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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. The article proposes a new Network-on-Chip (NoC) design called Agile, which combines power-gating and dynamic voltage and frequency scaling (DVFS) to maximize power savings and improve performance.
2. The proposed design includes several architectural designs and a reinforcement learning (RL) based control policy to mitigate the negative effects of combining power-gating and DVFS.
3. Simulation results show that the proposed design improves overall power savings by up to 58 percent while improving performance up to 11 percent compared to state-of-the-art designs.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
The article is written by two authors from the Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering at George Washington University, making it reliable in terms of its authorship. The article is published in IEEE Xplore, an online platform for scientific research papers, which adds credibility to the article’s content. Furthermore, the article provides detailed information about the proposed NoC design as well as simulation results that support its claims. 
However, there are some potential biases in the article that should be noted. For example, the authors do not discuss any potential risks associated with their proposed design or explore any counterarguments against it. Additionally, they do not present both sides of the argument equally; instead they focus solely on promoting their own design without considering other alternatives or approaches. Finally, there is no evidence provided for some of the claims made in the article such as “the ANN-based RL implementation and bypass switch incur nominal area overhead of 5 percent” which could be seen as unsupported or unsubstantiated claims.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Network-on-Chip design alternatives
· Network-on-Chip design risks
· Network-on-Chip design counterarguments
· Network-on-Chip design comparison
· ANN-based RL implementation overhead
· Network-on-Chip bypass switch overhead
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