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Abstract—The Space-Air-Ground Integrated Network (SA-
GIN) plays a pivotal role as a comprehensive foundational
network communication infrastructure, presenting opportunities
for highly efficient global data transmission. Nonetheless, given
SAGIN’s unique characteristics as a dynamically heterogeneous
network, conventional network optimization methodologies en-
counter challenges in satisfying the stringent requirements for
network latency and stability inherent to data transmission
within this network environment. Therefore, this paper pro-
poses the use of differentiated federated reinforcement learning
(DFRL) to solve the traffic offloading problem in SAGIN, i.e.,
using multiple agents to generate differentiated traffic offloading
policies. Considering the differentiated characteristics of each
region of SAGIN, DFRL models the traffic offloading policy
optimization process as the process of solving the Decentralized
Partially Observable Markov Decision Process (DEC-POMDP)
problem. The paper proposes a novel Differentiated Federated
Soft Actor-Critic (DFSAC) algorithm to solve the problem. The
DFSAC algorithm takes the network packet delay as the joint
reward value and introduces the global trend model as the joint
target action-value function of each agent to guide the update of
each agent’s policy. The simulation results demonstrate that the
traffic offloading policy based on the DFSAC algorithm achieves
better performance in terms of network throughput, packet loss
rate, and packet delay compared to the traditional federated
reinforcement learning approach and other baseline approaches.

Index Terms—Space-air-ground Integrated Network (SAGIN),
federated reinforcement learning (FRL), heterogeneous network,
network optimization, traffic offloading.

I. INTRODUCTION

THE optimized decision-making is a critical challenge
in the Cyber-physical system, especially in the next-

generation network of B5G/6G with a highly dynamic and
large-scale environment. Reinforcement learning (RL) is one
kind of machine learning technology to optimizes decision-
making by maximizing the cumulative reward by continuously
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exploring and exploiting the environment of an agent. Using
RL to obtain network optimization strategies is a current
research hotspot in the field of modern networks, e.g., network
resources allocation [1], [2] and traffic control [3].

However, traditional RL applications still suffer from crit-
ical problems in scenarios with complex environments. For
example, the local strategy trap when the network environ-
ment becomes dynamic and heterogeneous. The local strategy
trap arises when decisions are derived from incomplete local
information, overlooking the broader implications of global
environmental change. This leads to ill-informed outcomes
due to a lack of holistic consideration. Due to the features of
high dynamic and heterogeneous complex networks, the local
strategy trap occurs frequently in network scenarios such as
Internet of Things (IoT) [4], [5], vehicular network [6], [7]
and Space-Air-Ground Integrated Network (SAGIN) [8], [9].

Federated learning (FL) is an advanced learning technology
to train a shared learning model without raw training data
by considering the privacy of distributed devices in complex
environments. By combining both RL and FL, a privacy-
preserving multi-agent collaboration approach referred to as
federated reinforcement learning (FRL) is proposed. In FRL,
each agent trains the data separately, aggregates it into a
uniform global policy model, and then distributes it to the
agents, ensuring the user’s data privacy as much as possible
while integrating local learning results from each agent.

The local strategy traps are solved to some extent by the
shared training manner of FRL as the global information
is implicitly shared during the integrated learning process.
Unfortunately, the global sharing-based FRL employing a
global learning model for local inference may still fall into the
local strategy trap. The accuracy of using the global learning
model for local inference is ensured by the assumption that
the environments of diverse devices are homologous with the
same state transition probability, which is not practical as the
considered state transition probability is always differentiation
in the heterogeneous environment.

For example, a dynamic and heterogeneous SAGIN con-
sists of satellites, unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), ground-
based stations in different regions, and user devices. In such
a network environment, there is significant dynamism and
heterogeneity among regions due to the high-speed movement
of nodes, the extensive range of data transmission, and the
convergence between different types of networks [10]. The
differentiation between regions is generally due to network
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Fig. 1. The global learning model does not work well because of environ-
mental differentiations.

state differences, sample distribution differences, and dynamic
characteristic differences. These discrepancies lead to the
global policy model obtained by the aggregation of agents in
each region can only be suboptimal compared to the optimal
policy in each region. It is not easy to use the traditional FRL
approach to obtain a global policy model to address issues
like traffic offloading in SAGIN that performs well across all
differentiated regions.

As shown in Fig. 1, traditional FRL distributes a uniform
global learning model to each region. When there are differ-
entiations in the environment of each region, the decisions
inferred by the global learning model may be misjudged.
Therefore, considering the differentiations between regions in
complex network environments, we propose a novel differ-
entiated federated reinforcement learning (DFRL) approach.
Instead of seeking a uniform global policy model, DFRL
enables agents across regions to cooperate in training their
respective policy models.

Precisely, the cooperation among the agents in each region is
accomplished through the global trend model. The global trend
model is generated by aggregating the trend model developed
by all the agents involved in the cooperation, reflecting the
state of the environment and its changing trend in each region.
Then, under the guidance of the global trend model, the agents
in each region get their local policy models by training with
local data. The introduction of the global trend model allows
agents to consider each region’s differentiations based on the
information from multiple regions to obtain local strategies
that are more applicable to their regions.

The main work of the paper can be summarized as follows:
• In this paper, we study the traffic offloading problem in a

dynamic heterogeneous network like SAGIN and model
it as a DEC-POMDP decision problem with the objective
of optimizing the network delay.

• Then, we propose a novel concept of differentiated
federal reinforcement learning by introducing a trend
model, and based on this concept, an algorithm named
Differentiated Federated Soft Actor-Critic (DFSAC) is
proposed to solve the joint policy in DEC-POMDP.

• We design a SAGIN struct and propose a dynamic

traffic offloading method based on the DFSAC algo-
rithm to solve the traffic offloading problem under this
complex network structure. Simulation results show that
our method achieves better results regarding network
throughput, packet loss rate, and delay than other meth-
ods.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section
II, we discuss related work. In section III, we detail the
system model and the formulation of the problem. Section IV
elaborates on the concept of DFRL and proposes the DFSAC
algorithm. An empirical study of traffic offloading in SAGIN
is presented in Section V and summarized in Section VI.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Federated Learning

FL is a distributed machine learning approach in privacy-
preserving scenarios, where the critical point is that informa-
tion is passed between collaborators by sharing models rather
than data [11]. In recent years, researchers have proposed
several solutions to the challenges faced in FL. For example,
to obtain higher communication efficiency, McMahan et al.
proposed FedAVG [12], which is now widely used as the base-
line for FL research. FedAVG is a widely adopted federated
learning algorithm that aggregates model parameters using
weighted averaging by uploading local model parameters to a
central server, computing the average of all model parameters,
and then broadcasting this average to all local devices. To ad-
dress the heterogeneity problem in FL, Yuan, Dinh, and Ruan
et al. proposed [13], [14], and [15], respectively, to solve data
heterogeneity, model heterogeneity, and device heterogeneity.
Moreover, Qu et al. further analyzed the convergence of FL
methods in [16], comprehensively studying how the con-
vergence of FedAVG varies with the number of participating
devices in the FL setting. They demonstrate the convergence
of the FedAVG method in several differentiated scenarios and
perform a comprehensive study of its convergence rate. This
work provides a solid foundation for federated learning in
further research.

B. Federated Reinforcement Learning

RL is a branch of machine learning (ML). Compared with
other machine learning methods such as supervised or unsu-
pervised learning methods, RL generates samples and learns
through these samples through constant interaction between
the agent and the environment [17]. The RL is widely used
for communication and networking optimization in various
networks. Wang et al. [18] proposed a semantic communi-
cation framework for efficient textual data transmission in
resource-constrained wireless networks. This framework uti-
lizes knowledge graphs and a proximal-policy-optimization-
based RL algorithm integrated with an attention network to
optimize the partial transmission of semantic information and
enhance semantic similarity metrics. Luan et al. [19] employed
deep reinforcement learning (DRL) to ascertain the optimal
traffic allocation ratio among multiple controllable paths for
source-destination pairs. Gao et al. [20] proposed a deep
reinforcement learning-based framework for joint optimization
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of computing, pushing, and caching in mobile edge computing
networks, effectively reducing transmission bandwidth and
computing cost through dynamic orchestration and proactive
content delivery. However, when the environment gets bigger,
it becomes difficult for a single agent to complete the complex
task in these scenarios due to constraints such as information
processing capabilities or learning efficiency. The natural idea
is to set up multiple agents in the environment and complete
the task by cooperating among them. Hence, researchers have
introduced distributed RL and parallel RL [21] with the aim of
accelerating the learning of optimal strategies for single-agent
RL problems through parallel hardware utilization. However,
these approaches also raise concerns about potential agent
privacy breaches.

In this context, the integration of FL, a paradigm centered
on preserving privacy, into the realm of reinforcement RL
represents a notable development. FRL is a novel, distributed,
and collaborative methodology that effectively amalgamates
the principles of FL and RL. In this paradigm, each agent
trains data locally and builds a shared model, which protects
agent privacy and accelerates agent learning efficiency [22].

C. Federated Learning in Heterogeneous Network

Environmental heterogeneity is a significant challenge for
FL in real application scenarios. For this challenge, Yuan et
al. proposed an improved Federated Deep AUC (area under the
ROC curve) Maximization algorithm in [13] to solve the data
heterogeneity problem, while Hanzely et al. proposed a hybrid
global model and local model to achieve balanced training in
[23] to solve the conflicts caused by data heterogeneity. Shen
et al. proposed a novel distributed learning scheme [24] that
combines FL with a model-splitting mechanism to accommo-
date customer heterogeneity. In addition, researchers have also
tried to use personalized federated learning methods [25]–[27]
to address the challenges caused by environment heterogeneity.

In communication networks, Liu et al. proposed a method
for Radio Access Network (RAN) slicing using the FRL ap-
proach in [28], which improves the communication efficiency
and throughput of the network. Kwon et al. proposed an
FRL-based resource allocation method for Internet of Things
Underwater (IoUT) devices in [29], which has significant
advantages over the single-agent DRL approach. Zhu et al.
proposed a fast convergent federated-based dynamic task of-
floading method in the power grid Internet of Things [30]
but needed to sufficiently consider the differentiation of envi-
ronments. Wang et al. [31] combined mobile edge computing
with fiber-wireless networks and applied a reputation-based
FRL strategy, effectively optimizing network performance and
resource allocation in IoT deployments while protecting user
privacy.

The current methods for addressing environmental hetero-
geneity primarily involve various forms of aggregation or
training of local models. However, these methods lack the
capability to dynamically adapt to environmental changes.
As large-scale network environments become increasingly dy-
namic and heterogeneous, these methods struggle to effectively
adapt to variations in regional network conditions and network

types. This leads to reduced learning efficiency and potential
convergence issues, posing a significant challenge.

D. Offloading Solutions in SAGIN

Guo et al. [32] have devised a comprehensive energy-
efficient optimization strategy that integrates UAV-assisted
communication with Mobile Edge Computing (MEC), effec-
tively reducing overall energy consumption through strategic
task offloading, transmission bit allocation, and UAV trajec-
tory planning. Li et al. [33] proposed an integrated satel-
lite/terrestrial collaborative transmission scheme, incorporating
cache-enabled Low Earth Orbit (LEO) satellites as part of
the RAN, which offloads traffic from base stations through
satellite broadcast transmission, thereby achieving energy-
efficient RAN operations.

The existing research predominantly addresses scenarios
involving either satellites or UAVs in isolation; however, given
the inherent complexity, heterogeneity, and dynamic nature
of SAGIN, these systems present considerable challenges
in terms of accurate modeling. As a result, the model-free
methodology of reinforcement learning has been extensively
investigated and applied to effectively tackle the offloading
issues within the SAGIN framework. Cheng et al. [34] have
developed an innovative SAGIN edge/cloud computing archi-
tecture, tailored for offloading computation-intensive appli-
cations while considering remote energy and computational
constraints. Tang et al. [8] have presented a reinforcement
learning-based traffic offloading scheme, taking into account
the substantial node mobility within SAGIN, as well as the
frequent variations in network traffic and link statuses. Zhang
et al. [35] proposed a Learning-based Orbital Edge Offloading
(LOEF) method using multi-agent learning, enabling UAVs to
coordinate and learn optimal offloading strategies for com-
putational task scheduling in the Internet of Remote Things
(IoRT) within SAGIN.

Although existing solutions have made significant progress
in SAGIN, they often overlook the critical aspect of privacy
protection. In this context, FRL offers a potential mechanism
for privacy preservation. However, the application of FRL
faces inherent limitations, mainly because it relies on a uni-
fied global policy model to guide the reasoning process of
local agents. This approach can lead to suboptimal results
in local reasoning, thereby affecting the quality of overall
decision-making. Therefore, applying FRL in dynamic and
heterogeneous SAGIN environments to effectively solve the
traffic offloading problem remains a significant challenge.

III. SYSTEM MODEL

A. Network Model

In this paper, we consider traffic offloading in SAGIN and
establish a multi-dimensional heterogeneous network model:
The ground network is composed of mobile user equipment
(UE), base stations (BS) and edge base stations. The air
network includes a series of dynamically deployable UAVs
as an extension of the ground network. The space network
is a double-layer communication satellite network composed
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Fig. 2. The four-layer SAGIN architecture.

of LEO and Geostationary Earth Orbit satellites (GEO). The
network structure is shown in Fig. 2.

Due to the uneven distribution of UE in the ground network,
the traffic may be over the load of the BS in service-intensive
areas. Therefore, we use UAV as a mobile flying base station
to dynamically relay the offloaded traffic to other regions to
avoid network congestion. We set the trajectory of the UAV as
circular motion or random movement. When the UAV flies to
an area, it can be used as the traffic relay node of the area. In
this paper, the trajectory optimization of UAV in SAGIN is not
our focus, so we do not introduce it additionally. However, the
signal coverage of UAV is limited. In the process of moving,
UAV may fly out of the target area, resulting in signal loss
and a sharp increase in the packet loss rate. On the other
hand, the loadable traffic of UAV is relatively limited, and
a large number of dropped packets exceeding the capacity
will also cause an increase in packet loss rate. Therefore,
the communication satellite with large coverage is introduced
as the available traffic relay node, and the ground traffic can
be offloaded to available UAVs or communication satellites.
Our network model further considers the double-layer satellite
network composed of LEO and GEO based on the existing
research on traffic offloading in SAGIN. The two-layer satellite
network expands the available resource pool of SAGIN, and
the use of GEO also improves the stability of the network and
the overall performance.

In this paper, we model a four-layer SAGIN
as an undirected graph G = (V,E). Among them,
V =

{
V D, V B , V U , V L, V G

}
represents different types

of nodes in SAGIN. V D =
{
vD1 , vD2 , · · · , vDn

}
is a collection

of UE nodes, n is the number of this type nodes. Similarly,
V B is the collection of BS nodes, V U is the collection
of UAV nodes, V L and V G are collections of LEO nodes
and GEO nodes. Each node in V contains its attribute
parameters and network state parameters. When the node
encounters buffer overflow or connection breakage during
packet transmission, it will discard these packets. And the
collection of edges E =

{
eDB
11 , eDB

12 , · · · , exyij
}

indicates the

link between any two nodes in the network. For example, exyij
is the link between node vxi and vyj , among them vxi , v

y
j ∈ V .

The model will dynamically change the value of E according
to the location and connection state of each node in the
network. Further, V D is divided into two types: source node
and target node. The source node is responsible for sending
data packets to the target node according to the preset
generation mode. Other type nodes in V are relay nodes used
to transfer data packets from the source node to the target
node. Among them, base station nodes V B will make the
offloading decision as the traffic offloading node.

B. Transmission Model

Since SAGIN consists of several different types of nodes,
the transmission model between the nodes is not the same. For
the transmission between UAV and BS, according to [36], its
path loss can be found using the following equation:

PL (lUB , ω) = 10φ log (lUB) + η (ω − ω0) e
ω0−ω

γ + k0 (1)

where lUB denotes the horizontal distance between UAV and
BS, ω is vertical angle between UAV and BS, ω0 is the angle
offset. And φ, η and k0 are the terrestrial path loss exponent,
excess path loss and excess path loss offset, γ is the angle
scalar. Due to the dynamic nature of the UAV nodes, the
distance between UAV and BS changes over time. We use
the model in [37] to calculate the transmission rate between
UAV and BS during time slot t, with the transmission rate as
follows:

νUBt = BUB log2

(
1 +

PUB · 10−
PL
10

σ2
UB

)
(2)

where BUB is the channel bandwidth between UAV and BS,
PUB represents the transmission power, PL represents the path
loss, and σ2

UB represents the power of background noise.
In our transmission model, the distance between the satellite

and UAV is much greater than the movement range of UAV
and UAV height. Thus, UAVs can be considered ground de-
vices along with the base station during satellite transmission.
We consider the rain attenuation during satellite-to-ground
communication as a Weibull-based stochastic process [38].
Therefore, the channel gain from the UAV to the satellite can
be calculated by the following equation:

IUS =
GUSGSUλ

2
US

(4πlUS)
2 10−

Frain
10 (3)

where GUS and GSU are the antenna gains of the UAV and
the satellite, respectively, λUS is the wavelength, and lUS is the
distance between the satellite and the UAV. Rain attenuation
Frain is modeled by Weibull distribution [38]. Similarly, the
channel gain from the BS to the satellite can be calculated as
follows:

IBS =
GBSGSBλ

2
BS

(4πlBS)
2 10−

Frain
10 (4)

where GBS and GSB are the antenna gains of the BS and the
satellite respectively, λBS is the wavelength, and lBS is the
distance between the BS and the satellite. After getting the
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channel gain, we can calculate the transmission rate between
the UAV and the satellite as follows:

νUSt = BUS log2

(
1 +

PUS · |IUS |
σ2
US

)
(5)

where BUS represents the channel bandwidth of the UAV
and the satellite communication link, PUS represents the
transmission power between the UAV and the satellite, IUS
represents the channel gain between the UAV and the satellite,
and σ2

US is the power of the background noise. Additionally,
the transmission rate between the BS and the satellite can be
obtained as follows:

νBSt = BBS log2

(
1 +

PBS · |IBS |
σ2
BS

)
(6)

where BBS denotes the channel bandwidth between the BS and
satellite communication link, PBS denotes the transmission
power between the BS and satellite, IBS is the channel gain
between the BS and satellite, and σ2

BS is the power of the
background noise.

In addition, the transmission between GEO and LEO adopts
the free space propagation model. We can calculate the channel
gain of inter-satellite communication as follows:

IHL =
GHLGLHλ2

HL

(4πdHL)
2 (7)

where GHL and GLH are the antenna gains of GEO and LEO,
λHL is the wavelength, and dHL is the distance between the
GEO and LEO. The transmission rate of GEO and LEO is as
follows:

νHL
t = BHL log2

(
1 +

PHL · |IHL|
σ2
HL

)
(8)

where BHL is the channel bandwidth between the GEO and
LEO communication link, PHL is the transmission power
between the GEO and LEO, IHL denotes the channel gain
between the GEO and LEO, and σ2

HL denotes the power of
the background noise.

C. Problem Formulation

Denoted by Xt, the total amount of data packets in t th
time slot. Xt follows a normal distribution and these packets
are transmitted to node vd ∈ V through the set routing
path Lt = {vx, vy, . . . , vd}. This process can be expressed as
Mvs→vd = {Xt, Lt, T , r}, Xt is the amount of data, Lt

is the defined routing path, T is the transmission delay of
the packet, and r is the transmission rate of the packet. The
system will generate a new routing path when using the traffic
offloading algorithm A(m) during data packet transmission. m
represents the process of transmitting this data packet. At this
time, there will be UAV or satellite nodes in the path. In this
paper, our goal is to minimize the packet delay of the entire
network over the designed time D by the usage of the traffic
offloading method to generate a new routing path at time t
dependent on specific parameters of:

Zµ(m, t) =

{
mXt,Lt,T,r, a = 0

A (mXt,Lt,T,r) , a ̸= 0
(9)

where a = 0 means the offloading method is not used, and
a ̸= 0 means that the offloading method is used.

min
µ

∑
D

∑
m

O (Zµ(m, t)) (10)

where O(·) calculates the delay of all packets in the entire
network. We are committed to minimizing the delay of data
packets by minimizing the parameters of the traffic offloading
method.

IV. TRAFFIC OFFLOADING METHOD

To address the above issues, we define SAGIN as a dif-
ferentiated environment consisting of a series of dynami-
cally heterogeneous local environments. Since the steady-
state Markov process is not applicable to this environment,
this study will describe the process using the framework of
the DEC-POMDP [39], which is an extended form of the
partially observable Markov decision process. “Distributed”
implies that the training of each intelligence in the process is
decentralized. “Partially observable” implies that each agent
can only observe a part of the environment. Therefore, this
study formalizes the local policy trap problem in SAGIN as
an environment discretization problem under DEC-POMDP to
obtain the joint optimal traffic offloading policy in such a dif-
ferentiated environment. Among them, the BS located in each
region are considered agents. During packet transmission, BS
will use the traffic offload algorithm A to make traffic offload
decisions. And, the traffic offloading problem in SAGIN is
transformed into DEC-POMDP and thus trained to learn.

In DEC-POMDP, multiple agents need to work together
to maximize the overall reward in a partially observable
environment, where each agent can only partially observe
the environment state, and cooperation among the agents
is required to solve the task. DEC-POMDP represents the
connections among the agents through an interrelationship
model between the agents and takes action based on this. The
DEC-POMDP model can be defined as:

M = ⟨S,A1, ..., AN , T,R,Ω1, ...,ΩN , O, γ⟩ (11)

among them:
• S is the state space, representing all possible states of the

environment. In the traffic offloading problem discussed
in this study, this state space can be considered as the
network state information of all network nodes which
includes both dynamically changing data and covers
static characteristics such as generalized mobility model,
service generation rate, and queue maximum size. This
is not complete for a single agent to make observations.

• Ai = {0, opj} denotes the action space of agent i. Here,
the first element signifies that the system forwards the
packet to the next node following the pre-set routing path.
The second element, the offloading path opj , involves
the selection of the next relay node, such as UAV, LEO,
or GEO, to determine the new transmission path for the
packet.

• T : S × A1 × ... × AN × S → [0, 1] is a state transfer
function that represents the probability distribution of
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transfer to a new state given the actions of all agents and
the current state of the environment. Since it is difficult
to build a corresponding mathematical model for the
state transfer probability of the environment, a model-free
approach will be used to represent it. i.e., the training is
guided by neural network models to predict future reward
sums.

• R : S × A1 × ... × AN → R is reward function. Our
optimization goal is to minimize the total delay of the
network, so set the reward function to

R(st, at) =


1

Dt
, arrive

− (Tdrop − Tborn), drop
(12)

where Dt denotes packet delay, Tdrop and Tborn are
the packet drop time and born time. When the packet
arrives at the destination node, a positive reward is given
according to the delay, and the lower the delay, the higher
the reward value. If the packet is dropped, a negative
reward is given according to the difference between the
drop and the birth time.

• Ωi denotes the observation space of agent i, which is
defined as a multi-dimensional array encompassing all
relevant information of the one-hop and two-hop neigh-
boring nodes in its vicinity. The observational outcomes
of the agent are constituted by the network information
of these one-hop and two-hop neighbors, meticulously
gathered through the use of the Hello protocol. For any
given time point t, the local observation space Ωi for the
agent can be defined as:

Ωi(t) =
{
Qadj(i)

t ,Qadj(adj(i))
t

}
(13)

where Qadj(i)
t represents the collection of relevant in-

formation at time t for the immediate neighbors of the
agent i. Qadj(adj(i))

t represents the collection of relevant
information at time t for the neighbors of the neighbors
of agent i. adj(i) denotes the set of adjacent nodes to
agent i.

• O : S × A1 × ... × AN × Ω1 × ... × ΩN → [0, 1] is
an observation probability function that represents the
probability distribution of its local observations observed
by agent i, given the actions of all agents and the current
state of the environment.

• γ ∈ (0, 1) denotes the discount factor used to measure
the importance of immediate and future rewards.

In DEC-POMDP, the goal of the agents is to maximize the
joint reward of all agents, i.e., the total expected discounted
reward. So, we can define the policy πi of agent i as a
mapping from the observation space ωi to the action space
Ai, indicating which action agent i should take given its
local observations. The joint policy Π is then defined as the
combination of all the agents’ policies. Thus, this paper aims
to solve the joint traffic offloading policy Pi for each agent
in SAGIN.

A. Differentiated Federated Reinforcement Learning
In recent years, many scholars have proposed various algo-

rithms to solve the joint policy in DEC-POMDP, including

Environment

Trend model

Global trend 

model

Central Aggregation Node

Distribute global trend 

model
Upload trend model

Agent 1

Agent k

Agent n

Trend model

Policy model

Fig. 3. The agents communicate through the trend model.

a value-based iterative approach, policy gradient-based ap-
proach, Monte Carlo tree search-based approach, and so on.
In this paper, the concept of DFRL is proposed to solve this
joint policy Π as shown in Fig. 3.

The main improvement between DFRL and FRL is that
DFRL isolates local learning from the global learning process.
We first divide the local learning model of the agent into
two parts: the trend model and the policy model. The policy
model generates policies based on the local environment state,
which is isolated and never shared with other agents. The trend
model is the window to communicate with the center node
during the global learning process and guide the update of the
policy model. And The global trend model is generated by
the local trend model and shared among all agents, which is
responsible for describing the state of the global environment,
changing trends, and transferring the knowledge learned by all
the agents.

The introduction of the trend model separates the learning of
policy models, thus allowing agents to cooperate in obtaining
policy models that satisfy their preferences. More importantly,
the training process of the policy models of each agent is still
distributed in the training nodes themselves, thus alleviating
the environmental variability problem while satisfying the
DEC-POMDP requirements, i.e., the non-IID data and local
strategy trap problem in dynamically heterogeneous networks.
Otherwise, separating the policy models ensures the privacy
security of the policy models to meet the requirements of FL.

Theoretically, the DFRL architecture can be applied to
many RL algorithms, such as Deep-Q network (DQN) [40]
and Actor-critic methods [41]. In the following section, we
describe the concept of DFRL in the context of specific
algorithms.

B. Algorithms: Differentiated Federated Soft Actor-Critic

In this section, we propose a novel DFRL algorithm called
Differentiated Federated Soft Actor-Critic (DFSAC), which
introduces the concept of DFRL based on the Soft Actor-Critic
(SAC) algorithm [42]. Compared with the traditional FRL
algorithm, this algorithm can better adapt to the differentiation
between the environments in which the agents are located.
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Fig. 4. The learning process of DFSAC algorithm.

Due to data heterogeneity and node dynamics, the traditional
FRL algorithm is not capable to handle the cooperated learning
tasks in differentiated environments. Therefore, we propose
the DFSAC, which evolves SAC based on the concept of
DFRL. The SAC algorithm is a DRL method consisting of
Actor and Critic networks to optimize random policies in an
off-policy manner. The Actor network is used to output the
actions, and the Critic network is used to evaluate the states
and actions. Its core feature is entropy regularization, where
policy training trades off maximizing expected reward and
entropy. Increasing entropy makes the policy explore more,
speeding up the subsequent learning process and preventing
the policy from prematurely converging to a local optimum.
This makes it well-suited for exploring optimal strategies in
several differentiated environments. Therefore, we choose this
algorithm as our infrastructure. In the DFRL framework, the
Actor network is employed as the policy model, which is
responsible for determining the actions to be taken based on
the current state. On the other hand, the Critic network serves
as the trend model, providing feedback on the actions chosen
by the Actor network by estimating the value function. Within
the Critic network, the target-critic component is specifically
utilized as the global trend model, which plays a crucial role in
the aggregation process by integrating local and global trend
information to enhance the decision-making strategy in DFRL.
The DFSAC algorithm is processed by multiple agents and a
federated center node, where the agents generate local trend
networks and policy networks through the local environment,
and the federated center node is responsible for collecting the
local trend networks of each agent and aggregating them into
global trend networks then distributing them to the agents.

Fig. 4 shows the whole learning process including global learn-
ing, interactive updating, and local learning, and the global
trend model participates in all the processes in any agent k.
We define a global environment E =

{
E1, · · · , Ek, · · · , En

}
consisting of a set of N differentiated local environments.
A corresponding agent exists for each local environment, i.e.
environment Ek corresponds to agent k. Unlike the traditional
FRL approach, the goal of the DFSAC algorithm is to obtain
a set of policies Π applicable to each local environment
Π =

{
π̃1, · · · , π̃k, · · · , π̃n

}
, and the target policy π̃i in each

local environment Ei is:

π̃i = argmax
πi

T∑
t=0

E(sit,a
i
t)∼τπi

[γr(sit, a
i
t) + αiH(πi(. | sit))]

(14)

where π̃i is the target policy, πi is a policy of agent i in
local environment Ei, γ is the discount rate and r is a reward
from the environment, sit ∈ S and ait ∈ A denote state and
action in local environment Ei with timestamp t, and S,A
are global state space and global action space, respectively.
τπi is the distribution of trajectories generated from policy
πi, αi is the temperature parameter to control the positivity
of the policy exploration in the local environment and H(·)
indicates the entropy. And, in differentiated environments,
the transfer probability varies among local environments, i.e.
P (sit+1|sit, a) ̸= P (sjt+1|s

j
t , a), i ̸= j.

To obtain Π , the DFSAC algorithm uses an approach like
the soft policy iteration [43], that alternately performs the two
steps of policy evaluation and policy improvement to converge
to the optimal value function and optimal policy. An example
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is that in agent k, the policy network takes the state skt of
the local environment Ek at moment t as input to obtain the
action akt . To evaluate the impact of the policy on the local
environment as well as on the global environment, the soft
state value is defined as:

V
(
skt
)
:= πk

(
skt
)T [

χ
(
skt
)
− αk log

(
πk
(
skt
))]

(15)

among them, χ denote the trend networks. And, we use the
following loss function to update trend networks:

Jχk(θ) = E(skt ,ak
t )∼D

[
1

2

(
χk
θ

(
skt , a

k
t

)
−
(
r
(
skt , a

k
t

)
+ γEskt+1∼p

[
Vθ̄

(
skt+1

) ]))2] (16)

where D denotes a trajectory stored in replay memory and Vθ̄

denotes the use of global trend networks to calculate the soft
state value. This can be seen as a collaborative learning process
using the global information shared by the collaborators. And
the global trend networks are obtained by a soft update of each
agent and then aggregated:

χ̄← εχk + (1− ε)χ̄, k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N} (17)

where χ̄ is global trend networks, χk is local trend networks
in agent k, ε is the aggregation factor. Then, the updated trend
networks are used to guide the policy improvement:

Jπk(ϕ) = Eskt ∼D[πk(skt )
T [αk log(πk

ϕ(st))− χk
θ(s

k
t )]] (18)

And α is the temperature parameter, but the appropriate value
of α is different at different stages of training. Therefore, the
selection of the α is formulated as a constrained optimization
problem [44] that maximizes the expected return while keeping
the entropy of the policy greater than a threshold as follows:

max
π0,...,πT

E

[
T∑

t=0

r (st, at)

]
s.t. ∀t,H (πt) ≥ H0 (19)

we also dynamically train with α as a parameter of model, the
loss function of αk in agent k is

J(αk) = πk
t

(
skt
)T [−αk

(
log
(
πk
t

(
skt
))

+ H̄
)]

(20)

Through the continuous iteration of the above two steps,
agent K is guided by global trend networks to obtain the target
policy π̃k applicable to the local environment Ek by sharing
knowledge with other agents eventually.

The complete DFSAC algorithm we proposed is shown in
Algorithm 1. Firstly, the algorithm initializes the local network
parameters of local networks (two local trend networks and
one policy network). Then initialize the global network (two
global trend networks), and equalize the global trend networks
and local trend networks’ parameters. The agents first initialize
an empty replay memory and store a backup of the global
trend networks. And the agent will collect information about
the local environment as the input of the policy network and
output an action. Then, the agent gets the reward value and the
next state from the local environment calculates the cumulative
discount function at each moment and stores the transition
in the replay memory. When the number of transitions in
the replay memory reaches the number set in advance, the

algorithm starts training. It updates the local network parame-
ters. Finally, the algorithm updates the temperature parameters.
After running preset training iterations, the agents will upload
their local trend network parameters to the federated center
node. After receiving the local trend network parameters of
agents, the federated center node integrates these parameters
and updates the global trend network parameters. Afterward,
the federated center node distributes the global trend network
parameters to each agent, and agents update their backup with
the latest global trend networks. Through this integrated and
distributed processing method, the local network in the agents
can reflect the real-time situation of the global environment.

Algorithm 1 DFSAC algorithm

1: Initialize χn
θ1

: S → R|A|, χn
θ2

: S → R|A|, πn
ϕ : S →

[0, 1]|A| for n ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N} ▷ Initialize local network
parameters

2: Initialize χθ1 : S → R|A|, χθ2 : S → R|A| ▷ Initialize
global trend networks parameters at the federated center
node

3: θn1 ← θ̄1, θ
n
2 ← θ̄2 for n ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N} ▷ Equalize

global trend networks and local trend network parameters
4: Dn ← ∅ for n ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N} ▷ Initialize an empty

replay memory
5: while running do
6: for each agent n do
7: Get state st from the environment En

8: at ∼ π (at|st) ▷ Sample action from the agent n
9: st+1 ∼ p (st+1 | st, at) ▷ Sample transition from

the environment En

10: Dn ← Dn ∪ {(st, at, r (st, at) , st+1)} ▷ Store
the transition in replay memory

11: θni ← θni − λχ∇̂θn
i
Jχ (θni ) for i ∈ {1, 2} and n ∈

{1, 2, . . . , N} ▷ Update local trend networks use Eq (16)
12: ϕn ← ϕn − λπ∇̂ϕnJπ (ϕ

n) for n ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N}
▷ Update policy networks use Eq (18)

13: αn ← αn − λ∇̂αnJ (αn) ▷ Update temperature
use Eq (20)

14: When running k iterations upload θn1 , θ
n
2 to feder-

ated center node
15: end for
16: if in federated center node then
17: χ̄i ← εχn

i + (1 − ε)χ̄i for i ∈ {1, 2} and n ∈
{1, 2, . . . , N} ▷ Aggregated global trend network use
Eq. (17)

18: end if
19: end while

V. EMPIRICAL STUDY

A. Settings

In this section, we describe the simulation environment
and evaluate our DFSAC-based traffic offloading method.
The simulation environment is a dynamic four-layer SAGIN
environment, which divides each device into three types: the
source node device type, the relay node device type, and the
destination node device type.
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Fig. 5. The frame structure of DFSAC-based traffic offloading method in SAGIN.

The source node device is used to generate data packets,
which are transmitted to the destination node device for recep-
tion. The source node device and the destination node device
are modeled as user equipment (UE). The source node device
generates data using a normally distributed data generation
rate. The relay node device transfers data packets based on
the Open Shortest Path First (OSPF) traffic routing protocol
or the proposed traffic offloading method. The relay nodes
are modeled as BS, UAV, LEO, and GEO. Except for BSs are
static, other devices have their mobile models. The source node
and destination node devices use a random-waypoint mobility
model [45], which can simply randomize the device’s location.

In our simulation, the UEs use the arbitrary movement
model to move within a 100km2 two-dimensional plane area.
For the mobility model of UAV, we set the UAV to fly in
a certain direction at a fixed speed in a predefined period.
After a while, the UAV’s moving direction will shift arbitrarily
and fly at the same moving speed. We consider that LEO
periodically covers the considered area as it moves around the
earth. For GEO, due to its high coverage, we consider it to
cover the target area all the time and have a stable connection
(i.e., the air condition change is not considered). For this area,
(φ, ω0, η, γ, k0) is set to (3.04, -3.61, -23.29, 4.14, 20.7) [46].
For the rain attenuation of the satellite channel model, we set
the Frain to 6dB [46]. The remaining simulation parameters
are shown in Table I.

The frame structure of the DFSAC-based traffic offloading
method is shown in Fig. 5. The local base station nodes are
training nodes for federated learning to collect the network
environment state in replay memory for training. The neural
network in each training node can be divided into Actor-
network and Critic-network. The Actor-network is responsible
for outputting the action of traffic offloading based on the
policy network. The Critic network is responsible for judging
the actions and the environmental trends, which are used to
optimize and improve the performance of the policy network.
Meanwhile, the edge base station node is used as a federated

TABLE I
SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Parameters Values

Number of BS nodes 8
Number of UAV nodes 6
Number of LEO nodes 2
Number of GEO nodes 1
Packet generation rate N(1e6, σ2) Mbps
BS - UAV bandwidth 20MHz
BS - LEO bandwidth 37.5MHz
BS - GEO bandwidth 25MHz
UAV - LEO bandwidth 10MHz
UAV - GEO bandwidth 5MHz
Gamma 0.99
ε 1e-2
Learning rate 5e-4
Learning rate of α 1e-3
Target entropy -4.0

center node to receive local trend networks uploaded by the
local base station nodes, aggregate the parameters, and then
distribute them to the local base station nodes to update their
network parameters to the latest.

B. Performance Evaluation

To evaluate our proposed traffic offloading method, we
conducted experiments comparing it with existing approaches.
Specifically, we run the traditional traffic offloading method
used in [47]–[50] in the same environment. The traditional
traffic offloading method is a greedy offloading method based
on the shortest path. In addition, we simulated the distributed
DDQN-based traffic offloading method in [8] and the tradi-
tional FRL method for experimental comparison.

Fig. 6 and Fig. 7 present a comprehensive analysis of
throughput and packet loss rate variations as the number
of source nodes incrementally increases from 200 to 380,
involving the evaluation of four distinct methods. Fig. 6
clearly demonstrates the substantial advantages of our pro-
posed method. As the number of source nodes increases,
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our method exhibits a consistent improvement in through-
put, contrasting with the unaltered performance of the other
methodologies. This compelling observation underscores our
method’s remarkable ability to enhance network throughput
and maximize its capacity compared to its counterparts. Fig. 7
shows the dynamics of packet loss rates as the source node
count escalates. It becomes evident that, with the increasing
number of source nodes, the packet loss rates of all methods
tend to rise, a common trend attributed to network conges-
tion. However, our proposed method emerges as the standout
performer, consistently maintaining a lower packet loss rate
in comparison to the other three methods. This noteworthy
outcome underscores the efficacy of our approach in mitigating
packet loss and ensuring reliable data transmission in dynamic
and challenging network environments.
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Next, we focus on evaluating packet delay performance, as
depicted in Fig. 8, when these methods are deployed while
varying the number of source nodes. A clear trend emerges
from the figure: when the offloading method is not utilized,
there is a noticeable and consistent increase in average packet
delay as the number of source nodes grows. The strategy
proposed in this study significantly outperforms the methods
based on DDQN and FRL in scenarios with source node
counts ranging from 200 to 380. This empirical evidence
highlights the remarkable capability of our method to maintain

the lowest delay, even amid increasing network loads and
a significant rise in the number of nodes. Notably, such
performance demonstrates the robust stability of our approach
in maintaining low latency within dynamic heterogeneous
network environments.
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Further, to assess the robustness of our algorithm in the
high-mobility setting of SAGIN, we conducted simulations
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to evaluate packet drop rates and throughput. The movement
characteristics of the satellites are predetermined within the
environment. Therefore, we systematically varied the speeds
of the UAVs, ranging from 5m/s to 30m/s, to assess the
performance of each method. Fig. 9 and Fig. 10 show the
packet drop rate increases, and throughput decreases with UAV
moving speed increase. Nevertheless, our proposed method
consistently outperforms the alternatives even as the UAV
speed increases. This trend aligns with the earlier experimental
results, affirming the overall superiority of our proposed traffic
offloading method in the context of SAGIN, particularly in
high-mobility scenarios.

C. Validity of DFRL Framework

The distributed DDQN-based traffic offloading approach [8]
is at the forefront of achieving optimal performance in highly
dynamic SAGIN environments. Building upon this foundation,
we undertake a comprehensive evaluation to validate the
effectiveness of our proposed DFRL framework thoroughly.
We meticulously compare and contrast the performance of
three distinct approaches: the distributed DDQN-based traffic
offloading approach [8], the FL-based DDQN approach, and
the DFRL-based DDQN approach.

Fig. 11, Fig. 12 and Fig. 13 show throughput, packet loss
rate, and packet delay fluctuation as the number of source
nodes increases gradually from 200 to 380. The graphical
representation clearly and decisively showcases the superior
performance of the FL-based DDQN approach compared to
the approach detailed in [8]. This advantage can be attributed
to the heightened interaction among intelligent agents, which
empowers them to make more effective decisions by harness-
ing global state information, resulting in consistently supe-
rior outcomes. Furthermore, as the number of source nodes
continuously increases, leading to a corresponding rise in
network load, the DFRL-based DDQN approach consistently
outperforms the other two algorithms, exhibiting exceptional
performance across three key performance indicators. This is
attributed to our proposed DFRL framework, where agents
develop an understanding of the uniqueness of each region
based on information collected from multiple areas, thereby
formulating more suitable local strategies for their respective
regions. This serves as a demonstration of the robustness and
effectiveness of our proposed DFRL framework, providing a
viable solution to address the intricate challenges posed by the
dynamic and heterogeneous SAGIN environment.

D. Application Cases

We use CartPole from OpenAI Gym [51] as the experi-
mental environment. CartPole is a cart-pole game with a cart
and a pole erected. The algorithm must control the cart to
move left or right to keep the pole upright while satisfying
the constraints. Whenever an operation is performed without
tilting the rod beyond the limit, the environment rewards the
agent with a value of 1, it otherwise 0. Our goal is to verify
the algorithm’s performance in several differentiated environ-
ments. Therefore, the transfer probability of the environment
is varied by changing the length of the pole to obtain multiple
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differentiated environments and setting up agents in each of
the differentiated environments.

For the DFSAC algorithm, we use the output of the policy
network to control the agents. An additional node is set as a
federated center node for model aggregation and distribution.
As described in the previous section, agents in different envi-
ronments share knowledge by sharing global trend networks.
Considering the communication overhead between agents,
each agent stores a backup copy of global trend networks
locally to guide the local data training in the actual algorithm
implementation. After a certain number of training sessions,
i.e., soft update, the local trend networks are uploaded to the
federal center node for aggregation, and the latest global trend
networks are downloaded to update the local backup. This
approach can reduce the communication overhead incurred
during training.

The characteristic between the DFSAC algorithm and the
traditional FRL algorithm is that the differentiation between
different environments is considered in the learning process.
Therefore, we use the SAC algorithm trained by traditional
federated learning as our baseline, i.e. FedAVG [12], the agents
in each environment share the model, including both value
parameters and policy model parameters in the SAC algorithm,
and the models are aggregated and distributed periodically
using averaging model parameters. In addition, we implement
a centralized RL algorithm to verify the performance of a non-
federated learning algorithm in this scenario. The centralized
RL algorithm uses a SAC agent to collect information directly
in each environment and then train.

0 2 0 4 0 6 0 8 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 1 4 0 1 6 0
0

5 0

1 0 0

1 5 0

2 0 0

2 5 0

Re
wa

rd

E p i s o d e

 D F S A C
 C e n t r a l i z e d  R L
 F e d A V G  S A C

R e w a r d

Fig. 14. The rewards achieved by different algorithms.

The reward obtained by the different algorithms in each
episode is shown in Fig. 14, which results from averaging the
reward from several differentiated environments. As can be
seen, the DFSAC algorithm steadily increases and eventually
converges as the training progresses. In contrast, the reward
of other algorithms fluctuates significantly during the training
process and is lower than that of the DFSAC algorithm.
Fig. 15 shows the change in the average loss value of each
agent’s policy network during the training process. It can be
seen from the figure that the DFSAC algorithm has higher
learning efficiency than others. This indicates that the DFSAC
algorithm can obtain policy models more suitable for agents in
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Fig. 15. The policy network loss evolution.

differentiated environments than the traditional FRL algorithm.
The global policy model obtained by directly aggregating
the traditional FRL algorithm is difficult to adapt to this
differentiated environment. Further, the DFSAC algorithm can
avoid the additional communication overhead incurred by the
centralized RL algorithm when transmitting environmental
information.

VI. CONCLUSION

The dynamic and heterogeneous nature of the environment
gives rise to distinct regions, creating a potential challenge
for RL due to the risk of getting trapped in local strategies.
This study introduces a novel concept called DFRL tailored
for networks operating in dynamic and heterogeneous envi-
ronments. DFRL isolates the local policy model from global
integration and employs a trend model to discern regional
variations. In contrast to conventional FRL, our proposal
strongly emphasizes adjusting biases in differentiated regions
and ensuring the independence of local policy models. Our
approach demonstrates superior performance, particularly in
scenarios characterized by heterogeneous network environ-
ments.
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