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Abstract

Discovering diverse visual patterns in continuous cellular
automata (CA) is challenging due to the vastness and re-
dundancy of high-dimensional behavioral spaces. Tradi-
tional exploration methods like Novelty Search (NS) ex-
pand locally by mutating known novel solutions but of-
ten plateau when local novelty is exhausted, failing to
reach distant, unexplored regions. We introduce Expedi-
tion & Expansion (E&E), a hybrid strategy where explo-
ration alternates between local novelty-driven expansions and
goal-directed expeditions. During expeditions, E&E lever-
ages a Vision-Language Model (VLM) to generate linguistic
goals—descriptions of interesting but hypothetical patterns
that drive exploration toward uncharted regions. By oper-
ating in semantic spaces that align with human perception,
E&E both evaluates novelty and generates goals in concep-
tually meaningful ways, enhancing the interpretability and
relevance of discovered behaviors. Tested on Flow Lenia, a
continuous CA known for its rich, emergent behaviors, E&E
consistently uncovers more diverse solutions than existing ex-
ploration methods. A genealogical analysis further reveals
that solutions originating from expeditions disproportionately
influence long-term exploration, unlocking new behavioral
niches that serve as stepping stones for subsequent search.
These findings highlight E&E’s capacity to break through lo-
cal novelty boundaries and explore behavioral landscapes in
human-aligned, interpretable ways, offering a promising tem-
plate for open-ended exploration in artificial life and beyond.

Visualization/Code:
developmentalsystems.org/expedition expansion

Introduction
Discovering diverse visual patterns in continuous cellular
automata (CA) represents a fundamental challenge in arti-
ficial life research (Chan, 2018; Reinke et al., 2019; Mord-
vintsev et al., 2020; Faldor and Cully, 2024). Despite their
capacity for rich, emergent behaviors, these systems map
parameters to outcomes in highly non-linear and redundant
ways that defy efficient exploration. Traditional methods
like Novelty Search (NS) initially uncover novel solutions
but eventually stagnate when local novelty is exhausted,
while random parameter search fails to penetrate the nar-
row regions where novelty resides. Flow Lenia, a contin-

uous CA known for its life-like dynamics, exemplifies this
challenge — its vast potential for generating intricate, self-
organizing patterns remains largely untapped by conven-
tional search techniques (Plantec et al., 2022). Efficiently
exploring these high-dimensional spaces requires strategies
that can navigate through vast redundancies to identify the
rare configurations leading to emergent complexity.

To address these limitations, we propose Expedition &
Expansion (E&E), a hybrid exploration strategy inspired
by the cyclical nature of human discovery. Historically,
breakthroughs emerged from alternating expeditions to un-
charted territories and local expansions around new land-
marks (Allen, 1972; Barrangou and Doudna, 2016). We
translate this intuition into a computational framework:
expeditions are goal-directed search phases oriented to-
wards distant linguistic goals hypothesizing the existence of
novel behavioral patterns, while expansions are undirected
novelty-driven phases that thoroughly explore around these
discoveries (Figure 1). This cyclical process mirrors hu-
man discovery: targeted expeditions probe uncharted terri-
tories, while local expansions consolidate the findings, pro-
gressively mapping out the behavioral landscape.

Existing exploration methods fall into two categories:
undirected and goal-directed exploration. Undirected meth-
ods like Novelty Search (NS) (Lehman and Stanley, 2011)
generate diversity by prioritizing behaviors that differ from
those previously encountered, gradually expanding the
known territory. However, local mutations lead to a gradual
exploration which may plateau when local novelty runs out
or fails to bridge distant regions of the search space. Con-
versely, goal-directed methods such as autotelic exploration
(Forestier et al., 2022; Colas et al., 2022) actively set be-
havioral targets and optimize towards them, enabling jumps
to distant regions but often requiring predefined goal gen-
erators and substantial computational resources. E&E com-
bines both strategies, leveraging autotelic search during ex-
peditions to target distant behaviors and using undirected
novelty search to thoroughly explore their surroundings.

The choice of representation space is critical in explo-
ration: it determines what is perceived as novel and what
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Figure 1: Overview of Expedition & Expansion. (a) E&E alternates between expansion steps guided by Novelty Search and
expedition steps driven by VLM-generated linguistic goals. (b) Example E&E exploration tree in Flow Lenia with expansions
and expeditions steps. (c) Example expedition: E&E minimizes the distance between the embedding of the solution’s behavior
(initialized to known solution #1362) and the VLM-generated goal to uncover a new behavioral niche (solution #2100).

goals can be effectively pursued. This framing directly influ-
ences the kinds of discoveries that are possible, constraining
the outcomes of any search process. Ideally, representations
should align with human perception. Traditional methods
rely on hand-crafted descriptors (Lehman and Stanley, 2011;
Mouret and Clune, 2015; Papadopoulos et al., 2024), which
confine exploration to predefined features. Learned repre-
sentations broaden the search space but often lack semantic
alignment with human intuitions, making the novelty they
capture less interpretable (Péré et al., 2018; Cully, 2019).
Interactive evolutionary computation can introduce human
alignment (Takagi, 2002), however this is bottlenecked by
the availability of human resources.

Foundation models can help address these limitations.
Multimodal models like CLIP (Radford et al., 2021) project
both images and text into a shared semantic space, enabling
novelty to be computed in conceptually meaningful ways
(Kumar et al., 2024; Tam et al., 2022). Similarly, large lan-
guage models (LLMs) have been used to generate diverse,
semantically rich goals to drive autotelic exploration in re-
inforcement learning (Colas et al., 2022, 2023; Du et al.,
2023; Zhang et al., 2023; Pourcel et al., 2024). E&E builds
on these advances by measuring novelty in semantic spaces
and leveraging a Vision-Language Model (VLM) to gener-
ate linguistic goals that guide its exploration. These goals
act as hypotheses about the existence of interesting behav-
iors in unexplored regions of the search space — much like
a scientist formulates theories to orient their research.

Concretely, E&E operates through two alternating phases:
expansion and expedition (Figure 1). In the expansion
phase, the algorithm applies Novelty Search (NS) to explore
locally, mutating solutions that differ from previously dis-
covered behaviors. Every K iterations, E&E initiates an
expedition phase, where a VLM-generated linguistic goal

directs search toward distant, semantically novel regions.
By alternating between undirected local exploration and
goal-directed expeditions, E&E systematically maps out un-
charted regions of the behavioral landscape, pushing beyond
the limitations of purely local search methods.

We evaluate E&E in the context of Flow Lenia, a con-
tinuous cellular automaton. Our experiments demonstrate
that E&E consistently discovers more diverse solutions com-
pared to three baselines: Random Parameters, Random Ge-
netic Algorithm (GA), and Novelty Search (NS). Impor-
tantly, diversity gains achieved by E&E transfer robustly to
independent embedding spaces, indicating that it does not
merely overfit to CLIP’s latent structure. Furthermore, a ge-
nealogical analysis reveals that solutions originating from
expeditions produce disproportionately many descendants,
suggesting that they unlock new behavioral niches that drive
long-term exploration.
Our contributions are threefold:
• We introduce Expedition and Expansion (E&E), a novel

exploration strategy that systematically combines goal-
directed expeditions and undirected expansions to over-
come the limitations of existing methods;

• We demonstrate that leveraging semantic representation
spaces for both novelty computation and goal genera-
tion enables richer and more robust exploration, vali-
dated across independent embedding spaces;

• We provide empirical evidence that expedition-
discovered solutions are disproportionately influential
in long-term exploration, serving as stepping stones for
further discovery.

Together, these findings suggest that E&E not only ex-
pands the frontier of exploration but also reshapes the search
process to uncover more diverse and meaningful behaviors.



Related Work
Exploration in cellular automata. Exploration in cellu-
lar automata (CA) has been approached with both undi-
rected and goal-directed methods (Mordvintsev et al., 2020;
Niklasson et al., 2021; Hamon et al., 2024). Previous
work leveraged Novelty Search and goal-directed algo-
rithms combined with mutation-based optimization to ex-
plore Lenia using hardcoded representations (Reinke et al.,
2019). Others proposed learning the space with VAEs and
applying either Novelty Search or Map-Elites (Etcheverry
et al., 2020; Faldor and Cully, 2024). More recently, concur-
rent work leveraged CLIP embeddings to optimize CA be-
haviors towards predefined goals or novelty objectives (Ku-
mar et al., 2024). In contrast, E&E dynamically generates its
own goals in semantic spaces and alternates between undi-
rected local search and targeted expeditions to escape local
optima and explore new behavioral regions.
Representation spaces for exploration. The effectiveness
of any exploration methods hinges on representation choice.
Early methods relied on hand-crafted behavioral descrip-
tors (Lehman and Stanley, 2011; Mouret and Clune, 2015;
Schaul et al., 2015), limiting exploration to manually defined
features. Learned representations through variational au-
toencoders (Péré et al., 2018; Cully, 2019; Etcheverry et al.,
2020; Faldor and Cully, 2024) removed this constraint but
often captured features misaligned with human perception.
Recent advances leverage semantic representation learning
with models like CLIP (Radford et al., 2021), aligning be-
haviors with linguistic concepts (Tam et al., 2022; Kumar
et al., 2024) to discover semantically novel solutions.
Goal generation with large language models. While au-
totelic approaches benefit from explicit goal-setting, the
quality of exploration depends critically on how these goals
are generated. Large language models (LLMs) have recently
emerged as powerful goal generators for autotelic explo-
ration (Colas et al., 2023; Du et al., 2023; Zhang et al., 2023;
Pourcel et al., 2024), leveraging their extensive linguistic
and cultural knowledge to sample novel, interesting objec-
tives. These models serve as implicit “models of interest-
ingness” (Zhang et al., 2023), drawing from the rich seman-
tic structure of language to generate goals that align with
human-interpretable concepts. Unlike earlier approaches
with manually crafted or randomly generated goals, LLM-
generated objectives guide exploration toward semantically
meaningful regions that might remain undiscovered through
undirected methods.
Our contribution. E&E the first exploration algorithm
to leverage a Vision-Language Model (VLM) for dynami-
cally generating semantic goals in Continuous Cellular Au-
tomata (CA). Unlike previous autotelic methods pursuing
goals sampled from hard-coded (Reinke et al., 2019), or
learned but purely visual representations (Etcheverry et al.,
2020; Faldor and Cully, 2024), E&E uses VLM-generated
hypotheses to guide search toward semantically meaningful

behaviors. These goals are expressed as linguistic descrip-
tions that encapsulate high-level behavioral targets, enabling
direct optimization in a way that is aligned with human in-
tuition. By combining this goal-directed exploration with
Novelty Search in a shared semantic space, E&E efficiently
escapes local optima, systematically expanding the search
frontier and uncovering a richer diversity of behaviors.

Methods
We introduce Expedition & Expansion (E&E), a hybrid ex-
ploration strategy designed to efficiently navigate the high-
dimensional behavioral space of Flow Lenia. E&E oper-
ates in two alternating phases: an expansion phase driven
by undirected Novelty Search in a semantic representation
space, and an expedition phase guided by VLM-generated
semantic goals. The visualization and code for this project
is included in the URL on the first page.

Flow Lenia: from parameters to behaviors
Flow Lenia is a continuous cellular automaton that extends
the original Lenia framework with mass conservation and
dynamic parameter localization, enabling the emergence of
complex, life-like behaviors (Plantec et al., 2022). Each in-
stance is parameterized by a set of kernel parameters (num-
ber of concentric rings, their sizes, heights, center positions,
and widths) and growth function parameters (mean and stan-
dard deviation of the growth curve), see Table 1 of Plantec
et al. (2022). Together, these parameters govern local in-
teractions that shape the state of the automaton over time.
These 235 parameters, denoted as θ, are sampled during
archive initialization, mutated during expansion, and opti-
mized during expeditions. For a given set of parameters θ,
we simulate Flow Lenia for T = 500 steps and define the
resulting final state — a 128×128 image — as its behavior.

Representing behaviors with semantic embeddings
Directly comparing Flow Lenia behaviors (raw 128×128
images) using pixel-wise distance metrics would be mean-
ingless: small pixel differences do not reflect meaningful
behavioral changes, and visually similar patterns may be
arbitrarily distant in pixel space. To obtain more mean-
ingful novelty measures, we leverage multimodal embed-
dings from CLIP, a vision-language model trained on large-
scale image-text pairs (Radford et al., 2021). CLIP maps
both images and text into a shared latent space that cap-
tures high-level semantic features, allowing conceptually
similar behaviors to cluster together. We define the embed-
ding function as ϕ such that embedding = ϕ(behavior).
The resulting latent vector serves as a compact, semanti-
cally meaningful representation of the behavior often called
behavioral descriptor in evolutionary research (Cully and
Demiris, 2017), and outcome in reinforcement learning (Co-
las et al., 2022). During both the expansions and expedi-
tions, novelty and goal alignment are computed as cosine



distances in this structured space, allowing for efficient and
semantically grounded exploration (Tam et al., 2022; Kumar
et al., 2024).

Expedition & Expansion
Archive initialization. The exploration process begins
with a seeding phase, where we sample 1,000 random pa-
rameter configurations θ from Flow Lenia’s search space
and simulate them to obtain corresponding behaviors.
Once embedded, we use the resulting 1,000 solutions
(θ, behavior, embedding) to populate an archive A, serving
as the initial stepping stones for future expansions and expe-
ditions.
Expansion phase with Novelty Search. The expansion
phase aims to explore local regions of the parameter space
by identifying and mutating novel behaviors. As is standard,
we define novelty as the average cosine distance of a solu-
tion’s embedding to its k = 10 nearest neighbors (Lehman
and Stanley, 2011; Etcheverry et al., 2020; Faldor and Cully,
2024):

NOV(θ) =
1

k

∑
e′∈Nk(e)

(1− sim(e, e′)),

where e is the embedding of parameters θ, N k(e) is the set
of its k nearest neighbors in embedding space, and cos sim
is the cosine similarity. At each iteration, Novelty Search
samples a solution from the archive in proportion to its nov-
elty with bias α (p ∝ NOVα) and mutates its parameters
θnovel with additive Gaussian noise to obtain a new set of
parameters: θ′ = MUTATE(θnovel). After simulating this
set of parameters in Flow Lenia, the new behavior is em-
bedded, evaluated for novelty, and the complete solution
(θ, behavior, embedding) is added to the archive. This itera-
tive process steadily pushes the frontier of local exploration,
setting the stage for the expedition phase to uncover more
distant regions.
Expedition phase with goal-directed search. The expedi-
tion phase aims to overcome local novelty plateaus by di-
recting exploration towards distant, under-explored regions
of the behavioral space. This is achieved through autotelic
search: goal generation and goal-directed optimization (Co-
las et al., 2022). Every K steps, the algorithm shifts from
local exploration to a targeted search by prompting a Vision-
Language Model (VLM) to generate a linguistic goal to pur-
sue (Open-AI’s o4-mini).

To ground goal generation, we provide as context the list
of past generated goals as well as a sample of n = 25 be-
haviors (images) found in the archive, in proportion to their
novelty with bias α. We seed the list with six hand-crafted
goals that provide the VLM with concrete examples before
it begins generating its own objectives from context. We
then instruct the VLM to analyze the characteristics that are
either shared or unique across the sampled images, and

to consider adjacent possibles — a form of chain-of-thought
prompting (Wei et al., 2022). Finally, we instruct the VLM
to generate a 5-15 words goal description to direct the ex-
pedition (see examples in Section Results). This prompting
technique encourages the VLM to hypothesize about unseen
but plausible behaviors, mirroring the process of scientific
hypothesis generation.

The linguistic goal is then embedded into the same CLIP
latent space as Flow Lenia behaviors: egoal = ϕ(goal). To
optimize towards this goal, we locate the nearest neighbor
to egoal in the archive and use its parameters θNN to ini-
tialize a goal-directed optimization process. We use sep-
CMA-ES, an evolutionary optimization algorithm that we
run for 350 optimization steps with a population of N = 16,
σinit = 0.1 (Ros and Hansen, 2008). We formalize the ob-
jective of this goal-directed process as the minimization of
the cosine distance between the behavior’s embedding and
the goal embedding:

θ′ = argmin
θ

(1− sim(ϕ(behavior(θ)), egoal)).

After optimization, the new solution is added to the archive,
contributing novel candidate stepping stones for further ex-
pansions and expeditions.

Closing the loop. After an initial seeding phase of S it-
erations, E&E runs for N iterations, primarily performing
expansion steps. Every K iterations, it switches to an expe-
dition step, introducing goal-directed exploration before re-
suming expansion. The complete pseudo-code is presented
in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: Expedition & Expansion algorithm

Input: N iters, S init solutions, expedition every K iter,
Sim : θ → behavior — simulation engine,
ϕ : behavior→ embedding — behavioral descr. (CLIP)
Output:
A: archive of (param, embedding) pairs (θ, ϕ(Sim(θ)))
G: goal archive

1 A← ∅ // init archive
2 G← 6 pre-defined goals // init goals
3 for i← 1 to N
4 if i ≤ S then // seeding
5 θ ← RAND()
6 else if i mod K ̸= 0 then // expansion (NS)
7 θnovel ← HIGHNOVELTY(A, n=1)
8 θ ← MUTATE(θnovel)
9 else // expedition

10 goal← VLM(HIGHNOVELTY(A, 10), G)
11 G← G ∪ goal
12 θNN ← NEARESTNEIGHBOR(A, goal)
13 θ ← SEP-CMAES(ϕ, θNN, goal)
14 behavior← Sim(θ) // run simulation
15 embedding← ϕ(behavior) // embed behavior
16 A← A ∪ (θ, embedding) // add to archive



Baselines and diversity measure
We compare Expedition and Expansion (E&E) against three
baselines:
• Random Parameter Search: Parameters are sampled

uniformly from the parameter space, mirroring the ini-
tialization of the archive.

• Random Genetic Algorithm (GA): Parameters are sam-
pled randomly from the archive and mutated with Gaus-
sian noise.

• Novelty Search (NS): This ablates the expedition phase
to focus on expansion only, implemented by the Novelty
Search algorithms using different novelty biases α.

We aim to generate diversity that is meaningful from a hu-
man perspective. To evaluate the diversity of an archive
of solutions, we compute the average pairwise distance
between embeddings in the archive. This is done sep-
arately in two distinct representation spaces: CLIP and
DINO (Radford et al., 2021; Caron et al., 2021). CLIP is
a multimodal model trained on large-scale image-text pairs
that capture semantically structured representations (Rad-
ford et al., 2021). This alignment with linguistic descrip-
tions provides a human-centric perspective, reflecting vi-
sual features that people tend to describe. However, CLIP’s
alignment is not perfect; optimization processes can exploit
specific latent features to artificially inflate novelty scores
for behaviors that may not seem novel to human observers.
To guard against this, we additionally measure diversity in
DINO, a self-supervised model trained independently of lin-
guistic supervision (Caron et al., 2021). This complemen-
tary evaluation helps ensure that the discovered novelty is
not just an artifact of CLIP’s biases but represents genuinely
diverse behaviors that generalize across different represen-
tation spaces.

Results
We evaluate the effectiveness of the Expedition & Expan-
sion (E&E) strategy in exploring the high-dimensional be-
havioral space of Flow Lenia. Our analysis focuses on three
main aspects: (1) diversity analysis, evaluating the impact
of novelty bias calibration, expedition frequency, and base-
line comparisons; (2) expedition analysis, examining goals
generated during expeditions and how expeditions optimize
towards these goals; and (3) genealogical analysis, tracing
the long-term influence of expedition-discovered solutions
and their role in unlocking new behavioral clusters. Our
results indicate that E&E consistently uncovers richer and
more diverse solutions, pushing exploration beyond the lim-
itations of local Novelty Search. An interactive visualization
of the results can be found at here.

Diversity analysis
Calibrating the expansion phase. The expansion phase in
E&E relies on Novelty Search (NS) to explore locally by

mutating high-novelty solutions. A key parameter in this
process is the novelty bias coefficient α, which controls how
strongly the search prioritizes novel behaviors: p ∼ NOVα.
To identify the optimal setting, we perform a parameter
sweep of α from 0 (random GA) to 9, measuring diversity as
the average pairwise distance of embeddings in either CLIP
or DINO spaces (Figure 2, first column).

The default setting of α = 1 shows minimal improvement
over the random genetic algorithm (α = 0), likely due to the
limited variance in cosine distances measured in these high-
dimensional embeddings. Increasing α to 4 amplifies nov-
elty signals, effectively driving exploration towards more di-
verse behaviors. However, setting α > 4 introduces instabil-
ity: exploration inflates in CLIP’s latent space but collapses
in DINO, indicating that NS may be overfitting to the par-
ticular features of CLIP. We select α = 4 as it optimally
balances local novelty discovery and robustness across rep-
resentation spaces, ensuring more stable and meaningful ex-
pansion.
Effect of expedition frequency in E&E. A central feature
of E&E is its periodic shift from local Novelty Search to
goal-directed exploration during expedition phases. The fre-
quency of these expeditions is controlled by parameter K,
which determines the number of expansion iterations be-
tween each semantic search. We evaluate the impact of K
on exploration diversity by testing values of K in {50, 100,
200, 300} and measuring the resulting diversity discovered
in both CLIP and DINO spaces (Figure 2, second column).

Our results show that the frequency of expeditions (1/K)
significantly affects exploration diversity. Higher values of
K (200, 300), corresponding to fewer expeditions, seem
to perform worse than pure Novelty Search (NS) in CLIP
space, while performing on par with NS in DINO space.
This suggests that sparse expeditions do not meaningfully
enhance diversity, but may help reduce NS’s overfitting to
CLIP features. In contrast, lower values of K (50, 100)
consistently improve diversity, especially in DINO space,
indicating that frequent expeditions introduce more gen-
eral diversity rather than overfitting to CLIP-specific fea-
tures. However, diminishing returns appear when comparing
K = 100 and K = 50, suggesting that increasing expedi-
tion frequency beyond a certain point does not significantly
enhance exploration. We select K = 50 as it strikes an
optimal balance between diversity gains and computational
efficiency.
Comparative evaluation with baselines. We compare
E&E against three standard baselines: Random Parame-
ter Search, Random Genetic Algorithm (GA), and Novelty
Search (NS) with the optimal bias coefficient α = 4. Ran-
dom Parameter Search samples parameters uniformly from
the search space, while Random GA selects random solu-
tions from the archive and mutates them with Gaussian noise
before adding the results back to the archive. NS, in turn, fo-
cuses purely on undirected novelty-driven exploration. Note

https://incognito-researcher.github.io/visu_flow_direct/
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Figure 2: Diversity analysis. Lines show the diversity of discovered solutions as measured by the average pairwise distance of
CLIP (top) or DINO (bottom) solution embeddings (N=5 seeds, mean ± standard error). Left: Diversity discovered by Novelty
Search (NS) under different novelty biases (p = NOVα). Center: Diversity discovered by E&E’s under different expedition
frequencies (1/K). Right: Diversity discovered by E&E vs baseline methods.

than Random GA is equivalent to running NS with α = 0,
i.e., without a novelty bias.

Figure 2 (third column) shows the diversity of solutions
discovered by each method across 10,000 iterations in the
CLIP and DINO spaces. E&E consistently outperforms all
baselines, uncovering more diverse behaviors and maintain-
ing exploration over time. This improvement is particularly
evident in DINO space, indicating that E&E does not merely
exploit CLIP-specific features but genuinely uncovers new
behavioral niches.

Unlike NS, which tends to plateau after about 3,000 iter-
ations, E&E’s semantic expeditions allow it to continuously
extend the search frontier. As supported by the genealog-
ical study presented in Section Genealogical analysis, the
periodic introduction of goal-directed exploration injects di-
versity into regions that purely undirected methods fail to
reach. This highlights E&E’s ability to break through local
novelty barriers, unlocking new behavioral niches that drive
longer-term exploration.

Expedition analysis
During expedition phases, E&E leverages VLMs to gener-
ate linguistic goals that direct exploration toward semanti-
cally novel behaviors. Table 1 presents examples of linguis-
tic goals generated during expeditions. The goals tend to fall
into two main themes: (i) geometric primitives (e.g., a green
hexagonal grid with a red and blue spiral at the center), or
(ii) natural forms such as flowers, shells (e.g., a photo of
a spiky sea urchin with green spines radiating from a red

spherical body). These goals tend to get longer and more
compositional as the archive grows. Simple geometric goals
are more easily reached through optimization and tend to
spawn larger descendant clusters, whereas naturalistic goals
are harder to reach through optimization.

Iteration Linguistic Goal

1100 a pink square (pre-defined)
1650 a photo of a jellyfish with trailing tentacles
1850 a photo of a butterfly with red wings and green dot

patterns
2150 a photo of a four-leaf clover with bright green

heart-shaped leaves
3550 a photo of a three-armed spiral symbol with red

and green arcs
6350 a photo of a yin-yang symbol with red and blue

halves and green dots
9750 a photo of a lava lamp with red blobs and green

droplets in blue fluid

Table 1: Examples of linguistic goals generated during
expeditions (one seed).

For each linguistic goal, E&E initializes a goal-directed
optimization process using sep-CMA-ES, seeded with the
nearest neighbor solution found in the archive (Ros and
Hansen, 2008). Figure 3 illustrates the optimization tra-
jectory for three different expedition phases, showing the
gradual alignment of behaviors towards the specified goals.



While not all optimization traces achieve perfect alignment
with their linguistic descriptions, this is not necessarily a
failure. The primary purpose of expeditions is to break
out of local neighborhoods and push the search into novel
regions of the behavioral space. The next section shows
that even partial goal achievement often produces stepping
stones leading to further exploration during the subsequent
expansion phases.

0 100 200 350

a photo of a DNA 
double helix with red 

and green strands and 
blue bonds

a microscopic image 
of neurons with red 

cell bodies and green 
branching dendrites

a topographic map 
with red contour 

lines, green hills, and 
blue lakes

Target Goal

Optim. Step

Figure 3: Goal-directed expeditions. Starting from the
nearest neighbor in the archive, sep-CMA-ES optimizes be-
haviors towards VLM-generated linguistic goals. Shown are
key steps (0, 100, 200, 350) illustrating gradual alignment
and novel pattern discovery.

Genealogical analysis
To evaluate the long-term impact of expedition-discovered
solutions, we perform a genealogical analysis that traces
the descendants of solutions introduced by expedition steps.
Despite representing only a minority of the total search iter-
ations, solutions originating from expeditions exhibit a dis-
proportionate influence on the final archive. For K = 50,
E&E executes only 179 expeditions over 10,000 iterations.
Under a purely random genetic algorithm (GA) model, we
would expect the progeny of these 179 solutions to represent
4.64% ± 0.36% of the final archive, assuming uniform se-
lection pressure. In contrast, empirical results across five in-
dependent seeds reveal that expedition-discovered solutions
constitute 42.2%± 13.7% of the final archive — an order of
magnitude greater than the random expectation.

To contextualize this effect, we compare the average
progeny of expedition-discovered solutions with those of
parent solutions generated within a ±10 iteration window of
each expedition. These contemporaneous solutions average
only 3.45%± 1.6% of descendants in the final archive, fur-
ther highlighting the uniquely generative role of expeditions.
This overrepresentation suggests that expedition-discovered
solutions systematically unlock new regions of the behav-

Zoomed view of cluster evolution: example of Expedition & Expansion
Optimization 
discovers 
new space

Figure 4: Expeditions pioneers new novelty niches. We
embed the final archives in 2D with UMAP. Orange points
come from a expansion-only (NS) run; blue points from
E&E, with red stars marking behaviors created during expe-
dition phases. Top: example of an expedition seeding a new
cluster beyond previously explored regions. Bottom: Exam-
ples behaviors discovered by expansions (blue) and expedi-
tions (red).

ioral space, serving as robust stepping stones for subsequent
novelty-driven exploration.

Figure 4 presents a UMAP projection of the behavioral
space explored by E&E and the NS baseline. Each point
represents a discovered behavior, with color coding for
expansion-only (NS) (in blue) and E&E (in red). Stars indi-
cate solutions obtained on expedition steps. The visualiza-



tion reveals that expeditions consistently discover new fron-
tiers in the search space, populating regions that are largely
unexplored by NS alone. These newly unlocked areas are
not isolated: they serve as stepping stones that Novelty
Search leverages to further explore local variations, leading
to a denser population of behaviors in previously unreach-
able niches. This demonstrates the key advantage of E&E’s
hybrid strategy: goal-directed expeditions push beyond local
attractors, creating fertile ground for NS to expand upon.

Discussion
Expedition & Expansion introduces a novel exploration
paradigm that systematically discovers truly different and
semantically rich patterns in continuous cellular automata.
By alternating between undirected novelty search and di-
rected expeditions guided by linguistic hypotheses, E&E un-
covers diverse behaviors that are not just novel in represen-
tation space but meaningfully distinct, as evidenced by both
diversity metrics and qualitative examples. This structured
alternation pushes beyond the limitations of purely stochas-
tic exploration, enabling the discovery of new behavioral
niches that drive long-term exploration.

Limitations. While E&E significantly expands the explo-
ration frontier in continuous cellular automata, three main
limitations remain. First, its dual-phase mechanism intro-
duces substantial computational costs. Expedition steps re-
quire large VLMs (o4-mini) for goal generation and sep-
CMA-ES for optimization, averaging 3 minutes per step on
an A100 GPU, against about 1 second for expansion steps.
This cost accumulates with frequent expeditions, limiting
scalability to larger parameter spaces. This could be miti-
gated through adaptive scheduling or early stopping criteria
based on convergence signals during optimization.

Second, E&E is susceptible to novelty hacking: optimiza-
tion sometimes inflates novelty scores that do not translate
into meaningful differences in other representation spaces.
Mitigating this effect may require ensembling multiple rep-
resentation spaces or discounting novelty for direct descen-
dants to reduce overexploitation.

Third, the VLM-based goal generation lacks diversity and
temporal adaptation. Despite linguistic variability, goals re-
main largely static across iterations, behaving more like a
fixed generator than an adaptive explorer. Ideally, the VLM
should react to past search outcomes, progressively shift-
ing its sampling distribution toward different niches in light
of past successes and failures. Integrating feedback loops
that evaluate the distribution of generated goals over time,
along with meta-intrinsic rewards, could enable adaptive,
curriculum-like exploration aimed at maximizing learning
progress in goal-achievement (Kaplan and Oudeyer, 2004)
or goal diversity (Pong et al., 2019). This could be achieved
by feeding back information on the success rate and nov-
elty of previously attempted goals to promote a form of self-
improving curriculum learning.

Future work. Building on E&E’s exploration paradigm,
several directions emerge for extending its capabilities.
First, integrating temporal embeddings could enable E&E to
capture not just static behavioral snapshots, but also the dy-
namics of behaviors as they evolve over time. Current rep-
resentation spaces (CLIP, DINO) are limited to single-frame
embeddings, missing critical temporal information that may
reveal long-term stability or phase transitions in behaviors.
Video-based models or self-supervised spatiotemporal em-
beddings could address this gap, allowing E&E to discover
temporally extended phenomena and richer dynamical pat-
terns (Tong et al., 2022; AskVideos, 2024).

Second, introducing interactive exploration represents an
exciting frontier. E&E’s goal generation mechanism, cur-
rently driven autonomously by VLM prompts, could be
augmented with real-time human interaction. Researchers
or designers could inject high-level goals or preferences
during exploration, steering expeditions toward regions of
interest or away from known failure modes (Etcheverry
et al., 2020). This collaborative form of exploration could
accelerate the discovery of novel patterns and allow for
guided, hypothesis-driven search in real time. Alternatively,
meta-learning strategies can be employed onto the goal-
generating process itself in order to optimize for goal tra-
jectories/curricula that maximize learning progress (Lopes
et al., 2012).

Finally, extending E&E to other domains could unlock
its structured exploration paradigm in diverse settings. Ap-
plications like generative design (Clune and Lipson, 2011),
crystal structure prediction (Janmohamed et al., 2024), robot
skill learning (Colas et al., 2020), or procedural content gen-
eration (Gravina et al., 2019), where the behavioral space
can be searched by mutation-based or goal-directed explo-
ration methods, could all benefit from the dual mechanisms
of semantic-driven expeditions and novelty-based expan-
sions.
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