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Abstract. Evolutionary Reinforcement Learning (ERL) that applying
Evolutionary Algorithms (EAs) to optimize the weight parameters of
Deep Neural Network (DNN) based policies has been widely regarded as
an alternative to traditional reinforcement learning methods. However,
the evaluation of the iteratively generated population usually requires a
large amount of computational time and can be prohibitively expensive,
which may potentially restrict the applicability of ERL. Surrogate is of-
ten used to reduce the computational burden of evaluation in EAs. Unfor-
tunately, in ERL, each individual of policy usually represents millions of
weights parameters of DNN. This high-dimensional representation of pol-
icy has introduced a great challenge to the application of surrogates into
ERL to speed up training. This paper proposes a PE-SAERL Framework
to at the first time enable surrogate-assisted evolutionary reinforcement
learning via policy embedding (PE). Empirical results on 5 Atari games
show that the proposed method can perform more efficiently than the
four state-of-the-art algorithms. The training process is accelerated up to
7x on tested games, comparing to its counterpart without the surrogate
and PE.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, Evolutionary Algorithms (EAs) have been successfully applied to
exploratively optimize the parameters of the Deep Neural Network (DNN) based
policy for challenging reinforcement learning tasks, i.e., video games [17,29],
Robotics [3], and computer vision [5]. The resultant Evolutionary Reinforcement
Learning (ERL) [16] has been widely regarded as an alternative to traditional
reinforcement learning methods [17], due to the ability of EAs on exploration,
noise resistance, and parallel acceleration. In ERL, a diverse population of poli-
cies is generated by EA and is evaluated via interactions with the environment.
The fitness value of each individual is considered as the total returns (e.g., cu-
mulative rewards with discount factor 1.0) across the entire episode.

However, there is a notable issue with ERL [16] : the evaluation of the pop-
ulation usually requires a large amount of computational time and can be pro-
hibitively expensive. First, ERL finds the optimal policy by iteratively searching
in a population-based manner. This manner leads to the number of evaluation
times of individual policies being numerous. Second, each real fitness evaluation
can be computationally time-consuming due to the complex mechanism of the
reinforcement learning simulators. These unfavorable characteristics can poten-
tially restrict the application of ERL in real-world problems.

Actually, the computationally expensive problems have been extensively stud-
ied in the EA community for decades. Many Surrogate-Assisted Evolutionary
Algorithms (SAEAs) have been proposed for expensive problems. In typical
SAEAs, surrogate models are trained to replace the expensive fitness function for
evaluation [22]. Based on this idea, this paper focus on how to apply surrogates
into ERL to speed up training while keeping the ERL effective. And we call this
framework as Surrogate-Assisted ERL (SAERL). In this paper, we argue that
the existing SAEA approaches can hardly be directly applied to ERL. The reason
is that each individual in ERL is usually a Deep Neural Network (DNN) based
policy with millions of weights. This requires the surrogates accepting very high
dimensional input vectors to represent the parameters of individual policies. This
leads to three technical issues: First, the surrogate model can be complex and
computationally expensive. Second, the training of the surrogate model can be
very difficult due to the lack of specific training data. Third, the surrogate model
may encounter the difficulty of distinguishing different weight vectors of policies
in high-dimensional space. Therefore, the existing surrogate approaches may fail
to accelerate the training of ERL. Few exceptions [6,20,24] employ the surro-
gates in the training phases, but they are not for high-dimensional DNN-based
policies.

To eliminate the above issues, we first propose to project the surrogate model
to work in a low dimensional space. A policy embedding (PE) module is proposed
for the projection, and a new framework PE-SAERL is proposed. Specifically,
before a high-dimensional policy vector is input into the surrogate model, the PE
module first encodes the vector to a lower-dimensional space by preserving its
major features. The existing surrogate models are thus able to be applied to the
low-dimensional embedded input vectors for computationally cheap evaluation.
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After the surrogate evaluation, the embedded policies are decoded to the original
high-dimensional space for further processing of ERL, as shown in Fig. 1.
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Fig. 1. The overview of the PE-SAERL framework.

The PE module is essentially a bidirectional mapper of both high-dimensional
and low-dimensional spaces. Also note that, the focus of this paper is the first
time discussing how to technically enable the SAERL. Hence, we are not focusing
on sophisticated mappper designing. We restrict the complexity of the mapper
used in this paper for better demonstrating that the PE module is useful for the
SAERL framework.

Specifically, we choose the random embedding method [15] as the PE mod-
ule here. This PE basically maps between the high-dimensional space and some
randomly selected lower dimensions while is able to preserving the major fea-
tures of the original space [15]. We believe other learning-based PE module can
further improve the effectiveness of PE-SAERL, and this technically simple PE
of random embedding can be viewed as an appropriate baseline for further in-
vestigations.

To instantiated the PE-SAERL for empirical studies, the EA and the surro-
gate model should be specified. In this work, we choose Negatively Correlated
Search (NCS) [21] as the EA module and the Fuzzy Classification Pre-Selection
(FCPS) [33] module as surrogate module. We should emphasize that generally
any EA and its surrogate-assisted version can be adopted in the PE-SAERL
framework for optimizing policies. Trade-offs will be considered between the
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computing complexity and the search effectiveness. As a result, we get an in-
stantiated method called PE-FCPS-NCS. The empirical studies on 5 Atari games
successfully verify that ERL with surrogate acceleration is highly competitive to
traditional DRLs.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews the
related works. Section 3 details the proposed method. Section 4 presents the
empirical studies on Atari games. Finally, the conclusion will be drawn in Section
5.

2 Related Works

This section briefly reviews the literature in the fields of surrogate-assisted evo-
lutionary algorithms and evolutionary reinforcement learning.

2.1 Surrogate-Assisted Evolutionary Algorithms

Many surrogate modelling approaches have been introduced to SAEAs over the
past few years. According to whether the fitness function values of candidate
solutions in the optimization process is directly predicted, it can be generally
divided into two categories : absolute fitness models and relative fitness models
[22].

Absolute fitness models are commonly used in SAEAs [22]. They aim at pre-
dicting new candidate solutions’ fitness values by approximating the real fitness
function, including Polynomial Regression (PR), Gaussian Process regression
(a.k.a. Kriging model), Support Vector Regression (SVR), Radial Basis Func-
tion (RBF), Neural Network(NN) etc. Kriging [19,20] is a popular surrogate
model in SAEAs because it can estimate the uncertainty as well as the fitness.
SVR [11] is an effective surrogate model which has some practical applications,
such as the optimization of railway wind barriers, but its training process will
be expensive when the dimensionality of the problem is very high. RBF models
[34] have also been used in SAEAs to solve many real-world problems.

Relative fitness models focus on providing the relative rank or preference
of candidate solutions rather than their absolute fitness values [22]. Wang et
al. in [14] proposed a hierarchical clustering algorithm by grouping the patient
data into different numbers of clusters to reduce the amount of computation
time. Subsequently, Wang et al. in [23] employed an artificial neural network as
a classifier to predict the dominance relationship between candidate solutions
and reference solutions. Zhou et al. in [32] used a fuzzy clustering method to
extract the weight vectors, which works by constructing new objectives as linear
combinations of the original Many-objective optimization problems. In addition,
Zhang et al. in [33,31] applied a Fuzzy-KNN method to filter out ’unpromising’
individuals before the actual evaluation.
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2.2 Evolutionary reinforcement learning

ERL has been developed for years [26], and we noticed that ERL attracts increas-
ing attentions recently with the DNN-based policies. As early as 1999, David et
al. in [26] pointed out in the literature that evolutionary algorithm is a class of
classical algorithms that search the space of policies for solving reinforcement
learning tasks. Salimans et al. in [17] from OpenAI proposed to use a simplified
natural evolution strategies to directly optimize the weights of policy neural net-
works, where the natural gradients was used to update a parameterized search
distribution in the direction of higher expected fitness. It proved that Evolu-
tionary Algorithm (EA) is competitive for policy neural networks search in deep
RL [17]. Subsequently, Chrabaszcz et al. in [4] compared a simper and basic
canonical ES algorithm with OpenAI ES further confirmes that the power of
ES-based algorithms for policy search may rival that of the gradient-based al-
gorithms. Recently, Yang et al. [29] proposed the CCNCS method, which uses a
novel search method called Negatively Correlated Search [21,27,28] by explicitly
measuring the diversity among different search processes to drive them to the re-
gions with uncertainty. Another related work is a hybrid algorithm [9] combining
gradient-based and derivative-free optimization.

Related to using surrogates in ERL, Wang et al. in [24] proposed Surrogate-
assisted Controller (SC) applied on it to alleviate the computational burden of
evaluation. Nevertheless, the core of SC is to replace the critic model, which
aims to evaluate the action not the policy. In this regard, it does not follow
the framework of SAEA and thus is quite different from the SAERL framework
discussed in this work. In addition, there exists a few studies on applying sur-
rogates to enhance EAs on RL tasks, such as Evolutionary Surrogate-assisted
Prescription (ESP) [6], surrogate model-based Neuroevolution (SMB-NE) [20].
However, these methods do not take the DNN into acount, and does not face
the high-dimensional difficulties as is in this work.

As can be seen from the literature, ERL is a extremely promising method for
solving RL tasks, but the evaluation process is prohibitively expensive. Using the
surrogate model can solve the problems of low sampling efficiency and expensive
evaluation in traditional SAEAs. However, considering that each individual in
ERL usually involves millions of parameters and the commonly surrogate models
(i.e., Kriging [19], kNN [31]) by calculating the genotype distance may have no
way to extract effective features, the direct application of surrogates into ERL to
speed up training may face inevitably failure. This article extends the surrogate
model to ERL via policy embedding to speed up training.

3 Methodology

This section first introduces the proposed framework consisting of three main
modules. Then we briefly describe random embedding employed by the PE mod-
ule. Finally a concrete algorithm called PE-FCPS-NCS is described in detail.
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3.1 PE-SAERL Framework

Intuitively, we intend to apply surrogates into ERL to speed up training by
replacing a part of the real simulations with more computationally cheap surro-
gates. Importantly, the PE module is designed to address the three key technical
issues faced by directly applying the surrogates to millions of dimensions, as men-
tioned previously. PE-SAERL Framework fully follows the PE-SAERL flowchart
depicted in Fig. 1.

Specifically, the PE-SAERL Framework is roughly divided into 3 modules,
which are ERL module, PE module and SA module.

• ERL module: ERL iteratively search for the optimal policy in a population-
based manner with EAs. Each individual in the population is represented
as a vector of all connection weights of the neural network policy. At the
beginning of training, λ search processes are initialized in parallel. At each
iteration, each of them separately preserves a individual xi, and generates an
offspring individual x′i by crossover or variation operators. Eventually, under
the effect of environmental selection, the individual with higher fitness value
as new parent individual into the next generation, As depicted in Fig. 2.

• PE module: The PE module is essentially a bidirectional mapper of both
high-dimensional and low-dimensional spaces. It generally consists of two
steps, i.e., encoding and decoding. Encoding extracts a low-dimensional vec-
tor representation from a high-dimensional input sentence, and decoding
generates a correct high-dimensional target translation from that represen-
tation.

• SA module: The SA module is used to speed up training by partially replac-
ing expensive ground-truth fitness evaluations. The surrogate model uses
all individuals in the population and their corresponding true fitness values
as historical data to train the model, and then uses the trained model to
evaluate candidate solutions and select the optimal solution y∗ from them.

3.2 PE module : Random Embedding

Random Embedding refers to a dimensional reduction technique with techni-
cally simple and desirable theoretical property, which project data into low-
dimensional spaces with a randomly generated matrix [15,25,30]. The implicit
assumption is that, for the SAERL framework, the fitness of candidate solutions
are only affected by a few dimensions instead of all. This assumption is techni-
cally reasonable for the DNN-based policy since DNN often preserves redundent
weights and can be effectively prunned [10,7,8].

Based on this assumption, given a high-dimensional function with low S-
efficient dimension (i.e., de � D) and a random embedding matrix A ∈ RD×d,
for any x ∈ RD, there must exist y ∈ Rd such that f(Ay) = f(x) with probability
1. That is, random embedding enables us to optimize the lower-dimensional
function g(y) = f(Ay) in Rd instead of optimizing the original high-dimensional
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Fig. 2. The parallel architecture and main processes of the PE-SAERL framework.

f(x) in RD, while the function value is still evaluated in the original solution
space. For S-efficient dimension definition and provable completeness guarantee,
please refer to [15].

Specifically, at encoding steps, a random embedding matrix A ∈ RD×d is
generated drawn from N (0, 1). For each solution x, there must be a unique y
corresponding to it, according to x = Ay. On the embedding space, the surrogate
preselects the best solution from M candidate solutions. The final candidate is
then decoded to the original high-dimensional solution space.

3.3 PE-FCPS-NCS: a concrete algorithm

As mentioned above, the PE module provides the possibility for SA to be used in
ERL. To instantiated the PE-SAERL for empirical studies, we choose Negatively
Correlated Search (NCS) [21] as the EA module and the Fuzzy Classification Pre-
Selection (FCPS) [33] as the surrogate module. The pseudo-code for the concrete
algorithm is given in Algorithm 1.

Some components in Algorithm 1 are explained as follows.

* Initialization: A set of policies {x1, x2, . . . , xλ} are initialized uniformly and
first evaluated with respect to the RL simulator f in lines 1 ∼ 2.

* FCPS section: In Line 5, M candidate policies are sampled by means of
a Gaussian operator. In Line 8, the high-rank policies with the maximal
membership degree belongs to ”promising” class are chosen out. And one is
randomly selected from the ”promising” high-rank policies as the candidate
y∗.
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Algorithm 1 PE-FCPS-NCS

Input: Number of sub-process λ; RL simulator f ; S-Effective embedding dimension d;
Origin policy dimension D; Evaluation limitation max steps; Number of candidate
policies M .

Output: BestFound policy x∗.
1: Initialize λ policies xi ∈ RD uniformly, i = 1, · · · , λ.
2: Evaluate the λ policies with respect to the objective function f .
3: repeat
4: for i = 1 to λ do
5: Sample candidate policies {x′i,1, · · · , x′i,M} from the distribution

pi ∼ N (xi, Σi);
6: Generate a random matrices A ∈ RD×d with N (0, I);
7: Encoding with yi,j = A−1 · x′i,j where j = 1, · · · ,M ;
8: Choose a policy y∗i with maximal membership degree belongs to ”promising”

class by a fuzzy classifier model m;
9: Let x′i = A · y∗i ;

10: Evaluate f(x′i) as the qualities of x′i;
11: Calculate d(pi) and d(p′i), where p′i ∼ N (x′i, Σi);
12: if f(x′i) + ϕ · d(p′i) > f(xi) + ϕ · d(pi) then
13: xi = x′i; and pi = p′i;
14: end if
15: Update Σi according to the 1/5 successful rule;
16: end for
17: until steps passed ≥ max steps

* PT section: A Gaussian random matrix is generated in line 6 and applied
in line 7 to encode the candidate policies from the original high-dimensional
policy space into a low-dimensional effective subspace. Then, the policy space
is decoded in line 9.

* NCS section: Considering both the quality and the diversity, i.e., f(x′i) + ϕ · d(p′i)
and f(xi) + ϕ · d(pi), the following steps are carried out. In line 10, the can-
didate policy is evaluated with respect to f . And the diversity value of the
current and candidate policies are also calculated as a basis for environmen-
tal selection in line 11. In Lines 12 ∼ 14, the better one between the current
and candidate policy is selected into the next generation. Finally, the step
size is updated as described in line 15.

* Stopping condition: In Line 17, when the time budget has run out, i.e., the
number of times the policy interacts with the environment exceeds the given
maximum number max steps, the best solution x∗ ever found is output.

4 Experiments

In this experiment, we aim to answer the following questions: (1) Does the sur-
rogate model really improve ERL compared to baselines? (2) Does the surrogate
model really speed up training compared to original NCS? (3) Is the proposed
method sensitive to parameters?
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4.1 Experiments settings

Environment We apply the algorithm to a series of Atari 2600 games imple-
mented in The Arcade Learning Environment (ALE) [1]. The Atari 2600 is a
challenging RL testbed that provides agents with high-dimensional visual input
and a diverse and interesting set of tasks, including obstacle avoidance (e.g. Free-
way), shooting (e.g. Beamrider), two-player (e.g. DoubleDunk) and other types.
These types of games provide agents with significantly different environmen-
tal settings and ways of interacting, thus enabling testing of RL methods with
different tasks in maximizing long-term rewards. All these tasks are packaged
according to the standard OpenAI Gym API [2] and are simulated friendly.

Baselines Four state-of-the-art algorithms, namely A3C [12], PPO [18], CES
[4], and NCS [21], are used as the major baselines and follow all original hy-
perparameter settings. Among them, PPO and A3C are popular gradient-based
methods that use traditional backpropagation to train networks. CES is a re-
cently proposed ERL that utilizes a canonical evolution strategy to directly
optimize the weights of policy neural networks. Besides, to show how PE-SA
promotes NCS, we directly apply NCS as a baseline to Atari games.

Performance metric The quality of the policy is measured by the testing
score, i.e., the average score over 30 repetitions of the game without the frame
limitations. More specifically, the testing score refers to the cumulative reward
of the policy in an episode, and the episode refers to the time when there is
no action in the random ”noop” frame (sample in the interval 0 to 30) at the
beginning of playing until the end signal is received, as mentioned by Machado
et al. [1]. Technically, to prevent the agent from falling into a ”dead situation”,
the frames of one episode is limited to a very large value (i.e. 100,000 frames).

Other protocols All the baselines share the policy network.We directly adopt
the policy network proposed by Mnih et al. [13], which consists of three convolu-
tional layers and two fully connected layers. The network architecture is shown
in Table 1, which involves nearly 1.7 million connection weights that need to be
optimized. As suggested by Mnih et al. [13], the raw observations are resized to
84x84, and the skipping frame is set to 4. The time budget is set to the con-
sumed total game frames allowed in each training phase. For ERL methods (i.e.,
CES, NCS), The total game frames are set to 0.1B. For gradient-based methods
(i.e., PPO), the time budget is set to 0.04B for fairness, as it works via back-
propagation and the ratio of consumed frames on the same CPU-cored hardware
is 2.5 [29]. Table 2 shows the hyper-parameters of PE-FCPS-NCS in this work,
which are common across all environments.

4.2 Results and analysis

Comparisons with baselines For each game, we train a neural network policy
model and do 30 repeated testings of the trained model to obtain a average test-
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Table 1. The network architecture of the policy.

Input size Output size Kernel size Stride #filters activation

Conv1 4× 84× 84 32× 20× 20 8× 8 4 32 ReLU
Conv2 32× 20× 204 64× 9× 9 4× 4 2 64 ReLU
Conv3 64× 9× 9 64× 7× 7 3× 3 1 64 ReLU
Fc1 64× 7× 7 512 − − − ReLU
Fc2 512 #Action − − − −

Table 2. The major hyperparameter settings of PE-FCPS-NCS. The hyperparameters
consists of three parts : NCS [21], FCPS [33], and random embedding [15].

Parameter Value Remark

λ 6 The number of processes, that is, the number of populations
d 100 Effective subspace dimension of random embedding
epoch 5 The update interval of covariance matrix
r 1.2 Learning rate for covariance matrix
M 3 The number of candidate solutions
ϕ 1.0 The trade-off factor between quality and correlation
[l, h] [-0.1,0.1] Search space boundaries in low-dimensional spaces

ing score as performance. To eliminate bias, we repeat the process three times,
and the testing scores of each algorithm on 5 games are shown in Table 3. The
Average row shows the average performance of the three executions where the
best performance is marked in bold, and the Percent row indicates the aver-
age performance as a percentage of the best performance. It can be seen that
PE-FCPS-NCS generally performs the best among all compared algorithms. In
particular, in the Freeway and Bowling games, the best performances of base-
lines are only 65.23% and 69.49% compared to our proposed method. In the
two-player game (DoubleDunk), a high score with a positive score is preferred,
and a negative score implies agent failure. However, all algorithms score are
negative, but relatively speaking, our algorithm performed best. Note that in
the Alien game, PE-FCPS-NCS, while better than traditional gradient-based
reinforcement learning algorithms (A3C, PPO) and evolution-based algorithms
(CES), performs worse than the original NCS algorithm. In some specific tasks,
the application of surrogate may encourage exploration in a worse direction.

Computational time analysis Intuitively, we need to verify whether the sur-
rogate model can speed up training. More specifically, we compare the training
time consumed by NCS and PE-FCPS-NCS to reach a specified score. This score
is set to the test performance achieved by the NCS method after training for 10
million game frames. The computational time for the PE-FCPS-NCS method to
reach that score is then counted. Fig. 3 shows the computational time costs (in
minutes) of NCS and PE-FCPS-NCS on three games (i.e., BeamRider, Bowling,
Freeway). The test performance achieved by the NCS method is 656, 34 and



Enabling surrogate-assisted ERL via policy embedding 11

Table 3. The performance of PE-FCPS-NCS and four baselines on 5 Atari games.
Priority is given to higher average scores in all games.

Game Performance A3C PPO CES NCS PE-FCPS-NCS

Time Budget 40M 40M 0.1B 0.1B 0.1B
Alien Average 766.00 638.20 561.80 1043.40 825.68

Percent 73.41% 61.17% 53.84% 100.00% 79.13%
BeamRider Average 633.80 600.80 433.10 703.80 724.80

Percent 87.44% 82.89% 59.75% 97.10% 100.00%
Bowling Average 0 23.40 25 64.53 92.87

Percent 0.00% 25.20% 26.92% 69.49% 100.00%
DoubleDunk Average -2 -3.1 -3.7 -1.3 -0.60

Percent 54.78% 19.33% 0.00% 77.34% 100.00%
Freeway Average 0.00 14.8 14.2 16.7 22.69

Percent 0.00% 65.23% 62.58% 73.60% 100.00%

14.9, respectively. From Fig. 3, it can be seen that the computational time cost
of the surrogate-assisted NCS is quite superior to the original NCS. In particu-
lar, in the BeamRider game, the time consumption of the original NCS is nearly
7 times that of PE-FCPS-NCS. In addition, the insignificant difference in the
Bowling game is mainly because the number of game frames consumed by each
iteration is extremely large, which is nearly 4 times that of Freeway. Considering
that some additional computational burden is introduced, e.g., the training of
the surrogate model and the computation of the embedding, it suffices to show
that PE-FCPS-NCS is promising not only for its solution performance but also
in accelerated training.

Sensitivity analysis We vary the parameter value over a wide range and re-
evaluate to perform parameter sensitivity analysis. More specifically, we choose
the number of candidate policies involved in pre-selection in the surrogate model
as the hyperparameter, and set it to four different values as [3, 5, 10, 100]. We also
select three games (i.e., BeamRider, Bowling, Freeway) for sensitivity analysis.
As shown in Fig. 4, the performance curves did not change drastically with the
perturbation of the parameter, which means that PE-FCPS-NCS is usually not
very sensitive to this important parameter.

5 Conclusion

This paper studies how to effectively enable surrogate-assisted evolutionary re-
inforcement learning to speed up training. First, To apply surrogate to preselect
millions of connection weights of neural network policies, this paper employs
the PE-SAERL Framework to scale up surrogate for large-scale search space.
Next, we propose a concrete algorithm based on the framework, which called
PE-FCPS-NCS. Then, empirical studies are conducted on 5 Atari games to ver-
ify the proposed method. Empirical results show that the proposed method can
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perform more efficiently than the four state-of-the-art algorithms (i.e., PPO,
A3C, CES, NCS), while effectively accelerating training compared to the orig-
inal NCS. Last, this paper studies the parameters sensitivity of the proposed
method.
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