222222222

From Fragmented Data to
Operational Intelligence

A complete Al strategy for private equity: the data foundation, governance framework, and
intelligent agents that create a compounding competitive edge across fund cycles.
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Executive Summary

The average PE firm evaluates eighty deals for every one it closes. Each evaluation requires synthesising information from CRM records,
financial data, shared drives, email, and the collective memory of the deal team. Most of that synthesis happens manually, in people's heads,
and the institutional knowledge it produces walks out the door when they do. Meanwhile, competitors with unified data infrastructure and Al
capabilities are screening opportunities faster, with greater accuracy, and compounding what they learn across fund cycles. The gap between
leaders and followers is widening, and the cost of inaction is adverse selection: seeing only the opportunities that data-led firms have already
evaluated and passed on.

This playbook describes what a complete Al strategy looks like for a private equity firm, and the specific sequence that builds a compounding
competitive edge. The core argument is architectural. A PE Al strategy has three layers, and they must be built in order. The first is the
foundation: unifying fragmented operational data into a knowledge graph that connects funds, portfolio companies, deals, people, and
relationships, and making that knowledge accessible to humans through natural language. The second is governance: the framework that
ensures Al operates within explicit boundaries, earns trust incrementally, and maintains full audit trails. The third is agents: intelligent capabilities
that span the investment lifecycle, from origination through deal execution to portfolio monitoring, each built on the foundation and operating
within governance bounds.
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Most firms get this backwards. They deploy agents before they have a foundation, automate before they have governance, and chase speed
before they have earned trust. A substantial proportion of agentic Al projects will be cancelled within two years for exactly these reasons. The
firms that skip the foundations will be among them.

Each layer delivers standalone value. A firm that builds only the foundation has still created a significant operational advantage: reliable cross-
fund reporting, relationship mapping that survives partner departures, and a single trustworthy answer to "tell me everything about this
company." Research consistently shows that firms with unified data and Al-assisted screening can evaluate fifty percent more deals with the
same headcount, compress initial target screening from weeks to days, and reduce manual diligence hours by up to seventy percent. A firm that
adds governance has a defensible framework for safe Al deployment. A firm that builds agents on top has the beginning of a compounding
institutional memory that grows smarter with every fund cycle.

This playbook is written by Attercop, a specialist Al consultancy focused on private equity firms and their portfolio companies. We
designed and built our Operational Intelligence platform for ourselves first, and we run our own consultancy on it every day. The

platform is delivered as a managed service, so firms do not need to hire data engineers or Al specialists to operate it. Everything

described here reflects what we have built, tested, and learned.

Why We Wrote This Playbook

The market for Al agents is real and growing fast. Global Al spending is forecast to reach trillions by the end of the decade, and enterprise
adoption is accelerating across every sector. Private equity is no exception. The most sophisticated global firms have spent years building
proprietary Al platforms, dedicated data science teams, and strategic partnerships with technology providers. The gap between leaders and
followers is widening, and the followers know it.

But the failure rate will be high. A substantial proportion of agentic Al projects will be cancelled due to escalating costs, unclear business value,
or inadequate risk controls. Of the thousands of companies now claiming to offer agentic Al capabilities, the majority lack genuine substance.
The gap between marketing and reality is wide. We have watched this dynamic play out from an unusual vantage point. In Attercop we have
learned, consistently, that the firms most likely to fail with Al are those that deploy capability before building foundations. They buy the agent
before they have the data. They automate before they have governance. They chase speed before they have earned trust.

This playbook describes what we believe a complete Al strategy looks like for a private equity firm. It follows a deliberate sequence: build a data
foundation, make it accessible to humans, establish governance, then deploy intelligent agents across the investment lifecycle. Each step has
value on its own. Together, they create something that compounds over time.

The playbook is written for investment professionals, operating partners, and firm leaders. It assumes you are intelligent, busy, and sceptical of
vendor promises. It is honest about what works, what is hard, and what the industry is still figuring out.
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1. Why Al Strategy Matters for Private Equity

Al is not interesting because it is new technology. It is interesting because of what it does to the economics of the investment lifecycle. Every
stage of that lifecycle, finding the right targets, evaluating them rigorously, managing the portfolio effectively, and exiting at the right time,
depends on synthesising information from multiple sources faster and more completely than the competition. Al changes the speed and
completeness with which that synthesis can happen.

The competitive landscape is already bifurcating. At one end, the largest global firms have spent years and significant capital building
proprietary platforms. Some have been refining algorithmic deal sourcing for nearly a decade, monitoring tens of millions of companies and
scoring opportunities against investment theses before any adviser is appointed. Others have built dedicated portfolio enablement platforms
deploying autonomous agents across their investments. These firms are not experimenting with Al. They are operating with it.

At the other end, the majority of mid-market firms remain in an experimental phase: individual team members using commercial Al tools for ad
hoc research, document summarisation, or content drafting. Useful, but not strategic. The tools are disconnected from each other and from the
firm's proprietary data. The outputs are inconsistent. There is no governance framework, and no compounding advantage.

The Adverse Selection Risk The Competitive Liability

If competitors with superior data infrastructure and Al In a market where capital is increasingly commoditised and
capabilities are systematically identifying the highest-quality founders expect operational sophistication alongside

assets earlier, the firms without those capabilities risk seeing investment, the inability to demonstrate a credible Al-enabled
only the opportunities that data-led firms have already evaluated approach becomes a competitive liability.

and passed on.

"The question is not whether to adopt Al. It is whether to adopt it strategically, in the right
order, or to continue accumulating disconnected tools that create activity without
advantage."

An Al strategy for PE is not a technology roadmap. It is an answer to a business question: how does this firm find better targets, make better
investment decisions, manage its portfolio more effectively, and compound what it learns across fund cycles? The technology serves those
outcomes. The strategy defines the sequence in which the technology is built, and, critically, what must be in place before each capability can
be trusted.

2. The Architecture: Foundation,
Governance, Agents

A complete Al strategy for PE has three layers. They are not equal in weight, and they are not interchangeable in sequence. One is the
foundation on which everything else is built. One is the safety framework without which nothing should be deployed. The third is the set of
intelligent capabilities that deliver direct operational value, built on the foundation and operating within the governance framework.

The Foundation: Operational Intelligence

The foundation is what we call Operational Intelligence: a company ontology that defines how the firm actually operates, connecting every
system, resolving fragmented identities into authoritative entities, and modelling the relationships between them in a unified knowledge graph
that is accessible to humans through natural language. This is the single largest piece of work in any Al strategy, and it is the one that most firms
underestimate or attempt to skip. Without it, every agent built on top is working with incomplete, potentially contradictory information.

The foundation has two components. The first is the company ontology: a formal model of the firm's entities (funds, portfolio companies, deals,
people, advisors, co-investors) and the relationships between them, implemented as a unified knowledge graph that can be queried, traversed,
and enriched over time. The second is natural language access: the conversational interface that allows investment professionals to ask
questions and receive synthesised answers without needing to know which system holds the information. The human querying phase validates
the ontology and builds the trust required for agent deployment.
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The Governance Layer

Governance is not a phase that comes after agent deployment. It is the framework that must be in place before any agent is switched on. It
defines what agents can see, what they can do, who authorises their actions, and how every operation is audited. In PE, where deal data must
be segregated, LP information protected, and regulatory obligations met, governance is not optional. It is the prerequisite for responsible
deployment.

Our approach is built on progressive trust: agents begin by observing, graduate to suggesting, and earn autonomous action only through
demonstrated reliability. This mirrors how PE firms already manage their own people. A new associate does not sit on the IC in their first month.

The Agent Layer

Once the foundation and governance are in place, the firm can begin building intelligent agents that span the investment lifecycle. These are not
a one-time deployment. They are an ongoing journey of capability development, where each new agent draws on the same unified data,
operates within the same governance framework, and contributes to the same institutional memory.

The categories of agent capability map directly to the stages of the PE lifecycle: origination intelligence that helps identify and evaluate targets,
deal intelligence that accelerates analysis during active processes, and portfolio intelligence that monitors and benchmarks performance across
the portfolio. Each of these is a substantial topic in its own right, and we explore them later in this playbook. The critical point here is that they
are all consumers of the foundation. Without the ontology, the governance framework, and the natural language interface that validates both,
agent deployment is premature.

"The foundation is the hard work and the prerequisite. Agent development is the ongoing
journey that follows. Most firms try to start with the journey and discover too late that they
have no ground to stand on."

3. The Starting Point: Why PE Data Is
Uniquely Fragmented

Every PE firm already knows a great deal about its business. The problem is where that knowledge lives.

The deal flow CRM tracks pipeline, contacts, and relationship history, but knows nothing about what happened after investment. Portfolio
monitoring captures financial metrics, but often through manually assembled spreadsheets, weeks after period end. Fund accounting knows
NAV and carry, but not the operational context behind the numbers. Documents sit in shared drives and legacy data rooms, but nobody can
reliably say which deal, fund, or thesis they relate to. Market intelligence subscriptions know the sector, but not the firm's proprietary view of it.
Email holds some of the richest relationship intelligence in the firm, but it is entirely unstructured and unsearchable in context.

CRM Portfolio Monitoring Fund Accounting

Pipeline & contacts only — no post- Manual spreadsheets, weeks after NAV & carry without operational context
investment context period end

(—

Documents Email

Shared drives with no reliable linkage to deals or funds Rich relationship intelligence, entirely unstructured
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This is not a technology failure. Each system does its job well. The failure is isolation. Research suggests that knowledge workers spend roughly
a third of their working day searching for information across disconnected systems. In a PE context, that translates directly to senior investment
professionals spending hours assembling context that should be available in seconds. The cost is not just time. It is the quality of decisions made
without complete information, and the institutional knowledge that never gets captured because it exists only in the synthesis someone
performed in their head.

PE firms face a particularly layered version of this problem. The firm's own systems are fragmented, and each portfolio company adds another
data universe the firm does not control. Fifteen portcos means fifteen different reporting formats, fifteen different definitions of adjusted EBITDA,
fifteen different calendar periods. The investment director has to synthesise this purely mentally.

The Monday Board Meeting Problem: Preparing for a Monday board meeting at a portfolio company means checking the CRM for the
original deal context, opening a spreadsheet for the latest financials (hoping it is current), scanning email for the CEQ's last update,

hunting through shared folders for the 100-day plan written eighteen months ago, and asking a colleague what happened at the last
board meeting. The synthesis happens in your head, and it stays there until the next person needs to repeat the exercise.

"Deploying an Al agent on top of fragmented data is like sending a new associate into a
due diligence process with access to the filing cabinet index but not the files. They will be
confident, fast, and wrong."

Now consider what an Al agent inherits in this environment. It can access each system individually, but it cannot connect the information across
them. It does not know that the same company appears as "Acme Ltd" in the CRM, "ACME Limited" in fund accounting, and "Acme Group" in the
portfolio monitoring spreadsheet. Asked to prepare an IC briefing, it produces something that looks polished but is built on incomplete, potentially
contradictory information. This is not a hypothetical risk. In a recent Accenture survey, eighty-three percent of PE leaders acknowledged that
their due diligence practices remain outdated, and three-quarters agreed that the increasing complexity of investments is at odds with the tools
available to support them. Data availability and quality remain the primary obstacle to Al implementation across the industry, and the majority of
Al projects without ready data are abandoned.

4. Building the Foundation: From Data to
Knowledge

The first and most important step in a PE Al strategy is to transform fragmented data into connected knowledge. This begins with a company
ontology: a formal definition of the entities that describe how the firm actually operates, and the relationships between them. The ontology is
implemented as a knowledge graph, a structured, queryable model that connects data across every system the firm runs on. Together, they form
the Operational Intelligence foundation on which everything else is built.

In a PE context, the core entities are funds, portfolio companies, deals (both pipeline and completed), management teams, co-investors,
advisors, LPs, and the firm's own investment professionals. The power is not in any individual entity, but in the connections between them. This
advisor introduced three deals, two of which converted. This management team has worked together across two portfolio companies in
successive funds. This co-investor participated in the firm's last four healthcare transactions. This LP has expressed interest in a specific sector
and vintage profile.

None of this intelligence is available from any single system. It emerges from connecting entities across systems and enriching them over time.
The CRM holds contacts. Fund accounting holds fund structures. Portfolio monitoring holds performance data. Documents hold investment
theses, IC decisions, and board observations. The knowledge graph connects all of these into a single traversable model where the question "tell
me everything we know about this company, this person, or this sector" has a complete answer.

Building the Ontology: The Hard Part

Building the knowledge graph starts with the ontology: defining the entities that describe how the firm operates, then resolving fragmented
records across every system into a single, authoritative representation of each one. The same company appears as a pipeline opportunity in the
CRM, a portfolio company in the monitoring platform, and a line item in fund accounting. The same individual might be a management team
contact during diligence, a CEO the firm backed, and a reference for the next deal. The ontology gives each a single identity; the knowledge
graph connects them.
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This resolution is genuinely difficult. Naming conventions differ across systems. Duplicate records accumulate over years. There is no universal
key connecting a CRM contact to a fund accounting entry to a board pack. We resolve identities through a combination of deterministic
matching (same email address, same company registration number) and structured human review for ambiguous cases. The deterministic layer
handles the majority; the human review ensures the edge cases are right rather than confidently wrong.

The Relationship Layer

Once entities are resolved, the relationship layer is where the graph becomes a competitive asset. Who introduced which deals, and what
happened to them. Which operating partners have sector experience relevant to a new opportunity. How LP commitments align with fund
strategy. Which advisors reliably surface quality deal flow versus those who generate noise.

This is the intelligence that currently lives distributed across partners' contact books, email inboxes, and memory. Making it explicit, queryable,
and persistent (while governing access appropriately) is arguably the single highest-value capability the foundation delivers.

Standalone Value Before Any Agent

We emphasise this point because it matters commercially. A firm does not need to deploy a single Al agent to benefit from a unified knowledge
graph. The graph alone delivers: reliable portfolio reporting without manual assembly, cross-fund analysis by sector, vintage, or deal size,
relationship mapping that survives partner departures, and a single trustworthy answer to "tell me everything about this company." The gap
between Al investment and Al maturity across the industry is almost always a data gap. The knowledge graph closes it.

40hrs 4d->1h

Monthly Reporting Quarterly Cycle
A typical mid-market portfolio company spends roughly forty hours One North American mid-cap firm reported reducing its quarterly
each month simply standardising reports across subsidiaries — a full reporting cycle from four person-days to under one hour after
working week devoted to formatting rather than analysis. implementing Al-driven dashboards over unified data.

Integration Without Disruption

A common concern is that building the knowledge graph requires replacing existing systems. It does not. The platform integrates with the firm's
existing technology (CRM, fund accounting, portfolio monitoring, document management) through established connectors and APlIs, extracting
and unifying data without disrupting the workflows that teams already rely on. No system is replaced. The knowledge graph sits alongside the
existing stack, connecting what was previously siloed. For most mid-market firms, the initial integration covers four to six core systems and can
begin delivering value within weeks, not months.

©Attercop Ltd 2026 6 ﬁercop



5. Humans First: Natural Language Access

Once the knowledge graph exists, the next step is to make it accessible to the people who need it most. In our experience, this means natural

language: a conversational interface where investment professionals can ask questions in plain English and receive answers drawn from

structured records, documents, and the relationship graph, without needing to know which system holds the information.

This is the stage where humans begin mining the firm's unified knowledge. The questions are immediate and practical:

"What is our total exposure
to UK healthcare across all
funds?"

"When did we last meet
with this management
team, and what was
discussed?"

"Show me every deal
where we co-invested with
this firm and the outcome."

"What were the key risks "Who on our team has

identified in the IC memo sector experience in B2B

when we invested in this SaaS, and which of their

company?" deals performed above
plan?"

Each of these questions spans multiple source systems. The CRM holds some of the answer. Fund accounting holds another part. Documents
hold the rest. The natural language interface abstracts this complexity. The partner asking the question does not need to know, or care, where
the data originates. They ask, and they receive a synthesised answer grounded in the knowledge graph.

Why This Matters Before Agents

Practical Reason

There is a practical reason to put natural language access in the
hands of humans before deploying any agents. It validates the
knowledge graph. If a partner asks "tell me about our relationship
with Firm X" and the answer is incomplete or wrong, you discover
that before an agent uses the same data to prepare an IC briefing
that reaches the full committee. Human users are the best quality

assurance for the underlying data, because they know what the

right answer should be. Their feedback sharpens the graph.

Cultural Reason

When investment professionals experience the value of unified
knowledge through their own queries, they develop intuition about
what the platform knows, where its boundaries are, and what kinds
of questions it can and cannot answer well. That intuition becomes
the foundation for trusting agents later. A firm that skips straight to
agent deployment puts Al in front of users who have no mental
model of what the system understands. Trust erodes at the first
wrong answer.

We have learned that technology deployment is only half the challenge. Cultural adoption is the other. PE firms are busy environments with
established workflows, and even excellent tools fail if they are not embedded into the daily rhythm of the firm. Our approach includes
structured onboarding for deal teams, starting with the questions they already ask and showing how the platform answers them faster and more
completely. Adoption compounds: once a partner discovers they can prepare for a board meeting in minutes rather than hours, the behaviour

change is self-reinforcing. But it requires deliberate support in the early weeks, not just a login and a user guide.

"Natural language access is not a feature. It is the trust-building phase that makes agent

deployment possible."
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6. The Step Most Firms Skip: Governance

This is where we see projects fail. Not in the data engineering. Not in the Al models. In governance, or more precisely, in its absence.

For most senior partners considering Al agents, the concern is not whether the technology works. It is what happens when it works incorrectly.
Consider the scenarios that keep investment professionals awake. A briefing agent that presents incorrect portfolio company financials to an LP
during a quarterly review. A deal screening agent that misattributes a comparable transaction, feeding a flawed valuation into an IC memo. A
portfolio monitoring agent that flags a healthy company as underperforming based on stale data, triggering an unnecessary intervention with
the management team. In PE, where fund performance drives fundraising and LP relationships span decades, the reputational cost of Al error is
measured in basis points on the next fund.

The risk environment is real and growing. Al-related legal claims are increasing as deployment outpaces governance. Security professionals
expect a meaningful share of enterprise breaches to be traced to Al agent misuse within the next few years. Yet governance in practice lags
behind. While most organisations have documented Al policies, the majority cover only basics such as data use and copyright compliance,
falling well short of the operational governance that agent deployment demands.

Progressive Trust: The New Hire Model

Our governance framework is built on a principle we call progressive trust, and it mirrors how PE firms already manage their own people. A new
associate does not sit on the investment committee in their first month. They learn how the firm operates, contribute analysis under supervision,
and earn autonomy as they demonstrate judgement. Al agents should follow the same trajectory.

Act Autonomously
suggeSt Only after demonstrating reliability,
Observe Drafting IC materials, proposing portfolio within clearly defined boundaries with
Reading data, monitoring patterns, alerts, flagging anomalies for human full audit trails.
learning context, but taking no actions. review.

Every action, whether taken by a human or an agent, carries an auditable record: what was done, why, by whose authority, and whether a
human approved it.

PE-Specific Data Governance

PE firms face governance requirements that are specific to the industry, and any platform that ignores them reveals that it does not understand
the sector.

Data segregation is essential. An associate working on Deal A should not have access to sensitive materials from Deal B. An agent operating in
the context of one deal must respect the same boundaries. Pll management matters, particularly where management team assessments,
personal financial data, or LP information are involved.

Email is a particularly sensitive case. It contains some of the richest relationship intelligence in any PE firm. A partner may choose to surface
their own correspondence to enrich their briefings and queries, and this is valuable. But making email searchable across the firm would be a
non-starter. The platform must support individual-level access, not firm-wide indexing, and the distinction must be architectural, not just policy.

The firm's own work product (IC memos, sector analyses, management assessments, valuation models, decision rationale) is institutional
knowledge that should persist and compound. But the raw materials from data rooms are ephemeral and rightly so, governed by deal-specific
NDA terms. The platform must understand this boundary. What the firm learned during diligence is theirs to keep. The source materials often are
not.

"What an agent can see is as important as what it can do. Data access governance and
action governance must work in concert, not as separate concerns bolted on after
deployment.”

©Attercop Ltd 2026 8 ﬁercop



7. What You Build on Top: Agents Across the
Investment Lifecycle

Once the foundation and governance are in place, the firm can begin building intelligent agents that deliver direct operational value. These
capabilities are not a single deployment or a product to be purchased. They are an ongoing programme of agent development, where each new
capability draws on the same unified data, operates within the same governance framework, and contributes to the same institutional memory.
The journey does not end. But it cannot start without the ground to stand on.

The categories of agent capability map naturally to the stages of the PE lifecycle. Each is substantial in its own right, and we describe them here
at the level of what they accomplish rather than how they are implemented, because the implementation will be specific to each firm's systems,
data, and priorities.

Origination Intelligence

The most data-forward PE firms have moved origination from relationship-driven networking to a hybrid model where Al identifies and evaluates
potential targets alongside human judgement. The capabilities here include thesis-driven scanning of market data (scoring companies against
investment criteria before any adviser is appointed), relationship mapping across the firm's collective network (answering "who is our best route
to an introduction?"), and continuous monitoring of signals that indicate a company may be approaching a transaction: leadership changes, hiring
patterns, revenue proxies, shifts in customer sentiment.

These agents depend directly on the knowledge graph. Relationship mapping requires resolved identities across CRM, email metadata, and
calendar history. Thesis-driven scoring requires the firm's sector intelligence and historical deal outcomes. Signal monitoring requires a baseline
understanding of what "normal" looks like for a given company profile. Without the foundation, origination agents operate on public data alone,
which is exactly the same data every competitor has access to. With the foundation, they operate on the firm's proprietary understanding of its
market, its relationships, and its track record. Industry benchmarks suggest that firms with Al-assisted screening can evaluate fifty percent more
opportunities with the same headcount, compressing initial target screening from weeks to days.

Deal Intelligence

During any active deal process, the firm accumulates a substantial library of unstructured information: downloaded documents from advisers and
management teams, financial models, legal agreements, due diligence reports, management presentations, correspondence, and the firm's own
internal analysis. This corpus can be indexed, made searchable, and queried in natural language, allowing the deal team to ask questions across
thousands of pages rather than reading each one sequentially.

The practical applications are immediate. Extracting and comparing financial data across reporting periods. Identifying non-standard terms in
legal documentation. Cross-referencing claims in the management presentation against the underlying financial data. Benchmarking a new
opportunity against the firm's historical dataset of past investments: entry multiples, growth profiles, management characteristics, and eventual
outcomes.

Governance is particularly important here. Access to deal-specific information must be restricted to the deal team. PIl (management team
personal data, salary information, personal guarantees) must be identified and handled appropriately. When a deal completes or is declined,
retention policies must apply. The firm's own analysis and decision rationale is institutional knowledge that should persist. The source materials
from advisers and data rooms are often governed by NDA terms that require specific handling.

Portfolio Intelligence

For mid-sized portfolios, the monitoring challenge is one of normalisation and pattern recognition. Companies report in different formats,
timescales, and definitions. An investment director synthesises this mentally, building a picture that exists nowhere in any system.

Portfolio intelligence agents normalise this data, establish comparable metrics across the portfolio, and monitor for anomalies: a company where
revenue is trending below the plan presented at entry, one where cash runway has shortened materially, another where employee sentiment has
shifted. Each alert includes context from the knowledge graph: the original investment thesis, the relevant KPIs from the value creation plan, and
the trend over recent quarters.

For firms focused on knowledge-economy businesses, the most valuable leading indicators are often non-financial: billable utilisation, talent
density, employee retention, customer sentiment. These are the metrics that predict financial performance before it appears in the accounts. A
portfolio intelligence agent that tracks these indicators across the portfolio, anonymised and benchmarked, creates a proprietary dataset that
grows more valuable with every investment.
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Beyond monitoring, agents can also accelerate the reporting cycle. Drafting narrative sections for LP reports based on the latest board
materials and financial data. Assembling fund-level performance and attribution. Flagging where commentary may need updating because
circumstances have changed. The investor relations team reviews and refines rather than starting from blank pages.

From Monitoring to Value Creation

Monitoring the portfolio is necessary but insufficient. The highest-return Al applications in PE are increasingly those deployed within the
portfolio companies themselves to drive operational improvement and EBITDA expansion. Industry research from FTI Consulting and BCG
indicates that targeted Al deployment within portfolio companies is delivering EBITDA improvements of five to twenty-five percent across a
range of sectors, through initiatives such as predictive pricing, supply chain optimisation, customer analytics, and process automation.

The Operational Intelligence platform creates a distinctive advantage here. Because the knowledge graph already connects the firm's portfolio
companies, their operational data, and the firm's historical experience across investments, GPs can identify which Al initiatives have worked in
comparable companies, deploy repeatable playbooks across the portfolio, and track the impact against value creation plans. Investment
committees at leading firms now spend thirty to forty percent of their time evaluating whether portfolio companies can harness Al to boost
productivity and growth. The foundation makes that assessment informed rather than speculative.

This is where the firm-level and company-level strategies converge. The same knowledge graph that helps the GP monitor and report also
provides the context to deploy Al interventions at the portfolio company level, and to measure whether those interventions are working. The
compounding effect is real: each successful deployment adds to the firm's library of what works, making the next deployment faster and more
reliable.

"Agent development is a journey, not a destination. Each new capability compounds the
value of the foundation it is built on, and the institutional memory it contributes to."
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8. Governed Agents in Practice

What does it actually feel like when governed Al agents are operating well inside a PE firm? Here are four scenarios, based on the capabilities
we have built and described from the perspective of a partner at a mid-market firm running three funds with twenty portfolio companies.

Investment Committee Preparation

You are reviewing a new opportunity ahead of Monday's IC meeting. A briefing is already waiting. It includes the firm's prior
interactions with the target (three meetings over two years, introduced by an advisor who also introduced your best-
performing Fund Il investment), comparable transactions in the sector with entry multiples and outcomes, a profile of the
management team (one member was CFO of a company in your current portfolio), and a draft sector view drawing on the
firm's prior IC discussions in adjacent spaces. You refine and challenge the material rather than compile it. The agent
assembled this from the CRM, document store, fund records, and the knowledge graph. You did not ask it to.

This scenario is read-only. The agent accesses data, synthesises it, and presents a briefing. It does not write to any system or
make any decisions. The partner is the decision-maker. The agent eliminated two hours of preparation, not two hours of
Jjudgement.

Portfolio Monitoring

It is the second week of the quarter. Fifteen portfolio companies have submitted monthly reports in varying formats. The agent
has normalised the data, flagged two companies where revenue is trending below the plan presented at entry, one where cash
runway has shortened materially since the last board, and one where EBITDA margin has improved for three consecutive

2 months. Each flag includes context: the original investment thesis, the relevant KPIs from the value creation plan, and the trend
over the last four quarters. The partner responsible for each company receives a structured alert with enough context to
decide whether to act, not a spreadsheet to decode.

The normalisation work, reconciling fifteen different report formats into comparable metrics, is where most of the analyst time
currently goes. The agent handles the mechanical work. The investment judgement remains with the partner.

LP Reporting

The quarterly report is due. The agent has drafted narrative sections for each portfolio company based on the latest board
materials, normalised financial data, and recent communications between the deal team and management. It has assembled
fund-level performance, calculated attribution by sector and vintage, and flagged where commentary may need updating
because circumstances have changed since the last report. The investor relations team reviews and refines rather than starting
from blank pages. What previously took the better part of two weeks now takes two days of review and refinement.

Institutional Continuity

A deal partner who led four investments and sits on three portfolio company boards announces their departure. In a typical
firm, this triggers weeks of frantic knowledge transfer meetings that capture only a fraction of what the departing partner
knows. In this case, the firm's knowledge graph already contains the investment theses, board observations, relationship
context, and decision rationale for each company, captured throughout the hold period from IC memos, board prep materials,
and the structured decision records the platform maintains as a by-product of daily use. The incoming partner inherits context,
not just a list of board seats.

None of these scenarios requires speculative technology. Each relies on connected data, a well-structured knowledge graph, appropriate
governance, and agents that operate within clearly defined boundaries. The capability exists today. The question is whether the firm has built
the foundation to support it.
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9. The Compounding Effect: Institutional
Memory

Most discussions about Al agents focus on automation: doing things faster. The deeper value, and the more defensible competitive advantage,
is institutional memory: getting smarter across fund cycles.

PE firms are particularly vulnerable to knowledge loss. A large share of institutional knowledge resides solely with individual employees, and
organisations collectively lose significant value when that knowledge walks out the door. Replacing a senior professional costs multiples of their
salary when accounting for the time required to rebuild their expertise, and most workers report that obtaining essential information from
colleagues is difficult or nearly impossible.

In PE, these numbers understate the problem. When an investment director who sourced and led three deals, built the sector thesis that defined
the fund's strategy, and sits on four boards moves to a competitor, the firm does not just lose a headcount. It loses a decade of pattern
recognition: which management team characteristics predict successful execution, which deal structures have created value at exit, which
advisors reliably surface quality opportunities, and what the unwritten dynamics are within each portfolio company. That knowledge was never
captured in a system. It walked out with the individual.

The time horizons in PE make this especially costly. A typical fund has a ten-year life. Investment decisions made in Year 1inform value creation
plans in Year 3 and exit strategies in Year 7. If the reasoning behind entry valuation, sector thesis, and operational priorities is not captured
durably, the team managing the exit is reconstructing logic from fragments of documents and half-remembered conversations.

A platform that captures decision context as a natural by-product of daily operations inverts this dynamic. Every significant decision is recorded
with its reasoning, its outcome, and its context. Over successive fund cycles, the firm accumulates a body of investment wisdom that is
independent of any individual. New partners inherit the judgement of their predecessors. Agents can surface relevant precedent: "the last three
times we invested at this entry multiple in this sector, here is what happened." The knowledge graph does not just connect what the firm knows
today. It preserves what the firm has learned over time.

Pattern recognition across fund vintages is the compound interest of institutional memory. Which deal characteristics predict outperformance.
Which management team attributes correlate with successful execution. Which sectors produce consistent returns at specific entry multiples.
Which operational interventions create measurable value and which do not. These patterns emerge only from connected, durable data across
multiple fund cycles, and they represent a competitive advantage that no amount of hiring can replicate.

"The firms that build this capability will find that Fund V is measurably smarter than Fund
lll, in ways that a competitor starting from scratch cannot replicate."
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10. Getting Started: What to Expect

The principles above translate into a practical deployment sequence. While the specifics vary by firm, the phasing is consistent.

Phase 1: Build the Foundation —n

(Months 1-2)

Connect your core operational systems: deal flow CRM,
portfolio monitoring, fund accounting, and document
management. Define the company ontology: the
authoritative entities (funds, portfolio companies, deals,
people, relationships) that describe how the firm operates
and how they connect. Resolve identities so the same
entity means the same thing across every system. Build
the knowledge graph on top. Standalone value at
completion: reliable fund reporting, relationship mapping,
and elimination of manual data reconciliation. For many
firms, this phase alone justifies the investment.

Phase 3: Establish Governance
(Months 2-4)

Define the governance framework: what agents will be
permitted to see, what they can do, how actions are
authorised and audited. Establish deal-level data
segregation, PIl handling policies, and the progressive
trust model that governs how agents earn autonomy. This
work runs in parallel with the foundation build, because
governance decisions inform data architecture (access
controls, retention policies, audit trails must be designed
in, not bolted on). By the end of this phase, the firm has
both a validated knowledge graph and a framework for
safe agent deployment.

Phase 5: Graduate to Governed
Autonomy (Months 6-12+)

As agents prove reliable, extend their permissions.
Automated portfolio data normalisation. Draft LP
narratives for review. Deal pipeline scoring based on
historical patterns. Relationship mapping updates. Each
expansion follows the progressive trust model: suggest
first, act only after sustained accuracy within governance
boundaries. New agent capabilities continue to be
developed across the investment lifecycle, each one
building on the same foundation and contributing to the
same institutional memory.

Phase 2: Make It Queryable (Months
1-3)

Deploy natural language access over the unified
knowledge graph. Partners and principals ask questions
and receive synthesised answers without needing to know
which system holds the information. This phase validates
the graph through real usage and builds the familiarity that
makes agent deployment possible. It overlaps with Phase
1 because natural language access can begin as soon as
the first entities are resolved, and the feedback from users
improves data quality.

Phase 4: Deploy Read-Only Agents
(Months 3-6)

Start with agents that observe and inform: IC preparation,
portfolio monitoring, LP report drafting, deal library
enrichment. No autonomous actions. No system writes.
This phase builds trust through demonstrated accuracy. If
the IC briefing is consistently useful and reliably sourced,
the firm develops confidence. If it makes mistakes, those
mistakes are caught by investment professionals before
they reach LPs or portfolio company management teams.

The critical insight is that this is not a technology deployment sequence. It is a trust-building sequence. The technology is the enabler; the trust
is the product. A firm that completes only Phase 1 has still built a significant operational advantage. Each subsequent phase compounds the

value of the one before it.

A Managed Service, Not a Software Purchase

Mid-market PE firms typically do not have internal data engineering or Al teams, and they should not need to build them. The platform is

designed to be operated as a managed service: Attercop builds the knowledge graph, manages the integrations, maintains the infrastructure,
and supports adoption. The firm's investment professionals use the natural language interface and the dashboards. They do not need to
understand the technology underneath. This is deliberate. The firms most likely to succeed with Al are those that focus on the investment

decisions the technology enables, not on the technology itself.
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Where Does Your Firm Stand?

&

The Foundation
Gap

Can you query your CRM,
fund accounting,
documents, and email from
a single interface? If the
answer is no, your data is
fragmented, and any Al
agent you deploy will inherit
that fragmentation.

The
Compounding
Gap

If a senior partner left
tomorrow, how much
institutional knowledge
would walk out with them?
If the answer is "a great
deal," your firm's most
valuable asset, its
accumulated investment
judgement, exists only in

The Trust Gap

Do you have a governance
framework that defines
what an Al agent can see,
do, and who authorises its
actions? If not, you are not
ready to deploy agents
safely. Most firms that skip
governance discover this
the hard way.

Before reading further, consider four questions that reveal how prepared your firm is for the Al-enabled future described in this playbook.

The Efficiency
Gap

How long does it take your
team to prepare for an IC
meeting or assemble a
quarterly LP report? If the
answer is measured in days
rather than hours, the
operational cost of
fragmented data is already
significant, and growing
with every fund cycle.

human memory.

If any of these questions gave you pause, you are in the majority. The playbook above describes the sequence for closing each of these gaps,
in the order that builds trust, delivers value, and creates a defensible competitive position.

What Comes Next

We built this methodology because we needed it ourselves. We run our own consultancy on the Attercop Agentic Framework, and everything
described in this playbook reflects what we have designed, built, and use daily, applied to the PE domain. The data foundation connects a firm's
core systems, defines the company ontology, and builds the knowledge graph. The natural language interface provides conversational access
to unified knowledge. The governance layer defines what agents can see and do. The agent framework deploys intelligent capabilities across
the investment lifecycle, with each new capability compounding the value of those before it.

The knowledge graph that the platform builds is, by design, the kind of asset that compounds. The longer a firm operates on it, the richer its
institutional memory becomes. Each deal that completes diligence adds to the pattern library. Each board cycle captures context that informs
the next investment decision. Each fund vintage adds to the collective intelligence of the firm. That compounding is the competitive advantage,
and it begins the day the data is connected.

If this resonates with how you think about your firm's future, we would welcome a conversation. Not a pitch, not a demo, just a discussion
about whether the approach we have described fits your situation.

hello@attercop.com

attercop.com
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