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Marketplace of thousands of tools



mcp.apify.com is born



mcp.apify.com in numbers



Discovery: too many tools

△ Search Actors and add-actor tool approach

△ Dynamic MCP tools pioneers
△ LLMs are prone to manipulation
△ But we encountered some issues



Discover client capabilities

△ Most clients donʼt actually support that

△ Created call-actor helper tool instead

△ But this doesn't actually solve the problem



MCPCLI: just build your own

△ Launched MCPCLI

△ Supports latest features
△ Embeddable



Evals: trust, but verify

△ Initial deterministic approach - next tool selection

△ Great for tweaking tool name and descriptions

Agents are bad at this

△ Newly released LLMs break things

△ Server instructions - hidden gem

△ Not enough for actual workflows and chaining



△





Evals: workflows

△ Agentic workflows approach

△ Actual MCP tool calls
△ Execution is evaluated by LLM judge
△ Works on paper, issues in prod OpenAI



△





Evals: the chat

△ Three LLMs approach - Client, User, Judge

△ Simulates more natural human like 

interaction

△ Does not handle real clients bugs and 

missing features





Evals results



Wrap up

△ MCP is still early - mostly builders

△ Evals are important for production grade MCP

△ Never let agents tweak the tool descriptions



Questions?



EVALS_APIFY



BTW we are hiring!


