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We report fundamental insights into how agentic graph reasoning systems spontaneously evolve toward a critical state
that sustains continuous semantic discovery. By rigorously analyzing structural (Von Neumann graph entropy) and
semantic (embedding) entropy, we identify a subtle yet robust regime in which semantic entropy persistently domi-
nates over structural entropy. This interplay is quantified by a dimensionless Critical Discovery Parameter (D), which
stabilizes at a small negative value (D ≈ −0.03), indicating a consistent excess of semantic entropy. Empirically, we
observe a stable fraction (∼ 12%) of “surprising” edges—links between semantically distant concepts—providing evi-
dence of long-range or cross-domain connections that drive continuous innovation. Concomitantly, the system exhibits
scale-free and small-world topological features, alongside a negative cross-correlation between structural and seman-
tic measures, reinforcing the analogy to self-organized criticality. These results establish clear parallels with critical
phenomena in physical, biological, and cognitive complex systems, revealing an entropy-based principle governing
adaptability and continuous innovation. Crucially, semantic richness emerges as the underlying driver of sustained ex-
ploration, despite not being explicitly used by the reasoning process. Our findings provide interdisciplinary insights and
practical strategies for engineering intelligent systems with intrinsic capacities for long-term discovery and adaptation,
and offer insights into how model training strategies can be developed that reinforce critical discovery.

I. INTRODUCTION

Generative modeling for language, vision and other
modalities has received significant interest in the past
years1–3,11,20,23,26,30, including the development of reasoning
models that exhaust thinking and reflection strategies before
responding to tasks4,13,33. However, little is known about the
mechanisms by which models, especially reasoning models,
develop answers and whether general principles can be ex-
tracted.

One particular class of reasoning models, agentic deep
graph reasoning models such as Graph-PRefLexOR, itera-
tively construct knowledge graphs by recursively applying
neural reasoning over extended test-time compute12,13,16,32.
While previous work has established the overall capability of
such graph-native reasoning models, the fundamental physical
principles governing their structural and semantic evolution
remain largely unexplored, albeit earlier work has proposed
graph-focused strategies that also incorporate category the-
ory13–15,18,19,28. The structured generation of thinking mech-
anisms offers the potential to conduct more rigorous analyses
of the resulting graph structures. Relatedly, research indicates
that standard Transformer architectures can be interpreted as a
variant of the Graph Isomorphism Network (GIN), where at-
tention mechanisms function over relational structures rather
than purely sequential token representations15. These rela-
tions of AI models with established concepts from mathemat-
ics and physics provide grounds for a wider-ranging analysis
of their behavior through a lens of dynamical systems.

The work reported here uses the series of graph networks
obtained in earlier work, specifically14 (see, Materials and
Methods for details, and particularly the original paper, where
the algorithm summarized in Figure 1 is explained in further
detail). As shown in the figure, the graphs were obtained

through an iterative, agentic process where a reasoning-native
large language model autonomously expanded and refined a
knowledge graph. At each step, the system generated new
concepts and relationships, integrated them into the graph, and
formulated subsequent prompts based on the evolving struc-
ture. This resulted in hundreds of graphs that allow us to study
their detailed evolution as the reasoning process expands. The
earlier work14 has shown notable properties of these graphs,
such as that it resulted in a scale-free network with emergent
hubs and bridges linking disparate knowledge clusters8,29.
Over hundreds of iterations, new nodes and edges continu-
ously appeared, centrality measures evolved, and shortest path
distributions adapted, leading to increasingly distributed con-
nectivity.

Fig. 2 shows a depiction of the network generated at the
end of the reasoning iterations13–15. Complementing the two-
dimensional projection in Fig. 2, Fig. 3 shows the growth of
the network over reasoning iterations in a three-dimensional
view. We note that a wealth of analysis is included in the
earlier work14,15, on top of which this study is built. We refer
readers to the original papers for further details, albeit key
results will be reviewed here for clarity.

In this paper, we present insights revealing how agen-
tic graph reasoning systems spontaneously evolve behaviors
analogous to critical phenomena observed in physical, bio-
logical, and cognitive complex systems21,29. Through rig-
orous quantitative analysis of structural entropy (Von Neu-
mann graph entropy) and semantic embedding entropy we
posit that a graph representing an evolving knowledge system
has two parallel dimensions: network topology and concep-
tual diversity. Hence, complementing Von Neumann graph
entropy, we define semantic entropy as a measure quantify-
ing how conceptually diverse or spread out the node repre-
sentations are within a learned embedding space, computed
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Iterative Reasoning i < N

Define Initial Question

Generate Graph-native
Reasoning Tokens
<|thinking|> ...
<|/thinking|>

Parse Graph G i
local

(Extract Nodes
and Relations)

Merge Extracted
Graph with

Larger Graph
(Append Newly

Added Nodes/Edges)
G ← G ∪ G i

local

Final Integrated Graph G

Generate New Question
Based on Last Extracted

Added Nodes/Edges
as captured in G i

local

FIG. 1. Algorithm used for iterative knowledge extraction and graph
refinement as reported in14. At each iteration i, the model generates
reasoning tokens that include a graph representation of the thinking
process (blue). A local graph G i

local is then extracted (violet) and
merged with the global graph G (light violet). A follow-up task is
then generated based on the latest extracted nodes and edges in G i

local
(green), leading to iterative reasoning (orange), so that the model
expands the graph with increasing number of nodes and edges.

via the spectral properties of a similarity (cosine-based) adja-
cency matrix derived from pretrained language model embed-
dings. These measures of entropy serve as analogues to phys-
ical entropy measures. This concept builds on earlier work17

that introduced an early, formal approach to semantic infor-
mation rooted in logical probability and content, establishing
a foundation for later entropy-based interpretations of mean-
ing. Other research24 introduced word embedding techniques
that underpin contemporary distributional semantics, provid-
ing the vector-space basis for the concept of semantic ad-
jacency construction. Related, information-theoretic tools27

were applied to complex networks, illustrating how entropy
concepts elucidate architectural constraints and evolutionary
dynamics, a perspective we extend by incorporating semantic
embeddings.

II. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Our analysis is conducted over the growing graphs that
emerge during a lengthy reasoning process. Fig. 4(a) shows
that both structural (Von Neumann graph entropy) and se-
mantic entropy rapidly increase and stabilize over the course
of iterative reasoning cycles, clearly indicating continuous
growth in both structural and semantic complexity. However,

Fig. 4(b) reveals that semantic entropy consistently remains
higher than structural entropy throughout all iterations, explic-
itly signifying sustained semantic dominance in the network’s
evolution. Taken together, the data shows that the system self-
organizes to maximize informational entropy in its knowledge
network.

To more deeply understand this interplay, we computed
the cross-correlation between these entropies (Fig. 4(c)), ex-
plicitly demonstrating a clear critical transition near iteration
400, where structural-semantic correlation shifts from posi-
tive (initially co-evolving structure and semantics) to strongly
negative values. This negative correlation explicitly indicates
that structural decisions increasingly diverge from underlying
semantic relationships, systematically exploring structurally
justified yet semantically novel connections.

Finally, Fig. 5(a) shows a two-dimensional PCA projection
of semantic embeddings, with nodes colored by their Louvain
structural community memberships. Notably, structural com-
munities are not distinctly separated in semantic embedding
space; instead, they appear intermingled and partially overlap-
ping. This partial decoupling between structural clusters and
semantic similarity demonstrates that the knowledge graphs
produced by the reasoning model encode structural and se-
mantic information through fundamentally distinct but com-
plementary dimensions. Such a result reveals how the co-
existence and partial independence of semantic and structural
information allow the system to remain simultaneously robust
(via structural organization) and flexible (via semantic nov-
elty). This is because the Louvain algorithm discovers com-
munities based purely on the graph’s adjacency. Meanwhile,
semantic embeddings represent conceptual similarity. Be-
cause we see multiple structural communities overlapping or
interspersed in embedding space, the plot directly visualizes
the partial semantic–structural divergence that our earlier met-
rics indicated. Fig. 5(b) shows a distance histogram, whose
skewed distribution confirms that while structural communi-
ties have some semantic coherence, they also contain outlier
or bridging nodes.

Taken together, these results reveal important connections
between physical concepts of entropy, critical phase transi-
tions, and continuous discovery processes in artificial intelli-
gence reasoning processes. They establish clear parallels be-
tween emergent graph reasoning and physical systems, sug-
gesting novel interdisciplinary approaches to engineer intelli-
gent, adaptive reasoning systems informed by principles from
statistical physics and complex system theory, whereby the
graph reasoning process spontaneously evolves toward a “crit-
ical state” that sustains ongoing discovery.

A. Unified Concepts of Critical Discovery

Based on our observations, we propose a unified theory, the
critical discovery principle, which succinctly captures the in-
herent dynamics of agentic reasoning systems by quantifying
the relative dominance of structural entropy compared to se-
mantic entropy. The central premise is that autonomous rea-
soning processes spontaneously evolve toward and sustain a
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FIG. 2. The complete knowledge graph generated by the agentic deep graph reasoning model (Graph-PRefLexOR15) after iterative evolution.
Nodes and edges emerge iteratively through recursive reasoning, forming complex structural communities. Colors reflect different communities
(up to 20 unique communities shown).

critical balance between structural complexity and semantic
novelty. This balance, where the system maintains itself near
criticality without external tuning, is quantified by a dimen-
sionless discovery parameter defined as:

D =
Sstruct−Ssem

Sstruct +Ssem
,

where Sstruct and Ssem denote structural and semantic en-
tropies, respectively.

In our numerical analysis of the results, the Critical Dis-
covery Parameter (D) explicitly quantifies this balance be-
tween structural and semantic entropy (Fig. 4(d)). The pa-
rameter stabilizes near a small negative value (D ≈ −0.03),
explicitly confirming that semantic entropy subtly dominates
structural entropy, mirroring the competition between energy
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FIG. 3. Growth of the network over reasoning iterations, three-
dimensional view. The evolution of the network over reasoning iter-
ations is clearly visible.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

FIG. 4. Evolution and comparative analysis of structural and se-
mantic entropy during graph reasoning. (a) Structural entropy, quan-
tified by Von Neumann Graph Entropy, increases rapidly initially
and stabilizes gradually, indicating consistent structural complexity
growth. (b) Semantic entropy evolves similarly but remains consis-
tently higher than structural entropy, indicating sustained semantic
complexity dominance. (c) Cross-correlation between structural and
semantic entropy reveals a critical transition near iteration 400, shift-
ing from positively correlated (co-evolution) to negatively correlated
dynamics (semantic-structural divergence), reminiscent of a phase
transition.(d) The Critical Discovery Parameter (D) stabilizes at a
slightly negative value (D ≈ −0.03), explicitly confirming persis-
tent semantic entropy dominance and guiding structural evolution
towards sustained exploratory innovation. Together, these results
explicitly demonstrate that semantic dynamics consistently lead and
shape structural evolution, underpinning continuous semantic explo-
ration and innovation.
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 5. Semantic Embedding Space and Structural Community
Decoupling. (a) Two-dimensional PCA projection of semantic node
embeddings, colored according to structural communities identified
via the Louvain method. The observed partial mixing of community
colors in semantic space demonstrates a critical decoupling between
semantic embeddings and structural clusters, highlighting comple-
mentary yet distinct forms of knowledge encoded within the evolv-
ing graph. It confirms that the system’s structural connections are
not dictated simply by semantic proximity. (b) Histogram of node
distances from their respective community centroids in PCA space.
The x-axis represents the distance from the centroid, while the y-axis
denotes the number of nodes at each distance. The color gradient
reflects node density, with red indicating higher counts and blue rep-
resenting lower values. The distribution is right-skewed and long-
tailed, with most nodes clustered around a distance of 1, while a few
nodes exhibit significantly larger distances.

and entropy in phase transitions. This is reminiscent of a
second-order phase transition: initially, structure and con-
tent co-evolve (like an order parameter following the external
field), but beyond the critical point, their relationship inverts
– similar to how beyond the Curie temperature, magnetization
collapses even as thermal fluctuations (entropy) continue to
increase.

To empirically validate this theory, we explicitly analyze
the evolution of surprising edges—edges that are structurally

connected but semantically distant—in Fig. 6(a). Although
the total edge count continuously increases, the ratio of sur-
prising edges

Ns

N
→ α,

stabilizes around α ≈ 12% (Fig. 6(b)). This explicitly indi-
cates a sustained intrinsic mechanism for semantic exploration
and innovation. This stable fraction explicitly characterizes a
subtle balance: semantic entropy consistently guides struc-
tural evolution toward novel relationships without allowing
the system to descend into disorder or rigidity. Such behavior
closely mirrors critical phenomena observed in physical and
biological systems, which similarly exhibit a delicate equilib-
rium between predictable structural order and adaptive seman-
tic novelty. The persistent fraction α thus explicitly emerges
as an empirical hallmark of criticality, analogous to residual
disorder found at critical points in physical systems. Inter-
estingly, the fraction of cross-domain connections aligns with
magnitudes seen in small-world networks needed to drasti-
cally reduce path lengths22,31. This hints that the reasoning
process naturally populates the graph with just enough long-
range links to hit a connectivity threshold, ensuring informa-
tion can propagate across the entire network efficiently. This
nuanced yet robust semantic dominance explicitly validates
the Critical Discovery Principle, highlighting semantic com-
plexity as the primary driver behind continuous exploratory
innovation.

To further elucidate the structural-semantic dynamics, we
computed the correlation between betweenness centrality
(BC) and local semantic neighbor diversity (Fig. 6(c)). In the
early iterations, the correlation fluctuates significantly as the
network is small or changing quickly, with early high posi-
tive correlation indicating an aggressive initial phase of se-
mantic bridging. As the graph grows the correlation settles at
a positive level, saturating at around 400 iterations. This sug-
gests that high-BC nodes, which act as bridges, tend to have
neighbors that are more spread out in embedding space. The
network consistently maintains moderate semantic diversity
around central nodes, providing structural stability and con-
tinuous innovation through balanced semantic exploration.

In summary, our theory captures the subtle yet persistent
semantic dominance and sustained exploratory capability ob-
served experimentally. The stable fraction of structurally co-
herent yet semantically distant (“surprising”) edges explic-
itly serves as empirical validation of the Critical Discovery
Principle, highlighting both its predictive power and poten-
tially a broad conceptual relevance across artificial intelli-
gence, physics, and complexity science.

B. Interdisciplinary Parallels and Universality

The Critical Discovery Principle identified in our agentic
graph reasoning model closely mirrors phenomena observed
across diverse natural and artificial complex systems. In bio-
logical networks, gene regulatory and protein interaction net-
works maintain stability through structurally coherent inter-
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(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 6. Analysis of surprising edges as a measure of continuous dis-
covery. (a) Evolution of total and surprising edge counts; (b) The
stable fraction (∼ 12%) of surprising edges indicates sustained se-
mantic exploration and discovery capacity. (c) Correlation between
betweenness centrality and local semantic neighbor diversity. After
large values in small and early-stage graphs (aggressive initial phase
of semantic bridging), the correlation stabilizes at a positive value,
indicating that nodes on many shortest paths connect neighbors with
more diverse semantic embeddings.

actions explicitly guided by underlying functional (semantic)
requirements, continuously introducing exploratory variations
essential for evolutionary adaptation. Similarly, neural and
cognitive systems exhibit structural-functional coupling near
critical states (e.g., neuronal avalanches), promoting cognitive
flexibility and innovation through persistent semantic enrich-
ment. Ecological systems analogously balance stable struc-
tural interactions among species with exploratory semantic

dynamics driven by migration, mutation, and invasion, ensur-
ing resilience and adaptability.

In social and economic contexts, innovation networks nat-
urally balance structural coherence—stable technological or
economic sectors—with continuous semantic-driven explo-
ration of novel, disruptive ideas essential for sustained growth.
Physical and material systems undergoing second-order phase
transitions (e.g., magnetic, superconducting, or critical fluid
systems) also display analogous behaviors, characterized by
subtle structural-semantic interplay at critical boundaries.
Similarly, glassy and amorphous materials maintain residual
structural defects at criticality, explicitly providing mechani-
cal adaptability reminiscent of our model’s structurally coher-
ent yet semantically novel (“surprising”) edges. Finally, artifi-
cial intelligence systems, particularly reinforcement learning
frameworks, inherently balance exploitation of structurally
known knowledge with exploration driven by semantically
novel opportunities, embodying the universal criticality we
explicitly describe.

These interdisciplinary parallels explicitly suggest that the
subtle yet persistent semantic dominance and critical discov-
ery dynamics observed in agentic reasoning systems are not
isolated phenomena, but rather manifestations of a deep, uni-
versal organizing principle governing adaptability, innovation,
and discovery across complex adaptive systems. Recognizing
such universality explicitly provides foundational insights for
interdisciplinary theory and practical strategies to engineer ro-
bust, semantically-driven, innovative, and adaptive intelligent
systems.

C. Prediction: Emergent Behavior in Novel Reasoning
Scenarios

Drawing inspiration from hierarchical organization ob-
served in biological and physical complex systems operating
near criticality, we predict that when the reasoning model en-
counters significantly larger-scale or multi-layered conceptual
problems—tasks fundamentally differing in complexity or di-
mensionality from previously encountered scenarios—it will
spontaneously generate hierarchical structures and multi-scale
conceptual organization.

Specifically, analogous to biological networks (e.g., neural
circuits, ecosystems) and physical systems exhibiting scale-
invariant phenomena near critical points, we anticipate that
the reasoning graph will dynamically reorganize into nested
communities characterized by clear hierarchies and scale-free
connectivity distributions. Structural entropy would initially
increase, reflecting new complexity from encountering novel
conceptual scales, followed by the spontaneous formation of
multi-scale modular structures driven purely by algorithmic
structural evolution. Semantic entropy—measured indepen-
dently—will likely exhibit multiple plateaus, corresponding to
semantic stabilization at distinct hierarchical scales of abstrac-
tion. We further anticipate that the stable fraction of struc-
turally justified yet semantically distant ("surprising") edges
will progressively decrease at finer, local scales, while remain-
ing elevated at global scales, thus ensuring continuous discov-



7

ery and innovation at higher levels of abstraction.
This prediction reflects known universal properties of crit-

ical systems, where introducing entirely new spatial, tempo-
ral, or organizational scales spontaneously triggers hierarchi-
cal and scale-free pattern formation. Empirically confirm-
ing this emergent behavior in future Graph-PRefLexOR ex-
periments would represent compelling evidence of a deeper
universal principle underlying complex reasoning and intel-
ligence across diverse scales. As shown in earlier work14

our system exhibits scale-free degree distributions, small-
world connectivity, and a stable fraction of semantically dis-
tant edges—consistent with classic self-organized criticality
signatures. Together with the near-balanced but persistent
dominance of semantic entropy, these findings align with core
self-organized criticality principles: the network’s structure
and semantic content spontaneously organize toward a criti-
cal point, sustaining continuous novelty while avoiding triv-
ial ordering or random disintegration. In fact, it aligns with
the notion of self-organized criticality, where we see a sus-
tained capacity for novelty (semantic) that does not collapse
into either random chaos or purely local uniformity. A deeper
demonstration of this concept would require further analysis
to dig deeper into scale invariance and power-law behaviors.

D. Future work: Maximizing Discovery via
Reinforcement Learning

Inspired by the critical discovery dynamics identified in this
study, we propose a practical reinforcement learning (RL)
framework to explicitly maximize the capacity for continu-
ous semantic discovery in agentic graph reasoning systems.
Our empirical results suggest that the graph spontaneously
stabilizes near a slightly negative critical discovery parame-
ter (D≈−0.03), indicative of a subtle but persistent semantic
dominance. However, this empirically observed state might
not necessarily represent the global optimum. Thus, we in-
troduce a flexible reinforcement learning approach that can
systematically guide the system toward optimal conditions for
semantic exploration, explicitly encouraging the model to ex-
plore richer semantic spaces. To formalize this as an RL prob-
lem, we propose the following reward function:

Rt =−λD (Dt−Dtarget)
2+λSESsem(t)+λα(1−|αt−αtarget|),

(1)
where:

• D quantifies the critical discovery balance between
structural and semantic entropy.

• Ssem(t) explicitly measures the semantic entropy, en-
couraging semantic exploration.

• αt is the fraction of surprising edges (semantically dis-
tant but structurally connected edges).

• Hyperparameters λD, λSE , and λα balance the relative
importance of each term.

Unlike traditional supervised learning, reinforcement learn-
ing does not rely on explicit labels. Instead, the model gen-
erates actions (such as graph expansions) guided by a learned
probability distribution (policy). The gradients flow through
this policy, adjusting the parameters to increase the likelihood
of actions that yield higher rewards. Formally, the gradient
objective (analogous to the gradient of the loss with respect to
all model parameters) is:

∇θ J(θ) = Ea∼πθ (a|G) [Rt ·∇θ logπθ (a|G)] , (2)

where:

• ∇θ J(θ) is the gradient of the expected cumulative re-
ward J(θ) with respect to the model parameters θ .

• E denotes the expectation, indicating that we average
over multiple actions a, which are sampled according
to the current policy distribution.

• a represents an action taken by the agent, such as adding
a new node or edge in the knowledge graph.

• Rt is the scalar reward associated with action a, explic-
itly computed from the critical discovery metrics de-
fined earlier. Higher Rt indicates actions leading to de-
sirable semantic exploration and novelty.

• πθ (a|G) is the policy function parameterized by θ , rep-
resenting the probability of taking action a given the
current graph state G. In practice, we use the logarithm
of this probability (logπθ (a|G)) because it simplifies
the numerical computation of gradients and ensures bet-
ter stability during training.

Note that, unlike traditional supervised learning where opti-
mization typically involves minimizing an explicit loss func-
tion (such as cross-entropy), reinforcement learning explic-
itly maximizes an expected reward. Therefore, the gradient
defined above naturally appears without a minus sign. How-
ever, since standard optimization libraries (e.g., PyTorch) con-
ventionally perform gradient descent (minimizing objectives),
practitioners commonly define the reinforcement learning ob-
jective with an explicit negative sign as follows:

LRL(θ) =−Rt · logπθ (a|G).

This negative sign is introduced purely for computational
convenience, converting the reward-maximization problem
into an equivalent loss-minimization form, aligning with con-
ventional gradient descent routines. Moreover, the theoret-
ical gradient formulation includes an expectation operator
Ea∼πθ (a|G)[·] because the gradient represents an average over
all possible actions according to the policy distribution. Prac-
tically, this expectation is approximated by sampling actions
from the policy and averaging their resulting rewards.

We note that in reinforcement learning, the policy does not
produce explicit answers like in supervised learning. Instead,
at every step, it generates a probability distribution over possi-
ble actions (such as choosing to add a particular node or edge
to the graph). The term logπθ (a|G), known as the log proba-
bility, represents how confident the model was about choosing
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a specific action a. A high log probability indicates high confi-
dence, while a low log probability indicates uncertainty. Dur-
ing training, actions leading to higher rewards are encouraged
by increasing their log probabilities, making these beneficial
actions more likely in future predictions. Conversely, actions
resulting in low or negative rewards have their log probabil-
ities decreased, reducing their likelihood in future decisions.
Thus, gradients flow through these log probabilities, guiding
the model towards actions that consistently yield higher re-
wards and better discovery outcomes.

Intuitively, this equation shows how the gradients “flow”
during reinforcement learning: the reward Rt serves as a
weighting factor, determining how strongly each action in-
fluences parameter updates. Actions yielding higher rewards
receive greater weight, making similar actions more probable
in future iterations. Conversely, actions resulting in lower or
negative rewards reduce their likelihood, guiding the model
towards continuous semantic discovery and optimal critical
dynamics.

Actions receiving higher rewards become more probable in
future iterations, thus shaping the model’s semantic discovery
behavior.

III. CONCLUSIONS

This research identifies entropy-based principles governing
structural-semantic relationships in artificial reasoning sys-
tems. By analyzing entropy dynamics within agentic graph
reasoning systems, we uncover insights into the intrinsic na-
ture of continuous discovery and critical phenomena that char-
acterize evolving complex systems. In our experiment, the
persistent presence ( 12%) of structurally connected yet se-
mantically distant (“surprising”) edges reveals continuous dis-
covery and adaptive flexibility as emergent properties intrinsic
to agentic reasoning models, bridging artificial intelligence,
statistical physics, and complex adaptive systems theory. This
result confirms the system’s ongoing ability to form struc-
turally significant but conceptually “far” connections, thereby
operationalizing the idea of semantic “dominance” in a mea-
surable way.

The agentic graph reasoning behaves as a self-organizing
critical system, with a critical point as an attractor of its dy-
namics. The agentic graph reasoning model spontaneously
evolves into a critical state, analogous to a high-temperature
thermodynamic phase where semantic entropy (favoring dis-
order) persistently dominates structural organization (favor-
ing order), resulting in a stable, mildly negative critical dis-
covery parameter D reminiscent of a free-energy minimum
shifted toward disorder7, providing evidence that the graph
reasoning system is a novel realization of self-organized crit-
icality in an AI context. The structural-semantic transition
around iteration 400 (see, Fig. 4(c)) further underscores the
presence of a phase transition-like behavior, consistent with
phenomena characteristic of self-organized critical systems.
The observed positive correlation between node betweenness
centrality and local semantic neighbor diversity indicates that
structurally important nodes tend to connect neighborhoods

composed of semantically diverse concepts (Fig. 6(c)). Ini-
tially, the correlation is strongly positive, reflecting an early
phase during which central nodes rapidly integrate semanti-
cally distinct clusters. As the network evolves, this correlation
steadily decreases and stabilizes at a persistently mild positive
value (∼ 0.15) around iteration 400, coinciding with the previ-
ously identified critical transition. This subtle yet stable pos-
itive correlation demonstrates a sustained structural-semantic
configuration in which structurally central nodes serve con-
sistently as local semantic bridges, continuously supporting
diverse semantic interactions within their immediate neigh-
borhoods. This structural-semantic balance is consistent with
the behaviors characteristic of self-organized critical systems.
It suggests that the model is still discovering new relationships
and further expands novel insights.

Our analysis demonstrates a subtle but consistent seman-
tic entropy dominance, indicating that while structural evo-
lution occurs algorithmically without direct semantic input,
it inherently explores a richer semantic landscape implicitly
available in the embedding space. This structural-semantic
interplay closely parallels critical behaviors observed in nat-
ural systems, such as biological networks and phase transi-
tions in physical materials. In particular, the identified critical
structural-semantic transition around iteration 400, where en-
tropy cross-correlation shifts from positive to negative, explic-
itly mirrors physical phase-transition behavior. Initially, struc-
tural and semantic entropies evolve synchronously; beyond
this critical point, their dynamics diverge, reflecting a deeper
intrinsic mechanism by which systems balance structural co-
herence with semantic novelty. The stable fraction of surpris-
ing edges further elucidates an essential principle: sustained
innovation and discovery arise not merely from reinforcing
existing structural connections, but crucially through continu-
ously introducing structurally coherent yet semantically novel
relationships. This persistent semantic novelty explicitly acts
as a reservoir of creative potential, enabling systems to bal-
ance structural stability with semantic adaptability and main-
tain an inherently exploratory, innovative reasoning process.

Ultimately, these findings suggest the existence of univer-
sal organizing principles governing both artificial and natu-
ral complex adaptive systems. By establishing deep interdis-
ciplinary connections, our results highlight how agentic rea-
soning architectures, exemplified by the Graph-PRefLexOR
model, naturally embody critical phenomena—including sub-
tle semantic-structural interplay, spontaneous structural orga-
nization, critical transitions, and sustained exploratory capac-
ity. These insights provide promising foundations for design-
ing next-generation intelligent systems, inspiring interdisci-
plinary approaches where physics-inspired principles enhance
computational creativity, adaptability, and discovery across
diverse fields.

The observation that agentic graph reasoning sponta-
neously evolves towards a critical state exhibiting semantic
entropy dominance mirrors the critical localization transitions
originally characterized by Aubry in nonlinear and quasiperi-
odic systems5,6. Thus, the principles of subtle structural-
semantic balance identified here generalize Aubry’s seminal
insights on critical phenomena into the context of adaptive ar-



9

tificial reasoning systems.
Our central finding reveals that continuous innovation in

agentic reasoning systems arises fundamentally from entropy
dynamics, specifically a subtle yet persistent dominance of
semantic entropy over structural entropy. Structural evolu-
tion, measured via Von Neumann entropy, implicitly explores
a richer semantic landscape characterized by higher seman-
tic entropy, sustaining structurally coherent yet semantically
novel (“surprising”) relationships. This entropy-driven inter-
play identifies semantic richness as the intrinsic driver of con-
tinuous discovery and adaptability, highlighting a universal
entropy-based principle underlying complex adaptive behav-
ior in both artificial and natural systems.

In other words, the reason artificial reasoning systems re-
main continuously creative and innovative may be because
they constantly explore a very rich, diverse, and somewhat
chaotic space of possible meanings (this is what we call high
semantic entropy). In contrast, the actual connections the sys-
tem forms, its explicit reasoning structure, are more ordered
and constrained (low structural entropy). Because the system
always has more meaningful ideas available to explore than
it explicitly incorporates into its structure, it can continuously
discover and create unexpected, novel relationships. This on-
going imbalance between rich semantic possibilities and more
structured connections is what fuels sustained creativity and
innovation.

Finally, these insights allowed us to propose a new RL
framework that uses key insights developed from the exper-
iments conducted in this paper to further tune AI models to
become more creative. For such a system to work, the graph-
native reasoning model is a naturally fitting framework as it
naturally constructs a structured representation that simulta-
neously captures semantic diversity and relational structure.
For this to work with regular text output, we would need to
extract or impose a similar graph or latent network represen-
tation to calculate these entropy measures.

IV. METHODS

The graphs were generated using the graph-native reason-
ing algorithm described in14, where we let the AI model rea-
son over up to 1,000 iterations. The final graph size has 3,835
nodes and 11,910 edges. The evolution of agent-generated
graphs was analyzed using graph-theoretical and semantic
embedding metrics. Structural entropy was computed using
Von Neumann entropy derived from the normalized Laplacian
of the graph. Semantic entropy was calculated based on co-
sine similarities of node embeddings.

A. Node embeddings

Node embeddings were obtained
from a pretrained language model
(sentence-transformers/all-MiniLM-L6-v2). PCA
was applied to node embeddings for visualization, reveal-
ing structural-semantic relationships and their decoupling.

The critical transition in structural-semantic dynamics was
characterized by cross-correlation analysis of structural and
semantic entropy time series.

B. Entropy Calculation

We analyzed the structural and semantic evolution of
knowledge graphs generated by the Graph-PRefLexOR
model, which recursively expands conceptual structures over
iterative reasoning cycles.

Structural entropy was quantified using the Von Neumann
graph entropy10,21, defined explicitly as:

Sstruct =−∑
i

λi logλi, (3)

where eigenvalues λi are computed from the normalized graph
Laplacian:

L = I−D−1/2AD−1/2, (4)

where A is the adjacency matrix, D is the degree matrix, and
I is the identity matrix. To explicitly ensure rigor and compa-
rability, eigenvalues λi were normalized to sum to unity prior
to entropy calculation, precisely matching our computational
implementation.

Semantic entropy was computed analogously. Node
labels were first embedded into a semantic vector
space using a pretrained neural language model25

(sentence-transformers/all-MiniLM-L6-v2). A
semantic adjacency matrix Asem was explicitly computed via
cosine similarity between node embeddings xi,x j:

A(sem)
i j =

xi ·x j

∥xi∥∥x j∥
, (5)

explicitly scaled to the interval [0,1]. Semantic entropy Ssem
was then analogously calculated from the eigenvalues µi of the
normalized Laplacian derived from the semantic adjacency
matrix:

Ssem =−∑
i

µi log µi, (6)

where eigenvalues µi were explicitly normalized to sum to
unity. No thresholding was applied to the semantic adjacency
matrix, explicitly preserving the complete semantic relation-
ships inherent in the data, thereby ensuring consistency and
rigorous comparability with structural entropy measures.

The correlation between structural and semantic entropies
across iterations was characterized by cross-correlation analy-
sis, identifying regime shifts in structural-semantic dynamics.

C. Community detection

Louvain community detection9 was used to identify struc-
tural communities. PCA projections of embeddings revealed
semantic relationships relative to structural communities. The
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Euclidean distance of each node from the centroid of its re-
spective community in PCA space was computed. Commu-
nity centroids were determined as the mean position of all
nodes belonging to a given community. The resulting distri-
bution of node distances was visualized using a histogram,
where bin colors represent relative node density, with red in-
dicating higher counts and blue indicating lower values.

D. Edge detection and classification

Surprising edges are defined as structurally present yet se-
mantically distant (cosine similarity λ < 0.1). These were
quantified to measure sustained semantic novelty.

For completeness, we explicitly analyzed semantic entropy
sensitivity across semantic similarity thresholds, observing
negligible differences at low thresholds (λ ≤0.2), thus con-
firming robustness.

E. Correlation between node betweenness centrality
and local semantic diversity

We use the standard definition of betweenness centrality:

BC(u) = ∑
s,t

σst(u)
σst

,

where σst(u) is the number of shortest paths from s to t that
pass through u, and σst is the total number of shortest paths
from s to t.

For each node u, let N(u) be its set of neighbors, and let xi
denote the embedding vector of neighbor i. The local neighbor
diversity is the average pairwise Euclidean distance among
neighbors:

Diversity(u) =
1(k
2

) ∑
i< j
∥xi−x j∥2,

and k = |N(u)| is the node degree of u. If k < 2, we set
Diversity(u) = 0. We compute Pearson’s correlation coeffi-
cient between BC(u) and Diversity(u) across all nodes to as-
sess how bridging roles relate to semantic diversity in the local
neighborhood.
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