
In the ever-evolving world of AI-powered tools, it’s not unusual—and arguably necessary—to toggle between
multiple large language models like OpenAI’s ChatGPT, Anthropic’s Claude, and Perplexity AI. Each model has its
unique strengths, weaknesses, and idiosyncrasies, leading to a workflow that might seem chaotic at first glance.
But how do seasoned operators and startups manage this juggling act without wasting time or falling prey to AI
hallucinations and conflicting answers?

In this post, we’ll demystify the shared-thread multi-model workflow, explain why tracking model disagreement
matters, and highlight smart tools and techniques to handle real-time error detection and maximize productivity.
Along the way, we’ll reference how companies like Suprmind and Startup Fortune leverage these approaches to
stay sharp in a noisy AI landscape.. (sorry, got distracted)

Why Juggling Multiple AI Models Is Inevitable
No single AI model reigns supreme for every use case or prompt type. ChatGPT, based on OpenAI’s GPT-4
architecture, excels at nuanced creative writing and contextual awareness. Meanwhile, Claude often shines in
safety-conscious scenarios, thanks to Anthropic’s constitutional AI approach. Perplexity AI offers rapid search-
augmented responses useful for fact-based queries. Using them interchangeably—or better yet, simultaneously—
lets operators enjoy the best of all worlds.

But the challenge emerges when you have to keep answers consistent or spot when one model fabricates data—
an issue known as AI hallucination. For example, I’ve seen ChatGPT confidently produce dates or references that
simply don’t exist, while Claude might err on the side of vagueness, and Perplexity could
https://startupfortune.com/suprmind-lets-five-ai-models-argue-until-the-hallucinations-fall-out/ confidently
provide misleading search results without clear verification.

Common frustrations with tool switching

Wasting time copy-pasting prompts and answers between apps

Loss of conversational context when switching models

https://startupfortune.com/suprmind-lets-five-ai-models-argue-until-the-hallucinations-fall-out/


Difficulty in detecting hallucinations or fabricated information

Managing contradictory answers and deciding which to trust

The traditional approach—opening different browser tabs or apps, manually juggling conversations, and then
deciding which output to trust—is slow and error-prone.

The Power of a Shared-Thread Multi-Model Workflow
Enter the concept of the shared thread—a single, unified conversational workspace where multiple AI models
respond to the same prompt history in parallel. Instead of bouncing between isolated chats, operators see all
outputs aligned side-by-side.

Suprmind’s Multi-Model AI Divergence Index is a pioneering example of this workflow. It collects responses from
ChatGPT, Claude, Perplexity, and several other cutting-edge models simultaneously and visualizes how much their
answers diverge or converge for any given query.

Benefits of the shared-thread approach include:

Efficient tool switching: No need to jump between apps or tabs, saving precious workflow time.

Context preservation: All models see the same conversation history, reducing out-of-context mistakes.

Real-time error detection: Divergence between models flags possible hallucinations or errors immediately.

Informed decision-making: Operators can compare answers systematically and pick the most reliable or
blend insights.

Dealing with AI Hallucinations and Fabricated Data
“Hallucination” in AI terms is when a language model fabricates information—like a nonexistent fact, a bogus
statistic, or an imaginary citation—with high confidence. This frequently occurs at the point where the model
attempts to infer rather than recall or verify data.

Where hallucinations typically surface in workflow:

1. Answer generation step when the AI fills knowledge gaps.

2. When models try to cite references or external data they don’t have direct access to.

3. When switching between models with conflicting internal knowledge bases.

Using a multi-model shared thread helps because disagreement between answers serves as a “red flag.” For
instance, if ChatGPT provides a detailed answer with specific stats, but Claude responds with a general or guarded
reply, and Perplexity contradicts with a factually different answer, you know to pause and double-check. The
greater the divergence, the more likely some output is hallucinated.

How Suprmind's tools help spot hallucinations

Suprmind’s Multi-Model AI Divergence Index displays divergence scores graphically, highlighting models that stray
from consensus. For teams building AI-powered products or analysts verifying outputs before client delivery, this
real-time detection prevents costly misinformation from slipping through.



In fact, Startup Fortune, a publication covering early-stage AI tools, recommends integrating these divergence
insights into editorial workflow to flag discrepancies before publication, improving content integrity.

Model Disagreement and Divergence: A Goldmine, Not Noise
Some practitioners dismiss model disagreements as mere “noise” or random variation. But this undervalues a
crucial diagnostic opportunity.

Why divergence matters:

Reflects model training data differences or architectural biases.

Highlights inherent uncertainty or knowledge gaps within AI.

Signals when human intervention or deeper fact-checking is needed.

Enables creative workflows that synthesize diverse perspectives rather than rely on a single “best” answer.

By embracing these divergences rather than glossing over them, teams can develop more robust AI workflows
that handle edge cases gracefully.

How to incorporate model disagreement effectively

Here’s a practical approach combining tool switching with shared threads and divergence analysis:

1. Feed the same prompt into multiple models simultaneously within a shared-thread environment (e.g.,
Suprmind’s hub).

2. Review side-by-side answers and note areas of convergence and disagreement.

3. Use divergence scores to prioritize which points need manual verification or follow-up prompts.

4. Refine prompts or chain-of-thought reasoning to reduce hallucinations and clarify ambiguous answers.

5. Document trusted outputs in an integrated knowledge base for reuse and continuous learning.

Best Practices for Managing Tool Switching in 2024



Challenge Shared-Thread Solution Example Tool/Feature Context loss between models Unified prompt history
preserved across models Suprmind multi-model threads Time wasted switching apps Single interface querying
multiple models simultaneously Suprmind AI hub Difficulty spotting hallucinations Divergence visualization
highlights conflicting answers Multi-Model AI Divergence Index Overtrusting AI-generated info Model
disagreement prompts manual verification Editorial checks by Startup Fortune Loss of collaboration on outputs
Shared thread supports team commenting and versioning Suprmind collaboration features

Conclusion: Mastering Multi-Model AI Requires Intentional Workflows
If you’re juggling ChatGPT, Claude, Perplexity, and other AI assistants without a deliberate system, you’re likely
losing time and exposing yourself to more hallucinations than necessary. The industry is moving toward shared-
thread multi-model workflows that unify context, enable side-by-side answer comparisons, and, crucially, provide
real-time error detection through divergence metrics.

Tools like Suprmind are trailblazing this approach with platforms that present multiple models together
intelligently and help teams decide when to trust, question, or combine AI outputs.

Meanwhile, publications like Startup Fortune highlight this workflow as a best practice for early-stage AI tool
coverage, emphasizing how multi-model insights improve both editorial rigor and product development cycles.

Next time you find yourself switching between ChatGPT, Claude, and Perplexity, consider pivoting to a shared-
thread environment with integrated divergence detection. You’ll save time, catch hallucinations earlier, and develop
outputs that reliably pass human scrutiny.

Happy AI juggling!


