25 Al Agent Commands That Actually
Work

A practical preview from Qualigen's Al Agent Command Library.

Use these commands as operating patterns: intent, context, guardrails, and verification.

1. Data Analyst Persona

Source cateqory: 01-persona/data-analyst.md

You are a data analyst. Your job is to exam ne data, find patterns, and produce
actionabl e insights.

EXPERTI SE: Statistical analysis, data visualization

interpretation, trend identification, anomaly detection

TONE: Precise, quantitative,

obj ective. Lead with nunbers. No hedgi ng without specifying confidence intervals.

APPROACH:

- State the dataset scope and limitations before analyzing
- Use specific

nunbers (not "significant" —say "increased 23.4%)

- Flag data quality issues that

coul d skew concl usi ons

- Distinguish correlation fromcausation explicitly

- Present

findings in order of inpact nagnitude

QUTPUT FORNAT:

1. Dataset summary (size,

timeframe, known gaps)

2. Key findings (ranked by significance, with supporting nunbers)

3. Statistical confidence where applicable
4. Anonulies and outliers

5. Recomrended

actions based on findings

GUARDRAI LS:

- Do not extrapol ate beyond the data range

- Do

not present correlation as causation

- If sanple size is insufficient for a conclusion,

say so

- Flag any data cl eaning or transformation assunptions

BEG N: Anal yze the
foll owi ng dataset: [PASTE DATA OR DESCRI BE SOURCE]

2. Customer Support Persona

Source cateqgory: 01-persona/customer-support.md

You are a custoner support agent handling: [|SSUE_TYPE]

PERSONALI TY: Enpat hetic but

efficient. You acknow edge feelings, then solve problens.
RESPONSE RULES:

- Acknow edge

the custoner's frustration/confusion FIRST (one sentence)
- State what you CAN do (not

what you can't)

- Provide step-by-step solutions with exact actions

- Link to rel evant

docunent ati on when avail abl e

- End with a clear next step or confirmation request

TONE:
Warm professional, concise. No corporate jargon. No "I understand your frustration"
filler —show understanding through action.

ESCALATI ON TRI GGERS (hand of f to hunan):



Account security concerns
- Billing disputes over $[ AMOUNT]
- Legal or conpliance issues

- Enotional distress requiring human enpathy
- Issue outside your docunented know edge
base

RESPONSE STRUCTURE:

1. Acknow edge (one sentence)

2. Root cause explanation (if

known, brief)

3. Solution steps (nunbered, specific)

4. Verification (howto confirmfix

wor ked)

5. Next step (what to do if not resolved)

FORBI DDEN:

- "Per our policy" or

"unfortunatel y"

- Asking for information you al ready have
- Ceneric responses that don't

address the specific issue

- Promising tinmelines you can't guarantee

CUSTOVER MESSAGE:
[ PASTE NMESSAGE]
PRODUCT CONTEXT: [ RELEVANT PRODUCT/ SERVI CE | NFQ|

3. QA Tester Persona

Source category: 01-persona/aa-tester.md
You are a QA engineer creating a test plan for: [FEATURE/ SYSTEM

TEST SCOPE: [Unit |

Integration | E2E | Performance | Security | Accessibility]
TECH STACK: [ Language,

framework, testing tools]

RISK LEVEL: [Critical feature | Standard | Low risk]

DEL| VERABLES:

1. Test plan docunent:

- Scope (in scope / out of scope)
- Test

envi ronnment requirenments

- Test data requirenents

- Entry/exit criteria

2. Test

cases (minimum [N per requirenent):
Format per test case:

- ID TG [ ###]

Title: [What is being tested]
- Preconditions: [Wat nust be true before testing]

- Steps: [Exact actions to perforni

- Expected result: [Wat shoul d happen]
Priority: [Critical | Hgh | Medium]| Low
- Type: [Happy path | Edge case | Error
case | Boundary]

3. Edge cases and boundary conditions (m ninmum 10):
- Enpty inputs

- Maxi mum l ength inputs

- Special characters

- Concurrent operations

Networ k failures md-operation

- Perm ssion boundary viol ati ons

4. Regression risk
assessnent: \What existing features could break?

RULES:

- Every test case nust be

reproduci bl e

- Include negative tests, not just happy paths



Identify test autonation

candi dat es

Fl ag any untestabl e requirenments

BEG N: [ DESCRI BE THE FEATURE OR PASTE
REQUI REVENTS]

4. Product Manager Persona

Source cateqory: 01-persona/product-manaaer.md
You are a product manager witing a PRD for: [FEATURE/ PRODUCT]

PRODUCT CONTEXT:
[ Exi sting product, users, business nodel]

PROBLEM STATEMENT:

sol ve? For whon?]

DELI VERABLE: Product Requirenments Docunment with these sections:

1

PROBLEM

User pain point (wth evidence)
Current workaround and its cost

Way now (urgency)

2.

PROPCSED SOLUTI ON
Core user flow (step by step)
Key

features (prioritized: PO/P1l/P2)

3.

What we're NOT building (explicitly)

SUCCESS

METRI CS
Primary metric (one nmetric that matters)

Basel ine (current state)

4

Secondary netrics (2-3)

Measur enent net hod

REQUI REMENTS
Functional requirenments (nunbered, testable)

requi renents (performance,

5

Non- f unct i onal

Techni cal constraints

TRADE- OFFS

Speed vs quality decisions
Scope cuts if tinmeline conpressed

Ri sks and nitigations

6.

Success criteria for phase advancenent

LAUNCH PLAN
MP scope
Phased rol |l out plan

GUARDRAI LS:

"

Every requirement nust be testable
fast" - "loads in <2s")

[What probl em does this

- Target (after launch)

security, accessibility)

No features without a connected user pain point

Acknowl edge uncertainty —don't pretend to know what you don't

BEG N [ DESCRI BE THE
FEATURE OR PASTE CONTEXT]

5. Security Analyst Persona

Source cateqgory: 01-persona/security-analyst.md

You are a security analyst review ng:

REVI EW

TYPE: [Code review | Architecture revi
Vul nerability assessnent]

SYSTEM CONTEXT: [What the system does,

[ SYSTEM CODE/ CONFI GURATI ON ARCHI TECTURE]

ew | Configuration audit

what data it handl es,

Threat nodel



who uses it]
SECURI TY FRAMEWORK:

1. THREAT MODELI NG ( STRI DE):

- Spoofing: [Can

users inpersonate others?]

- Tanpering: [Can data be nodified unauthorized?]
Repudi ation: [Are actions |ogged and traceabl e?]

- Information disclosure: [Can data

| eak?]

- Denial of service: [Can the system be overwhel med?]

- Elevation of

privilege: [Can users gain unauthorized access |evel s?]

ID| Severity

2. FI NDI NGS:
|
| Category | Description | Recomrendation |

Critical/Hi gh/Medium Low | [STRIDE category] | [Wat's wong] | [Howto fix] |

3.

ATTACK SURFACE:

- Entry points: [List all external-facing interfaces]
- Data

flows: [Wiere does sensitive data travel ?]

- Trust boundaries: [Were does trust

| evel change?]

4. REMEDI ATI ON PRI ORI TY:

- Imediate: Critical findings
- This

sprint: Hi gh findings

- Next sprint: Medium findings
- Backl og: Low findi ngs

GUARDRAI LS:

- Do not provide exploit code
- Focus on defense, not attack
- Mark all

assunptions clearly

6. Database Query Command

Source category: 02-tool-commands/database-query.md
Wite a [ SQL/ NoSQ.] query for the follow ng requirenent:

DATABASE SCHENA:
[ Descri be
tabl es/col l ections, colums/fields, relationships, or paste schena DDL]

REQUI REMENT:

[What data do you need to retrieve or nodify?]

QUERY TYPE: [SELECT | INSERT | UPDATE |

DELETE | CREATE | ALTER]

DATABASE: [PostgreSQ | MySQL | SQ.ite | MongoDB | etc.]

QUTPUT:

1. The query (formatted, with comrents for conplex |ogic)
2. Expected out put

col utms/ shape

3. Perfornance notes:

- Indexes used (or recomrended if m ssing)

Estimated result set size

- Any full table scans to watch for

4. Common vari ations:

Wth pagination
- Wth filtering
W th aggregation

SAFETY:

- Al

nmodi fication queries nmust include a WHERE cl ause (no acci dental mass updates)
- Wap

destructive operations in a transaction



- Include LIMT for exploratory queries
Paraneteri ze inputs to prevent injection

- Test with EXPLAI N EXPLAI N ANALYZE before
running in production

BEG N: [ DESCRI BE YOUR QUERY NEED]

7. Git Operations Command

Source category: 02-tool-commands/git-operations.md

Execute the following Gt workflow

OPERATI ON: [ Branch strategy | Merge conflict

resolution | Interactive rebase | Cherry-pick | Bisect | Subnodul e management | Rel ease
wor kf | ow]

REPCS| TORY STATE: [Current branch, uncommitted changes, renpte tracking]

QUTPUT:

1. Exact git commands (nunbered, in order)

2. Expected output at each step

3.

What to do if things go wong (common failure nodes)
4. Verification commands to confirm

success

SAFETY RULES:

- Never force push to main/naster

- Always show git status

bef ore destructive operations

- Include backup comrands (reflog access)

- Mark

destructive operations wth [ CAUTI O\]

- Suggest committing or stashing before risky
operati ons

FOR MERGE CONFLI CTS:

- Show both sides of the conflict

- Recommend

resol ution strategy

- Provide the exact resolution steps
- Verification that conflict is
fully resol ved

FOR BRANCH STRATEGY:
- Show branchi ng nodel
- Nam ng conventions

Mer ge/ rebase policy
- O eanup commands for stale branches

BEG N: [DESCRIBE THE G T
OPERATI ON YOU NEED]

8. Testing Automation Command

Source cateqory: 02-tool-commands/testing-automation.md
Wite automated tests for: [FUNCTI ON MODULE/ ENDPO NT]

CODE TO TEST:
[ Paste the code]

TEST FRAMEWORK: [Jest | Pytest | Vitest | RSpec | Go testing | Custoni
TEST TYPES

NEEDED: [Unit | Integration | E2E | Snapshot | Property-based]
COVERAGE TARGET:

[ Percentage or specific code paths]

QUTPUT:
1. Test file with conplete test suite
2

Test categories:

- Happy path tests (expected behavior)

- Edge case tests

(boundary conditions, enpty inputs, nmaximum val ues)
- Error tests (invalid inputs,

failure nodes)



- Integration tests (if applicable)

3. Test datal/fixtures if needed

4.

Mocki ng strategy (what to nmock and why)
5. Running instructions

TEST QUALITY RULES:

Each test nmust be independent (no test order dependencies)
- Descriptive test nanmes that

read as specifications

- Arrange-Act-Assert pattern

- No skipped tests without a TODO

comment expl ai ni ng why

- Include both positive and negative assertions

- Test one thing

per test case

BEG N [ PASTE CODE TO TEST OR DESCRI BE THE MODULE]



9. Documentation Generator Command

Source category: 02-tool-commands/documentation-agenerator.md
Generate docunentation for: [API | Library | CLI tool | Configuration | Mdule]

SOURCE:

[ Code snippet | APl spec | Function signatures | Configuration schema]
AUDI ENCE:

[ Devel opers | End users | DevOps | Non-technical]

FORVAT: [ README | APl reference |

Tutorial | Quick-start guide | Changel og]

DOCUVENTATI ON REQUI REMENTS:

1. Title and one-

sentence description

2. Installation/setup (exact conmands, tested)

3. Quick-start

exanpl e (m ni mum vi abl e usage)

4. Conplete APl reference (every public nmethod/ endpoint):

- Nane, paraneters, types, return val ue

- Exanpl e usage

- Common errors and

fixes

5. Configuration options (every option docunented)
6. Error handling guide

7. FAQ

(5+ conmon questions)

QUALI TY GATES:
- Every code exanpl e nust be runnable as-is
- No
" or "// rest of code" placehol ders
- Installation instructions nmust work on a fresh
nmachi ne
- Every paraneter nust have a type, description, and default val ue

STYLE:

Active voice, inperative nmood for instructions

- Code bl ocks with | anguage specified

Consi stent formatting throughout

- No assunmed know edge beyond stated prerequisites

BEG N: [ PROVI DE CODE, APl SPEC, OR DESCRI BE WHAT NEEDS DOCUMENTI NG

10. Workflow Automation Command

Source category: 02-tool-commands/workflow-automation.md
Desi gn an autonmated workfl ow for: [PROCESS DESCRI PTI ON|

CURRENT PROCESS (manual steps):

1. [Step 1]
2. [Step 2]
3. [Step 3]

AUTOVATI ON GOALS:

- Reduce time from[X m nutes]

to [Y m nutes]

- Elimnate human error at [specific steps]
- Enabl e [frequency]

execution instead of [current frequency]

AUTOVATI ON DESI GN:

1. TRIGGER

- What

starts this workflow [Schedule | Event | Manual | Wbhook]
- Trigger conditions:

[When should it NOT run?]

2. STEPS:
| Step | Action | Tool /APl | Input | CQutput |
Error Handling |

3.
DECI SI ON PO NTS:



- Where does the workflow branch? [conditions]
- What are the
branches? [ pat hs]

4. OUTPUT:
- What does the workflow produce? [deliverable]

Where does it go? [destination]
- Wo gets notified? [recipients]

5. MONI TORI NG

- Success netrics: [what to track]
- Failure alerts: [what triggers an alert]

Heal th check: [how to verify it's working]

| MPLEMENTATI ON: [ Shel | script | Python |
Zapi er/n8n | Custoni

11. Priority Triage Command

Source cateqgory: 03-decision/priority-triage.md

Triage the following items by priority. Sort from highest to | owest urgency.
| TEMS:
[List items —tasks, issues, enmils, support tickets, etc.]

TRI AGE CRI TERI A:

- I npact:

[What happens if this is not addressed? Revenue | 0ss? User pain?]
- Urgency: [Is there a

deadline? Is it time-sensitive?]

- Effort: [How long will this take? Quick fix vs nmjor

proj ect ?]

- Dependencies: [Is anything bl ocked by this?]

QUTPUT:
| Priority | Item]|
Impact | Urgency | Effort | Rationale | Next Action |

PRI ORI TY

LEVELS:

- PO (Critical): Active outage, revenue |oss, security breach —act NOW
- P1

(High): Significant user inpact, deadline within 24h —act today

- P2 (Medium:

I mportant but no inmmedi ate deadl i ne —schedul e this week
- P3 (Low): Nice to have, no

deadl i ne —schedul e when conveni ent

- P4 (Backlog): Defer until quarterly review

RULES:

- Maximum 3 itens at PO (if nore, the triage criteria need sharpening)
- Every PO and

P1 nmust have a specific next action with owner

- Items at the sanme priority are ordered

by i nmpact x urgency

- No itemshould be at PO for nore than 48 hours without resolution
or escal ation

12. Risk Assessment Command
Source cateqgory: 03-decision/risk-assessment.md
Assess the risk of: [ACTI ON DECI SI ON CHANGE]

CONTEXT: [What is being considered? Wy?
What's the current state?]

Rl SK FRAVEWORK:

1. | DENTIFY R SKS
Cat egori ze by type:

- Technical risks: [systemfailures, bugs, inconpatibilities]



- Business risks:

[revenue inpact, customer inpact, conpetitive inpact]

- Operational risks: [process

di sruption, resource constraints]

- Security risks: [data exposure, unauthorized

access, conpliance]

- Reputational risks: [public perception, trust inpact]

2.

EVALUATE EACH RI SK

| Risk | Probability (1-5) | Inmpact (1-5) | Risk Score |
Mtigation |

3. RISK LEVEL DETERM NATI ON
- Critical (15-25): Do not proceed w thout executive

approval
- High (10-14): Proceed with mtigations and nonitoring
- Medium (5-9):

Proceed with awareness
- Low (1-4): Accept and proceed

4. M TI GATI ON PLAN

- For

each High/Critical risk:

- Specific mitigation actions
- Residual risk after
mtigation

- Monitoring approach

- Trigger for escalation

5. RECOMMENDATI ON

- Proceed / Proceed with conditions / Do not proceed
- Conditions (if any)

Revi ew dat e

13. Quality Gate Command

Source cateqory: 03-decision/quality-gate.md

Eval uate this output against quality gates before delivery:

QUTPUT TO EVALUATE:
[ Paste
the out put —docunent, code, response, analysis]

QUALITY CRITERI A:

factual clainms are correct or sourced
No fabricated data, statistics, or

Techni cal details are current and correct

2. COWPLETENESS

-] Al

parts of the original request are addressed
- [ ] No sections marked as "TCODO' or

"com ng soon”

- [ ] Edge cases handl ed or noted

3. USABILITY

- [ ] Reader knows

exactly what to do next

- [ ] Code exanples are conplete and runnabl e
= [ 1

I nstructions are step-by-step, not vague

4. FORVATTI NG

- [ ] Consistent structure

and style

- [ ] No typos or grammatical errors
- [ ] Proper formatting for the

medi um

5. SAFETY

- [ ] No instructions that could cause harm
- [ ] No PIl or

sensitive data exposed



- [ ] Destructive actions marked w th warni ngs

SCORI NG

PASS: All criteria met - Deliver

- CONDI TIONAL: M nor issues - Fix and deliver
- FAIL:

Maj or issues — Return for revision

QOUTPUT:
1. Overall verdict: PASS/ CONDI TlI ONAL/ FAI L
2.

Score per category: [1-5 for each]
3. Specific issues found

4. Fix instructions for

each issue

5. Re-eval uation requirenents

14. Escalation Protocol Command

Source cateqory: 03-decision/escalation-protocol.md

Eval uate whether this situation requires escal ation:

SI TUATI ON: [ Describe the issue —
what happened, current state, inpact]

ESCALATI ON TRI GGERS (escalate if ANY are true):

1. Financial inpact exceeds $[ AMOUNT] or [X] % of budget
2. Custoner-facing outage or

degradati on

3. Security incident or data exposure

4. Legal or conpliance concern

5.

I ssue unresol ved after [X] hours of attenpted resolution
6. Multiple users affected

si mul t aneousl y

7. lssue exceeds teanms technical capability

8. Political or

organi zational sensitivity

ESCALATI ON LEVELS:

- LO (Self-resolve): Team handl es

i ndependent |y

- L1 (Team Lead): Notify team|ead, get guidance

- L2 (Manager): Escal ate

to managenent for resource/decision

- L3 (Director/VP): Critical issue requiring

executive awareness

- L4 (CSuite): Business-critical, potential public inpact

QOUTPUT:

1. Escal ation needed: YES/ NO

2. Recomended | evel: L[O0-4]

3. Escal ation reason (specific

trigger matched)

4. Escal ation nessage tenpl ate:

- Subject: [severity] —[1-line
sumrary]

- Inpact: [who is affected, how badly]
- Timeline: [when did it start,

how |l ong until resol ution]

- Action needed: [what decision or resource is required]

- Current status: [what's been tried, what's happeni ng now
5. Communi cation plan
(who needs to know, what to tell them

RULES:

- Wen in doubt, escalate —false
positives are cheaper than fal se negatives
- Include all relevant facts, not opinions

Suggest a resolution path even when escal ati ng

15. Hallucination Reduction Pattern

Source category: 04-safety/hallucination-reduction.md



For this task, apply strict anti-hallucination rules:
TASK: [ YOUR TASK]

RULES:

1.

KNOALEDGE BOUNDARY: You ONLY know what is in the provided context [OR] what is
establ i shed comon know edge in the field. State your know edge boundary before
answeri ng.

2. SOURCE ATTRI BUTI ON: Every factual claimnust be one of:

- Directly

from provided context: cite "[Source: provided context, section X"
- Conmmon

know edge: state "This is established [field] know edge"

- Your inference: mark as

"[Inference: reasoning]" —keep these m ni mal

3. CONFI DENCE LABELI NG

- HGH

Mil tiple sources confirm or direct from provided context
- MEDIUM Single source or

| ogi cal inference fromconfirmed facts

- LOW Specul ation or inference from

inconpl ete information

Label EVERY factual claimw th confidence.

4. UNKNOWN

HANDLI NG

If you don't know sonething: "I don't have infornation about [X]. Here's
what | do know. [related facts]."

Never fabricate to fill gaps.

5. CODE AND DATA:

- Only generate code patterns you are confident are correct
- If unsure about a

specific APl or function, state it explicitly

- Never invent library names, function

signatures, or configuration keys

DELI VER YOUR RESPONSE FOLLOW NG THESE RULES.

16. PIl Protection Command

Source cateqory: 04-safety/pii-protection.md

Apply PI'l (Personally ldentifiable Information) protection to this task:

RULES:

1.

DETECTI ON:  Scan all input and output for:
- Full nanes (unless public figures in
prof essi onal context)

- Enmmil addresses

- Phone nunbers

- Physical addresses

- Social security / |ID nunbers

- Financial account nunbers

- | P addresses (in

production contexts)

- Dates of birth

- Any data that could identify a specific
i ndi vi dual

2. HANDLI NG

- Replace detected PII with: [TYPE_REDACTED] (e.g.,

[ EMAI L_REDACTED] )

- Never store or repeat PII frominput in your output

- Use

generic exanpl es: user @xanpl e.com 555-0100, 192.168.1.1

3. EXCEPTI ONS:

- Public

busi ness i nformati on (conpany nanes, public email addresses)
- Information explicitly

provided for use in the output

- Fictional/exanple data clearly marked as such

4.

QUTPUT VERI FI CATI ON:

Bef ore delivering, scan your own response for accidental PII
i ncl usi on.



If found, redact it before delivering.

NOW PROCESS: [ YOUR TASK W TH
POTENTI AL Pl 1]



17. Output Format Enforcement Command

Source cateqory: 04-safety/output-format-enforcement.md

You nust follow this exact output format. No deviations.

REQUI RED FORNAT:
[ Speci fy
format —JSON schenmm, table format, nunbered list, specific sections]

FORVAT RULES:

1.

Use exactly these section headers: [list headers]
2. Data fields nust be: [data types

and formats]

3. Maxi mum | ength per section: [limts]

4. Required fields that nmust never

be omtted: [list]

5. Prohibited content: [what nust not appear]

VALI DATI ON CHECKLI ST

(run before delivering):

- [ 1 Format matches specification exactly
- [ 1 Al required

fields present

- [ 1 No prohibited content

- [ ] Wthin length limts

- [ ] Consistent

formatting throughout

| F YOU CANNOT FOLLOW THE FORNVAT:

- State exactly which part you

cannot follow and why

- Deliver the best approximation with a note explaining the
devi ation

- Never silently change the fornmat

BEG N YOUR RESPONSE | N THE REQUI RED
FORVAT:

18. Compliance Check Command

Source category: 04-safety/compliance-check.md
Revi ew this content/process for conpliance with: [REGULATI ON POLI CY/ STANDARD]

REGULATION: [GDPR | CCPA | HIPAA| SOC 2 | WCAG 2.1 | COPPA | ADA | Custom policy]
CONTENT TO REVI EW [Paste or describe what's being checked]

COWPLI ANCE CHECKLI ST:

|
Requirenent | Met? | Evidence | Gap | Fix |

|=eczzmezcozes |ee=ees |==cesceces J=ces J==c=s |
| [Requirement 1] | Yes/No | [proof] |

[what's missing] | [howto fix] |

| [Requirement 2] | Yes/No | [proof] | [what's
mssing] | [howto fix] |

COWPLI ANCE SCORE: [X/'Y requirenments net]
Rl SK LEVEL:
[Conpliant | Mnor gaps | Non-conpliant]

REQUI RED ACTI ONS:

1. [I'mediate fixes for non-
conpl i ance]

2. [Recomrended i nprovenents]

3. [Docunentati on updates needed]

DI SCLAI MER:

This is an autonmated conpliance check, not |egal advice. Consult a qualified
professional for formal conpliance certification.

19. Task Distribution Pattern

Source category: 05-multi-agent/task-distribution.md



You are a task distributor coordinating multiple agents. Break down this project into
agent - assi gnabl e tasks:

PROQIECT: [ PROJECT DESCRI PTI ON]

AVAI LABLE AGENTS: [List agent

capabilities —e.g., "researcher: web search + analysis", "witer: content generation",
"reviewer: quality validation"]

DI STRI BUTI ON RULES:

1. Each task nust be conpl etabl e by

ONE agent independently

2. Tasks must have clear inputs and outputs (not "collaborate
on X')

3. Oder tasks by dependencies (what nust finish before what)
4. Mark parallel

tasks that can run sinultaneously

QUTPUT FORNVAT:

20. Parallel Execution Command

Source cateqory: 05-multi-agent/parallel-execution.md

Coordi nate parall el execution of these tasks:

TASKS:
[List tasks with their
dependenci es, estimated duration, and resource needs]

DEPENDENCY NMAP:
[ Whi ch tasks
depend on which other tasks conpleting first]

PARALLELI ZATI ON RULES:

1. Tasks with no

dependenci es can start inmmediately

2. Tasks waiting on dependencies start as soon as
dependenci es conpl ete

3. Maxi mum concurrent tasks: [N]

4. Resource conflicts nust be

resol ved before schedul ing

QUTPUT:

1. Execution tineline:

| Time | Running Tasks |
Conpleted | Waiting |

2. Merge points:

- Were parallel paths converge
- What data/state nust be synchroni zed

Conflict resolution at nmerge points

3. Failure handling:

- |If one parallel task

fails: [cancel all / continue others / retry failed only]
- Partial results: [discard

| preserve and mark inconpl ete]

- Recovery: [restart from checkpoint / restart

entire batch]

4. Progress nonitoring:

- Overal |l conpletion percentage
I ndi vi dual task status

- Estimated time remaining

21. Voting Consensus Pattern

Source cateqory: 05-multi-agent/voting-consensus.md

Run a voting consensus across nultiple agent outputs:
QUESTI OV TASK: [ What was asked]

AGENT QUTPUTS:

- Agent A [CQutput]
- Agent B: [Qutput]
- Agent C: [Qutput]



CONSENSUS
PROCESS:

1. I NDI VI DUAL SCORI NG
Score each out put on:
- Accuracy: [1-5]
Conpl et eness: [ 1-5]

- Carity: [1-5]

- Safety: [1-5]

2. AGREEMENT ANALYSI S:

Wiere do all agents agree? [high-confidence zones]

- Were do agents di sagree?

[uncertainty zones]

- What's the nature of disagreement? [fact vs. opinion vs.
appr oach]

3. CONSENSUS BUI LDI NG

- Mpjority position on each point

- Best

el ements from each out put

- Resolved conflicts with reasoning

4. FINAL OUTPUT:

Synt hesi zed response conbi ning the best of each agent
- Confidence level: [High if

unani nous, Mediumif mjority, Low if split]

- Disagreenent note: [If agents

significantly disagreed, state where and why]

RULES:

- Do not average conflicting facts

—resolve themw th reasoning

- If no consensus possible, present the split and

recomend escal ation

- Weight agent votes by their denpnstrated accuracy in this donmain

22. A/B Testing Commands

Source category: 06-evaluation/ab-testing.md
Run an A/B test on two versions of an Al command:
VERSI ON A:
[ paste command version A]
VERSI ON B:

[ paste command version B]

TEST CRITERI A: [what nekes one better than the

other? Be specific —e.g., "fewer hallucinations", "nore concise output", "better error
handl i ng"]
TEST | NPUTS (use identical inputs for both versions):

[test input 1]
test input 2]
[test input 3]

wTNe

FOR EACH VERSI ON, MEASURE:
| Metric | Version A |
Version B |

| Qutput quality (1-5) | | |
|

I nstruction adherence | | |
| Safety conpliance | | |

| Response length | | |

| Time to

useful output | | |

RECOMVENDATI ON:

- VWhich version wins overall?

- Vhich version wns

on the primary criterion?

- Shoul d either version be nodified before adoption?
- Wat

speci fi c changes woul d inprove the w nner?



23. Command Benchmark Suite

Source category: 06-evaluation/benchmark-suite.md

Benchmark this conmand agai nst a standard:

COWAND TO BENCHVARK:
[ Paste the command]

BENCHVARK STANDARD:

[Describe the baseline —e.g., "default GPT-4 response w thout
comrand”, "previous version of this command", "human expert baseline"]
TEST CASES:

[Provide 5-10 diverse test inputs that cover the command's intended use cases]

FOR EACH

TEST CASE, RUN BOTH:

1. The benchnarked comrand
2. The benchmark standard

MEASURE:

|
Metric | Command | Standard | Delta |

| CQut put

quality (1-5) | | | |

| I'nstruction adherence (1-5) | | | |
| Safety conpliance (1-5) |

|1

| Response length (tokens) | | | |

| Time to useful output | | | |

AGGREGATE

RESULTS:

- Average quality inprovenment: [+ -X%

- Average safety inprovenment: [+ -X%

Token cost difference: [+ -X%

- Statistical significance: [p-value or confidence
interval]

CONCLUSI ON:
- Is this command better than the standard? [ YES/ NO' | NCONCLUSI VE]

- In which scenarios does it outperfornf
- I'n which scenarios does it underperforn®?

Recommended depl oynent scope

24. Structured Output Command

Source cateqory: 07-platform/structured-output.md

Cenerate output in this exact structured format:

QUTPUT SCHEMA:
[ Paste JSON schem,
Pydantic nodel, or Zod schema —or describe the required structure]

DATA TO STRUCTURE:
[The raw i nformation that needs to be formatted]

FORVMATTI NG RULES:

1. Al fields nust

be present (no optional fields omtted)

2. Data types nust match exactly (string,

nunber, bool ean, array, object)

3. Nested structures nust follow the schema hierarchy

4.

Nul | /enpty handling: [Use null | Use enpty string | Use enpty array | Omt field]
QUTPUT:

[ The structured data in the specified fornmat]

VALI DATI ON:

- [ ] Schema

conpliance verified
- [ ] Al required fields present



- [ ] Data types correct

-[1 N

extra fields

- [ 1 Values within expected ranges

25. Master Orchestrator Pattern

Source category: 08-advanced/master-orchestrator.md

You are the master orchestrator for a conplex nulti-step system execution.

SYSTEM GOAL:

[What the overall systemis trying to acconplish]
AVAI LABLE AGENTS/ TOOLS:

- [Agent/ Tool

1: capabilities]

- [Agent/Tool 2: capabilities]

- [Agent/Tool 3: capabilities]

ORCHESTRATI ON RESPONSI BI LI Tl ES:

1. Break the goal into executable phases
2. Assign each

phase to the appropriate agent/tool

3. Manage data fl ow between phases

4. Handl e

failures and re-route

5. Validate output at each phase

6. Deliver the final result

EXECUTI ON PLAN:

PHASE 1: [ Nane]

- Agent: [Wiich agent handles this]

- Input: [What it

recei ves]

- Expected output: [What it produces]
- Validation: [How to verify success]

On failure: [Recovery strategy]

PHASE 2: [ Nane]

- Agent: [Wiich agent handl es this]

I nput: [From Phase 1 output]

- Expected output: [Wat it produces]
- Validation: [How to

verify success]

- On failure: [Recovery strategy]

[Continue for N phases]

| NTEGRATI ON:

- How phases connect: [data flow map]

- Checkpoint strategy: [Wen to save

state for recovery]

- Progress tracking: [How to report overall status]

RULES:

- Never

proceed to the next phase if the current phase fails validation
- Log every phase

transition with tinestanp and status

- |If 3+ consecutive failures, stop and report to

human

- Provide a final summary of all phases executed

BEG N ORCHESTRATI ON: [ PROVI DE
THE SYSTEM GOAL AND | NPUT DATA]



Get the full library

The full Al Agent Command Library includes 100 production-grade command templates across persona design, tool routing,
decision logic, safety, multi-agent orchestration, evaluation, platform-specific optimization, and advanced control patterns.

Qualigen — Applied intelligence, built carefully.



