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Abstract— The on-orbit intelligent planning of satellites swarm
has attracted increasing attention from scholars. Especially in tasks
such as the pursuit and attachment of non-cooperative satellites,
satellites swarm must achieve coordinated cooperation with limited
resources. The study proposes a reinforcement learning framework
that integrates the transformer and expert networks. Firstly, under
the constraints of incomplete information about non-cooperative
satellites, an implicit multi-satellites cooperation strategy was de-
signed using a communication sharing mechanism. Subsequently,
for the characteristics of the pursuit-attachment tasks, the multi-
agent reinforcement learning framework is improved by introducing
transformers and expert networks inspired by transfer learning
ideas. To address the issue of satellites swarm scalability, sequence
modelling based on transformers is utilized to craft memory-
augmented policy networks, meanwhile increasing the scalability of
the swarm. By comparing the convergence curves with other algo-
rithms, it is shown that the proposed method is qualified for pursuit-
attachment tasks of satellites swarm. Additionally, simulations
under different maneuvering strategies of non-cooperative satellites
respectively demonstrate the robustness of the algorithm and the
task efficiency of the swarm system. The success rate of pursuit-
attachment tasks is analyzed through Monte Carlo simulations.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, satellites swarm has gained
widespread attention due to its increasing significance
in areas such as space dominance and information
competition[1]. Meanwhile, intelligent planning for
satellite rendezvous and proximity operations has been
an active research area and shows great potential in
satellite refueling, formation flying, and orbital debris
mitigation and avoidance[2]. Typically, the satellites
swarm system is composed of multiple satellites that
work together to accomplish tasks, such as pursuing
and attaching to a satellite.However, Several challenges
affect the performances of satellites swarm for the
tasks. The execution of pursuit-attachment tasks has
become increasingly challenging due to the enhancing

capabilities of non-cooperative satellites autonomous
decision-making and evasion. In order to alleviate the
workload of ground systems, satellites swarm should
be equipped with multitasking autonomous cooperation
algorithms and real-time intelligent decision-making
capabilities[3].

The pursuit-attachment tasks mentioned above en-
counter various challenges, i.e. short task cycles, multiple
real-time constraints, and complex constraint propagation.
It is tough to obtain knowledge about the maneuvering
strategies and intentions of non-cooperative satellites,
the satellites swarm is unable to predict multiple time-
varying trajectories through inertial measurements, es-
pecially during high-speed movements. Due to sensor
perception limitations, on-board sensors do not receive
full states from nearby satellites, this limits our grasp of
global information. These make the application of swarm
intelligent cooperation crucial.In study[4], the authors
proposed nonlinear control laws to address the pursuit-
evasion game problem, leveraging state-dependent Riccati
methods and linear quadratic differential game theory. Ye
et al.[5] proposed that under different configurations for
both pursuing and evading, high computational complex-
ity is encountered when seeking open-loop solutions to
nonlinear equations through iterative searching. Gong et
al. [6] introduced a reachable domain to assist in problem
analysis. Kartal et al. [7] proposed integral RL under
velocity constraints to achieve a satellite rendezvous with
a target satellite. Zong et al.[8] used the calculus of
variational method to solve the optimal control problem to
achieve satellite rendezvous and capturing satellites. Wu
et al. [9] utilized multiple microsatellites to implement
takeover control of spacecraft using differential game
methods. The attachment task is a prerequisite for the
subsequent rendezvous, capturing, and control takeover.

Additionally, satellites swarm pursuit-attachment two-
stage tasks under resource constraints have temporal
dependencies. Traditional Markov decision paradigms
overlook long-short term historical temporal information,
leading to Decentralized partially observable Markov de-
cision processes (Dec-POMDPs) problems. Meanwhile,
as the number of intelligent agents increases, the above
solutions may be risks of performance degradation and
system crash, making it difficult for us to extend them to
larger-scale swarm tasks, and strategy switching between
tasks of different scales. Addressing non-cooperative
satellites and multi-task problems under incomplete in-
formation. Model-based control methods are difficult to
complete the capture-attachment multi-task [10], [11], [9].
Many scholars have adopted reinforcement learning (RL)
methods for research [12], [13], [14], [15], [16]. However,
these methods are not suitable for long-term planning
problems, and the importance of scalability and memora-
bility of swarm algorithms in performance improvement
has been exposed. Among them, papers [14], [15] focused
on the task optimization under resource constraints. Paper
[16] uses attention modules to generate the relationship
between tasks and expert guidance networks. Table I sum-
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marizes detailed comparisons of the literatures discussed
above.

With the improvement of the autonomous maneu-
vering capability of non-cooperative satellites, the tradi-
tional convex optimization methods lack advantages in
complexity and computational efficiency, rendering the
effective accomplishment of the pursuit-attachment task
difficult. While the introduction of Deep Reinforcement
Learning (DRL) fully utilizes the perceptual fitting ca-
pability of deep networks and the real-time decision-
making ability of reinforcement learning, meanwhile also
avoiding complex algorithm designs. Deep neural net-
works(DNN) as a high-performance function approxima-
tion method have made significant progress in various
fields such as agent vision, multi-agent systems, and con-
text memory[17], [18], [19]. And on the basis of the anal-
ysis and modeling results based on DNN, RL can allow
more in-depth processes for complex reasoning, decision-
making, control, long-term planning, and collaborative
tasks involving multiple agents. The RL algorithm utilizes
the interactions between the agent and environment to
improve autonomous decision-making, which provides
a novel approach to spatial swarm intelligence. Many
scholars engage in related research. The papers[20], [12]
proposed MADDPG and MAPPO algorithms to control
swarm of unmanned aerial vehicles. These algorithms
can handle dynamic environments and avoid obstacles.
However, the utilized networks lack memory, resulting in
poor performance in long-term planning. However, the
aforementioned solutions exhibit subpar performance in
long-term planning scenarios due to the absence of long-
term memory in the neural networks utilized. Therefore,
autonomous decision based on DRL plays a crucial role
in the work of pursuit-attachment tasks [3].

In recent years, Transformer, as a new architecture for
DNN, has shown outstanding performance in a wide range
of fields such as NLP, CV, etc. [21], [22], excelling in
handling long-distance dependencies [23], and benefiting
from the advantages of parallel computation [24]. In
paper[25], Dai et al. proposed a new architecture called
GTrXL (Gated Transformer-XL). GTrXL can understand
time dependencies that extend beyond a fixed length while
preserving temporal continuity. This allows it to integrate
current input trajectories with past trajectories for pre-
diction. Janner et al. trained a self-supervised regression
model on offline data in a purely supervised manner[26].
The (Online) Decision Transformers [27], [28] generates
future actions based on expected returns and past states
and actions, which evades bypassing the complex dy-
namic programming calculations for cumulative rewards,
bypassing dynamic programming calculations for cumu-
lative rewards. The Transformer architecture has several
notable advantages, including the ability to model long
dependencies and excellent scalabilities[29]. Additionally,
it achieves strong performance in small-sample general-
ization tasks.

While these algorithms have been successful in their
specific domains, there is limited research for satellites

swarm based on RL methods. They may not be suitable
for a satellites swarm multitasking scenario. Furthermore,
conventional decision-making in traditional RL agents
based on Markov decision processes, which only con-
siders the current state, may neglect important temporal
information and result in the Dec-POMDPs problem. In
addition, it confronts challenges including low sample ef-
ficiency, vast exploration space, and inadequate behavioral
generalization ability, ultimately leading to diminished
task efficiency and success rates. Therefore, to address the
Dec-POMDPs problem arising from neglecting temporal
information, we propose the Multi-Attention architecture.

In this approach, expert networks are used for guiding
based on the fine-grained characteristics of multiple tasks,
and multi-agent technique is integrated. Autonomous co-
operation on satellites swarm is carried out by sharing
perception information and memorizing motion trajecto-
ries. And a close collaborative mode is facilitated. The
main contributions are summarized as follows:

1) A MAPPO-Expert Mixture Transformer (MAPPO-
EMT) framework is proposed to deal with collaborative
tasks on satellites swarm. To the best of our knowledge,
this is the first time that integrates swarm perception
computation and decision-making with a combination
of Transformer sequence modeling and expert-guided
networks. The framework initially enhances perceptual
computing capabilities. Subsequently, it utilizes encoder
networks to share effective temporal perceptual data,
enabling decoder networks to quickly make optimal deci-
sions in response to changes in objectives. It makes it
possible for the main network to adaptively select for
various tasks. They adaptively select appropriate expert
modes for various tasks through the main network.

2) The model for satellites swarm system is con-
structed based on the Clohessy-Wiltshire(CW) model of
orbital motion, which is characterized a set of ordinary
differential equations (ODEs). And then the MAPPO-
EMT can be employed deeply for the control of orbital
dynamics decisions. Adopting this approach allows for
fully leveraging the fitting potential of transformer for
partial differential equations, as well as the long-short
term memory capability and online learning, and real-time
decision-making abilities of reinforcement learning.

3) Through simulation experiments, the proposed
MAPPO-EMT outperforms traditional MADDPG and
MAPPO in terms of convergence speed and average
reward. The algorithm effectively addresses scalability
issues arising from changes in the number of entities in
three task scenarios with different settings. Additionally,
the algorithm’s effectiveness is validated in the presence
of multiple non-cooperative satellites.

The remaining part of this article is organized as
follows. Section II introduces the scene and model de-
scription; Section III proposes a swarm collaborative
decision-making framework based on sequential modeling
of mixed expert knowledge; numerical simulations and
analysis are carried out in Section IV; Section V summa-
rizes the entire article and provides prospects.



TABLE I: Comparison of relevant literatures

Refs. Research Topic Method Pursuers
and evaders

Cooperation
(yes or not) Task type

[2] satellite pursuit-evasion reachable analysis
1 vs 1

N

pursuit-evasion

[7] satellite pursuit-evasion IRL

[11]
multi-satellite

pursuit-evasion
CNP

n vs 1
[12]

UAVs multi-agent
pursuit-evasion

MADDPG
[13]

multi-agent cooperation in
satellite pursuit-evasion

Y
[14], [15]

UAVs in multi-agent
pursuit-evasion

MAPPO

[8]
satellite rendezvous

and capturing
calculus of

variational method
/ / attachment

[9]
multi-satellite

takeover control
differential

game methods

this study
multi-satellite

pursuit-evasion
and attachment

MAPPO-expert
mixture transformer

n vs m Y pursuit-attachment

II. SYSTEM MODELS

As shown in Figure 1, the scenarios of pursuit-
attachment tasks are carried out, satellites swarm need
to complete the task under the condition of incomplete
information about the non-cooperative satellites’ strategy.
This can be described as an ordered and collision-free
swarm intelligent task system on the satellites swarm
within a limited time. Firstly, the orbital kinematics model
is established based on the CW relative motion equation.
The architecture, as shown in Figure 2, considers a
scenario with k=1 and m=3, where the non-cooperative
satellites set is represented as K = {1, 2, . . . , k}. One
can assume a swarm of m satellites, denoted as M =
{1, 2, . . . ,m}, and their communication collaborations
form a topology graph represented by G = (V,E,U),
where V represents node satellites, E represents satellite
communication collaboration relationships, and U repre-
sents global information such as the number of nodes.

shared  
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Attachment 

task  

Pursuit task

Intelligent 

Computing

local 

observation

( , , )G V E U=

Communication linkMoving path Observation data transmission link

Subsatellite of swarmSubsatellite of swarmNon-cooperative satelliteNon-cooperative satellite

Fig. 1: Illustration of a satellite application scenario with
swarm-based space cooperation tasks
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Fig. 2: Satellites swarm based on orbital kinematic model

A. Orbital dynamics model

The CW equations are widely used in tasks such as
designing algorithm for spacecraft close-range rendezvous
guidance and control, as well as spacecraft formation
flight configuration design and control [30]. In order to de-
scribe the orbital kinematics of pursuit-attachment model,
it is necessary to establish an orbital coordinate system on
the reference orbit. Figure 2 shows the local vertical local-
horizontal (LVLH) coordinate system Lxyz [7]. When the
satellite is in close proximity to the reference satellite, the
relative motion of satellite i can be described using the
CW equation: ẍi − 2ωẏi − 3ω2xi = aix

ÿi + 2ωẋi = aiy
z̈i + ω2zi = aiz

(1)

Where [xi, yi, zi]
T and [ẋi, ẏi, żi]

T represent the three
components of the satellite i position and velocity in
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the LVLH coordinate system. aix, aiy, and aiz denote
the three-axis thrust acceleration of the spacecraft along
the Ox, Oy, Oz . ω ≜

√
µ/a30 signifies the orbital an-

gular velocity of the reference satellite, µ is the grav-
itational constant, and a0 is the orbital radius, respec-
tively. When in a geostationary satellite orbit, the value
of a0 can be 42164km. In order to better describe
the design of the agent, one can choose state vector
Xi = [xi, yi, zi, ẋi, ẏi, żi]

T to describe the position and
velocity in the LVLH coordinate system. The control
vector, which represents the three control inputs, is given
by ai = [aix, aiy, aiz]

T .
For the i-th satellite in the swarm, let state

vector Xi(t) = [xi(t), ẋi(t), yi(t), ẏi(t), zi(t), żi(t)]
T ,

and the control vector can be written as ai(t) =
[ai,X(t), ai,Y (t), ai,Z(t)]

T .
Equation (1) can be rewritten as

Ẋi(t) = ÃXi(t) + B̃ai(t) (2)

The matrices Ã and B̃ can be found in Appendix.
For the pursuit-evasion tasks, when the pursuer ap-

proaches the position of the evader , they can choose
a virtual satellite near this close range as a reference
satellite to establish the LVLH framework. Therefore, the
relative kinematics can be expressed as follows:

ẊP,i(t) = ÃXP,i(t) + B̃aP,i(t) (3)

ẊE(t) = ÃXE(t) + B̃aE(t) (4)

where aP,i and aE denote the control accelerations of the
pursuer and evader satellites, respectively.

B. Task queuing model

During the pursuit-attachment task, the non-
cooperative satellites are detected by satellites swarm
using onboard sensors and communication modules.
These devices can rapidly collect multi-modal data and
transmit it to the control processing unit for thorough
analysis. Data processing, which refers to computing
tasks, involves taking into account environmental
information, the current state and position of the
target, and the states of nearby satellites. However,
individual satellite has limited to compute capabilities,
and intensive computing loads may cause high latency
issues. In contrast, some satellites may quickly derive
computing results due to their narrow sensing range. To
optimize the computation time of the satellites swarm,
we design a collaborative computing scheme.

The computational load of satellite i in timeslot t can
be denoted as Qi(t), t ∈ {1, 2, . . . , T}, and it consists of
three parts:

1) Sensing data Si(t) collected by the onboard sensor
of the satellite i in the current timeslot.

2) Data y(i,j)(t) transmitted by the satellite j for
collaborative computation.

3) Residual data Qi(t−1)−yi(t−1) from the previous
timeslot, where yi(t − 1) denoted as the computational
load of satellite i at timeslot t− 1.

As shown in Fig. 3, all sensing data are represented
as numerical values in timeslot t. the satellite i perceives
the computational task load Sk

i (t) generated by target k.
The task load xk

i (t) can be computed by satellite i itself,
while the task load yki,j(t) can be offloaded to nearby
resource-available sub-satellite j.

After computing by satellite j, the results are trans-
mitted back to satellite i to accurately estimate the target
state. Through this collaborative computing mechanism,
satellite i can complete the computation efficiently.
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Fig. 3: Collaborative computing offloading diagram

After satellite i obtains sensing data from target k, it
updates the queue size, which can be expressed as:

Qk
i (t+ 1) =

[
Qk

i (t)−
M∑
j=1

ai,jy
k
i,j(t)

]+

+ Sk
i (t) (5)

where, ai,j represents the collaborative computation of-
fload from satellite i to satellite j, with a value of 0
or 1, indicating the presence or absence of collaborative
computation offload.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND APPROACH

This section introduces a multi-task reinforcement
learning sequential modeling framework that integrates
expert networks to specifically combine different expert
knowledge for the pursuit and attachment substage tasks.
The method can be described in two main parts: 1)
an Encoder-Decoder backbone network based on the
Attention mechanism for extracting temporal information;
and 2) two expert networks for extracting task-specific
pursuit-attachment representations.

A. MARL sequences model

To obtain the optimal control strategy for the agents,
one can describe the system by using Dec-POMDPs.
We define a six-tuple: ⟨N , S, {O}, {A}, R, P, γ⟩ where
N = {1, . . . , n} represents the set of agents; S is the set
of states; O =

∏T
t=1

∏n
i=1 Oi

t denotes the shared local
observation space for the agents; A =

∏n
i=1 Ai represents

the product of individual action spaces, i.e., the joint ac-
tion space; R : O ×A → [−Rmax, Rmax] represents the
joint reward function; P : O ×A×O → R represents the
state transition probability function, and γ ∈ [0, 1) is the
discount factor. Specifically, due to the Dec-POMDP
problem caused by ignoring temporal information and
the inability to obtain the true state S, we base the
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Fig. 4: Satellites swarm collaboration based on expert mixture transformer

observation space of the agents on sequence modeling.
In detail, at time step t ∈ N, sub-satellite i ∈ N observes
oit ∈ Oi, and then ot =

(
o1t , . . . , o

i
t, . . . , o

n
t

)
represents the

joint observation. The input {ot−2,ot−1,ot} guides the
selection of action ait based on the policy πi, where all
agents N = {1, . . . , n} jointly contribute to the collective
policy π.

Agents evaluate the values of actions and observations
through Qπ(o,a) and the value network Vπ(o), defined
as follows:

Qπ(o,a) ≜ Eo1:∞∼P,a1:∞∼π [Rγ | o0=o,a0=a]

Vπ(o) ≜ Ea0∼π,o1:∞∼P,a1:∞∼π [Rγ | o0=o]
(6)

For any arbitrary, non-overlapping, ordered sub-
sets of intelligent agents, i1:m = {i1, . . . , im} and
j1:h = {j1, . . . , jh}, where m,h ≤ n. The multi-agent
observation-value functions can be defined as:

Qπ

(
o,ai1:m

)
≜ E

[
Rγ | oi1:n

0 = o,ai1:m0 = ai1:m
]

(7)

Subsequently, to further quantify the contribution of
the selected subset of intelligent agents to the joint
rewards, we define the multi-agent advantage function as
follows:

Ai1:m
π

(
o,aj1:h ,ai1:m

)
≜Qj1:h,i1:m

π

(
o,aj1:h ,ai1:m

)
−Qj1:h

π

(
o,aj1:h

) (8)

The meaning of this is that intelligent agents i1:m
taking joint action ai1:m is better or worse than intelligent
agents i1:h taking action ai1:h by a certain amount. This
value function allows for the study of interactions be-
tween them and decomposes the joint value function. By
arranging intelligent agents i1:n and considering any joint
observation o = o ∈ O and joint action a = ai1:n ∈ A,

the multi-agent advantage decomposition theorem can be
derived:

Ai1:n
π

(
o,ai1:n

)
=

n∑
m=1

Aim
π

(
o,ai1:m−1 , aim

)
(9)

This theorem guarantees that the joint action ai1:n

provides a positive advantage. To implement the this idea
and address multi-agent collaborative tasks based on Dec-
POMDP sequence modeling, we propose a collaborative
algorithm for satellites swarm. This algorithm incorpo-
rates hybrid expert advice on top of the Proximal Policy
Optimization algorithm.

The “sequence to sequence” mechanism in construct-
ing a multi-agent sequential decision-making paradigm
significantly improves sample efficiency and addresses
Dec-POMDPs-related challenges to some extent. Addi-
tionally, it is noteworthy that sequence models endow
networks with long-term memory capabilities. In contrast
to traditional MDP, the selection of actions now compre-
hensively considers previous historical state information
rather than solely relying on the current state. This doesn’t
violate the Markov property, as the state within a certain
time window remains unique. Furthermore, in scenarios
with varying numbers and types of agents, sequence
models showcase the ability to incorporate them into
a unified solution by flexibly modeling the length of
sequences, rather than treating different agent quantities
as separate tasks. Simultaneously, this approach reduces
the cumulative search complexity.

B. Multi-agent Transformer

Figure 4 shows the designed Encoder-Decoder struc-
ture, where the parameters of the Encoder section, de-
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noted by ϕ, encompass attention mechanisms and MLP.
Additionally, residual connections are employed to pre-
vent gradient vanishing and network degradation. In-
putting observations from each agent yields a joint rep-
resentation of these observations:

(
ôi1 , . . . , ôin

)
. This

encodes information from agents (i1, . . . , in) over T
preceding time steps, capturing advanced interactional
dynamics among the agents. During the training phase,
the encoder is used to approximate the value function
and learn the embedded representation. The objective is
to minimize the empirical Bellman error as follows:

LEncoder (ϕ)

=
1

Tn

n∑
m=1

T−1∑
t=0

[
R (ot,at)+γVϕ̄

(
ôim
t+1

)
−Vϕ

(
ôim
t

)]
2

(10)

where, ϕ̄ represents the parameters of the target network,
which are updated periodically at fixed intervals.

The observation representation entering the decoder
parameters is denoted by θ, and it shares a simi-
lar structure with the encoder network. This structure
embeds the joint actions ai0:m−1 into a sequence for
the decoding blocks, where m = {1, . . . n}. The sec-
ond attention module calculates attention between ac-
tion heads and observation representations. The output
from the decoding blocks is the sequence of joint ac-
tion representations

{
âi0:i−1

}m

i=1
. Obtaining the policy

πim
θ

(
aim |ôi1:n ,ai1:m−1

)
. To train the decoder, we mini-

mize the following clipping PPO objective:

LDecoder(θ)

=− 1

Tn

n∑
m=1

T−1∑
t=0

min
(
rimt (θ)Ât, clip

(
rimt (θ), 1±ϵ

)
Ât

)
,

rimt (θ) =
πim
θ

(
aimt | ôi1:n

t , â
i1:m−1

t

)
πim
θold

(
aimt | ôi1:n

t , â
i1:m−1

t

)
(11)

where, Ât represents the estimate of the joint advantage
function. Generalized Advantage Estimation (GAE) [16]
is employed to obtain a robust estimator for the joint
value function, denoted as V̂t =

1
n

∑n
m=1 V

(
ôimt

)
. It is

noteworthy that the action generation processes during
the inference and training phases differ. During inference,
each action is generated autoregressively, starting from
ai0 and ending with ain−1 , where aim is inserted into the
decoder to generate aim+1 . In the training phase, actions
ai1:n−1 are collected and stored in a replay buffer, and
parallel computation is used to calculate the action ai1:n .
The action decoding process by the decoder corresponds
to the application of the multi-agent advantage decompo-
sition theorem.

It is noteworthy that the agent im conditions its new
decision on the decisions of agents i1:m−1 and optimizes a
trust-region objective by adjusting its policy ratio Eq.(5).
Therefore, it monotonically increases the joint reward,
similar to the sequential update scheme following the
RNN architecture in HAPPO [23]. This scheme requires
arranging the order of updates at each iteration to ensure

that restricting the joint policy does not cause any agent
to change its strategy (Nash equilibrium), inheriting the
monotonic improvement guarantee of the PPO algorithm.
However, unlike the HAPPO, the MAT model does not
require im to wait for the former to update, nor does
it need to use the updated action distribution for impor-
tance sampling calculations. It parallelly computes their
clipping objectives during the training phase, resulting in
a lower time complexity compared to HAPPO.

C. Expert mixture Transformer algorithm for
collaborative multi-task in satellites swarm

The ability to multitask effectively depends on the
objectives and state space, as well as the relationship
between expert networks and task representations. To
address this issue, expert contributions are integrated
through an attention mechanism. Instead of representing
each task with a one-hot vector, we use a set of learnable
independent tasks for embedding, which facilitates the
extraction and fusion of expert knowledge. The expert
network’s attention weights indicate the importance of
each expert’s output for a given task. The soft mixture
of expert network is defined as:

h =

M∑
j=1

αjvj =

M∑
j=1

αjVjej (12)

Where vj = Vjej represents the transformation of expert
output ej into expert value function vj . To calculate
attention weights, we use the softmax function to scale
the dot product of the task query and expert keys as:

αj =
exp

(
kTj q

i
)∑M

j=1 exp
(
kTj q

i
) =

exp
(
eTj W

T
j qi

)∑M
j=1 exp

(
eTj W

T
j qi

) (13)

Where kj = Wjej represents the transformation of expert
output into expert key, and the task query qi is a set of
independently trainable parameters unrelated to other task
queries. Subsequently, the soft-combined expert networks
are integrated into the backbone network to obtain the
value function and actions. Specifically, as shown in
Figure 4, there are two expert networks designed for ex-
tracting task-specific pursuit-attachment representations.

Our objective is to learn a general strategy for the
pursuit-attachment two-stage task. To achieve this, expert
networks is used to provide comprehensive guidance
based on their experiences. However, due to varying
granularity and difficulty levels across tasks, the con-
vergence speed of training will differ, and simpler tasks
may dominate the training process. To address this issue
and train a well-balanced expert mixture network, we
minimize the log-likelihood loss function of the experts:

Lreg(φ) = − 1

M

M∑
j=1

η log (αj + ε) (14)

where η is a normalizing constant adjusting the regular-
ization magnitude, and ε is a small constant to prevent
infinite values. We incorporate Lreg into the training
process.



Furthermore, the proposed architecture utilizes soft
combination that can enable the fusion process to be
differentiable. And it allows for the expert networks and
attention modules to be trained end-to-end. The proposed
MAPPO-EMP for pursuit-attachment tasks of satellites
swarm can be presented as Algorithma 1:

It is noteworthy that the sequential decision-making
process is independent of the decision order, allowing
each agent to execute its decision independently. Af-
terward, agents receive rewards and new observations,
which are stored as experience tuples in the experience
pool. The training phase follows. The globally central-
ized value network is only used during training; once
training is complete, participants execute their respective
action networks in a distributed manner. This architecture
accommodates modeling of intelligent systems with a
variable number and type of agents, thus establishing a
multi-agent system with dynamic changes in the quantity
of agents and mixed expert knowledge.

IV. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES AND RESULTS

A. The process of experiments

This section presents an assessment of the proposed
MAPPO-EMT method in a simulated orbital environment.
A cooperative simulation environment for the satellites
swarm are constructed by using PyTorch, leveraging the
actual states of satellites. Specific environment parameters
are outlined in Table II. Subsequently, we provide details
on the training and implementation of the proposed al-
gorithm. The evasion strategies and learning capabilities
for pursuit-attachment tasks are discussed within different
scenarios. To highlight the features of our proposed
method, MAPPO and MADDPG are employed in the
same simulation environment. Finally, the obtained results
are evaluated and discussed.

TABLE II: Experience Setting
Parameter Description Value

a0 reference orbit radius (km) 42164
ω orbital angular velocity(rad/s) 7.27× 10−5

lr side length (km) 500
re evader radius (m) 1
rp pursuer radius (m) 1.5
rp,e attachment task radius (m) 50
vmax evader/pursuer max. speed (km/s) 10
ϖmin minimum tolerance distance(m) 0.1
T0 task time window (s) 103

∆t time step (s) 1

The experiments are conducted on Windows 10 oper-
ating system powered by an Intel Core i7-13700K CPU @
3.40 GHz, with training executed on an NVIDIA GeForce
3090 GPU. The orbital dynamic environment is developed
using Python. The networks in the algorithm were con-
structed using PyTorch. To achieve improved convergence
performance, we employ the built-in RMSProp optimizer
for network training.

Algorithm 1 Expert mixture Transformer algorithm for
collaborative multi-tasking in satellites swarm

1: Input: Learning rate α, mini-batch size B, number
of agents n, episodes K, maximum steps per episode
T .

2: Initialization: Orthogonal initialization Encoder
{ϕ0}, Decoder {θ0}, Expert network {φ0}; experi-
ence replay buffer B.

3: for k = 1 . . .K do
4: for t = 1 . . . T do
5: Collect sequences observation [oi1t , . . . , oint ] in

the environment. ▷ The data collection phase
6: Encoder is fed with historical observation se-

quences [oi1t , . . . , oint ], [oi1t−1, . . . , o
in
t−1], . . . to generate

representation sequences [ôi1t , . . . , ôint ].
7: Soft mixture of expert network knowledge to

generating expert representation h
8: Input h to Decoder
9: for m = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1 do

10: According to the a
(im)
t =

π
(im)
θ (ôi1:nt , ôi1:nt−1,a

i1:m−1), where the input actions
ai0t , . . . , a

im−1

t , the self-regressive decoder is used
to infer the output aimt . This implicitly includes the
current policy network π

(im)
θ of agent (m).

11: end for
12: Execute the joint action at in the environment

to obtain reward Rt(ot,at) and the next state and
observation st+1,ot+1.

13: Insert the tuple (ot,at, R(ot,at),ot+1) into
experience replay buffer B.

14: if Complete task i objectives and terminate
environment then

15: break
16: end if
17: end for ▷ Training phase
18: Randomly sample batches of experiences of

length L from the experience replay buffer B with
a batch size of B.

19: Through the output layer of the encoder generate
Vϕ(ô

i1), . . . , Vϕ(ô
in)

20: Calculate the encoder loss function LEncoder(ϕ)
using Eq. 10

21: Using the GAE algorithm, calculate the joint
advantage function Â based on Vϕ(ô

i1), . . . , Vϕ(ô
in)

22: Sequentially generate their respective policies
[πi1

θ , . . . , πin
θ ] for ôi1 , . . . , ôin and ai0 , . . . , ain−1

through the decoder.
23: Calculate the decoder loss function LDecoder(θ)

using Eq. 11
24: Calculate the loss function Lreg(φ) for the mixed

expert network using Eq. 14
25: Minimize [LEncoder(φ)+LDecoder(θ)+Lreg(φ)] us-

ing the gradient descent algorithm to update the pa-
rameters of the encoder network θ, decoder network
ϕ, and mixed expert network φ.

26: end for
27: Output: Optimal policy network π∗

ϕ,θ,φ
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In the simulation environment, all the agents’ posi-
tions are randomly initialized within a virtual boundary.
They are then jointly driven by control forces and envi-
ronmental factors, following the earlier established orbital
dynamics rules as Eqs.3-4 described. Furthermore, all
agents are subject to predefined constraints on maximum
velocity and acceleration. It should be noted that the
maximum acceleration limit for evaders is set at 1.2 times
that of pursuers. This suggests that evaders have greater
maneuverability and are therefore classified as ’advanced
evaders.

During training, hyperparameters play a crucial role.
For example, the outage penalty coefficient λ helps to
prompt the agent to find effective decision-making faster;
the learning rate α is used to control the rate of model
parameter updates, where a larger learning rate may lead
to model oscillation, while a smaller one may slow down
convergence; the discount factor γ controls the influence
of long-term rewards on current actions, with a higher
discount factor implying a greater emphasis on long-term
rewards. Careful adjustment of these hyperparameters
can enable reinforcement learning models to learn better
strategies, thereby improving training effectiveness. More
details are shown as Table III.

TABLE III: Hyperparameters Setting
Parameter Description Value

λ outage penalty coefficient 0.01
α learning rate 10−4

γ discount factor 0.99
η soft update factor 0.001
e batch size 64 samples
τ target update rate 0.002
B Replay buffer capacity 5× 104

gae λ gae lambda parameter 0.95
ϵ Clipping strength 0.05

As described in section III, the policy network param-
eters are shared among pursuers, making them homoge-
neous and sharing the same network. Therefore, the actor
and critic networks are chosen with two hidden layers
and ReLU activation functions to improve fitting perfor-
mance. We utilize running mean and standard deviation to
normalize rewards, and layer normalization is applied to
inputs of networks. The network parameters are initialized
with orthogonal weights and biases set to 0. The gain for
the last action layer is set to 0.01. In addition, a RMSProp
optimizer, a gradient-based optimization algorithm with
adaptive learning rate characteristics, is used for accel-
erating the convergence process. It is also effective in
handling sparse gradients.

In this part, we describe a pursuit-attachment task with
three satellites and one non-cooperative object.

The proposed algorithm performs excellently in terms
of convergence and stability. As shown in Figure 5, it
is clear that the rewards can be divided into four stages,
during the initial training stage of the pursuit task (Stage
1), the rewards for all algorithms are relatively low due to
the strong randomness in action selection. As the iteration

Stage 1 Stage 2 Stage 3 Stage 4

Fig. 5: Accumulated rewards comparison versus iterative
number.

steps increase, agents transition from the exploration
stage to the Stage 2, it can be referred as pursuit task
learning stage. The algorithm gradually converges, and the
rewards stabilize incrementally. Similarly, Stages 3 and
4 represent the initial training and learning convergence
stages of the attachment task, respectively. The two stages
exhibits similar trends. In Stage 3, we utilize the expert-
guided network in the MET structure to achieve sequential
training and policy switching for the two-stage tasks. The
algorithm’s efficiency has been significantly enhanced.

Furthermore, it is evident that during the later stages of
training, MADDPG’s rewards still fluctuate due to the fact
that MADDPG outputs a deterministic policy for action,
while PPO outputs a policy or probability distribution.
Notably, the proposed MAPPO-MET algorithm achieves
stability after approximately 3 million iterations, outper-
forming other comparable algorithms in cumulative re-
wards during convergence. The MAPPO-MET algorithm
utilizes the MET framework to efficiently incorporate
historical temporal information and learn information
transfer representations among agents. Therefore, it can
better accomplish pursuit-attachment tasks compared to
other algorithms.

To explain how the algorithm addresses scalability
issues caused by changes in the number of agents, we
conducted a series of simulation experiments. Figure 6
shows that our algorithm can be trained and deployed
flexibly without changing the network structure when
the number of agents ranges from 2 to 5, demonstrat-
ing its generality and flexibility. Subfigures 10d and
10f respectively respectively show that the pursuit tasks
for ’5vs1’ and ’4vs2’ of the pursuers and evaders. It
can be observed that when there are two pursuers, the
average reward converges to approximately half of the
reward achieved when there are three pursuers. This
suggests that the collaborative capture capability reaches
its maximum with two pursuers. When the number of
additional pursuers exceeds three, the improvement in
capture task effectiveness becomes less significant. This



Fig. 6: Simulation experiment on the scalability of our
proposed algorithm

is due to the increased penalty for avoiding collisions
between agents, which hinders the increase in rewards.
Furthermore, deploying more pursuers results in increased
computational resource consumption. It is important to
note that even when deploying a network trained in a
3vs1 scenario to a 4vs1 environment, satisfactory results
can still be achieved.
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Fig. 7: Number of physical collisions versus number of
episodes

In Figure 7, the performance of each algorithm in
collision avoidance is presented. The physical collisions
can be defined based on the minimum tolerance distance
between agents, represented as ϖmin. And one can record
the number of collisions during the process of training.
We observed that all approaches demonstrated a certain
degree of reduced collision frequency. Other methods
failed to completely address the challenge of collision
avoidance. In contrast, our proposed algorithm success-
fully achieved collision-free instances when the episode
count reached approximately 80. This is because we have

transformed safety hard constraints into learnable soft
constraints in the reward design.
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Fig. 8: Success rates of two tasks in three scenarios.

In order to evaluate the deployment and execution
efficiency of our solution, three benchmarks are used to
compare performances:

1) Random evasion strategy: the evader randomly uses
impulses to control his movement.

2) Pre-trained avoidance strategy: We apply our algo-
rithm to learn the avoidance strategy. During the training
process, both the pursuer and the evader are controlled by
the algorithm, and collisions between them are penalized.
After pre-training, the evader will acquire a certain level
of evasion strategy.

3) Game adversarial strategy: Let the evader and pur-
suer enter a competitive game, learning both evasion and
pursuit strategies simultaneously through our algorithm.

Despite the need for approximately 4 hours and 8
million iterations for training, the post-training network
no longer relies on the critic network. Deploying the
trained policy network in distributed intelligent agents, we
can achieve collaborative pursuit tasks with minimal com-
putational overhead. In each decision step, a single for-
ward pass through the policy network produces respective
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actions, significantly reducing computational expenses
compared to traditional control algorithms. Subsequently,
we conduct 10,000 Monte Carlo task success experiments
within a limited time window in three pursuit-evasion
scenarios: random evasion strategy, pre-trained evasion
strategy, and adversarial game strategy. The results, as
illustrated in Figure 8, show that all algorithms perform
well in the random evasion scenario. However, under the
pre-trained evasion strategy, MADDPG exhibits slightly
suboptimal performance. In the adversarial game scenario,
our proposed algorithm outperforms the alternatives.
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Fig. 9: Percentage of incomplete tasks versus time

TABLE IV: Comparison of fuel consumption
satellite ∆vE ∆vP1

∆vP2
∆vP3

∆vP
benchmarks (m/s) (m/s) (m/s) (m/s) (m/s)

random 44.09 54.37 51.99 54.09 160.45
pre-trained 76.83 70.76 68.64 68.07 207.47

game 140.26 130.74 127.11 126.79 384.64

In order to evaluate the efficiency of the deployment
algorithms in executing the tasks, we compared the com-
pletion times of three algorithms for pursuit-attachment
tasks in the context of a pre-trained evasion strategy. Due
to the presence of randomness, the completion times of
tasks vary. We conducted 1,000 Monte Carlo experiments,
observing the remaining number of incomplete tasks at
certain time intervals within the task time window. As
illustrated in Figure 9, our method exhibited the most
rapid decline within the designated task time window.
Furthermore, as the cumulative amount of speed change
is directly proportional to the maneuvering fuel consump-
tion, we use the cumulative amount of speed change
to evaluate the maneuvering consumption performance.
For example, Table IV shows the progressive attachment
tasks under three benchmark settings, with the cumulative

velocity changes of the subsatellites and target satellites
and the total fuel consumption of the swarm. It can be
seen that the consumption of the three satellites within the
swarm is relatively similar. Among the three benchmarks,
the game consumes the most fuel, approximately 184%
more than the others. This is due to the non-cooperative
satellites having advanced evasion strategies, and the two
sides engaging in intense competition.



(a) 3 vs 1 pursuit tasks success (b) 3 vs 1 pursuit tasks success

(c) 3 vs 1 pursuit tasks failed (d) 5 vs 1 pursuit tasks success

(e) 3 vs 1 attachment tasks success (f) 4 vs 2 pursuit tasks

Fig. 10: Motion trajectory of pursuers and evaders in the simulation environment

Figure 10 displays two successful cases of pursuit
tasks: subfigure 10a illustrates the scenario where the
pursuer (our satellites swarm) drives the evader (Non-
cooperative satellite) to the virtual boundary, and subfig-

ure 10b shows that the pursuers surrounding the evader.
Additionally, subfigure 10c illustrates a failure scenario
in the pursuit task. subfigure 10d displays a schematic
diagram of successful pursuit when there are five pursuers
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in the satellites swarm, and the skill level of evaders is set
to 1. This demonstrates that our sequence modeling Trans-
former architecture provides the algorithm with strong
scalability and generalization. subfigure 10e illustrates the
successful execution of attachment tasks, indicating the
guidance provided by our Expert Network. As defined the
Section III, the MAPPO-EMT algorithm can share neural
network parameters based on task similarity and utilize
an expert network to achieve soft switching between
two-stage task executions. Additionally, experiments are
conducted with multiple evaders, using 4 pursuers and
2 evaders, as depicted in subfigure 10f, the algorithm’s
effectiveness are demonstrated furtherly.

For this simulation, three satellites conduct a pursuit-
attachment operation on a non-cooperative satellite using
MAPPO-EMT and predefined configurations. As shown
in previously stated, MAPPO-EMT utilizes sequence
modeling and an expert knowledge network, combined
with the monotonic improvement guarantee of the in-
herited PPO algorithm. These approaches allow for the
resolution of scalability issues that arise from variable
numbers of observable entities, as well as the allevia-
tion of convergence difficulties and instability as shown
in figure 5-6. Compared to MADDPG, MAPPO-EMT
does not employ a clipping mechanism during policy
updates. This lack of clipping can result in significant
policy changes during update steps, making the algorithm
more susceptible to noise and relatively unstable dur-
ing training. Additionally, the proposed approach utilizes
multiple trajectories for policy updates, which improves
the algorithm’s sample efficiency by allowing for a more
comprehensive utilization of sampled data. In contrast,
MADDPG typically uses an offline experience replay
mechanism, which may have limitations in terms of
sampling efficiency.

V. CONCLUSION

This manuscript investigates the collaborative problem
of pursuit-attachment tasks in a satellites swarm. Firstly,
we conducted modeling based on CW orbital kinematics
and cooperative computation. Then, we designed a multi-
agent reinforcement learning algorithm framework guided
by experts. Sequence modelling based on transformers
increases the capacity of memory-augmented policy net-
works Expert networks use similarities between tasks to
guide task switching, improving sample efficiency when
training multi-task policies. The algorithm is capable
of adapting to complex orbital kinematic environments
and responding to dynamic satellites, enabling real-time
continuous task execution. Compared with existing bench-
marks, the results indicate that the proposed algorithm
converges rapidly, possesses lower complexity, and ex-
hibits algorithmic scalability. It can be flexibly deployed
and executed according to the needs of pursuit-attachment
tasks.

Appendix

Ã =


0 1 0 0 0 0

3ω2
0 0 0 2ω 0 0

0 0 0 1 0 0
0 −2ω 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 −ω2

0 0



B̃ =


0 0 0
1 0 0
0 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 1
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