tasks of varying complexity. Specifically, the experiment aims to assess
their adaptability and robustness as task complexity increases. Based on task complexity, the experimental tasks are
categorized into three types:

1. Single-Step Tasks: Simple tasks that can be completed with a single action.

2. Multi-Step Tasks: Tasks that require a sequence of actions to complete.

3. Multi-Step Tasks with Possible Failures: The most complex category, these tasks involve actions that may fail
during execution, necessitating error correction and retry mechanisms. This category simulates real-world production
environments with uncertainties and failures, posing higher requirements for algorithm robustness and adaptability.

To comprehensively and objectively evaluate the performance of each framework, success rate is selected as the evalu-
ation metric. Success rate is calculated as the percentage of tasks executed successfully as requested relative to the total
number of tasks. The success rate of each framework is computed for each task type to facilitate an intuitive comparison
of their performance differences. To ensure the reproducibility of the experiment, the experimental environment has been
pushed to a public GitHub repository at https://github.com/vortezwohl/experiment-03-22-2025. Anyone can use
this repository to reproduce the experiment.

VII.I Experimental Results and Analysis

Single-Step Tasks The results indicate that autono performs exceptionally well in single-step tasks. With GPT-4o-
mini as the thought engine, it achieves a success rate of 96.7%. When using Qwen-plus and DeepSeek-v3, the success
rate reaches 100%. This demonstrates that autono is highly stable and effective in handling simple tasks. In contrast,
autogen shows slightly inferior performance in single-step tasks, achieving a 90% success rate with both GPT-4o-mini and
Qwen-plus. DeepSeek-v3 is unsupported in autogen, making evaluation impossible (marked as N/A). Langchain achieves
success rates of 73.3% (GPT-4o-mini), 73.3% (Qwen-plus), and 76.7% (DeepSeek-v3) in single-step tasks. While langchain
can complete most single-step tasks, its success rate is significantly lower than that of autono and autogen.
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Framework Version Model Single-Step Tasks Multi-Step Tasks Multi-Step Tasks with Possible Failures
autono 1.0.0 GPT-4o-mini 96.7% 100% 76.7%
autono 1.0.0 Qwen-plus 100% 96.7% 93.3%
autono 1.0.0 DeepSeek-v3 100% 100% 93.3%
autogen 0.4.9.2 GPT-4o-mini 90% 53.3% 3.3%
autogen 0.4.9.2 Qwen-plus 90% 0% 3.3%
autogen 0.4.9.2 DeepSeek-v3 N/A N/A N/A
langchain 0.3.21 GPT-4o-mini 73.3% 13.3% 10%
langchain 0.3.21 Qwen-plus 73.3% 13.3% 13.3%
langchain 0.3.21 DeepSeek-v3 76.7% 13.3% 6.7%

Table 1: Experimental Results

Multi-Step Tasks In multi-step tasks, autono continues to lead, achieving success rates of 100% (GPT-4o-mini), 96.7%
(Qwen-plus), and 100% (DeepSeek-v3). This highlights its robust capability in handling complex tasks. Autogen’s
performance in multi-step tasks is notably inconsistent. With GPT-4o-mini, the success rate is 53.3%, while with Qwen-
plus, it drops to 0%. DeepSeek-v3 is unsupported. This indicates that autogen’s compatibility with third-party models is
suboptimal, and it struggles to effectively execute complex tasks. Langchain’s success rate in multi-step tasks is uniformly
low at 13.3% across all three models, reflecting significant limitations in handling complex task execution scenarios.

Multi-Step Tasks with Possible Failures For multi-step tasks with possible failures, autono remains highly effective.
With GPT-4o-mini, it achieves a 76.7% success rate, and 93.3% with both Qwen-plus and DeepSeek-v3. This underscores
its strong adaptability and robustness, as it can automatically correct errors and leverage past experiences to ensure task
success. Autogen continues to underperform in these tasks, achieving only a 3.3% success rate with both GPT-4o-mini and
Qwen-plus. DeepSeek-v3 is unsupported. This further highlights autogen’s limitations in handling complex and uncertain
tasks, lacking effective error-handling mechanisms and retry logic. Langchain achieves success rates of 10% (GPT-4o-
mini), 13.3% (Qwen-plus), and 6.7% (DeepSeek-v3) in multi-step tasks with failures, indicating insufficient robustness in
handling complex and uncertain tasks.

VII.II Experimental Conclusion

Overall, autono demonstrates superior performance across all task types, particularly in multi-step and multi-step tasks
with possible failures. This demonstrates its superior adaptability and robustness in handling complex tasks, underscoring
its advantages in complex task processing and validating the effectiveness of its ReAct-based action strategy and timely
abandonment strategy, and meeting diverse scenario requirements and providing reliable solutions for developers. Autogen
performs adequately in single-step tasks but sees a significant drop in success rate in multi-step and multi-step tasks with
possible failures, especially when using non-OpenAI third-party models. Langchain consistently shows lower success
rates across all task types, particularly struggling with multi-step and multi-step with possible failures, revealing notable
limitations in multi-step execution, adaptability, and robustness. Different models exhibit high performance within autono,
indicating excellent compatibility with mainstream models.

VIII Conclusion and Future Work

The paper proposes a highly robust autonomous agent framework based on the ReAct paradigm, designed to solve complex
tasks through ReAct-based action strategies and timely abandonment strategies. The framework’s key innovations include:
ReAct-based action strategies, timely abandonment strategies, and compatibility with the MCP protocol. Experimental
results demonstrate that the framework achieves high success rates in single-step tasks, multi-step tasks, and multi-step
tasks with potential failures, showcasing strong adaptability and robustness in complex and uncertain environments.

The limitations of the framework are primarily reflected in the following aspects: First, the robustness of the framework
relies heavily on ReAct-based action strategies and timely abandonment strategies, which may still be insufficient to
handle extreme complexity or dynamically changing environments. Second, while the multi-agent collaboration mechanism
supports memory sharing, it does not deeply explore how to optimize communication efficiency and coordination among
agents, which could become a bottleneck in large-scale multi-agent systems. Additionally, the experimental section focuses
mainly on task success rates, but does not sufficiently address the optimization of task execution efficiency and resource
consumption.

Future work could explore several directions: First, further optimizing the timely abandonment strategy to enable
smarter judgments of task feasibility and reduce unnecessary resource waste. Second, investigating more efficient commu-
nication and coordination mechanisms for multi-agent systems to support large-scale complex task collaboration. Third,
expanding the framework’s applicability, particularly in real-time task scenarios, to validate its performance. Fourth,
integrating reinforcement learning techniques to enhance the agents’ adaptability and decision-making efficiency. Overall,
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the framework proposed in this paper provides a new perspective for designing intelligent agents in complex tasks, but
there is still room for improvement, and future research can build on this foundation to further refine the framework.
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