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Abstract: The cooperative coevolution algorithm performs well in solving large-scale global optimization problems.
The core idea of cooperative coevolution is to utilize a divide-and-conquer strategy for decomposing high-dimensional
problems into multiple subproblems, which are then processed individually and separately. However, existing decomposi-
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SKARR I 2 R Ak 0] 8 E SRF} 2 F0 A 5 R 40
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1k 5 (evolutionary algorithms, EAs){E A —K
B TR B R R, B T O & b R R 1A
RRB-O) 3T 4 R, 5 AT 8 0 T R BB 4 R A Ak
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XL B R R BOnT 43 2 BT AR R i gk AL R
P RRRSMY 1B S B ¥ RPN - KPR

FET AR R A S S G R S —FE AL
[FSRAEFT AL 5. 9 7 ki Rl s, 5Tk
PR R S0 T BT PR T SRS i A 1 22
FEME. Cheng flTindg i 1k F AR SV (particle sw-
arm optimization, PSO) I /M AE A 55 4 52 > R 1~
7% (competitive swarm optimizer, CSO)!'8I il 4t £ 2%
TR TS (social learning PSO, SL-PSO)!'”!. CSO
R FH 56 4 2 SR LU 4 A R rh BE AT LI £ 1
PIANKL . FESE S, SRS BN T —AK, T
U3 3o e R TR AS 11 2 67 B 2 >0 ok B L Ar
. TESL-PSOSLE T, 8 Se R4 A kL1 f3& N B2 15
X HIATHE R, 285 B kL1 Ah, oAb+ iE
Tok 1) B A AR 2% 2] SR SR H A B . LaTorre 55 120042
tH TMOSHEVE, mE RS Rl A A& H
+, A M AR R B 1A S AR Hansen1Oster-
meier 1 & 1 W0 77 22 55 B H 3d Bk A 38 B (covariance
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T 2 3 gk A B, e I o L T O 2 R
ALK SHOR B S AR, A RO 4ERE 7 MR A
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Chains 5%, 18IS B4 2 00 R 8 2= H K, AR
AMASEIR T 22 F A SR A R R, TG 5 1Rk
FIHE 2 e 7. BRI, BEELSGO M #H & 21k, LikJy
VAT Re o B A A i B i 4 v R, HL B )
RT3 6 532530 5 5 252 K 0 B VP Al
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TN I, R s FH A B 0 0 SR A1
e . T i 20 P RIS 5 /N T S ) R ) R,
PRI A SR AT LI 7 AL 15 48 K I FEs. %
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BN R ITIEAEEA R T B A A A R 5
AFIIEH. Yang 222 H T B4 2H (random groupi-
ng, RG), ZHVEERE— AU BT 22 B REN L Bk [F]

K/NIRIZE. B, MR 1 5 P A B R 5 4 41K
N8V SR, SR T AR A A LA FH 1 R AR
S5, FTREKGATAEAH B OE R PSR AR BRI 0 AN R )
9, N FEEE R SR RE.

FEAS Y T AT A A I FE I X W SR kAT 43
H, yE At B2 A PR R 2H 25 AR, Vanden Bergh#ll
Engelbrecht!?"M¥g — AN D4 1] 8 53 i kA /N4 T 7]
R SR, XT3 i 7 205 A 25 R AR R [R) PR AH FLAE .
OmidvarZ5: 4 H 7 — Ff 22 3 4 41 7 ¥ (differential
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FLREAAIFEAR A FH . MeiZ5 RNl I 51 N A2 H. 4510546
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N RN 5 S HE K & I FE s SR AS M A% B 2 8] A HAE
F. A0k, OmidvarZ5 BN i Al tF 8 5% 22 1 K /R
Bl—ANATEREMBIE, TE T e s ERR LA —
Fe BT BT, SunZEBUSR W T B U5 2 4y 4 41 U5 vk
(recursive DG, RDG), 1% /7 v i 126 VA K6 ) 5 & 2 [17]
A B O R, K i B AR T FEs 1978 #E. %2 2| RDG
08 K, = 2 188 3 2 5 55 4 515 (three-level RDG,
TRDG)*I it T RDGHI 47 fif ik #2. TRDGTE 4 2H i
B —MEG BN THES, 20lNEANTHEE
SYNES 2 MR EAEMERR, B0 7 5IL®
VAVRFE .

NT B BRSO, AR SCIETRDGH At
R T Ao R =2 £ 4 45 7 (new
TRDG, NTRDG). 51 #k 41 F: 1) NTRDGI# i >R H i
VAAZ ELASIN D7 S2 45 S, FIWr B AE & 21 R 5
—AMNFEAFEMEXR, &2, 2S5
FHEA AT SRR 27, W23 A g4 & 5
3N TG AT E R R k. 2) TRDGTEA PR 4>
LG M HICRM, 75 2H#E31 FEs, NTRDGI#ET
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Fig. 1 The decomposition process of TRDG
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Xy = @. WERAEPRF S P AFAER DALy, €
UXIﬂJUQ € UXQ, %/l\gﬁlhlz > 0, U\&#/]\ﬂ%]i
fifta™, i

f($* =+ l1u1 + l2u2) — f(w* + l2u2) #
flx™ +lhw) — f(x"), (2
T X3 R0 X Hh PR R SRR B TR AEAH HAE .

HI T RBRS BE A IR, s AVE & FAE TR
# L O, KRRy

f((l)* -+ l1u1 + lgUg) — f(CB* + l2u2) —
f@ +hw) + f(x) > e 3)

Xy X H e S A R PR R TS R0 A e AR R, %o
T ASTR] Iy v 85, 150 % i B R LG R 1 B B (e ]
e ATH. RDGKH T 5GDG—FE ) I{E 50, %5
W JE - H ARE I KN RAR TH BB e, 1A I 28 BRI 5
W R BE AN IE A o A P47 n) . 32 B DG2 18 K,
RDG2PUiE § 5 MR ZE 1 RSk A TH B,
TR R T RS AR A B G R IR . TRDG
K FH 5 RDG2AH [ ) 15 56

N TR X X 2 [RIRAH B G &R, TRDG 5 ZE1 1
§A1$DA2:
A= f(@* + liug + I (uz + ug + us)) —
f(@™ + o (us + us + us)), (4)
R ) A %5z, TRDGH] P 52 X, F1X, 2 6]
AIEAEA HAEH. B0, TRDGE X, AR BRI N
INRAHEH R X3, XA X (aniEl 1), FHrile:
MFES X 2 BIFFHEAER.
TR X AN X 2 [ A LG &R, TRDG R 20t
BATRA,:
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R TAREIX FX 2 AP E R &R, TRDG 5 241
HATRIAL:
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BAT MA,
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HHE iR, B3 TRDGT IR A5 X, A M EAE
M A &, RS, WX, 57EEF
A EAEH, TRDGAZ#E— P X, Hix AR 1)K
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HTX, = X;UX,UX;,, EIREANHIH KR
WL T REAFAE SCHK.
3 R =E#HES SN
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5 X, MX A EAEA.
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FIEL, WL (A — Ay) = (A] — Ay), X, 5
XX Z [AIEAME R R,

Bk il J 3 T 45

1) H(A —Ay) = (A] — A, REEIHEAT,
A BT AR E X 5 X R X R LR R,

2) M(A —Ay) = (A] — A B, AFEHHEA]
AE R AT LA E X 5 X5 Z BAFEAM E G R,

25 EPTA, W] DR Je Rl B B R A (X 5
R — AP TR R), #E— e X, 5HAR
TEZ AR AR.

TETRDGHAT ISR, X1 5 X5, Xy, XsZ A1/
KA LAG LT LA AL:

1) X R 55X M EAEH, 15X X0 A A
HAER: (A — A9) = (4] — A,);

2) X\ 5X X EMEAER, MR S5X, 6 M
AR (Ar = 45) = (A] = Ay);

3) Xi 5XsMX A M EAER, TR 5 X6 H
AR (AL = Ag) # (A) = 4y) # (A = 4y);

4) X, 5 X, MXHAAEMBAER: (A — Ay) #
(4] = Ay) # (4] = Ay);

5) X1 5 XX HRAAEAH ELAE T

6) X155 X3 X HRAAEAR AR

7 X155 X5, XM X555 0 #4775 A AR H; (1%
HLS)-T) AT IL4)).

TR, AR i 1] DA E X 5 X A X
AAHEAEH, B 7 A ATT 2 TR A LG ZR RSN, R EE
% @R A0 P A, AT M5, HX, 15X, RXs
Z AN IAR B R R AMEE— DAL, X ME R 3
WV W, K15 B2), AR A AT AR E X0 5 X
AN X5 B TR, BIAT DA (10) AL 15
A 2R 40 SR B DD . X T4 3), TRDGHS X5 K1)
Iy N3N RMESE A BRI T8 X, Xo M Xs. A
T REMEHE— BRI X, RN X, AN X, A X g 2 7] A 75
AEAERTEL G R (AN P, A2 A FRLLRT, TR BB A
= f(w* + lyuy + lzus) — f(37* + 12U5)E/‘:ME

1E X, 5 X WA B IR Bkl tHEA,.

L' = x* + lhus, N

Ar=f(2' + L + la(us +ua)) —
f(@ + lo(us + uq)). (14)

WX, 5 X X A AHEAER, T

A= f(@' + liug + l(us +uq)) —

f@ + la(us + uq)) =

f@ +hw) - f(@) =

f(@ 4 lLuy + laus) — f(x* + lus). (15)
PRI B, 155 03)Hh, AR 4 i L — P R X S

X, X755 Xg Z A AH B 2R R, MR(15) AT LLE H,
T UME IS A SRR B AL, AR BB AL
TE @B BTMIEH A, T SR B X R,
TRFEHE A

Wt IR B 7R E B, B 3RS LR 0 1)-3) T
DAAR 3 51 T (0 AH TG R SISk i o2 X 5 X, FLXG
B R X, 5 X Z AR R,
3.2 NTRDGHZEHRR

T4 B4 B T NTRDG 3 725 F1 2 2H i 74
IO ACHS, HedrubMb 2y 52 B AR R B f P S AR B
SRR B AERTINAE BLOG R 2 HT, NTRDGAE R — 1K
TN VAL SR (B, B IR2). AR BRI
TR, # 2 I FE— AN IE N VAR Ok TR = 1 T4
BEIEL BIRS). /55 A By, NTRDG B S 551
AN Gy AR AR B (R X LX) Z TR AH HLOR &R
UNHE X X, 2 AR AR AR, X A AR o i
TE—AN b A P (R, B TR9), B 55 X T 2R
— A EB X, P EEL BE10). WHERX, X2
[ A B AE F, NTRDGH# 5 X, 22 H IR B X,
IR X X s B (5K, 2B IR12). R Rkl
e, BRI 78 Fr A AR 2 B AH B R (B X A=),

% 1 NTRDG#) £42 5
Table 1 The main program of NTRDG

#:1: NTRDGIHEFET

1 sets «+ @
2@y IbRlly; ;< fa)
33X+ {x1}$DX2 — {a:27 cee ,xD}
4 while Xo MEZHES do
5 Tug T, T a(X1) < ub(X1), Yug < f(Tu)
F < {y1,1, Yu,i, nan, nan};
(X*, B) = Group(X1, Xo, T 1 Tl ub, Ib, F')
if X* 5 X #H[F then
sets < setsUX
8 Xo B S — R RIS INELX 5 LN Xo B
FsH— A
11 else
12 HXC HEEAR RIS X ThIf B X iR X 1
B
13 end
14 end

— O 0 3 O
o

FOME3 M4 T NTRDGAHITRDGH 24 X,
N X 22 [A]FH LG A ) S5O 05. ZENTRDGH,
FrINAZ B () FE AN R 4) 75 B F B 2Rk J0 7 X,
Xo Z B RBAFEA IR R (%4, IR,

X R X Z [MAEAEAR ELAE

1) R X, AR S HOR T2, X5 73 &3
MNFEEX 1, Xoo, Xog(FiE4, 20UR6). MRAEAT2.1, W0
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AR SRR 2 Ry D0 e R TR = 2 1 22 7 4y A 7 1% 695

RXIRE5 X 2 MAFEMEBAER GRS =6
154, W IER), NTRDGA 75 E 71 #E TU AR 1038 M1 PEAG
5T LA 5E X 5 Xoo P X os 1A AH ELAE L. 45 00, 4
BRI X 5 X 2[RI 58 R %4, 2 IR9), 1
X R 5 Xoo M HAEH, 15 X0 A A B AE P
B = Bo) (4, HH11), NTRDG H T LIiE X, 5
Xos Z B AMFAEA H R R, IR X, 5 X0 M X005 H
FHEAE R (B4, 2 3812), 1852 i B 5o,
REANAERL, FTCATTE T TR X 5 X s 2 [H](F)
AHH I R BT E A (BPTE SR 2 12 83-9). X T
X1 5 X1, Xoo M X FHAMAHE G R, AT DR
158508822,

4% 2 NTRDGH &1l 48 & X A 6940 i A2
Table 2 The procedure of detecting relationships
between collections of NTRDG

51%:2: (flag, ) =INTERACT(X1, X2, %/ 1, Ty 1, ub, b, F)

V¥ Fy, By, B, By BT EANEGS: F={F, F2, F5, Py}
2 flag + 1;

3if F3 = nan; then

4 @y 2y, Ty (X2) < (Ib(X2) 4+ ub(X2))/2

5 Tu,m € Ty [, 33u77rL(X2) — (lb(XQ) +llb(X2))/2;
6 I3 f(zma), Fa < f(@um)

7T AL+ (F1—F), Ay + (F1—F3), B+ (A1—Aj9)
8 if|B] < ethen

9 flag < 0

10 end

11 end

% 3 TRDGH# X ZLidAE
Table 3 The procedure of detecting relationships
between collections of TRDG

59%3: TRDGZ HAGM flag = INTERACT (X1, X2)

I g =m;

2 @y = x5 Ty, (X1) < ub(X7)

3 A=y — flay,) RGN EEAZN

4 Tl < T 1, "Em’l(XQ) — (lb(XQ) + ub(X2))/2
5 Zuym 4 Ty, Tum(X2) ¢ (Ib(X2) +ub(X2))/2;
6 Ay =y — flwy) “WHIEREEEN

7 if|A1 — A2| > ¢ then

8 WEEE XoihAT 3555 Ik R L & TR (A HL
9 else

10 X*+ Xq;

11 end

2) AR X, HAE PR R, 5 X 70 B2 AN K
AT X1, Xoo. BEBS, 4R X, 5 X0 A A HAE
RIEPS = BoEE4, ZIR3), WA T EZHFEZ R
FIFEs AT A E X115 Xop BEAAHEAE . AR X, 5

KXoy ZNAIAAEAEAE B.OG R(E 54, B IR32) (2,
B3), FyFle A NAESG Fr bAoA T H FRINX, 5
Xoo Z [HM B R R RIS A (%2, SIH3-9). T
X155 X1, Xoo BAEAEM EAEFIRIIEDL, SHATH 5
35. 5 XoHh R A&, MIRTEENT X, #1714

3) BE LR, HFINTRDGHF 5 X, 32 HH
Az &, b4k, NTRDGH —AN RS (BRI f (2,.))
MTRDGIE I FE kIl i RR(EE3, P 3R2)#% 228 VA
FE4F, /£ NTRDG R IUAGE XL, 2P IRS), XA 25
Wi oAl AR, IR, FEARRIR RS BRI FE A, TRDG
ILVHFE 1 3G NV VA (BE3, PR, 4, 5), T
NTRDG HiHE T /NE M AL (5352, D 186).
3.3 NTRDGAZ 5.4 524

PL—ANR B EO B, LEENTRDGFITRDGAERS
EATI B 22 5, AR BRSO

f(x) = (21—22)° + (w3—24)* + (x5 —76)° + 22.

SRR 2R, 55 o Ron A 2 AAFAEAN
KR, MA RN RREGZ RN EXR.
TEXN T4, 21 < 2o, T3 <> T4, Ts <> X6, Fo
r NSEAA] Ay B AT B

Xy} X 8 g
f [m
CmemowmEx
O Xe, X))
’ |
m

{Xl ’XZ} > {X3 )X4} > {Xﬁ ,X(,} > {X7}
Pl 2 NTRDGAZ sl 5451
Fig. 2 The interactive detection example of NTRDG
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Table 4 The grouping strategy of X,

Hit4: (X%, ,6/) = Group(X1, Xo, xy, x%l,ub,lb, F)

1 (flag, ) =INTERACT(X 1, Xo, 2 1,2, ub, Ib, F)

2 if flag = 0 then

3 X' =X,

4 else

5 if|X3| > 2 then

6 ¥ Xo 45153 B3 R /INIEE S X o1, Xog, Xog

7 (X7, B1) = Group(X1, X21, 21,1, Ty, ub,1b
{F1, F2,nan, nan})

8 if 8 # B1 then
(X{y, B2) = Group(X1, Xa2, 21,1, ¥y, ub, Ib
{F1, F2,nan, nan})

10 if | X7;] = |X1] then

11 if B # B2 then

12 if | X75| = | X1] then

13 (X{3,8") = Group(X1, X23, 1 1, Ty 1,
ub, Ib, F)

14 else

15 (X{3,8") = Group(X1, X3, 21,1, Tu 1,
ub, 1b, { F1, F>,nan, nan})

16 end

17 X* X UXEUXE

18 else

19 X*— XHUXS

20 end

21 else

22 (X{3,8") = Group(X1, X3, x1,1, Tu 1,

ub, Ib, { F1, F>,nan, nan})

23 X"+ X{1 UX{UXTg

24 end

25 else

26 X"+ Xi1s

27 end

28 else if XoH RAF/EH AL then
29 X0 P AN IE NSRS Xo1, Xoo
30 (X1, 1) = Group(X1, Xo1, 211, Ty 1,
ub, Ib, { £}, F5,nan, nan})
31  if B # B then

32 if | X7, = |X1] then

33 (XT{y,B") = Group(X1, Xo1, 211, Ty 1
ub, Ib, F)

34 else

35 (X{2,B1) = Group(X1, Xo1, 21,1, Ty 1,
ub, Ib, { F1, F>,nan, nan})

36 end

37 X* 4 X§ U XY

38 else

39 X"+ Xi1s

40 end

41 else X* + X1 U X>o

42 end

NTRDG # £ & {wo, - - -, w7 } o0 N3 o7, 50 il K
ijﬂ”ljlg{xz, wg}Zl‘Eﬂ E‘J*E;EL%/% 51715{1’4, ZE5}, {IL'G,
w7 PR FL G F s o A2 3 2 KGO %A (e R 5
{2, w3} X H), AU, 5{x4, 25}, {16, 27 }IHIFZ
AT, ARG { o, 23 RGP (BN S A R R
TEAE NS B, AN R 355 70 IR 2k ) R 4R Gy
S, H, 58z, R 5o AAEME R R, 2E0 4 g
oy Mg AT ML AR, it {xy, 2o}, SRR I {25} 5
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Table 5 The comparison of simulation results of NTRDG, TRDG, RDG2, RDG and DG2 on

CEC’ 2010 test functions

NTRDG TRDG RDG2 RDG DG2
A ACC FEs ACC FEs ACC FEs ACC FEs ACC FEs
f1 100% 2998 100% 3008 100% 2998 100% 3008 100% 500501
fo 100% 2998 100% 3008 100% 2998 100% 3008 100% 500501
f3 0% 3268 0% 4910 0% 5992 0% 6002 0% 500501
fa 100% 3422 100% 4109 100% 4198 100% 4208 100% 500501
fs 100% 3484 100% 4067 100% 4144 100% 4154 100% 501511
/6 0.73% 3607 0.11% 48848 0.11% 8563 0.11% 49880 8.73% 500501
fr 100% 3446 100% 4088 100% 4222 100% 4232 100% 500501
fs 100% 4193 100% 5435 100% 5599 100% 5609 100% 500501
fo 100% 7320 100% 12791 100% 14026 100% 14036 100% 500501
fio 100% 7188 100% 12665 100% 14008 100% 14018 100% 500501
fir 196% 6358 1.96% 11744 1.96% 13684 1.96% 13694 1.96% 500501
fiz 100% 7568 100% 12770 100% 14308 100% 14318 100% 500501
fiz 100% 13991 100% 23692 100% 29233 100% 29243 100% 500501
fia 100% 9072 100% 18053 100% 20554 100% 20564 100% 500501
fis  100% 9212 100% 18350 100% 20512 100% 20522 100% 500501
fie  100% 9166 100% 18341 100% 20908 100% 20918 100% 500501
fir 100% 9256 100% 18332 100% 20758 100% 20768 100% 500501
fis 100% 23006 100% 46976 100% 49852 100% 49862 100% 500501
filo  100% 3268 100% 4910 100% 5992 100% 6002 100% 500501
foo  100% 26776 100% 49364 100% 50866 100% 50876 100% 500501
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Table 6 The comparison of simulation results of optimization of CMAES, MOS, MA-SW-Chains,

NTRDG-CMAES and NTRDG-DE on CEC’ 2010 test function

PRI CMAES MOS MA-SW-Chains NTRDG-CMAES NTRDG-DE
f1 Mean 4.64e+06 1.50e-28 3.80e-14 4.89¢e-20 5.76e+05
fa Mean 5.20e+03  0.00e+00 8.40e+02 1.61e+03 4.36e+03
f3 Mean 2.17e+01  0.00e+00 5.76e-13 2.16e+01 1.08e+01
fa Mean 3.84e+13 5.16e+11 2.97e+11 9.82e+08 3.22e+10
f5 Mean 6.29¢+07  4.93e+08 2.18e+08 1.21e+08 6.87e+07
fs Mean 1.07e+06 1.97e+07 1.42e+05 2.16e+01 1.61e+01
fr Mean 5.38e+08 3.54e+07 1.17e+02 2.34e-18 1.45¢+04
fs Mean 3.43e+08 3.75e+06 6.90e+06 4.99¢+07 1.01e+06
fo Mean 5.19¢+06  1.13e+07 1.49¢+07 5.66e-01 3.12e+07
fio  Mean 5.16e+03  6.28e+03 2.01e+03 1.81e+03 3.10e+03
fi1 Mean 2.38e+02 3.08e+01 3.86e+01 7.23e+01 2.59¢e+01
fi2 Mean 3.04e-19 4.39e+03 3.24e-06 8.27e-24 2.97e+04
fis  Mean 6.27e+04  3.32e+02 9.83e+02 1.02e+02 1.50e+04
fia  Mean 6.07e+06 2.05e+07 3.25e+07 6.60e-20 2.27e+07
fis Mean 5.15e+03  1.29e+04 2.68e+03 1.99e+03 3.12e+03
fie  Mean 4.33e+02  3.96e+02 9.95e+01 9.10e+01 2.04e+01
fir  Mean 5.87e-11 8.45e+03 1.27e+00 1.38e-23 1.06e+01
fis  Mean 3.71e+03  8.96e+02 1.57e+03 1.37e+01 1.22e+03
fi9  Mean 8.11e+05 5.49e+05 3.80e+05 1.04e+06 9.22e+05
foo  Mean 8.42e+02  9.23e+01 1.06e+03 7.94e+02 1.15e+08
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