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The genes in nature give the lives on earth the current biological intelligence through transmis-
sion and accumulation over billions of years. Inspired by the biological intelligence, artificial
intelligence (AI) has devoted to building the machine intelligence. Although it has achieved
thriving successes, the machine intelligence still lags far behind the biological intelligence. The
reason may lie in that animals are born with some intelligence encoded in their genes, but
machines lack such intelligence and learn from scratch. Inspired by the genes of animals, we
define the “genes” of machines named as the “learngenes” and propose the Genetic Reinforce-
ment Learning (GRL). GRL is a computational framework that simulates the evolution of
organisms in reinforcement learning (RL) and leverages the learngenes to learn and evolve
the intelligence agents. Leveraging GRL, we first show that the learngenes take the form of
the fragments of the agents’ neural networks and can be inherited across generations. Second,
we validate that the learngenes can transfer ancestral experience to the agents and bring them
instincts and strong learning abilities. Third, we justify the Lamarckian inheritance of the
intelligent agents and the continuous evolution of the learngenes. Overall, the learngenes have
taken the machine intelligence one more step toward the biological intelligence.

The evolution over 3.5 billion years has given the lives on earth the current biological intelligence1, 2,
such as the social learning of fruit flies3 and the numerical cognition in honeybees4. Inspired by the
biological intelligence, the field of artificial intelligence (AI) is devoted to building the machine
intelligence5. The artificial neural networks (ANN) simulate our brains from the perspective of
information processing6, 7. Reinforcement learning (RL)8 mimics the learning process of animals,
where intelligent agents make decisions by interacting with the environments in a trial-and-error
approach9, 10.

AI has already achieved thriving successes. For example, AlphaGo has beaten the top-ranked Go
players11, 12. ChatGPT, a representative large language model (LLM), can generate sophisticated
and structured contents13. Indeed, the number of neurons in the mainstream LLMs (e.g., 175 billion
parameters in GPT-3)14 has already matched that of human brains (86 billion neurons)15. However,
there still exists a significant gap between the machine intelligence and biological intelligence.
Spiders are born with the ability to spin webs16, and newborn colts can walk in a short period17.
These are innate behaviors of animals from evolution18, which enable animals to fast adapt to
their environments19, 20. In comparison, machines lack such instincts and generally learn from
scratch21–23, which is extremely time-consuming and inefficient24–26.
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Fig. 1 Biological intelligence and machine intelligence. The genes in nature have evolved over 3.5 billion
years before giving lives on earth today’s biological intelligence. Genes can transmit traits, accumulate
dominant mutations, encode how our brain are wired up, and bring us instincts and strong learning abilities.
To simulate such an evolution process in machines and achieve machine intelligence, we define the “genes”
for machines called the “learngenes”. The learngenes, similar to the genes of organisms, can transmit
ancestral experience, accumulate common knowledge, initialize ANN (i.e., the “brain” of machines), and
bring machines instincts and strong learning abilities.

We believe the gap is primarily due to the absence of an inherent mechanism in machines, like
the genes in organisms. Gene plays a crucial role in the biological evolution. It can transmit traits
between individuals through inheritance 27, 28 and accumulate dominant mutations of populations
through evolution29, 30. That means our brains come equipped with the prior knowledge accumulated
over billions of years of evolution2, 31. Hence, the nervous system of a newborn is not randomly
initialized but wired up under a blueprint encoded in the genes, such as the connected neurons and
the strengths of these connections32, 33. In this way, animals have a prior understanding of their
world with survival mechanisms encoded in their genes34, so they are born to have some instincts. In
contrast, machines, such as ANN and intelligent agents in RL, are initialized without any knowledge
from the genes as animals.

Currently, a mainstream way toward the biological intelligence in machines is the brain-inspired
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computing35. It successfully copies the neuron structure of human brain into machines36, 37, which is
a highly optimized natural product through billions of years of evolution38–40. However, there exists
a possible challenge that the results of evolution for biological intelligence, especially the neuron
structure, may not suit for the machine intelligence and necessarily bring the biological intelligence
to machines41, 42. Another possible way to achieve better machine intelligence is to simulate the
process of biological evolution43, which allows machines to evolve on their own paces and achieve
the suitable intelligent forms, such as the structures and morphologies44.

To facilitate the evolution process of machines, we define in this paper the genes for machines,
called the “learngenes” (Fig. 1). Especially, the learngenes carry some “genetic materials” (i.e.,
common knowledge) for the learning of machines and work in the evolution process of machines.
Since neural networks can be viewed as the “brain” of machines, we represent the learngenes as the
fragments of the neural networks. To implement the learning and evolution of machines, we propose
Genetic Reinforcement Learning (GRL) (Fig. 2) —a novel computational framework that leverages
the learngenes to learn and evolve intelligent agents across generations. GRL enables the agents
to inherit the learngenes from their ancestors, learn with better instincts, and pass on learngenes
to the next generation, which simulates the evolution process of animals. Concretely, we places
the agents in variable terrain tasks44, 45 (Fig. 3c) to obtain the learngenes concerning locomotion
and obstacles (Fig. 3a), since locomotion profoundly influences the physiology of animals46 with
various obstacles simulating different living environments.

GRL makes a breakthrough at conceptualizing the “genes” in the intelligent agents (i.e., the
learngenes) toward better intelligence and demonstrating what the learngenes bring to the agents.
Our major contributions are as follows. First, we define the “genes” in the intelligent agents,
which are named as the “learngenes”. The learngenes take the form of the fragments of the neural
networks, which can be inherited across the generations. Second, we demonstrate that the learngenes
of intelligent agents have similar natures to the genes of animals. Likewise, the learngenes condense
the common knowledge from ancestors, and therefore the newborn agents inheriting the learngenes
show instincts, which have never been observed in machines before. Also, learngenes bring the
agents with strong learning abilities, thus helping them quickly adapt to the new environments.
Third, we justify that the learngenes also continually evolve in the evolution process. The evolution
of the agents sufficiently satisfies the Lamarckian inheritance, where the agents consistently encode
knowledge into the learngenes during the environmental interactions and pass the learngenes to the
descendants, thus propelling the continual evolution of the learngenes. Overall, the emergence of
the learngenes has taken the machine intelligence one more step toward the biological intelligence.

Results

GRL: a computational framework for learning and evolution. We propose Genetic Rein-
forcement Learning (GRL) that is a computational framework to simulate the genetic process of
organisms. We perform large-scale experiments with GRL to train agents and evolve the learngenes
through hundreds of generations (Fig. 2). Specifically, the initial generation starts with a population
of np = 50 agents and undergoes lifetime RL in parallel. The evolution runs in a tournament-based
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Fig. 2 GRL overview. GRL is a computational framework to train the agents and evolve the learngenes. This
framework is a loop of five key components. a Reinforcement learning where the agents learn by interactions
with the environments. b Tournaments for selecting the winners in the population. c Superior candidate
learngenes extracted from the winners. d Gene Pool and Gene Tree that store the superior learngenes and
record the kinship of the learngenes, respectively. e Initialization of the population of the next generation
with the learngenes in the Gene Pool.

manner after the lifetime RL of all agents, where s = 3 agents are randomly selected (without
replacement) to engage in a tournament with their average rewards as the fitness. The learngenes are
formulated as the fragments (combination of layers) of the neural networks47, and better candidate
learngenes are extracted from the winners. In the next generalization, a new population is initialized
by inheriting the candidate learngenes, and a new evolution starts. See the Methods for details.

Learngenes in the intelligent agents. The agents in GRL have the actor-critic network structure
whose parameters are optimized by the Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO) algorithm48. Both
the actor and critic network of an agent have six layers in our experiments. The learngenes take
the form of a combination of nl layers from the actor or critic networks (nl ∈ [1, 5] because we
think the scale of the learngenes is less than that of the whole actor or critic networks. See section
Learngene for details).

The actor network is a mapping from the observations to the actions, and the critic network
judges the quality of the states49. Therefore, the actor network can be regarded as the “brain” of an
agent. In addition, by transmitting the fragments of the actor network as the candidate learngenes
through the inheritance, the agents gained significant benefits in terms of the fitness (Fig. 4a). In
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Fig. 3 Obstacles in variable terrain tasks. We use four training obstacles (a) to train the agents and evolve
the learngenes in GRL. All the obstacles (i.e., four training obstacles (a) and four new obstacles (b)) are
used to evaluate the advantages of the learngenes. The heat map under the obstacle ti denotes the knowledge
transfer rate from the obstacle tj to ti, which is calculated by Eq. (3). The positive value from tj to ti
indicates that the knowledge acquired from tj helps the learning of ti, and the negative value indicates the
counterproductive knowledge between tj and ti. c An overview of the task environments with the Steps (i.e.,
t1). The agents start from the starting line, cross the obstacles, and reach the finishing line.

comparison, the fragments of the critic network almost bring nothing to the agents’ fitness (Fig. 4a).
As a result, we believe the learngenes exist in the actor networks of the agents.

GRL evolves the agents with the candidate learngenes composed of nl layers from the actor
network, denoted by (a, nl). All the candidate learngenes are stored in the Gene Pool. Especially,
for (a, 2), its corresponding candidate set for the learngene form is {l(a)01 , l

(a)
02 , · · · , l

(a)
ij , · · · , l(a)45 },

where l
(a)
ij is a combination of the ith and jth layers from the actor network 1. GRL extracts the

optimal learngenes in a dynamic way according to a distribution over the candidate set, whose
element (form probability) is the probability of the corresponding form as the learngene form (see

1For simplicity, we omit the superscript (a) without ambiguity and use lij to represent l(a)ij .
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Fig. 4 Learngenes extracted by GRL. a The mean and 95% bootstrapped confidence intervals of the
fitness of the entire population at the end of evolution (i.e., the 100th generation) with the learngenes as the
combination of nl layers from the actor network (i.e., (a, nl)) or critic network (i.e., (c, nl)). b The form
probability (non-zero) of each candidate learngene form in (a, nl) at the end of evolution. c Change curves of
the form probability of all candidate learngene forms in (a, 2) (Supplementary Fig. 1 is the corresponding
change curves of (a, 1), (a, 3), (a, 4) and (a, 5)).

section Extract Learngenes).

Finally, only l5 and l45 achieve stable inheritance in the dynamic process of evolution (i.e., the
form probability of l5 and l45 are 1 and others are 0 according to Fig. 4b,c). That is, the knowledge
in l5 and l45 is the common knowledge among various tasks condensed from the ancestors. As the
common knowledge in l45 results in remarkably higher fitness than that of l5 (Fig. 4a), we take
l45 as the learngene form in the agents. Note that the knowledge in other layers may also contain
some common knowledge, which is sparse and scattered (see (a, 3) in Fig. 4a,b). We choose the
fragments of neural networks where the common knowledge concentrates as the learngene form.
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Fig. 5 Strong instincts observed in the intelligent agents. The motion trajectory of the newborn agents
that (a) are randomly initialized and (b) inherit the learngenes. The locations of the agents are recorded for
every 500 interactions with environments (marked by the red dots with white numbers (i.e., 0-25) above
representing the order of locations). The forward distance (the larger, the better) from the starting line, as
well as the control costs (the smaller, the better) for penalizing the agents taking too large actions (Eq. (1))
are also recorded at some key points. Note that there was no update of any parameters during the entire
interactions with environments.

For an agent α, its parameters corresponding to lij is denoted by lij(α)
2. According to the above

analysis, the candidate learngenes l45(·), which are formed of l45, are the learngenes G = l45(·) in
the intelligent agents. The learngenes G from the Gene Pool of the 100th generation are the optimal
learngenes G⋆ that are finally extracted, that is, G⋆ = l45(α

⋆) and α⋆ is the optimal agents carrying
G⋆ (hereafter the learngenes inherited by the agents are all G⋆).

Learngenes bring strong instincts to the agents. The innate behaviors of animals are encoded in
their genes through evolution18, which prompt them to rapidly adapt to their environments with few
interactions19, 20. For instance, spiders are born with the ability to spin webs16, and a newborn colt
can walk in a short period17. Surprisingly, we observed instincts in the intelligent agents trained by
GRL. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time that instinct is introduced to the machine

2We use lij to denote the candidate learngene form, and lij(·) to denote the candidate learngenes with the candidate
learngene form lij .
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Fig. 6 Compared with learning from scratch. The mean and standard deviation of rewards of the agents
(n = 50) trained on eight tasks (Fig. 3). The agents inheriting the learngenes all achieved higher rewards
than the agents learning from scratch on (a) the four training obstacles used to extract the learngenes and (b)
the four new obstacles.

intelligence.

The newborn agents with random initialization have no knowledge about the environment and
thus explore the environment aimlessly using large actions (Fig. 5a). In contrast, the newborn
agents inheriting the learngenes (i.e., G⋆) exhibit completely different behaviors (Fig. 5b, see
Supplementary Video for details). The learngenes have condensed the knowledge on how to obtain
more rewards through evolution, so the agents inheriting the learngenes will instinctively make
small actions (the control costs are only 7% of that of the randomly initialized agents) and move
slowly toward the finishing line (the straighter motion trajectory and longer forward distance, Fig.
5b).

Learngenes help the agents quickly adapt to the new environments. In generational evolution,
each agent is randomly assigned to a terrain task from four training obstacles (Fig. 3a). As a result,
the learngenes extracted by GRL are not specific to one task but common for learning these four
tasks. The agents inheriting the learngenes (i.e., G⋆) learn faster and better than those learning from
scratch (i.e., without inheriting the learngenes) on all these four training tasks since birth, and the
time to reach the same rewards is shortened by at least 100 episodes (Fig. 6a, see Supplementary
Video for details).

More interestingly, even on the four new terrain tasks (Fig. 3b) that the ancestors of the
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Fig. 7 Compared with pre-training and fine-tuning. The bars indicate the average rewards (n = 50) of (a)
the early training stages (i.e., the 100th episode) and (b) the later training stages (i.e., the 300th episode),
with the error bars denoting the 95% bootstrapped confidence intervals. Pretrain i× denotes the agents which
are pre-trained with a lifetime i times of that of the ordinary agents (i.e., the agents evolving in GRL, whose
lifetime is 50 episodes).

agents have never seen, the learngenes also help the agents adapt fast to these terrain tasks, which
remarkably surpass the agents learning from scratch (Fig. 6b, see Supplementary Video for details).
Especially on the task with the Dune obstacles, the rewards of the agents inheriting the learngenes
at birth even exceed those of the agents learning from scratch during their entire lifetime.

Learngenes transfer common knowledge between the agents. Learngenes can bring the agents
instincts and better learning abilities through transferring the knowledge of their ancestors. However,
that can also be achieved by the pre-trained models, one of the current research directions of transfer
learning50–52, which are trained on the large-scale datasets and then fine-tuned on the downstream
tasks. Here, we obtain the pre-trained agents by training them in a terrain task combined with four
obstacles (Fig. 3a), so that these agents can acquire the knowledge for four different obstacles
simultaneously. Then, they are placed on the new tasks with all knowledge transferred (i.e., all
parameters of the actor and critic networks).

The pre-trained agents transfer all network parameters to the new tasks but fail to exhibit strong
domain adaptation capabilities, because they rely on the transferred networks to exploit and have
not efficiently explored the new terrains. What the pre-trained agents transfer is not only the
common knowledge among the four training tasks (Fig. 3a), but also the task-specific knowledge
for each task. With such knowledge, the agents can still gain benefits when they learn to control the
coordination of their limbs to keep balance and avoid tumbling. Thus, in the early training stages,
the pre-trained agents demonstrate strong environmental adaptability (Fig. 7a).
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Fig. 8 Training with different initialization methods. We choose five common initialization methods to
initialize the non-learngene parts of the agents inheriting the learngenes and the agents learning from scratch.
The bars indicate the average rewards (n = 50) of (a) the early training stages (i.e., the 100th episode) and
(b) the later training stages (i.e., the 300th episode), with the error bars denoting the 95% bootstrapped
confidence intervals. The agents inheriting the learngenes tend to have similar learning abilities no matter
how the non-learngene parts are initialized, but the agents from scratch are sensitive to the initialization
methods.

However, due to the significant differences between the new obstacles (Fig. 3b) and the training
obstacles (Fig. 3a), the task-specific knowledge of the pre-trained agents hardly works, and even has
a negative effect (i.e., negative transfer53, 54) when the agents start to walk forward and acquire the
knowledge from the obstacles. The agents pre-trained for a longer period (with more task-specific
knowledge) may not even be as good as those pre-trained with a shorter time, which is more obvious
in the late training stages (Fig. 7b). Especially on the tasks with the Channel and Square obstacles,
which the pre-trained agents have never experienced, they perform even worse than those trained
from scratch (Fig. 7b).

In contrast, the agents inheriting the learngenes significantly outperform the pre-trained ones.
The learngenes continuously accumulate the common knowledge of the training tasks in the
inheritance of different agents with different tasks from generation to generation. Therefore, the
agents inheriting the learngenes not only have the common knowledge (from the learngenes) among
tasks, but also have the flexibility (from the non-learngene parts, which are initialized randomly)
to learn new knowledge, thus maintaining their superiority on both the training obstacles and new
obstacles (Fig 4a,b).
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Learngenes condense common knowledge through the “genomic bottleneck”. As mentioned
earlier, the nervous system of a newborn is not connected randomly, but wired up under the guidance
of a genetic blueprint, which is compressed into the genes through the “genomic bottleneck”32.
Similarly, the knowledge of the agents is also condensed into their learngenes through such a
“genomic bottleneck”, which is essentially the common knowledge during the generational evolution
of the agents.

The learngenes can ensure a preordained initialization of the agents’ neural networks to a certain
extent. Indeed, such initialization is actually the minimum necessary initialization. Regardless of
the initialization methods of the non-learngene components, the learngenes consistently facilitate
the agents to attain almost equivalent environmental adaptability (Fig. 8). In contrast, the agents
learning from scratch are susceptible to the initialization methods. Their abilities to learn and
adapt largely depend on how the parameters of the neural networks are initialized. Generally,
the orthogonal initialization55 seems to be the most advantageous method among all artificial
mechanisms (Fig. 8).

Learngenes evolve through accumulating common knowledge. Darwinian evolution is a favored
evolution of organisms in nature, which describes evolution as accumulating of small dominant
mutations56, 57. These small dominant mutations of genes create today’s biological intelligence after
accumulating around 3.5 billion years1, 2.

However, the evolution of the agents shows a different pattern from the biological evolution in
nature, which strongly demonstrates the Lamarckian inheritance. As an early theory of evolution,
Lamarckism considered that what individuals acquired in physiology during their life can be
transmitted to their descendants, who would have instincts soon after birth58, 59.

The agents born with the learngenes, which can be seen as the “memory” of the entire population,
show strong instincts (Fig. 5). The agents continuously gain the experience and knowledge by
interacting with the environments, which are encoded into the learngenes in the form of updating
weights of the neural networks, thus promoting the continuous evolution of the learngenes during
their lifetime. The evolved learngenes will be passed on to the descendants through the inheritance,
bring the experience and knowledge of the ancestors, and begin the encoding of the experience in a
new generation. As a result, the learngenes evolving with more generations encode more knowledge
of the population, which bring higher fitness to the agents inheriting them at birth. For example, the
fitness of the newborn agents inheriting the learngenes from the 90th generation even excels that
of the agents learning from scratch after half of their lifetime (Fig. 9a). By quickly turning more
advanced ancestry experiences into instincts, the agents will adapt to the environments faster and
better through their learning, continuously increasing the ceiling of the population’s adaptability to
the environments (Fig. 9a).

Learngenes exhibit the diversity and continuity during evolution. Genetic diversity provides the
raw material for evolution60, and learngenes also demonstrate such diversity. The early learngenes
with low fitness can also evolve into the better ones and produce a large number of superior
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Fig. 9 Learngenes evolve with the evolution of the population. a The training curves with the mean and
95% bootstrapped confidence intervals of the rewards of the agents (n = 50) inheriting the learngenes from
the Gene Pool of the ith generation (i.e., Gi). b The phylogenetic tree of the evolution (i.e., (a, 2) in section
Learngenes in the intelligent agents), where each dot represents a learngene in the Gene Pool, the dot size
reflects the number of descendants, and the dot opacity reflects the fitness (darker indicates higher fitness).
The tree demonstrates that the learngenes with higher fitness can be continuously evolved from the ancestral
learngenes with lower fitness (i.e., the larger lighter dots selected by the red circle). c The heat map that
records the parameter changes of the candidate learngenes lij during evolution. The length of the heat map
corresponding to lij represents its generations surviving in evolution. The darker color represents that lij
have larger changes of the average parameter in this generation.

descendants by accumulating common knowledge during evolution (Fig. 9b). That’s why GRL did
not directly eliminate learngenes with relative low fitness, but also give them the opportunity to
reproduce (see section Gene Pool and section Inherit Learngenes).

The gene in nature is a relatively stable genetic unit, which can be stably inherited across
generations61–63. In the same vein, the learngenes also possess such continuity during the genera-
tional evolution of the intelligent agents. Learngenes always maintain a relative high probability of
generating descendants during the whole evolution, and achieve stable inheritance in the later stage
(Fig. 4c). Also, we quantify the average changes of the learngenes during evolution by measuring
the alteration of the candidate learngenes’ parameters in the Manhattan distance during their lifetime.
The parameters of the learngenes have small changes during the evolution process, and exhibit more
and more stability during evolution (Fig. 9c).
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Discussion

In nature, genes accumulate the knowledge of ancestors through evolution, and pass it to descendants
through inheritance. Gradually, animals exhibit some innate behaviors at birth, which significantly
help them better adapt to their living environments. However, the current AI systems usually learn
from scratch (without genes), which causes significant difference between the machine intelligence
and the biological intelligence. In this work, we define the learngenes in the intelligent agents and
train them with the inheritance of the learngenes via Genetic Reinforcement Learning (GRL), a
computational framework for learning and evolution. The GRL represents the learngenes by the
fragments of networks, evaluates the learngenes by the fitness of the agents in RL, and evolves the
learngenes across generations.

We represent the learngenes in the agents as the combination of the last two layers from the actor
network. The learngenes have at least the following advantages. First, the learngenes bring instincts
and strong learning abilities to the agents. The agents inheriting the learngenes move forward
unconsciously and outperform those learning from scratch during the whole lifetime. Second, the
learngenes transfer common knowledge to the agents from their ancestors. The agents inheriting the
learngenes beat the pre-trained agents, implying that the knowledge condensed in the learngenes is
the common knowledge among various tasks. In comparison, the knowledge in the pre-train agents
is more correlated to the training tasks. Third, the learngenes condense common knowledge through
the “genomic bottleneck”. As the learngenes have already initialized the core parts of the “brains”
of the agents to some extent, the agents inheriting the learngenes are insensitive to the initialization
of the non-learngene parts.

We reveal that the evolution of the intelligent agents demonstrates the Lamarckian inheritance.
The learngenes evolve continuously and stably with the evolution of the population, as the agents
steadily encode the acquired knowledge into the learngenes and pass them on to the next generation.
In this process, the learngenes exhibit the diversity and continuity.

Overall, we expect that the proposal of the learngenes in the intelligent agents can bring some
novel insights to the AI research and take the machine intelligence one more step toward the
biological intelligence.

Methods

Generational Learning and Evolution. We propose a computational framework called Genetic
Reinforcement Learning (GRL) to simultaneously train the agents and evolve the learngenes through
multiple generations (Fig. 2). Each generation starts with a population of np agents. Each agent
inherits the learngenes from previous generations and is randomly assigned a task from m tasks.
The evolution starts after the lifetime learning of all np agents. Specifically, every s agents are
randomly selected (without replacement) to engage in a tournament. In each tournament, the
candidate learngenes of the winners have a chance to stay in the Gene Pool for the following
generations. After all tournaments have finished, a new generation runs in a nested cycle of learning
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and evolution.

Reinforcement Learning. GRL trains the agents using a RL style, where the agents learn expe-
rience and knowledge by interacting with the environments. We use the MuJoCo simulator64 to
conduct the experiments. The agent in our experiments is the ant robot with nine parts, including
a torso and four legs (each leg has two links), which are connected by eight hinges. By applying
torques on the hinges, the ant robot can coordinate its four legs to move in a certain direction.

Each agent is controlled by an actor network and a critic network65, which both have five hidden
layers with 48 neurons. The inputs of the actor and critic network are the proprioceptive observations
(27 dimensions) of the agent at each time step, including the coordinate, orientation, joint angles,
coordinate velocity and angular velocities, which are provided in the MuJoCo simulator64. The
outputs of the actor network are the torques applied at the hinge joints (8 dimensions) of the agent,
which controls its actions.

We use the PPO algorithm48 to optimize the parameters. For all terrain tasks, the moving velocity
component of the agents in the direction toward the finishing line is the only source of positive
rewards. At each time step t, the received rewards rt is

rt = γvtarget − δ||oaction||2 (1)

where vtarget is the component of the velocity toward the finishing line, oaction is the action taken by
the agents, and γ and δ are the balance weights. The second term of the above equation penalizes
too large actions. Besides, the rewards re of an agent in each episode e is the sum of rt about the
whole time steps (tend) needed in e (the maximum tend is 3000), which is calculated as

re =

tend∑
t=0

rt (2)

Note that the “rewards” in this paper all refer to re if not otherwise specified.

Environments. GRL provides m = 4 task environments to train the agents. Each one consists of a
rectangle arena of size 120×40 square meters (m2) with one type of obstacle from Step, Bumpy,
Hill, and Rubble (Fig. 3a). In each generation, each agent will randomly select an environment as
its own task room, where more than half of the room is filled with obstacles, with the remaining flat
(Fig. 3c). A newborn agent starts from the starting line, tries to cross the obstacles, and reaches the
finishing line.

In the forward direction toward the finish line, the difficulty of the obstacles gradually increases
in terms of the height and slope of the obstacles. Step has a height in the range [0.10, 0.13]m and
length in the range [2, 3]m. A step sequence is τ−steps up followed by τ−steps down, where
τ ∈ [3, 6]. Bumpy has a trapezoidal shape, with a height in the range [−0.20, 0.24]m and a width
of 2m. Hill is a semi-cylindrical structure constructed by sin wave, with a height in the range
[0.15, 0.60]m and a width in the range [4, 10]m. Rubble is composed of a right square pyramid,
with a height in the range [0.25, 0.50]m and a width in the range [2, 4]m.
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When setting up the tasks, we ensured as much as possible that the training obstacles used to
extract the learngenes (i.e., Step, Bumpy, Hill and Rubble) have similar difficulties for the agents
to cross. Meanwhile, in order to better extract the learngenes from the generational evolution of
the agents, we made a certain balance between the similarity and difference among the training
obstacles (Fig. 3a), which is convenient for the learngenes to condense the common knowledge. As
for the new obstacles (i.e., Channel, Incline, Dune and Square) set for testing the performance of
the learngenes, we choose to maximize the differentiation (both the difficulty of the tasks and the
shape of the obstacles) from the other tasks to better demonstrate the common knowledge contained
in the learngenes (Fig. 3b).

To demonstrate the difference and similarity between the obstacles more intuitively, we intro-
duced the concept of the knowledge transfer rate, which reflects the similarity of the knowledge
obtained by the agents on different obstacles (the heat maps in Fig. 3). Concretely, the knowledge
transfer rate Tij from the task with the obstacle tj to the task with the obstacle ti (hereafter the task
tj and ti respectively) is calculated as

Tij =
Rji − wi

Rii − wi

(3)

where Rji is the rewards on the task ti obtained by the agents which have trained on the task tj
(transfer the agents directly without training). wi is the rewards on the task ti when the agents
successfully stand and attempt to walk (the agents begin to acquire the knowledge from the obstacles
at this point). In Fig. 3, we train the agents (n = 50) from scratch on the task ti with 300 episodes,
and wi is the rewards on the 150th episode.

Tournaments. Specifically, let P = {α1, α2, · · · , αnp} (np = 50) be a population of agents. After
all the agents in P have completed their lifetime learning, GRL conducts the tournaments.

For each agent αi, GRL adopts the average of re as the fitness fi (a constant ζ = 1000 is added to
fi to ensure positive fitness in our experiments) to evaluate its performance throughout the lifetime,

fi =

∑lt
e=0 re
lt

+ ζ (4)

where lt is the lifetime of an agent (i.e., the number of episodes that an agent can complete and
lt = 50 in the experiments). The fitness fi indicates the learning ability and the environmental
adaptability of αi.

To ensure the fairness of the tournaments across different tasks, the fitness of the agents will
be normalized according to the difficulty of the task, which is determined by the fitness of all the
agents completing this task. Concretely, for an agent αi with the fitness fi on task t, the normalized
fitness f̃i is calculated by

f̃i =

fi − min
f∈F (t)

f

max
f∈F (t)

f − min
f∈F (t)

f
·

∑
f∈F

f

n
(5)
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where the set F contains the fitness of all the agents in P , and F (t) is the subset of F and consists
of the fitness of the agents with task t. That is, the normalized fitness is calculated by a min-max
normalization on the current task and then multiplying the mean fitness of all the agents.

GRL randomly selects s (s = 3) agents from P (without replacement) to engage in a tournament.
The sub-population of the winners is denoted by P ∗ = {α∗

1, α
∗
2, ..., α

∗
c} (c = 17 with np = 50 and

s = 3). The sub-population of the winners P ∗ consists of the agents with better learning abilities.
Therefore, it likely contains better candidate learngenes.

Learngene. As introduced above, each agent adopts the actor-critic algorithm, which can be viewed
as a stochastic gradient algorithm on the parameter space of the actor network65. The learngenes of
the agents are modeled as the combination of layers from the actor or critic networks. In nature, due
to the limited capacity of the genome, the innate processes of the organisms captured by evolution
need to be compressed into the genome through a “genomic bottleneck”32. Similarly, as for the
learngenes in the agents, we consider that there also exist a “bottleneck” to compress common
knowledge of the agents. As a result, the learngenes are composed of up to five layers from the
actor or critic networks (instead of the whole actor or critic networks).

We have found in the experiments (section Learngenes in the intelligent agents) that the critic
networks have no common knowledge which can be transmitted to the descendants. And the
common knowledge is concentrated in the two layers of the actor networks (Fig. 4a,b), so the
learngenes in the intelligent agents take the form of two layers from the actor network (i.e., (a, 2)).

Next, GRL selects the candidate learngenes from P ∗ for evolution in the following generations.
To ensure that the learngenes have the continuity and diversity like the genes in nature66, 67, we
introduced two essential parts when selecting the candidate learngenes, including the Gene Pool
and Gene Tree, which store the superior ancestral candidate learngenes and the kinship of the
candidate learngenes throughout the whole evolution, respectively.

Gene Pool. We define a new data structure called Gene Pool (GP) to store the superior candidate
learngenes (candidate solutions) for evolution. Since the learngenes take the form of a combination
of layers, there would be Cκ

6 combinations in the GP if each one consists of κ layers. Specifically,
for κ = 2, GP = {l(a)01 , l

(a)
02 , l

(a)
03 , ..., l

(a)
ij , ..., l

(a)
45 }, where l(a)ij represents the combination of the ith and

jth layers of the actor network. At the initial generation, each candidate form of the learngene in the
GP has ρmax = 7 candidate learngenes (i.e., GP(l01) = {l01(α̂1), l01(α̂2), ..., l01(α̂ρmax)}), which are
randomly extracted from α̂i in P ∗. So, there exists Cκ

6 · ρmax learngenes in the GP (Supplementary
Fig. 2).

Each candidate learngene lij(·) in the GP has a score sg, which represents its quality. The score
sg is determined by both the fitness of the winner agent where lij(·) is extracted from and the
effective layer width (defined in Eq. (6)) of the learngene form that makes up lij(·). Specifically, for
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a candidate learngene lij(α) which is extracted from α with the fitness f , its score is calculated by

sg =
f∑

θ∈{i,j}
elw(lθ)

(6)

where elw(l) =
√

|l| calculates the effective layer width of the layer l, and | · | represents the
parameter amount of one layer. In the following generations, we will select the superior candidate
learngenes from P ∗, and replace the candidate learngenes with lower scores in the GP. To prevent
significant changes in the GP and ensure that the better candidate learngenes in the GP have the
opportunity to live for more generations, at most two candidate learngenes can be replaced for each
candidate form of the learngene.

Gene Tree. We also define a new data structure called Gene Tree (GT) to store the kinship of the
candidate learngenes during the entire evolution process. The candidate learngenes with the same
form in the GP make up a gene forest, and the candidate learngenes in such forest make up the GT
based on their blood relationships. The root nodes of each GT are the candidate learngenes in the
GP at the initial generation. In each generation, the candidate learngene extracted from a winner α∗

will also be added to the GT as a leaf node, whose parent node is the candidate learngene inherited
by α∗. So, there exist Cκ

6 gene forests and Cκ
6 · ρmax gene trees in total. The path length between

two nodes represents the closeness of the parental generation between the corresponding candidate
learngenes.

After the tournaments, new candidate learngenes are extracted from the winners. After calculating
the scores of the new candidate learngenes as Eq. (6), we also update the scores of the winners’
ancestral candidate learngenes according to the GT to maintain their excellence and continuity
(Supplementary Fig. 3). It will start from a leaf node (i.e., the candidate learngene) that a winner
inherits, and backtrack to the root node. The scores of the ancestry candidate learngenes (in the GP)
in this update path are updated as

sga = sga + sim(ga, gd)η
l+1f (7)

where both ga and gd are the ancestry candidate learngenes, and ga is the father of gd. η is the
parental decay coefficient, and l is the path length between ga and the leaf node on the GT. f is
the fitness of an agent winning the tournament. The function sim(·, ·) represents the learngene
similarity, which is calculated as

sim(ga, gd) =

∑
l∈Lga∩Lgd

elw(l)∑
l′∈Lga∪Lgd

elw(l′)
(8)

where Lga and Lgd are the sets of layers comprising ga and gd, respectively. Specifically, for a
candidate learngene l01(·), Lg is {l0, l1}.

Just as the loss of genes may promote the evolution of organisms and the diversity of life in
nature68–70, the scores of the candidate learngenes in the entire GP will undergo a certain proportion
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of decay β after each generation to accelerate the elimination of the early candidate learngenes, thus
promoting the continuous evolution and diversity of the learngenes.

Extract Learngenes. After GT and GP are constructed, we have a complete learngene evaluation
and storage mechanism. Next, we try to extract the superior candidate learngenes from P ∗. In
order that the candidate learngene forms with low scores also have a chance to produce candidate
learngenes, we introduce randomness when extracting the candidate learngenes during evolution.
To achieve that, we define the form probability (Supplementary Fig. 2), which represents the
probability of one candidate becoming the learngene form. Concretely, the form probability of lij is
calculated by

plij =
slij∑
l∈GP sl

(9)

where slij is the score of lij . It is determined by the score of all candidate learngenes (in the GP of
the current generation) of this candidate form:

slij =
∑
g∈lij

sg (10)

We will extract the candidate learngenes based on the form probability to ensure that GRL has a
larger search space for learngenes (i.e., the diversity of the learngenes). Meanwhile, considering the
continuity of the paternal learngenes (i.e., the candidate learngene lp(·) inherited by a winner), the
probability of extracting the candidate learngenes is calculated by

Plij =
hlij∑
l∈GP hl

(11)

where

hlij =

{
plij , lij ̸= lp

1, lij = lp
(12)

Finally, we place the extracted candidate learngenes in the corresponding positions of the GP.

Inherit Learngenes. Next, we will choose the candidate learngenes from the GP and give them
the opportunity to reproduce, that is, the learngenes are passed on to the next generation. When
a new generation of agents is born, each agent will randomly select a candidate learngene from
the GP according to the form probability and the score of each candidate learngene, which makes
the candidate learngenes with lower scores in the GP still have the opportunity to reproduce, thus
maintaining the diversity of the learngenes. The probability of a candidate learngene lij(·) (in the
GP) being selected is calculated by

pg = plij ·
sg
slij

(13)

Then, the candidate learngenes will be copied to the corresponding network layers of the agents, and
the non-learngene parts will be initialized randomly (Fig. 2e). After all the agents have inherited
the candidate learngenes, they will start the lifetime RL (section Reinforcement Learning) and a
new round of evolution.
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Data availability

The configuration files necessary to reproduce the data used in this work have been made available
on Github (https://github.com/fu-feng/GRL).

Code availability

The Python implementation of GRL has been released on GitHub (https://github.com/fu-feng/GRL)
with the code, setup instructions, and configuration files needed for reproducing the results of the
paper.
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