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The original NotebookLM illustrations and diagrams are preserved in full. Editorial
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source slides.
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EDITORIAL EVIDENCE NOTES
Slide 5: The intake → routing → governance → output sequence is a workflow model. Avoid implying that

every provider or tool enforces it universally.

Slide 6: The stability chart is illustrative, not a measured comparative time series. The claim that governance

“eliminates” drop-offs requires controlled testing.

Slides 8–9: VERIFIED labels require evidence pointers and a defined test scope. Claims that all tool

execution passes through a human-validated checkpoint should be limited to demonstrated workflows.

Slide 12: “Absolute Data Integrity” and “Complete Transparency” should be read as design goals, not proven

universal guarantees.

Current boundary: Manual worker activation may still be necessary. Inbox delivery does not establish

worker awareness. Full autonomous cross-chat wake and commercial-scale deployment are not claimed as

verified.

Invitation adaptation: The same core visual deck can support Gregory, an advisor presentation, or a

Kickstarter campaign. Change the invitation, funding objectives and approved claims in separate versions,

not the common evidence base.


