% 36 B 5 W % 4 T R % #H Vol.36 No.5
2021 10 A JOURNAL OF SYSTEMS ENGINEERING Oct. 2021

E T4 EREENSRENTHERICE

M 22 % Bl R L2 FFEALL2 KR
(1. 7 B KAAE B TR 2ERE, YLV 7 & 330063;
2. B B K TR I AR 208 8 A SIS =, VP RS S 330063)

HE: KA A B (LSGO) P AL 8 IR % = 1] & M 4 508 Ao R A5 BB 38 K, 4 A S o i A 5 b LA X S R L it
A i I 5, AR 2t JE B K JF Bk A2 3K S AR S LSGO 19 AL A4 X 4 PT /2. 43+ LSGO 9] 2L 42 JE # & 40 54 %
B AR AL, LAt B A B, I B 1R AL AR AR S MR T IR AL B AL TAR R, AR E RS 54T BT A TR AL
o SR R AR, e R )% 75 &) B AT 46 R VAR B\ e R R L AU, Re T BB 1S RS R — AP A T %
HR AN 5K B k. 5 CEC2013 9 LSGO A& H 3 F RE AT WX K45 AR R A, =24
09 H ok A R B S B A BT Y S A R BT, B UK AR

FARIR): KB4 R IUAL 1) B, i B2k B R SRS, 2 RETE
&5 S: TP1S SCRAARIRAD: A NEHS: 1000—5781(2021)05—0590—12

doi: 10.13383/j.cnki.jse.2021.05.002

Co-evolutionary algorithm based on dimension monitoring

and recovery

Chen Hao'2, Chen Yuan!, Li Ming'2, Li Junhua':?2, Zhang Congxuan®

(1. School of Information Engineering, Nanchang Hangkong University, Nanchang 330063, China;
2. Key Laboratory of Nondestructive Testing, Ministry of Education, Nanchang Hangkong University,
Nanchang 330063, China)

Abstract: The search space of large-scale global optimization (LSGO) problem will increase exponentially
with dimension. It is very prone to appear dimension losing and evolutionary stagnation. How to effectively
detect lost dimensions and break stagnation is the key to solving LSGO problem. To solve the high complexity
of LSGO problem dimension monitoring, high-dimensional problems are decomposed into low-dimensional
sub-problems based on co-evolution algorithm. In the process of evolution, principal component analysis is
used for all sub-problems to detect the lost dimensions, and expanding in the direction of the lost dimension can
achieve the dimension recovery, which can effectively break the stagnant state. Then a co-evolution algorithm
based on dimension monitoring and recovery is proposed. The experiment is based on the partially additively
separable test function in the LSGO benchmark function of CEC2013, and the results show that the proposed

algorithm has lower complexity while improving convergence accuracy and better maintaining diversity.
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Fig. 1 Dimensional missing detection and recovery
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Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of group-based dimension missing detection and recovery
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YIE 1.053 0e+07 5.030 9e+06 4.814 2e+06 3.978 3e+06 8.4010e+06 3.854 7e+06

fs FrRUEZE 7.568 9e+05 1.345 4e+06 7.413 6e+05 1.920 0e+06 7.971 5e+05 4.741 2e+05
¥IE 1.067 3e+06 1.057 0e+06 1.064 0e+06 1.048 4e+06 1.064 5e+06 1.055 9¢+06

fo i 1.124 7e+03 2.758 3e+03 1.899 2e+03 4.386 7e+03 1.375 5e+03 3.135 6e+03
¥ 4.826 1e+09 2.386 6e+09 1.643 1e+09 1.281 7e+09 2.005 2e+09 1.528 7e+09

fr bRz 5.693 2e+08 8.739 7e+08 3.438 2e+08 8.450 7e+08 4.901 9e+08 4.870 2e+08
YIE 1.051 4e+16 1.020 0e+15 1.758 7e+15 2.208 7e+15 7.265 Te+14 9.631 Oe+14

T Frife % 2.548 8e+15 3.489 de+14 9.500 7e+14 7.636 3e+14 3.864 6e+14 2.039 6e+14
¥ 7.531 5e+08 3.412 2e+08 3.788 5e+08 2.766 9e+08 5.422 7e+08 1.971 2¢+08

fo i 5.315 9e+07 7.001 2e+07 4.494 8e+07 7.549 1e+07 1.399 8e+05 2.703 6e+07
Yt 9.537 8e+07 9.427 4e+07 9.410 1e+07 9.379 6e+07 9.487 6e+07 9.343 4e+07

Jro FRUEZE 2.266 0e+05 7.453 4e+05 1.793 6e+05 2.180 1e+05 1.528 2e+05 5.283 0e+05
¥ 3.602 9e+11 3.091 Se+11 3.255 6e+11 2.316 de+11 3.902 8e+11 1.110 1e+11

fu Frife 2z 1.270 le+11 1.641 4e+11 2.287 2e+11 5.357 4e+10 1.310 5e+11 3.312 6e+10

SRR B D9 7 1 B R B e A

T 1R RSE RIVER, 5 CCGA FikAfl, T #A&04M CCDMR 7 8 Ml ek 2 L35 T C-
CGA; 5 DECC-G Hi%EAH L, CCDMR-G 7£ 6 NKEREL(f5, fo, f7. fos fr0, f11) LT DECC-G , 2 ANl R
H(fs, fs) L 2T DECC-G; 5 DECC-DGH.i#AM t, CCDMR-DG 7£ 7 N EL(f4, f5, fo, o, fo, fro, f11) L
i F DECC-DG, 1 MR %L (f5) 2T DECC-DG. X Ui ] CCDMR SiATE R fif LSGO ) 5t ¥ 4 45 1
BRI T CCGA, DECC-G Al DECC-DG.

. CCDMR, CCDMR-G 1 CCDMR-DG — #5031 848 7T DL I, CCDMR E 3% 58 1 8 N f 24
45 B 3k R I B 22, T CCDMR-DG 7 K5 43l b6 2 45 SR 2R T CCDMR-G, A AE MR B AL fo A1 f7
&% T CCDMR-G. K BTEM UL LSGO 7] @R, s 7 410 3 2 HE R M B 22, B0 2 ) 43 28 1) o AL E B 1
T, BEALENAS 5 410 o HHER PR A TP 2 2 ).

Bl 3 02 %5 FIETE 8 MR R £ 112 4T 30 YR R IE RISt 28 1, wi ey it A ARER, 9\ Fi o R BU1A.

10 : ‘ 108
103
[«] (]
= S
T 02t T 107r
o ——CCDMR o |[~—ccomRr
——CCGA —CCGA
10t ||——CCDMR-G ——CCDMR-G
——DECC-G ——DECC-G
——CCDMR-DG ——CCDMR-DG
——DECC-DG ——DECC-DG
1010 : ‘ 108 ‘ ‘
10° 10t 102 10t 102
gen gen
(a) fa BREUHSAh 22 (b) f5 EREs St 2k
(a) Convergence curve of function f4 (b) Convergence curve of function f5

3 CCDMR, CCGA, CCDMR-G, DECC-G, CCDMR-DG FIDECC-DG k% CEC2013 H fa ~ f11 UISIEAZXTEL
Fig. 3 Comparison of convergence curves of f4 ~ f11 in CEC2013 by CCDMR, CCGA, CCDMR-G,
DECC-G, CCDMR-DG and DECC-DG algorithms



4 TR %R %36 %

596
i x10° 101
1.07
1014
E 3
S 1.06 E 10%2¢
= [[~CcDMR J~  {[~——CccpmR
——CCGA ——CCGA
——CCDMR-G 100 [[—CCDMR-G
——DECC-G ——DECC-G
——CCDMR-DG ——CCDMR-DG
1.05—DECC-DG ——DECC-DG
‘ ‘ 108 ‘ ‘
10° 10t 102 10° 10t 10?
gen gen
(©) fo BHCSAML, (@) fr BRI
(c) Convergence curve of function fg (d) Convergence curve of function f7
1019 1010
1018
g ¥ 3
2 116 |——CCDMR 2 ——CCDMR
—CCGA — CCGA
——CCDMR-G ——CCDMR-G
1015 {|—~—DECC-G ——DECC-G
——CCDMR-DG ——CCDMR-DG
—DECC-DG ——DECC-DG
1014 ‘ s 108 ‘ ‘
10° 10t 102 10° 10t 10?

gen
(e) fe BRBUSINZL

(e) Convergence curve of function fg

%10’

102

(@) fio FRE St 2k

(g) Convergence curve of function fig

gen
(D fo BREUK ST L

(f) Convergence curve of function fg

(h) f11 BR S 2%

(h) Convergence curve of function f11

4K 3

Fig.3 Continues

M 3(a), Bl 3(b), Bl 3(c), B 3(d), B 3(h), B 3(g), B 3 W LABEHLE fu, f5, fo. f7. fo, fro. f11 557 A
BRI R, 508 A SCHR ) CCDMR 45 & AN [E] 43 2H 77722 1\ CCDMR-DG #1 CCDMR-G 45 R 5% i, CCGA 45



ERE] Wi SRAE: R T YEREGR AN 5 R 1 bl R A Bk 597

Rae 2. 8 AN bR B R i 45 B 15 B CCDMR A & N4 B S A0 50k &2 51 I 500, Tk 84
HI7 kAR, CCDMR IR A ZE R AR, A H 1] B H, CCDMR-DG fit T CCDMR-G 1 CCDMR, Ff LA
AR HBAR T BENLS S A ER S0 2. M 8 e B SRS Il R, WS 284 4R 32 47 DL B Bl

4R

Kl 4 B HEAE 8 NIRR 2 3217 30 IRE5AN Box Plot B, il s LE 52, S Dy R 0.

x101
6 L
5 L

T5Nal ue
o

o

1 —
1
ok ‘ ‘
S & ooc’v RO OQ,@ on Ooo
C/O C}O QQ/ @ (5}

(a) fa box plot

(b) f5 box plot

x10°
1.07F 7 "
= o
106F T I
D I
5
e g
S _
26 ‘
1.05r
<& g o © O
OQ® OO S ®Q~ OO @Q? QSJQ,O
% N RS
(c) f6 box plot
15
15710 \
0
I
10 | 5
)
=]
ﬁ .
2
‘_00
5 L
= []
ol = = =

f 9/val ue
@ 9

N

F L L PP
e N\ ¢ & G
S ¥ & &
¢ oy Q
(d) f7 box plot
- )
.
e
.
-
= —

(e) fs box plot

(f) fo box plot

&l 4 CCDMR, CCGA, CCDMR-G, DECC-G, CCDMR-DG, DECC-DG &% # CEC2013 & f4 ~ f11 box plot [§]

Fig.4 Box plot of f4 ~ f11 in CEC2013 by CCDMR, CCGA, CCDMR-G, DECC-G, CCDMR-DG and DECC-DG algorithms



598 E R R = i 36 &
x10’ ‘ x10t |
e Tr I
955 |
T Eﬂ 6 _ 1
| - — } o } —
‘ — 5[ ! 1 ‘
2 - s,
5 945 -~ B ] E 4t
~ I
5= A T B !
.
935F - e 21 = T N
1} =]
Ooo & oQ’O & Q/Qo oc,o & & oQ’O & Q/Oo
fo% & 9 & &

(g) f10 box plot

2K 4

Fig. 4 Continues

(h) f11 box plot

M 4(a), B 4(b), FE 4(e), B 4(), Bl 4(h) BRI LLEHTE fh, f5, fs, for f11 BB, CCDMR-DG Ak
SKME R af, 3 HoaehasE; X T B 4c), Bl 4@ fo, fr %45 R, CCOMR-G St i if, DECC-DG 2
JE; T 4() H f1o BELSSR, CCDMR-DG (W8I i i, DECC-DG fefa €. BEAR KRG, 4EFE B At I
SRR FE R S AE S LS DL SRS AR ST, AN AR IR R A, RCR A —FE.

42 ZHEMS

CCDMR FEFE LRSI T2 T, AT DR BRI 2 eV, LUACHE FE s ek ) 5 Uk 55211 Ja Fhie 2 AR 1L,
AL T AR SR AR AR 2 RE L, 23 onl v B8 SRV AE P e DN R 250 4 S 44 PR P S T i e B P 0 e 22,
BRI B T7 2, 3 Ao 21, B0 Ao 4, BEAL R0 Z2 45 43 28, X6k IS B 005 PR AR G i 22 a0 2 .

%<2 CCDMR #&MMAE 5 4E 75 MBS B RE

Table 2 CCDMR combines the relative deviation of population entropy in four different grouping methods

PR ES AR Tor wA A BEHL A 20 Zoror
YA 0.2039 0.386 5 0.766 5 2.176 6
fa FFiE 0.047 5 0.218 1 0.664 0 1.208 2
¥ 10.288 1 3.730 6 10.184 3 19.5169
fs trifE 1.8212 0.643 3 8.1499 40573
¥l 0.009 8 0.014 4 0.0113 0.000 8
fo FrifE 2z 0.007 3 0.0120 0.000 0 0.000 0
BN 1.556 4 0.5457 0.932 6 14122
f1 FRifEZE 0.7323 0.163 3 04850 0.718 8
YA 0.2015 0.107 7 0.169 7 2.664 7
fe bRt 0.056 3 0.029 9 0.0229 33230
¥ 10.044 5 45763 3.9032 20.946 6
fo i 2.088 3 0.878 1 2.8522 1.630 3
¥l 0.008 6 0.0182 0.005 7 0.002 8
Fo bRz 0.006 3 0.0142 0.005 2 0.002 3
BN 3.2617 13128 1.4015 0.897 5
u Rl 33812 0.724 3 0.742 6 0.297 6

MR 2 BRI AT LU, 4 R 4 PP R T ik 45 5 AN [ 2 28 05 3R A e N ko e M IR 249 4 T 4

K, VLUTEBES REPEAF LUAERE. Bt i, f, BSC7E CCDMR
K, for f1o B ¥{E CCDMR

G

BRI PR AL, 1T f6, fro BREUNIZE BRI 2 08 bR B, A7 KB R A B L AE

DG Aot AN [ 73 2 7 2 e £ A X 22 42
S5 DU AN TR 73 A5 2 R AR i ZE AN WS, BRDA fs, fo BRIEU R PR B
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Fig. 5 f5, f11 global dimension before and after population entropy comparison curve
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Table 3  Scale factor comparison results

ME Sl o =0.005 o =0.05 oc=0.1 o =10.01

¥ 1.739 Se+11  1.421 5e+11  2.591 7e+11  5.763 3e+10

fa FRUEZE  8.0184e+10  3.4242e+10  2.3754e+11  2.278 6e+10
YIME 8.9206e+06 8333 8e+06  8.3107e+06  3.854 7e+06
fs FrfEZE 1147 5e+06  5.6364e+05  2.738 le+05  4.741 2e+05
YIME  1.0642e+06  1.063 7e+06  1.064 3e+06  1.055 9e+06
fo FrifEZE 1376 5e+06  7.190 3e+02  1.181 le+03  3.135 6e+03
PIE  3.3792e+09  2.3702e+09  1.6704e+09  1.528 7e+09
fr FRUEZE  3.5851e+09  6.440 9e+08  4.826 1e+08  4.870 2e+08
¥ 1.3293e+15  1.0142e+15  1.3514e+15  9.6310e+14
fe FRUEZE  2.9551e+14  3.6333e+14  1.111 le+15  2.039 6e+14
YIME 4.8204e+08  5.7202e+08  4.977 1e+08  1.971 2e+08
fo FrdEZE 1523 7e+08  1.308 6e+08  6.619 0e+07  2.703 6e+07
YIME 9.4795e+07  9.479 5e+07  9.466 4e+07  9.343 4e+07
fro FrifEZE 1528 4e+05  3.188 7e+05  1.970 2e+05  5.283 0e+05
o PIE 2854 7e+1l 2706 2e+11  1.9962e+11  1.110 le+11

PREZE 1123 6e+11  6.641 le+10  8.884 3e+10  3.312 6e+10
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Table 4 Comparison of CCDMR with MOFBVE, CBCC3 and CC-CNS results

¥ %Kik MOFBVEW!  cBcc3U7l  cc-CNS!7' CCDMR

BIE 9.92¢+09 4.08e+07 L1lle+11  223e+08
fa PRt 7 5.01e+09 2.09e+06 3.65e+10  1.27e+08
ME 2.77e+06 2.34e+06 6.11e+06  2.16e+06
fs Frife % 4.19e+05 4.70e+05 4.06e+05  4.01e+05
¥{E 9.33e+04 8.65e+04 {8.19¢+00  1.05e+06
fo FrifE 2 2.91e+04 1.88e+04 7.38e-01 1.42e+03
B 5.85e+06 4.75e+07 7.53e+08  4.68e+05
f1 PRtk 2 2.21e+06 3.38e+07 2.78e+08  9.45e+04
¥E 1.81e+13 1.51e+10 4.08e+15 2.44e+10
fe bRk ZE 1.37e+13 2.87e+10 1.69e+15  2.44e+09
BIME 2.65e+08 2.02e+08 5.33e+08  1.52¢+08
fo Frife % 3.16e+07 5.09e+07 2.36e+07 1.43e+07
¥i{E 2.09e+04 7.68e+01 9.61e-03  9.28e+07
Fo e 200ek04 124401 2.03e-03  1.84¢+05
B 4.55e+08 1.33e+09 6.50e+10  3.12e+06
MU g 3660408 1416409 5.8%+10  6.78¢+05

MR 4 Al L B, ASCOTIEAE 4 AWREE(fs, fro fo, fr) BT S5 =AFIE; CC-ONS £ 2 A
EH(fo, fro) LT HA=A5%; CCBC3 7E 2 MR B (f4, fo) LT 538 =A% 1E Pk Il g
b, ASCTTRAE— R B BT e R0, WSO e T E S

5 ZRiE

N T R LSGO [0 /8 H 4 5 i 2k | 13 A 452 i e A, 6 30 A A g P B AT 4 B S AR I 5K R BT
PR Ak 1) R A 2 2 [ i 6 24 B8 o 4 B 3 K, o 4 P S A I 5 P R 4 A R AL VR HE R, FR T —
Fl CCDMR 5232, HRIGHEAS M S 45 AT 401: 1) CCDMR 59545 & U [RI BEAL IR AE 2R, AT DL PR 4 5 5k
SRAG I 5 4 SR 2 PV A TR A2 2% P, IR S i ; 2) CCDMIR 5735 RE % 3t G B B N SR BB Ao, 4R ph e %2
FEME, B @ T RS SIOR .

AR SCHR 0 25 o P R RS 5 R T W TR A S0 T O 1 = A A SRS, X = A SRS 1
AN B 8% R Af A o 2 ) LR AT 2, TR T L B U A 1) 20 LR, IR R AN SR B A 2
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