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Abstract
Autonomous vehicles are suited for continuous area patrolling problems. Finding an optimal patrolling strategy
can be challenging due to unknown environmental factors, such as wind or landscape; or autonomous vehicles’
constraints, such as limited battery life or hardware failures. Importantly, patrolling large areas often requires
multiple agents to collectively coordinate their actions. However, an optimal coordination strategy is often non-
trivial to be manually defined due to the complex nature of patrolling environments. In this paper, we consider
a patrolling problem with environmental factors, agent limitations, and three typical cooperation problems –
collision avoidance, congestion avoidance, and patrolling target negotiation. We propose a multi-agent rein-
forcement learning solution based on a reinforced inter-agent learning (RIAL) method. With this approach,
agents are trained to develop their own communication protocol to cooperate during patrolling where faults can
and do occur. The solution is validated through simulation experiments and is compared with several state-of-
the-art patrolling solutions from different perspectives, including the overall patrol performance, the collision
avoidance performance, the efficiency of battery recharging strategies, and the overall fault tolerance.

Keywords Multi-agent system, Multi-agent patrolling, Multi-
agent Reinforcement Learning, Deep Reinforcement Learning

1 Introduction

Multi-agent Patrolling (MAP) can be defined as a group of
agents travelling regularly through an area so that emerging
events of interest can be identified as early as possible. So-
lutions to the patrolling problem aim to minimize the time be-
tween visits to any location in a given area [19]. Finding an op-
timal patrolling solution is non-trivial. Chevaleyre [4] demon-
strates that the patrolling problem is highly related to the well-
known Travelling Salesman Problem (TSP) and thus is NP-
hard. In addition, real patrolling environments contain non-
deterministic factors, such as wind or landscape, which will
affect the patrolling vehicles’ movements. Further, patrolling
vehicles can have constraints, such as hardware failures or en-
ergy constraints. Importantly, patrolling large areas often re-
quires multiple vehicles to coordinate their actions collectively.

Existing solutions can be largely divided into pre-defined route
strategies and dynamic cooperation strategies [2]. In pre-
defined route strategies, agents calculate their patrolling route
prior to patrolling and follow the route during runtime. How-
ever, these solutions are not ideal for dynamic patrolling en-
vironments, as environmental factors may well alter agents’
movements, and thus preventing them from following the pre-
calculated patrol routes. To address this, dynamic patrolling
strategies have been proposed, where agents share information
with each other and follow pre-defined coordination strategies
to negotiate their next patrolling targets at runtime.

However, patrolling in real-world environments often involves
cooperation challenges. Examples of typical cooperation prob-
lems considered in the literature [13, 1, 18] include: 1) collision
avoidance (Fig. 1a) – where vehicles need to negotiate and al-
ter their route to avoid colliding into each other 2) congestion
avoidance (Fig. 1b) – where vehicles need to negotiate with one
another to avoid blocking each other and causing congestion,
and 3) patrolling targets negotiation – where vehicles need to

negotiate with each other regarding different patrolling targets
to maximise the patrolling efficiency. Due to the high complex-
ity of cooperation scenarios, it is non-trivial to manually define
vehicles’ coordination strategies, as both the optimal commu-
nication protocol and the information that needs to be shared
are non-trivial to discover. Many existing solutions only take
into account one aspect of the cooperation problem and, there-
fore, have a sub-optimal performance in real patrolling environ-
ments.

(a) Example of collision scenar-
ios

(b) Example of congestion
(deadlock) scenarios

Figure 1: Examples of multi-agent cooperation problems. The cir-
cle represents the agent, and the arrow represents the agents desired
movement.

On the other hand, Multi-Agent Reinforcement Learning
(MARL) is a suitable technique for solving MAP problems with
complex cooperation scenarios. It enables agents to develop co-
operation and patrolling strategies through trial and error with
associated rewards. In this paper, we propose a MARL-based
solution incorporating reinforced inter-agent learning (RIAL)
method [9] that trains agents to develop their own communica-
tion protocol in order to patrol while considering typical coop-
eration problems and where agents can fail. A modified multi-
agent Proximal Policy Optimisation algorithm is proposed, to-
gether with a curriculum training strategy to train agents. The
performance of the model, with a focus on collision avoidance
performance, patrolling performance, battery charging perfor-
mance, and fault tolerance, is validated through simulation and
compared with several state-of-the-art solutions.
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2 RelatedWork

Machado et al. [19] formalize the definition of the MAP prob-
lem as multiple agents continuously traversing a graph G(V, E)
with the aim of minimizing the idleness of every vertex. Here,
the term idleness refers to the time between two visits to the
same vertex by an agent. Existing solutions to MAP can be
classified into predefined route strategies and dynamic cooper-
ation strategies.

Examples of predefined route strategies include graph
partitioning-based strategies [4, 20, 29, 28] and shortest cyclic-
based strategies [4, 14, 15, 16]. In graph partitioning-based
strategies, non-overlapping partitions are pre-calculated, and
each agent patrols a partition. In cyclic-based strategies, the
shortest cycle connecting all vertices is pre-calculated, and
agents are evenly spread on the path to patrol. However, find-
ing the optimal partition strategy or shortest cycle is NP-hard
[4]. In addition, the predefined route strategy cannot tolerate
environmental dynamics, and agents cannot follow predefined
routes when their movements are affected by external environ-
mental factors.

On the other hand, in dynamic cooperation strategies, agents
negotiate their next patrolling target at runtime. Examples in-
clude heuristic search-based strategies [19, 5], where a central
coordinator assigns each agent a unique target; auction-based
strategies [1], where agents bid for their next patrolling targets;
Bayesian-based strategies [23, 22, 21], where agents maximize
their local gain and share their next step intention to reduce the
interference between one another, and Multi-Agent Reinforce-
ment Learning (MARL) based solutions [24, 11, 18, 17, 24],
where agents learn their patrolling strategy through trial and er-
ror with rewards based on reinforcement learning.

However, the coordination and communication strategies of
many dynamic cooperation strategies often rely on a precise
model of the environment and agents. For instance, the precise
distance or agents’ travelling time between vertices. It is typ-
ically infeasible to model real environments accurately due to
their complexity and uncertainty. In addition, it is non-trivial
to pre-define optimal coordination/communication strategies
in dynamic patrolling environments with various agents’ con-
straints. For example, what protocol is required for agents to
negotiate their next patrolling target, who should recharge first,
or what to do when agent failures occur? It is also non-trivial
to decide on the information that needs to be shared between
agents for successful patrolling.

Instead of pre-defining the communication strategy for agents,
in this work we adopt the reinforced inter-agent learning
(RIAL) method proposed by Foerster et al. [10]. This allows
agents to develop their own communication method (informa-
tion encoding and communication protocol) to achieve optimal
patrolling. A modified Proximal Policy Optimisation algorithm
is used to train the communication strategy.

3 ProblemModelling

Following the work of Machado et al. [19], we consider the
MAP problem as a set of agents A continuously traversing a

graph G(V, E) with the goal of minimizing the idleness of every
vertex. We define the following:

• Idle(vt) – the idleness of vertex v at time t;

• Idle(Gt) – the idleness of graph G(V, E) at time t,
which is the average of the idleness of all vertices in
the graph G(V, E);

• AVGh(G) – the average of Idle(Gt) after h steps of a
patrolling scenario, and

• MAXh(G) – the highest average Idle(vt) measured at
each step after h steps of a given patrolling scenario.

Two commonly used optimization criteria [4] are considered
in this work: minimizing AVGh(G) and MAXh(G), where
AVGh(G) measures the average patrolling performance of the
agents, and MAXh(G) measures the worst patrolling perfor-
mance of the agents.

In this work, we consider a graph that is patrolled based on
a geometric map, which can be discretised into a grid. Fig. 2a
shows an example of a grid map, where grey blocks are vertices
(i.e., locations that agents can visit), white blocks are obstacles
(i.e., locations that agents cannot occupy), the black block is the
battery charging station, and the circles represent agents (with
ID A and B).

The location of an agent is represented by the matrix index of
the vertex, i.e. the cell occupied by the agent. This can also
be the GPS coordinates. For example, in Fig. 2a, if the top-left
block has index (0, 0), then the bottom-right block has index
(5, 5), and the location of agent A is (1, 2). The grid map can be
represented as a matrix, as shown in Fig. 2b, where 0 represents
the vertices, −1 represents obstacles, and 10 represents the bat-
tery charging station. An agent can mark its own and other
agent locations on the matrix. From agent A’s perspective, we
use 1 to represent agent A’s location and −2 to represent agent
B’s(other agents’) location, where the negativity reflects that
other agents can be considered as obstacles. It is assumed that
the action space of the agent is the set ⟨U p,Down, Le f t,Right,
S tay⟩.

We assume that locations on the graph may have different vis-
iting priorities, i.e., some areas may be more important to visit
than others. The higher a vertex’s priority, the more frequently
it should be visited. The requirements for more frequent vis-
its to high-priority vertices can be modelled through the rate of
idleness-increasing of the vertices. A matrix is used to repre-
sent the vertices’ priorities (Fig.2c). The priority of a vertex is
represented by an integer. The priority of an obstacle is −1, and
the priority of a battery charging station is 0.

Similarly, the idleness of the grid map can also be represented
by a matrix. It is assumed that the idleness of vertices is +∞ at
the beginning of a patrolling scenario since no vertices have
been visited yet. If an agent visits a vertex, the idleness of
that vertex will be set to 0. The idleness of obstacles remains
constant at −1, and the idleness of the battery charging station
remains constant at 0. Agents can share their current locations
with each other and mark the idleness of the vertices occupied
by other agents to 0 to form a global observation of the idleness
matrix of the graph.
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(a) An example
grid map

(b) Matrix ex-
pression of (a)
from agent A’s
perspective

(c) Priority ma-
trix of (a)

(d) Message en-
coded in Matrix
expression of
(a) from agent
A’s perspective

Figure 2: An example grid map (a), its corresponding matrix expres-
sion (b) from agent A’s perspective, its priority matrix (c), and its idle-
ness matrix at timestep 0 (d).

As noted, in this work, agents are trained to develop their own
cooperation strategies to resolve three typical MAP cooperation
problems: 1) collision avoidance, 2) congestion avoidance, and
3) patrolling target negotiation. We use integers for agent mes-
sages. No semantic meanings are assigned to messages prior
to patrolling. Through MARL, agents need to learn to 1) as-
sign and agree on the semantic meaning of each message and
2) learn how to behave optimally when receiving messages.

In each step, an agent’s message will be broadcast to other
agents. We encoded the messages of agents in a matrix expres-
sion, where an agent’s message is shown in the block occupied
by that agent. The sign of the message represents the owner-
ship of a message. From an agent’s perspective, the positive
message is sent by itself, while the negative message is sent
by others. Fig. 2d depicts an example message encoding ma-
trix from agent A’s perspective, where agent A sends a message
2 and agent B sends a message 4. Agents’ messages will not
be carried on to the next step. Since collision avoidance is re-
quired – agents cannot occupy the same vertex – and therefore,
no messages can overlap, and the messages of all agents can be
observed. It is worth noting that the value of the battery charg-
ing station indicator should be set to be distinguished from an
agent’s location indicator that contains a message. For exam-
ple, set as a number larger than the sum of the location indicator
and the message with the highest value.

We further take into account agents’ battery limitations and
failure issues and assume a dynamic patrolling environment.
With respect to the battery constraints of agents, agents must
recharge their batteries before they run out to enable contin-
uous patrolling. A hot-swap battery recharging scheme [12] is
assumed to recharge agents, i.e., when a vehicle goes to the bat-
tery charging station to recharge, a charged vehicle will be de-
ployed to replace it. We do not assume that the battery hot-swap
procedure can be done instantaneously. In addition, for safety
purposes, modern autonomous vehicles may enforce certain be-
haviours if they reach low battery levels, e.g., force-landing in
the case of drones[7]. Therefore, we allow to manually define
the minimum battery level (bl) whereupon the agent should stop
searching and visit the battery charging station. We also assume
that a battery charging station can recharge multiple agents at
the same time.

Regarding agent failures, we consider catastrophic agent fail-
ure scenarios, e.g., hardware failures or running out of charge.
Failed agents can no longer patrol. We assume that failed agents
will be removed from the graph, or otherwise, they may block

the path and cause vertices to be non-visitable, thereby affect-
ing the ability of the remaining agents to patrol properly. The
patrolling system is expected to remain functioning when one
or multiple agents fail.

Regarding environmental dynamics, we consider the effects on
agent movements and their battery draining rate. Specifically,
the dynamics may move agents in an unintentional direction,
altering the travelling time between vertices and increasing or
decreasing the agent’s battery consumption rate.

In a given patrolling scenario, agents interact with the environ-
ment in the following way:

1. At the beginning of a patrolling scenario, all agents
are randomly placed on vertices with a random battery
level remaining.

2. At the beginning of a step, each agent will first make
observations, then communicate, form their collective
plans, and then choose an action and move to their
associated corresponding vertex. After every agent
arrives at their vertex, the current step is considered
completed. An agent’s battery will then drop a non-
deterministic amount.

3. When multiple agents head towards the same vertex,
a collision occurs. Only one of the agents can occupy
the vertex, and others need to return to their original
position.

4. At the end of each step, the idleness of all vertices will
increase by the time that the agents have spent com-
pleting the step. The idleness of the vertices occupied
by agents will be set to 0.

5. If the agent lands on the battery charging station inten-
tionally, i.e., not caused by environmental dynamics,
the hot-swap procedure will start immediately. Other-
wise, the agent will not be replaced.

We summarise the parameters of the environment and agents
and their associated notations in Table 1.

Parameter Description

bmax The maximum battery capacity of an agent.

bi
init Agent i’s battery level at the start.

bi
swap

The time to replace agent i with a charged
agent when agent i needs to recharge.

pi
dyn

The non-deterministic probability that agent
i’s movement will be affected due to
environmental dynamics and uncertainties.

Table 1: The Environment and Agent Parameters.

4 Methods

4.1 System Architecture

In this work, we use the heterogeneous multi-agent system ar-
chitecture proposed in [26], where all agents execute an identi-
cal policy based on their local observations and shared informa-
tion. Since the agents are identical, the total failure scenarios
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of a system with n agents will be n − 1 without considering the
case in which all agents fail. In contrast, in an individual learner
architecture such as [24, 11], n agents result in 2n − 1 distinct
failure cases, thus requiring a vast number of training samples
to cover all failure scenarios.

4.2 Reward Function (R)

A reward function reflects the performance of the agent’s pol-
icy for solving patrolling tasks. In this work, the reward func-
tion evaluates agents from three perspectives: 1) the agents’
patrolling performance, 2) the agents’ battery charging perfor-
mance, and 3) the agents’ collision avoidance performance.
Three reward functions, Rp, Rb, and Rc, evaluate the agents
from each of these perspectives, as shown in Eq. 1.

R = Rp + Rb + Rc (1)

Patrolling performance (Rp) During training, the idleness of
vertices is normalized between 0 and 1 through the function
f (i) = −e−

i
cnorm +1, where i is the idleness and cnorm is a constant

(Fig. 3).

Rp(k, t), shown in Eq. 2, evaluates agent k’s patrolling perfor-
mance at time t. Maximising the cumulative reward of R′p(t) is

equivalent to minimizing AVGh(G) and MAXh(G), which is the
agents’ patrolling goal.

Dk(t) is the difference reward [6], which is the difference in
the rewards with (R′p(t)) and without (R′p,−k(t)) agent k’s action
at time t. It reflects an agent’s contribution to the patrolling
problem. Therefore, the agents should contribute as much as
possible to patrolling.

cr′p and cd are scaling factors.

Figure 3: Function plot of f (i) = −e−
i

10 + 1, i ∈ [0, 100], cnorm = 10

Rp(k, t) = R′p(t) ∗ cr′p + Dk(t) ∗ cd

R′p(t) =
2 − Idle(Gt) − max(Idle(vt))

2
Dk(t) = R′p(t) − R′p,−k(t)

(2)

Battery usage (Rb) An agent’s battery recharging perfor-
mance is evaluated based on two aspects: i) whether an agent
can recharge before its battery runs out, and ii) whether an agent
can recharge with a battery remaining no less than bl. Rb is de-
fined as Eq. 3.

Rb(k) =


−cpb bk = 0
−

cpbm
bl

bk + cpbb 0 ≤ bk ≤ bl

0 bk > bl

(3)

If an agent runs out of battery, a penalty cbp will be assigned to
it. Otherwise, if an agent’s battery remaining bk is lower than bl,
a linear growing penalty, starting at value cpbb with ratio − cpbm

bl
,

will be assigned with respect to bk.

Collision Avoidance (Rc) If agents collide with each other, a
penalty will be assigned to all agents involved in the collision.

Rc =

{
−cpc for agents involved in a collision
0 Otherwise

(4)

4.3 The Learning Algorithm

We use the Multi-agent Proximal Policy Optimization
(MAPPO) algorithm [25, 30] extended from our previous work
[26]. In MAPPO, agents use an actor network to approximate
their policy, and a critic network to approximate the value of
the state during training.

During training, we assume a maximum number of patrolling
agents exist, so the size of all agents’ battery information Bt
and location information Loct is bounded. The observation of
an agent i’s critic network is the set ⟨G(V, E), Idle(Gt), Bt, Loct⟩.
If fewer agents than the assumed maximum are patrolling in a
scenario, the vacant space in Bt will be filled with 1, and the
vacant space in Loct will be filled with the location of battery
charging stations.

An agent i’s actor network’s observation is a set ⟨G(V, E),
Idle(Gt), bit, Loct, ACTit⟩. bit is agent i’s battery remaining in
percentage at time t. ACTit is agent i’s invalid action mask-
ing set [27] at time t, which represents the validity of the
agent’s actions. As an example, agent B in the grid map
shown in Fig. 2a can move Up, Right, or Stay. The agent’s
ACTBt would then be a set < 1, 0, 0, 1, 1 >. If we assume
the agent’s probability distribution over the action space to be
⟨0.2, 0.1, 0.3, 0.2, 0.2⟩, this distribution would then be renor-
malised to ⟨0.33, 0, 0, 0.33, 0.33⟩ based on ACTBt. In real set-
tings, the invalid action masking set can be obtained through
hardware such as radar.

Regarding communication, agents are designed to have two
separate actor networks, Actorcomm and Actoract. In each time
step, Actorcomm first chooses a message for communication.
Then, based on the shared information and message, Actoract
chooses an action to move. The RIAL method [9] is introduced
to train agents to communicate, where the gradient of PPO is
used to update parameters of the Actorcomm, although agents’
actions to communication have no direct influence on agents’
movement and rewards.

LCLIP
i (θ) = Ei,t[min(Ri,t(θ) · Ai,t, clip(Ri,t(θ), 1 − ϵ, 1 + ϵ) · Ai,t)]

where Ri,t(θ) =
πθnew (ai,t,mi,t | st)
πθold (ai,t,mi,t | st)

(5)
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Eq. 5 shows the loss function of the actor network in our
MAPPO algorithm. πθ(a,m|s) is an agent’s policy that selects
action a and message m given a state s based on parameters θ.
Ai,t is the General Advantage Estimate of agent i at time step t.
The ratioi,t(θ) is estimated by:

pθnew (ai,t,mi,t | st)
pθold (ai,t,mi,t | st)

,where pθ(m, a|s) = pθ(m|s) ∗ pθ(a|s,m)

(6)

pθ(m|s) and pθ(a|s,m) are estimated through the trajectory col-
lected in an episode. The gradient of the loss function can,
therefore, update the agent’s Actorcomm network.

In addition, agents’ negotiation on resolving a problem could
last a few time steps. Therefore, a recurrent policy is used, al-
lowing agents to memorize previous communication informa-
tion. The architecture of the agents’ actor and critic networks
is depicted in Fig. 4.

(a) Actor Net-
work (Message) -
Actorcomm

(b) Actor Network
(Movement) -
Actoract (c) Critic Network

Figure 4: Architecture of the Actor Network ( 4a 4b) and the Critic
Network (4c) in the MAPPO. The arrow represents the direction of
the data flow.

To train the MAPPO agents, a trajectory containing ⟨st, pθ(mt |

st), pθ(at | st,mt), rt,Vθ(st), at⟩ is collected in each time step of
a training episode. rt are agents’ rewards, Vθ(st) are critic net-
work’s estimation of the value of state st. When an agent is
recharging, we consider it to be offline and it will be replaced
by a supplementary agent through battery hot-swapping. The
deployed supplementary agent will then continue the trajectory
collection. Since agents cannot make observations during bat-
tery hot-swapping, agents may have trajectories with different
lengths. As a result, agents may calculate different values for
the same state, which should be identical. As a homogeneous
architecture is used such that agents have an identical policy,
the missing data during the battery hot-swapping can be recon-
structed based on the trajectories of other running agents.

5 Performance evaluation

To provide a general performance analysis of the proposed deep
MARL-based approach, we train models on 4 patrolling maps
(Fig. 5) with 1 to 5 agents. We evaluate the performance of the
proposed deep MARL-based strategy, including agents’ ability
to resolve three typical cooperation problems from the follow-
ing perspectives:

• Battery recharging performance – whether agents can
successfully recharge themselves at the appropriate
time,
• Patrolling performance – whether agents can minimise

two criteria AVGh(G) and MAXh(G). It also reflects
whether agents can properly negotiate their targets
to ensure high-priority vertices are visited more fre-
quently while low-priority vertices are also patrolled
without major delays;
• Collision avoidance performance – whether agents can

communicate and ensure only one agent can occupy a
given vertex. It also reflects agents’ congestion avoid-
ance, i.e., the ability to avoid blocking one another.
The number of collisions will increase as more agents
patrol.
• Fault tolerance – whether the patrolling system can re-

main functioning when one or more agent failures oc-
cur.

Regarding the agent collision avoidance evaluation, in a real en-
vironment, a collision can cause agent hardware failures. How-
ever, in Section 5.4, the simulation results show that uncoordi-
nated strategies can cause hundreds or even thousands of colli-
sions among agents in a 24-hour patrolling scenario. Therefore,
during training and evaluation, we assume that after a collision,
a randomly selected agent will occupy the vertex, and the other
agent(s) will return to their original position. We test the pa-
trolling system’s fault tolerance in separate scenarios.

(a) MAP A (b) MAP B (c) MAP C (d) MAP D

Figure 5: Four patrolling maps. The numbers represent the priorities
of vertices, while the un-numbered vertices have priority 0 (normal
priority).

We compare the performance of our model (RL-MSG) with 5
patrolling strategies: 1) Conscientious Reactive strategy (CR)
[19] – where the agents’ next target is the neighbour vertex
with the highest idleness, 2) Partitioning strategy (PART) [29]
– where the graph is evenly partitioned for each agent to patrol,
3) State exchange Bayesian strategy (SEBS) [23], a state-of-
the-art solution where agents share their locations and next step
intention using Bayesian inference to choose their next target
[21], 4) a MARL-based strategy where agents only share their
location information (RL-NO-MSG) [11], and 5) a MARL-
based strategy where agents share their location and their next
step intention (RL-INTENTION) [24, 17].

It is worth noting that CR, PART and SEBS do not have bat-
tery charging strategies. Therefore, we define that the agents
will follow the shortest path to the nearest battery charging sta-
tion, and the agents will consider the battery remaining simi-
lar to the RL-based strategy. For the PART strategy, when an
agent is recharging, its assigned partition will be temporarily
assigned to nearby agents and reassigned to the supplemen-
tary agent once the battery hot-swap is done. The hot-swapped
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agent will follow the shortest path to its partition. In addition,
when an agent is affected by environmental dynamics, e.g., it is
moved outside its assigned partition, it will follow the shortest
path back to its partition.

We configure the parameters of the environment dynamics
based on the settings of real-world experiments described, for
example, in [18]. The specifications of our agents, including
battery lifespan, battery hot-swap time, and agents’ travelling
speed, are based on real-world UAVs (DJI Matrice 300 RTK
[7]). The Matrice 300 RTK has a maximum flight time of 55
minutes under ideal conditions. Regarding the time for bat-
tery hot-swapping, according to its manual, the UAV’s batteries
must be warmed up before installation. The battery heating pro-
cess, using a DJI heater [8], takes 8 to 13 minutes and consumes
3% to 7% of the battery charge.

We assume that the size of a grid on the graph is 50m by 50m,
and the time interval between two discrete timesteps is set to
0.1 minutes. In ideal conditions, it takes the UAV 1 discrete
timestep to patrol to a neighbour vertex (with an ≈ 8.33m/s
flying speed).

The hyperparameters of the agents and environments are shown
in Table 2.

Parameter Value
bmax 550 time steps
bi

init bi
init ∼ [90%, 100%]

bi
swap bi

swap ∼ [80, 150] time steps
pi

dyn pi
dyn ∼ [0, 0.05] per step and per agent

Table 2: The values of parameters of the environment and agents.

5.1 Model Training

Trajectories from 8 parallelly running episodes are collected
to train agents. The curriculum learning [3] method is used,
where the patrolling problem gradually increases in complex-
ity as training progresses. Specifically, we increase the maxi-
mum number of patrolling agents gradually during training, and
hence, the cooperation problems become more complex. This
method improves the convergence of the policy [3] by allowing
agents to develop a communication and cooperation strategy
gradually for hard patrolling problems.

The selected values for the reward function parameters are
shown in Table 3. The architecture of the agents’ actor and
critic network is shown in Table 4 and Table 5 1. Regarding
agents’ communication, we set agents’ message space to be a
set from 1 to 16.

The hyperparameters of the MAPPO algorithm are shown in
Table 6. The models are trained for 1500 episodes, and each
episode has a horizon of 5000 steps. For a fair comparison,
RL-NO-MSG and RL-INTENTION are trained with the same
hyperparameter configuration and with curriculum learning.

Fig. 6 demonstrates the agents’ cumulative reward for RL-
MSG, RL-NO-MSG, and RL-INTENTION methods. The solid

1RL-NO-MSG and RL-INTENTION do not have the ActorComm
network.

Parameter Value
cnorm 200
cr′p 0.5
cd

50
num of maximum patrolling agents

cpb 50
m 20

crb2

1 for MAP A, C, D
0.5 for MAP B

cpc 1

Table 3: The parameters of the reward functions.

Layer Parameter Activation Function

Conv ic=2, oc=4, ks=(3,3),
s=1, p=0 Tanh

Conv ic=4, oc=8, ks=(3,3),
s=1, p=0 Tanh

Dense 519 × 512 Tanh
Dense 512 × 341 Tanh
Dense 341 × 227 Tanh

Dense 227 × 1 - Actoract
227 × 16 - ActorComm

None

Table 4: Neural network architecture of the agent’s actor network
(Actoract and ActorComm). "Conv" – convolutional layer, "Dense" –
dense layer, "ic" – "input channel". "oc" – "output channel". "ks" –
"kernel size". "s" – "stride". "p" – "padding".

curves show the average of agents’ last 50 cumulative reward.
The results indicate that the proposed MARL-based strategy
can achieve a higher cumulative reward compared with strate-
gies where agents are not allowed to communicate or where
agents can only share their intentions.

5.2 Battery Recharging Performance Evaluation

A model’s battery recharging performance is evaluated based
on the agents’ battery failure rate and their amount of battery
remaining when recharging. The data is collected from 10 tests,
each containing 100 test episodes. Each episode has a horizon
of 14, 400 steps simulating approximately a real-world 24-hour
patrolling scenario, i.e., each test calculates the average battery
failure rate over 100 days.

Layer Parameter Activation Function

Conv ic=2, oc=4, ks=(3,3),
s=1, p=0 Tanh

Conv ic=4, oc=8, ks=(3,3),
s=1, p=0 Tanh

Dense 527 × 512 Tanh
Dense 512 × 341 Tanh
Dense 341 × 227 Tanh
Dense 227 × 1 None

Table 5: Neural network architecture of the agent’s critic network.
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Parameter Parameter Value
γ 0.95

GAE λ 0.95
Policy clip 0.15

Number of Batches 50
Epoch 3

Entropy coefficient 0.002

Learning rate 2e-4 before 1000 episodes
and 1e-4 afterwards.

Number of patrolling
agents in 8 parallel
episodes. "ep" is the
number of training
episodes

1, 1, 1, 1, 2, 2, 2, 2 | ep < 200
1, 1, 1, 1, 2, 2, 3, 3 | 200 ≤ ep < 400
1, 1, 1, 1, 2, 3, 3, 4 | 400 ≤ ep < 600
1, 1, 1, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 | 600 ≤ ep

Table 6: Values of MAPPO hyperparameters.

(a) MAP A (b) MAP B

(c) MAP C (d) MAP D

Figure 6: Four patrolling maps. The numbers represent the priorities
of vertices, while the un-numbered vertices have priority 0.

For the CR, PART, and SEBS strategies, we define a battery
charging strategy with a near-zero 2 failure rate. Agents dy-
namically plan their shortest path to the battery charging sta-
tion and avoid deadlock situations, where no agents can move
as their intended directions are blocked by other agents.

Table 7 and Table 8 show the amount of agents’ battery remain-
ing when recharging and their battery failure rate on four maps
patrolling with 1 to 5 agents. From Table 8, we observe that the
result indicates that all MARL-based strategies have learned to
recharge with battery charge remaining as required. Table 7
shows that RL-MSG has the lowest average battery failure rate
across all reinforcement learning methods with a near-zero fail-
ure rate on Maps A, C and D.

On the other hand, RL-INTENTION has no better battery
charging performance compared with RL-NO-MSG. This in-
dicates that pre-defined communication strategies may not re-

2The environmental dynamics may result in agents failing to reach
the battery charging station

sult in optimal patrolling strategies in complex cooperation sce-
narios. From the results, we can conclude that the proposed
agents have successfully developed a strategy that coordinates
how multiple agents can recharge.

5.3 Patrolling Performance Evaluation

A model’s patrolling performance is evaluated based on
AVGh(G), MAXh(G) averaged over 100 successfully completed
test episodes without battery failure. Each episode has a hori-
zon of 14, 400 steps.

Table 9 and Table 10 show the results for the patrolling perfor-
mance. On average, RL-MSG has the most optimal MAXh(G)
on all maps with different numbers of patrolling agents and has
a AVGh(G) no worse than other strategies.

It is worth noting that RL-MSG outperforms RL-NO-MSG
and RL-INTENTION in single-agent scenarios when mea-
suring MAXh(G) since the communication has no contribu-
tion to patrolling. This indicates that RL-NO-MSG and RL-
INTENTION agents are less greedy when visiting vertices with
high priority/idleness. When patrolling with multiple uncoor-
dinated agents, if all agents are greedy in visiting vertices with
high priority/idleness, this could lead to other vertices not be-
ing patrolled often and result in a poor overall patrolling per-
formance. Therefore, RL-NO-MSG and RL-INTENTION may
choose a sub-optimal strategy where agents are less greedy in
visiting high-prioritised vertices, assuring each node is visited
with an even frequency.

On the other hand, as the RL-MSG has a low MAXh(G), this
indicates that agents have developed a communication strat-
egy that allows them to negotiate and evenly assign each other
patrolling targets, assuring high prioritised vertices are visited
frequently without leaving low prioritised vertices unvisited.
Therefore, from this result, we can conclude that the proposed
agents have the ability to communicate and cooperate, resulting
in more optimal patrolling strategies.

In addition, the RL-INTENTION agents perform even worse
than RL-MSG, indicating that manually defined communica-
tion information may not always have a positive effect in find-
ing optimal patrolling strategies.

5.4 Collision/Congestion Avoidance Performance Evaluation

A model’s collision/congestion avoidance performance is eval-
uated based on the number of collisions that occur among
agents. The data is averaged over 100 successfully completed
test episodes without battery failure. Each episode has a hori-
zon of 14, 400 steps.

Table 11 shows the number of agents’ collisions in a simu-
lated 24-hour patrolling scenario using different policies. The
CR strategy has no coordination between agents and hence has
the highest collision rate. In PART strategies, agents are pa-
trolling non-overlapping areas, so the collisions mostly occur
when agents are on their way to recharge, indicating conges-
tion situations. For example, some agents try to enter the bat-
tery charging station while other agents are trying to leave. The
result shows that PART strategy collision/congestion avoidance
performance is map-dependent, since agents have the best colli-
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sion avoidance performance on MAP B, but worse performance
than RL-MSG strategies on MAP A and C. The agents also fre-
quently collide on MAP D.

Regarding the RL-based strategy collision/congestion avoid-
ance performance, RL-MSG has the least number of collisions
among all strategies on MAP A, C and D and has the best per-
formance among MARL-based strategies on MAP B. There-
fore, we can conclude that the proposed agents have developed
a communication protocol to effectively avoid collisions and
congestion.

In addition, the results show that sharing agent intentions will
not improve the agents’ ability to avoid collisions. Indeed
sometimes, it can cause agents to perform even worse.

5.5 Fault tolerance Evaluation

According to the results in Section 5.2, Section 5.4, and Section
5.3, on average, the RL-MSG strategy has the optimal perfor-
mance on all maps based on 1 to 5 patrolling agents. It indicates
that the cooperation strategy developed by agents can work with
different numbers of agents, and the patrolling system can keep
functioning when one or multiple agents fail. Therefore, the
fault tolerance of the proposed method is demonstrated.
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MAP A
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G

1 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 2.79e − 03 σ : 6.47e − 03 µ : 2.58e − 03 σ : 6.39e − 03 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000
2 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 1.85e − 02 σ : 1.68e − 02 µ : 6.06e − 05 σ : 1.92e − 04 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000
3 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 2.62e − 02 σ : 1.38e − 02 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000
4 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 2.08e − 04 σ : 3.41e − 04 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 2.63e − 02 σ : 7.70e − 03 µ : 2.08e − 04 σ : 3.66e − 04 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000
5 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 3.09e − 05 σ : 9.76e − 05 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 2.26e − 02 σ : 5.06e − 03 µ : 2.85e − 04 σ : 3.40e − 04 µ : 5.16e − 05 σ : 1.63e − 04
MAP B
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G
1 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 1.22e − 02 σ : 6.84e − 03 µ : 1.58e − 02 σ : 7.27e − 03 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000
2 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 1.60e − 02 σ : 7.99e − 03 µ : 3.67e − 02 σ : 1.13e − 02 µ : 3.02e − 04 σ : 9.54e − 04
3 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 2.03e − 02 σ : 1.40e − 02 µ : 4.66e − 02 σ : 1.40e − 02 µ : 1.07e − 03 σ : 1.69e − 03
4 µ : 4.31e − 05 σ : 1.36e − 04 µ : 1.73e − 04 σ : 3.71e − 04 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 1.80e − 02 σ : 6.32e − 03 µ : 3.35e − 02 σ : 6.70e − 03 µ : 1.12e − 03 σ : 2.70e − 03
5 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 5.30e − 05 σ : 1.68e − 04 µ : 2.10e − 04 σ : 5.21e − 04 µ : 1.54e − 02 σ : 4.76e − 03 µ : 2.51e − 02 σ : 5.02e − 03 µ : 7.85e − 04 σ : 1.41e − 03

MAP C
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G

1 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 5.75e − 03 σ : 8.89e − 03 µ : 3.20e − 02 σ : 1.63e − 02 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000
2 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 7.71e − 03 σ : 8.25e − 03 µ : 9.33e − 03 σ : 4.91e − 03 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000
3 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 7.69e − 05 σ : 2.43e − 04 µ : 2.58e − 03 σ : 2.86e − 03 µ : 2.11e − 02 σ : 9.59e − 03 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000
4 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 4.34e − 03 σ : 2.49e − 03 µ : 1.76e − 02 σ : 7.37e − 03 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000
5 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 4.04e − 05 σ : 1.28e − 04 µ : 1.15e − 04 σ : 3.65e − 04 µ : 2.58e − 03 σ : 1.52e − 03 µ : 1.13e − 02 σ : 4.77e − 03 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000
MAP D
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G
1 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 4.12e − 04 σ : 1.03e − 03 µ : 1.46e − 02 σ : 1.20e − 02 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000
2 µ : 1.35e − 04 σ : 4.28e − 04 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 8.77e − 04 σ : 7.45e − 04 µ : 1.20e − 02 σ : 5.86e − 03 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000
3 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 6.42e − 04 σ : 6.97e − 04 µ : 7.38e − 03 σ : 3.92e − 03 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000
4 µ : 9.12e − 05 σ : 2.88e − 04 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 1.44e − 03 σ : 2.20e − 03 µ : 5.80e − 03 σ : 2.43e − 03 µ : 8.17e − 05 σ : 2.58e − 04
5 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 9.37e − 05 σ : 1.51e − 04 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 1.11e − 03 σ : 5.50e − 04 µ : 4.99e − 03 σ : 4.42e − 03 µ : 7.26e − 05 σ : 2.30e − 04

Table 7: Agents’ battery failure rate. Run with 1 to 5 number of patrolling agents on four maps

MAP A
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G

1 µ : 0.1340 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1340 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1340 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1288 σ : 0.0217 µ : 0.1332 σ : 0.0126 µ : 0.1164 σ : 0.0046
2 µ : 0.1339 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1339 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1339 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1363 σ : 0.0149 µ : 0.1324 σ : 0.0100 µ : 0.1542 σ : 0.0222
3 µ : 0.1338 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1339 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1337 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1444 σ : 0.0130 µ : 0.1372 σ : 0.0077 µ : 0.2020 σ : 0.0252
4 µ : 0.1337 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1338 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1335 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1580 σ : 0.0114 µ : 0.1448 σ : 0.0069 µ : 0.2516 σ : 0.0268
5 µ : 0.1336 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1336 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1334 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1836 σ : 0.0131 µ : 0.1605 σ : 0.0071 µ : 0.3258 σ : 0.0226
MAP B
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G

1 µ : 0.1340 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1339 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1340 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1158 σ : 0.0135 µ : 0.1178 σ : 0.0134 µ : 0.1238 σ : 0.0071
2 µ : 0.1336 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1337 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1336 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1307 σ : 0.0169 µ : 0.1194 σ : 0.0091 µ : 0.1238 σ : 0.0080
3 µ : 0.1332 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1334 σ : 0.0004 µ : 0.1332 σ : 0.0004 µ : 0.1482 σ : 0.0165 µ : 0.1254 σ : 0.0088 µ : 0.1301 σ : 0.0104
4 µ : 0.1328 σ : 0.0004 µ : 0.1330 σ : 0.0005 µ : 0.1327 σ : 0.0004 µ : 0.1674 σ : 0.0183 µ : 0.1325 σ : 0.0073 µ : 0.1492 σ : 0.0143
5 µ : 0.1323 σ : 0.0004 µ : 0.1324 σ : 0.0006 µ : 0.1322 σ : 0.0004 µ : 0.1913 σ : 0.0175 µ : 0.1420 σ : 0.0075 µ : 0.1809 σ : 0.0163
MAP C
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G

1 µ : 0.1341 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1341 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1341 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1246 σ : 0.0203 µ : 0.1194 σ : 0.0073 µ : 0.1179 σ : 0.0077
2 µ : 0.1339 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1339 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1339 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1423 σ : 0.0159 µ : 0.1210 σ : 0.0061 µ : 0.1216 σ : 0.0113
3 µ : 0.1337 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1337 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1336 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1671 σ : 0.0162 µ : 0.1252 σ : 0.0058 µ : 0.1249 σ : 0.0097
4 µ : 0.1334 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1337 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1333 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1929 σ : 0.0171 µ : 0.1292 σ : 0.0052 µ : 0.1373 σ : 0.0113
5 µ : 0.1331 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1333 σ : 0.0004 µ : 0.1330 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.2245 σ : 0.0174 µ : 0.1367 σ : 0.0061 µ : 0.1571 σ : 0.0125
MAP D
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G

1 µ : 0.1341 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1341 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1341 σ : 0.0003 µ : 0.1259 σ : 0.0240 µ : 0.1149 σ : 0.0141 µ : 0.1213 σ : 0.0172
2 µ : 0.1341 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1341 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1341 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1578 σ : 0.0193 µ : 0.1438 σ : 0.0098 µ : 0.1277 σ : 0.0109
3 µ : 0.1340 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1341 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1340 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1762 σ : 0.0169 µ : 0.1586 σ : 0.0076 µ : 0.1351 σ : 0.0104
4 µ : 0.1339 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1341 σ : 0.0001 µ : 0.1338 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1919 σ : 0.0157 µ : 0.1749 σ : 0.0070 µ : 0.1406 σ : 0.0100
5 µ : 0.1338 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1340 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.1336 σ : 0.0002 µ : 0.2732 σ : 0.0182 µ : 0.1918 σ : 0.0064 µ : 0.1519 σ : 0.0105

Table 8: Agents’ battery remaining when recharging. Run with 1 to 5 number of patrolling agents on four maps
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MAP A
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G

1 µ : 183.3371 σ : 3.7145 µ : 183.5074 σ : 3.7128 µ : 184.9215 σ : 4.2832 µ : 188.9881 σ : 288.3451 µ : 165.7248 σ : 179.9760 µ : 131.7189 σ : 1.8936
2 µ : 97.6387 σ : 2.2720 µ : 100.2183 σ : 15.0539 µ : 97.5366 σ : 2.3382 µ : 95.9016 σ : 166.1908 µ : 84.4130 σ : 16.6287 µ : 75.5359 σ : 2.6944
3 µ : 67.7725 σ : 2.2211 µ : 69.8944 σ : 2.0781 µ : 67.6091 σ : 2.0964 µ : 60.7815 σ : 2.5437 µ : 57.5172 σ : 2.6995 µ : 52.6636 σ : 1.8518
4 µ : 52.1960 σ : 2.0711 µ : 53.4456 σ : 1.9123 µ : 52.0588 σ : 2.0055 µ : 46.5219 σ : 1.3970 µ : 44.8583 σ : 1.7284 µ : 40.8758 σ : 1.0444
5 µ : 41.8378 σ : 1.6994 µ : 45.3561 σ : 1.9524 µ : 42.4527 σ : 1.8353 µ : 38.2902 σ : 0.8793 µ : 38.2516 σ : 1.0543 µ : 34.8728 σ : 0.6921
MAP B
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G
1 µ : 224.4868 σ : 4.0319 µ : 224.6840 σ : 4.2853 µ : 236.9719 σ : 10.6308 µ : 190.6763 σ : 69.6721 µ : 178.9766 σ : 47.0837 µ : 162.6386 σ : 2.1216
2 µ : 117.3234 σ : 2.1993 µ : 115.8147 σ : 2.1118 µ : 119.3298 σ : 2.3645 µ : 104.0686 σ : 2.5201 µ : 98.6909 σ : 2.6492 µ : 93.3030 σ : 2.2468
3 µ : 81.0263 σ : 2.0655 µ : 81.3888 σ : 1.9004 µ : 82.3863 σ : 2.1113 µ : 70.7754 σ : 2.0695 µ : 68.8785 σ : 2.6591 µ : 65.0327 σ : 3.0051
4 µ : 62.1544 σ : 2.0682 µ : 59.9021 σ : 1.6728 µ : 63.5049 σ : 2.0705 µ : 54.6528 σ : 1.5630 µ : 53.6752 σ : 1.7358 µ : 49.0819 σ : 2.1467
5 µ : 50.6868 σ : 1.8885 µ : 50.7638 σ : 2.2574 µ : 51.9090 σ : 2.0384 µ : 45.4188 σ : 1.0718 µ : 46.0692 σ : 1.4808 µ : 40.0463 σ : 1.0468
MAP C
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G

1 µ : 187.7194 σ : 4.1179 µ : 187.5161 σ : 3.9209 µ : 189.8196 σ : 4.2845 µ : 140.0971 σ : 91.0258 µ : 133.1361 σ : 2.6599 µ : 122.2080 σ : 3.5518
2 µ : 99.0203 σ : 2.5400 µ : 110.7920 σ : 3.5309 µ : 99.6173 σ : 2.4804 µ : 71.6587 σ : 2.6496 µ : 75.6820 σ : 2.2151 µ : 68.2548 σ : 2.3819
3 µ : 68.5907 σ : 2.3251 µ : 73.2738 σ : 2.0555 µ : 69.3677 σ : 2.3816 µ : 49.8121 σ : 1.6317 µ : 52.6383 σ : 2.6975 µ : 46.3840 σ : 2.3139
4 µ : 52.5169 σ : 2.1176 µ : 56.8624 σ : 2.2221 µ : 53.3944 σ : 2.1962 µ : 39.8652 σ : 1.0476 µ : 40.4822 σ : 1.8476 µ : 34.9227 σ : 1.4852
5 µ : 42.7723 σ : 1.9872 µ : 44.9005 σ : 1.9082 µ : 43.6003 σ : 1.9651 µ : 34.6704 σ : 0.7179 µ : 33.5224 σ : 1.2858 µ : 28.5495 σ : 0.7998
MAP D
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G

1 µ : 192.3403 σ : 29.9326 µ : 191.0242 σ : 21.6364 µ : 215.1032 σ : 182.3254 µ : 177.5672 σ : 190.6405 µ : 138.3886 σ : 31.8400 µ : 129.9014 σ : 16.4244
2 µ : 100.5563 σ : 2.3734 µ : 99.4378 σ : 2.8932 µ : 101.1419 σ : 2.8905 µ : 77.3831 σ : 24.9799 µ : 75.8375 σ : 2.6959 µ : 69.9284 σ : 2.9409
3 µ : 73.6131 σ : 2.8865 µ : 72.4629 σ : 2.8776 µ : 73.9394 σ : 2.8930 µ : 51.7195 σ : 1.4624 µ : 51.9490 σ : 1.7576 µ : 47.0592 σ : 2.1376
4 µ : 58.4924 σ : 2.5641 µ : 58.3940 σ : 37.4553 µ : 58.9152 σ : 2.5612 µ : 39.6816 σ : 0.8639 µ : 40.3278 σ : 0.9474 µ : 35.1323 σ : 1.3787
5 µ : 48.1841 σ : 2.3274 µ : 49.2923 σ : 4.7636 µ : 48.6457 σ : 2.3929 µ : 33.1506 σ : 0.4697 µ : 34.6293 σ : 0.8201 µ : 27.9511 σ : 0.7556

Table 9: Agents’ patrolling performance: MAXh(G). Run with 1 to 5 number of patrolling agents on four maps

MAP A
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G

1 µ : 66.6019 σ : 1.0565 µ : 66.6444 σ : 0.9944 µ : 66.7939 σ : 1.1052 µ : 80.3820 σ : 194.2894 µ : 64.6275 σ : 49.8050 µ : 57.4303 σ : 0.6893
2 µ : 35.1491 σ : 1.8252 µ : 35.1874 σ : 3.1381 µ : 35.2155 σ : 1.8163 µ : 37.2808 σ : 93.8078 µ : 32.3155 σ : 2.8693 µ : 30.1864 σ : 1.8198
3 µ : 23.9899 σ : 1.6505 µ : 23.7804 σ : 1.6720 µ : 24.0847 σ : 1.5958 µ : 21.1059 σ : 1.2811 µ : 20.8232 σ : 1.4225 µ : 19.8619 σ : 0.9143
4 µ : 18.1384 σ : 1.3817 µ : 17.7648 σ : 1.3321 µ : 18.2174 σ : 1.3504 µ : 15.3687 σ : 0.5755 µ : 15.3377 σ : 0.7712 µ : 14.8175 σ : 0.4359
5 µ : 14.1998 σ : 0.9995 µ : 14.6346 σ : 1.1766 µ : 14.7147 σ : 1.2006 µ : 12.0893 σ : 0.3361 µ : 12.1691 σ : 0.3815 µ : 12.0557 σ : 0.2292
MAP B
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G
1 µ : 74.1094 σ : 1.0852 µ : 74.1406 σ : 1.0546 µ : 75.2692 σ : 1.2243 µ : 69.1650 σ : 25.5634 µ : 68.0592 σ : 16.6569 µ : 63.8197 σ : 0.7026
2 µ : 38.7192 σ : 1.7510 µ : 37.9490 σ : 1.7256 µ : 39.0859 σ : 1.7683 µ : 35.2694 σ : 1.6200 µ : 34.7860 σ : 1.9595 µ : 35.1712 σ : 1.7947
3 µ : 26.3325 σ : 1.6093 µ : 26.1129 σ : 1.6099 µ : 26.5480 σ : 1.5764 µ : 23.0434 σ : 1.0236 µ : 22.9251 σ : 1.3663 µ : 23.1885 σ : 1.6820
4 µ : 19.8829 σ : 1.3941 µ : 19.2605 σ : 1.3200 µ : 20.1076 σ : 1.3793 µ : 17.1807 σ : 0.6290 µ : 16.9408 σ : 0.7634 µ : 16.4974 σ : 0.8969
5 µ : 16.0548 σ : 1.1601 µ : 15.7817 σ : 1.2744 µ : 16.2300 σ : 1.2338 µ : 13.7313 σ : 0.3986 µ : 13.7567 σ : 0.5740 µ : 12.8236 σ : 0.3957
MAP C
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G

1 µ : 63.4835 σ : 0.9855 µ : 63.4437 σ : 0.9743 µ : 63.7188 σ : 1.0402 µ : 58.7707 σ : 40.2599 µ : 56.1895 σ : 0.7963 µ : 53.7923 σ : 0.6735
2 µ : 33.3333 σ : 1.8693 µ : 34.7391 σ : 2.0005 µ : 33.6321 σ : 1.8256 µ : 27.8211 σ : 1.6120 µ : 30.9489 σ : 2.1296 µ : 28.0241 σ : 1.8421
3 µ : 22.7377 σ : 1.6444 µ : 23.3286 σ : 1.5973 µ : 22.9467 σ : 1.5782 µ : 18.3612 σ : 0.7343 µ : 19.8518 σ : 1.5814 µ : 18.3074 σ : 1.2951
4 µ : 17.0159 σ : 1.2963 µ : 17.4208 σ : 1.2917 µ : 17.3398 σ : 1.3706 µ : 13.9989 σ : 0.4197 µ : 14.4233 σ : 0.9342 µ : 13.2219 σ : 0.6764
5 µ : 13.7177 σ : 1.1121 µ : 13.7342 σ : 1.0416 µ : 13.9618 σ : 1.1047 µ : 11.5336 σ : 0.2333 µ : 11.3154 σ : 0.5803 µ : 10.3178 σ : 0.3080
MAP D
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G

1 µ : 67.9269 σ : 1.9762 µ : 67.9593 σ : 1.7054 µ : 71.2271 σ : 5.4665 µ : 72.0489 σ : 98.5430 µ : 58.2976 σ : 4.1069 µ : 55.6189 σ : 2.3105
2 µ : 34.3322 σ : 1.6444 µ : 34.0368 σ : 1.7473 µ : 34.9928 σ : 1.6392 µ : 28.4745 σ : 4.5052 µ : 28.5697 σ : 1.7028 µ : 27.4157 σ : 1.8956
3 µ : 23.5597 σ : 1.6630 µ : 23.5541 σ : 1.6997 µ : 23.9501 σ : 1.5931 µ : 18.4359 σ : 0.6676 µ : 18.5134 σ : 0.8424 µ : 17.4332 σ : 1.0672
4 µ : 17.7813 σ : 1.3559 µ : 18.3151 σ : 8.5409 µ : 18.1609 σ : 1.3145 µ : 13.6405 σ : 0.3611 µ : 13.7052 σ : 0.4168 µ : 12.6147 σ : 0.6364
5 µ : 14.1447 σ : 1.1483 µ : 14.8429 σ : 1.4491 µ : 14.4940 σ : 1.1776 µ : 10.9491 σ : 0.1413 µ : 11.1466 σ : 0.2770 µ : 9.7941 σ : 0.2969

Table 10: Agents’ patrolling performance: AVGh(G). Run with 1 to 5 number of patrolling agents on four maps
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MAP A
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G

1 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000
2 µ : 149.4240 σ : 16.3574 µ : 5.1200 σ : 3.5126 µ : 6.8320 σ : 3.6888 µ : 8.0998 σ : 4.0137 µ : 5.7595 σ : 3.5858 µ : 3.6560 σ : 2.7086
3 µ : 652.0460 σ : 46.2877 µ : 18.1500 σ : 6.3571 µ : 29.9080 σ : 7.4285 µ : 25.3590 σ : 7.3234 µ : 13.8480 σ : 5.7799 µ : 10.0360 σ : 4.5184
4 µ : 1417.7680 σ : 73.7121 µ : 42.7606 σ : 10.3494 µ : 72.8500 σ : 12.4168 µ : 54.7411 σ : 11.7265 µ : 31.6660 σ : 8.5688 µ : 23.5520 σ : 7.2595
5 µ : 2421.1750 σ : 92.7326 µ : 80.8617 σ : 14.6901 µ : 144.8750 σ : 16.4101 µ : 113.5650 σ : 17.5557 µ : 87.6004 σ : 15.3508 µ : 67.7675 σ : 12.4806
MAP B
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G

1 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000
2 µ : 123.6680 σ : 15.1241 µ : 3.1240 σ : 2.6666 µ : 3.9960 σ : 2.8943 µ : 11.6061 σ : 5.2720 µ : 8.1720 σ : 4.4688 µ : 5.4910 σ : 3.3923
3 µ : 459.3140 σ : 33.9044 µ : 10.3080 σ : 4.6584 µ : 15.9160 σ : 5.6640 µ : 23.6945 σ : 7.1199 µ : 21.3022 σ : 7.3859 µ : 13.9676 σ : 5.9134
4 µ : 994.8617 σ : 56.1997 µ : 29.9839 σ : 8.1413 µ : 39.5080 σ : 9.3091 µ : 48.6942 σ : 10.5879 µ : 47.8125 σ : 11.0994 µ : 34.9089 σ : 9.1599
5 µ : 1746.8800 σ : 78.0190 µ : 53.8657 σ : 11.1249 µ : 77.3092 σ : 12.1072 µ : 102.0730 σ : 15.3740 µ : 119.8333 σ : 17.4588 µ : 82.0446 σ : 14.8124
MAP C
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G

1 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000
2 µ : 149.2120 σ : 16.4358 µ : 6.0200 σ : 3.7077 µ : 5.7840 σ : 3.4048 µ : 6.2260 σ : 3.7428 µ : 8.2090 σ : 4.2933 µ : 6.2240 σ : 3.7301
3 µ : 625.7180 σ : 44.7488 µ : 18.1760 σ : 6.6511 µ : 22.9218 σ : 6.4974 µ : 16.9513 σ : 6.1506 µ : 21.5152 σ : 7.7888 µ : 13.7080 σ : 5.1947
4 µ : 1328.0180 σ : 66.6479 µ : 36.5720 σ : 9.3013 µ : 54.5020 σ : 10.9157 µ : 38.0022 σ : 9.3537 µ : 50.1639 σ : 11.6933 µ : 23.5100 σ : 7.2729
5 µ : 2311.6960 σ : 88.2637 µ : 69.0220 σ : 14.1833 µ : 106.7355 σ : 14.6313 µ : 92.8781 σ : 15.1544 µ : 111.2312 σ : 17.3881 µ : 56.0160 σ : 10.5983
MAP D
n CR PART S EBS RL − INT ENT ION RL − NO − MS G RL − MS G

1 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000 µ : 0.0000 σ : 0.0000
2 µ : 44.2204 σ : 8.9096 µ : 4.8680 σ : 3.2906 µ : 1.2640 σ : 1.5771 µ : 5.1184 σ : 3.1210 µ : 6.9542 σ : 3.6982 µ : 4.0400 σ : 2.7824
3 µ : 322.8160 σ : 28.9064 µ : 26.7060 σ : 14.6195 µ : 12.8960 σ : 5.0581 µ : 14.0978 σ : 5.3990 µ : 16.9541 σ : 6.1914 µ : 11.2200 σ : 4.7989
4 µ : 834.3387 σ : 49.9518 µ : 176.4740 σ : 173.8536 µ : 36.5460 σ : 8.3469 µ : 30.2484 σ : 7.8420 µ : 32.9813 σ : 8.0000 µ : 22.6834 σ : 6.8469
5 µ : 1512.8420 σ : 73.0869 µ : 615.3421 σ : 332.9502 µ : 74.6040 σ : 12.2804 µ : 83.6165 σ : 13.5099 µ : 85.3165 σ : 14.6589 µ : 48.6072 σ : 10.0861

Table 11: Agents’ collision avoidance performance. Run with 1 to 5 number of patrolling agents on four maps
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6 Conclusion

This work has proposed a deep multi-agent reinforcement
learning-based patrolling approach that allows agents to de-
velop their own communication protocol to cooperate during
multi-agent patrolling problems. Agents can communicate to
avoid collisions, assign different patrolling targets to each other,
and negotiate battery recharging schemes to support continuous
patrolling. The patrolling system can remain functioning when
one or multiple agents fail. We propose a modified state-of-
the-art reinforcement learning algorithm (Proximal Policy Op-
timization) to train agents by adopting a reinforced inter-agent
learning (RIAL) method [9]. Simulation experiments show that
our approach has improved patrolling performance and colli-
sion avoidance performance compared with other state-of-the-
art solutions based on a Conscientious Reactive strategy, Par-
titioning strategy, State exchange Bayesian strategy, and RL-
based approach where agents only share their location infor-
mation and their next step intention. In addition, the proposed
solution has the lowest battery failure rate among the RL-based
solutions.

There are several areas that could be explored in future exten-
sions to the work, including:

• patrolling with agents with different specifications and
policies;
• supporting patrolling policies that allow agents to pa-

trol different maps;
• deploying the solution to real-world patrolling vehicle

scenarios.
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[29] BernÃąt Wiandt, Vilmos Simon, and AndrÃąs KÅŚkuti.
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