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1 Introduction2

In this work we make two contributions. First, we simplify and extend the graph neural network3

architecture of ??. Second, we show how this architecture can be used to control groups of cooperating4

agents.5

2 Model6

The simplest form of the model consists of multilayer neural networks f i
that take as input vectors7

hi
and ci and output a vector hi+1

. The model takes as input a set of vectors {h0
1, h

0
2, ..., h

0
m}, and8

computes9

hi+1
j = f i(hi

j , c
i
j)

10

ci+1
j =

X

j0 6=j

hi+1
j0 ;

We set c0j = 0 for all j, and i 2 {0, ..,K} (we will call K the number of hops in the network).11

If desired, we can take the final hK
j and output them directly, so that the model outputs a vector12

corresponding to each input vector, or we can feed them into another network to get a single vector or13

scalar output.14

If each f i
is a simple linear layer followed by a nonlinearity �:15

hi+1
j = �(Aihi

j +Bicij),

then the model can be viewed as a feedforward network with layers16

Hi+1 = �(T iHi),

where T is written in block form17

T i =

0

BBBB@

Ai Bi Bi ... Bi

Bi Ai Bi ... Bi

Bi Bi Ai ... Bi

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

Bi Bi Bi ... Ai

1

CCCCA
.

The key idea is that T is dynamically sized, and the matrix can be dynamically sized because the18

blocks are applied by type, rather than by coordinate.19
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2 Problem Formulation33

We consider the setting where we have M agents, all cooperating to maximize reward R in some34

environment. We make the simplifying assumption that each agent receives R, independent of their35

contribution. In this setting, there is no difference between each agent having its own controller, or36

viewing them as pieces of a larger model controlling all agents. Taking the latter perspective, our37

controller is a large feed-forward neural network that maps inputs for all agents to their actions, each38

agent occupying a subset of units. A specific connectivity structure between layers (a) instantiates the39

broadcast communication channel between agents and (b) propagates the agent state in the manner of40

an RNN.41

Because the agents will receive reward, but not necessarily supervision for each action, reinforcement42

learning is used to maximize expected future reward. We explore two forms of communication within43

the controller: (i) discrete and (ii) continuous. In the former case, communication is an action, and44

will be treated as such by the reinforcement learning. In the continuous case, the signals passed45

between agents are no different than hidden states in a neural network; thus credit assignment for the46

communication can be performed using standard backpropagation (within the outer RL loop).47

We use policy gradient [33] with a state specific baseline for delivering a gradient to the model.48

Denote the states in an episode by s(1), ..., s(T ), and the actions taken at each of those states49

as a(1), ..., a(T ), where T is the length of the episode. The baseline is a scalar function of the50

states b(s, ✓), computed via an extra head on the model producing the action probabilities. Beside51

maximizing the expected reward with policy gradient, the models are also trained to minimize the52

distance between the baseline value and actual reward. Thus, after finishing an episode, we update53

the model parameters ✓ by54

�✓ =

TX

t=1

2

4@ log p(a(t)|s(t), ✓)
@✓

 
TX

i=t

r(i)� b(s(t), ✓)

!
� ↵

@

@✓

 
TX

i=t

r(i)� b(s(t), ✓)

!2
3

5 .

Here r(t) is reward given at time t, and the hyperparameter ↵ is for balancing the reward and the55

baseline objectives, set to 0.03 in all experiments.56

3 Model57

We now describe the model used to compute p(a(t)|s(t), ✓) at a given time t (ommiting the time58

index for brevity). Let s
j

be the jth agent’s view of the state of the environment. The input to the59

controller is the concatenation of all state-views s = {s1, ..., sJ}, and the controller � is a mapping60

a = �(s), where the output a is a concatenation of discrete actions a = {a1, ..., aJ} for each agent.61

Note that this single controller � encompasses the individual controllers for each agents, as well as62

the communication between agents.63

One obvious choice for � is a fully-connected multi-layer neural network, which could extract64

features h from s and use them to predict good actions with our RL framework. This model would65

allow agents to communicate with each other and share views of the environment. However, it66

is inflexible with respect to the composition and number of agents it controls; cannot deal well67

with agents joining and leaving the group and even the order of the agents must be fixed. On the68

other hand, if no communication is used then we can write a = {�(s1), ...,�(sJ)}, where � is a69

per-agent controller applied independently. This communication-free model satisfies the flexibility70

requirements1, but is not able to coordinate their actions.71

3.1 Controller Structure72

We now detail the architecture for � that has the modularity of the communication-free model but73

still allows communication. � is built from modules f i, which take the form of multilayer neural74

networks. Here i 2 {0, ..,K}, where K is the number of communication layers in the network.75

Each f i takes two input vectors for each agent j: the hidden state hi

j

and the communication ci
j

,76

and outputs a vector hi+1
j

. The main body of the model then takes as input the concatenated vectors77

1Assuming sj includes the identity of agent j.
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h0
= [h0

1, h
0
2, ..., h

0
J

], and computes:78

hi+1
j

= f i

(hi

j

, ci
j

) (1)

79

ci+1
j

=

1

J � 1

X

j

0 6=j

hi+1
j

0 . (2)

In the case that f i is a single linear layer followed by a nonlinearity �, we have: hi+1
j

= �(Hihi

j

+80

Cici
j

) and the model can be viewed as a feedforward network with layers hi+1
= �(T ihi

) where hi81

is the concatenation of all hi

j

and T takes the block form:82

T i

=

0

BBBB@

Hi Ci Ci ... Ci

Ci Hi Ci ... Ci

Ci Ci Hi ... Ci

...
...

...
. . .

...
Ci Ci Ci ... Hi

1

CCCCA
,
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One obvious choice for � is a fully-connected multi-layer neural network, which could extract64

features h from s and use them to predict good actions with our RL framework. This model would65
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is inflexible with respect to the composition and number of agents it controls; cannot deal well67
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We now detail the architecture for � that has the modularity of the communication-free model but73

still allows communication. � is built from modules f i, which take the form of multilayer neural74

networks. Here i 2 {0, ..,K}, where K is the number of communication layers in the network.75

Each f i takes two input vectors for each agent j: the hidden state hi
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and outputs a vector hi+1
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. The main body of the model then takes as input the concatenated vectors77

1Assuming sj includes the identity of agent j.
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2 Problem Formulation33

We consider the setting where we have M agents, all cooperating to maximize reward R in some34

environment. We make the simplifying assumption that each agent receives R, independent of their35

contribution. In this setting, there is no difference between each agent having its own controller, or36

viewing them as pieces of a larger model controlling all agents. Taking the latter perspective, our37

controller is a large feed-forward neural network that maps inputs for all agents to their actions, each38

agent occupying a subset of units. A specific connectivity structure between layers (a) instantiates the39

broadcast communication channel between agents and (b) propagates the agent state in the manner of40

an RNN.41

Because the agents will receive reward, but not necessarily supervision for each action, reinforcement42

learning is used to maximize expected future reward. We explore two forms of communication within43

the controller: (i) discrete and (ii) continuous. In the former case, communication is an action, and44

will be treated as such by the reinforcement learning. In the continuous case, the signals passed45

between agents are no different than hidden states in a neural network; thus credit assignment for the46

communication can be performed using standard backpropagation (within the outer RL loop).47

We use policy gradient [33] with a state specific baseline for delivering a gradient to the model.48

Denote the states in an episode by s(1), ..., s(T ), and the actions taken at each of those states49

as a(1), ..., a(T ), where T is the length of the episode. The baseline is a scalar function of the50

states b(s, ✓), computed via an extra head on the model producing the action probabilities. Beside51

maximizing the expected reward with policy gradient, the models are also trained to minimize the52

distance between the baseline value and actual reward. Thus, after finishing an episode, we update53

the model parameters ✓ by54
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Here r(t) is reward given at time t, and the hyperparameter ↵ is for balancing the reward and the55

baseline objectives, set to 0.03 in all experiments.56

3 Model57

We now describe the model used to compute p(a(t)|s(t), ✓) at a given time t (ommiting the time58

index for brevity). Let s
j

be the jth agent’s view of the state of the environment. The input to the59

controller is the concatenation of all state-views s = {s1, ..., sJ}, and the controller � is a mapping60

a = �(s), where the output a is a concatenation of discrete actions a = {a1, ..., aJ} for each agent.61

Note that this single controller � encompasses the individual controllers for each agents, as well as62

the communication between agents.63

One obvious choice for � is a fully-connected multi-layer neural network, which could extract64

features h from s and use them to predict good actions with our RL framework. This model would65

allow agents to communicate with each other and share views of the environment. However, it66

is inflexible with respect to the composition and number of agents it controls; cannot deal well67

with agents joining and leaving the group and even the order of the agents must be fixed. On the68

other hand, if no communication is used then we can write a = {�(s1), ...,�(sJ)}, where � is a69

per-agent controller applied independently. This communication-free model satisfies the flexibility70

requirements1, but is not able to coordinate their actions.71

3.1 Controller Structure72

We now detail the architecture for � that has the modularity of the communication-free model but73

still allows communication. � is built from modules f i, which take the form of multilayer neural74

networks. Here i 2 {0, ..,K}, where K is the number of communication layers in the network.75

Each f i takes two input vectors for each agent j: the hidden state hi

j

and the communication ci
j

,76

and outputs a vector hi+1
j

. The main body of the model then takes as input the concatenated vectors77

1Assuming sj includes the identity of agent j.
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The key idea is that T is dynamically sized. First, the number of agents may vary. This motivates83

the the normalizing factor J � 1 in equation (2), which resacles the communication vector by the84

number of communicating agents. Second, the blocks are applied based on category, rather than by85

coordinate. In this simple form of the model “category” refers to either “self” or “teammate”; but as86

we will see below, the communication architecture can be more complicated than “broadcast to all”,87

and so may require more categories. Note also that T i is permutation invariant, thus the order of the88

agents does not matter.89

At the first layer of the model an encoder function h0
j

= p(s
j

) is used. This takes as input state-view90

s
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and outputs feature vector h0
j

(in Rd0 for some d0). The form of the encoder is problem dependent,91

but for most of our tasks they consist of a lookup-table embedding (or bags of vectors thereof). Unless92

otherwise noted, c0
j

= 0 for all j.93

At the output of the model, a decoder function q(hK

j

) is used to output a distribution over the space of94

actions. q(.) takes the form of a single layer network, followed by a softmax. To produce a discrete95

action, we sample from the this distribution.96

Thus the entire model, which we call a Communication Neural Net (CommNN), (i) takes the state-97

view of all agents s, passes it through the encoder h0
= p(s), (ii) iterates h and c in equations (1)98

and (2) to obain hK , (iii) samples actions a for all agents, according to q(hK

).99

3.2 Model Extensions100

Local Connectivity: An alternative to the broadcast framework described above is to allow agents101

to communicate to others within a certain range. Let N(j) be the set of agents present within102

communication range of agent j. Then (2) becomes:103
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2 Problem Formulation33

We consider the setting where we have M agents, all cooperating to maximize reward R in some34

environment. We make the simplifying assumption that each agent receives R, independent of their35

contribution. In this setting, there is no difference between each agent having its own controller, or36

viewing them as pieces of a larger model controlling all agents. Taking the latter perspective, our37

controller is a large feed-forward neural network that maps inputs for all agents to their actions, each38

agent occupying a subset of units. A specific connectivity structure between layers (a) instantiates the39

broadcast communication channel between agents and (b) propagates the agent state in the manner of40

an RNN.41

Because the agents will receive reward, but not necessarily supervision for each action, reinforcement42

learning is used to maximize expected future reward. We explore two forms of communication within43

the controller: (i) discrete and (ii) continuous. In the former case, communication is an action, and44

will be treated as such by the reinforcement learning. In the continuous case, the signals passed45

between agents are no different than hidden states in a neural network; thus credit assignment for the46

communication can be performed using standard backpropagation (within the outer RL loop).47

We use policy gradient [33] with a state specific baseline for delivering a gradient to the model.48

Denote the states in an episode by s(1), ..., s(T ), and the actions taken at each of those states49

as a(1), ..., a(T ), where T is the length of the episode. The baseline is a scalar function of the50

states b(s, ✓), computed via an extra head on the model producing the action probabilities. Beside51

maximizing the expected reward with policy gradient, the models are also trained to minimize the52

distance between the baseline value and actual reward. Thus, after finishing an episode, we update53

the model parameters ✓ by54

�✓ =
TX

t=1

�

�� log p(a(t)|s(t), ✓)
�✓

�
TX

i=t

r(i)� b(s(t), ✓)

�
� �

�

�✓

�
TX

i=t

r(i)� b(s(t), ✓)

�2
�

� .

Here r(t) is reward given at time t, and the hyperparameter � is for balancing the reward and the55

baseline objectives, set to 0.03 in all experiments.56

3 Model57

We now describe the model used to compute p(a(t)|s(t), ✓) at a given time t (ommiting the time58

index for brevity). Let s
j

be the jth agent’s view of the state of the environment. The input to the59

controller is the concatenation of all state-views s = {s1, ..., sJ}, and the controller � is a mapping60

a = �(s), where the output a is a concatenation of discrete actions a = {a1, ..., aJ} for each agent.61

Note that this single controller � encompasses the individual controllers for each agents, as well as62

the communication between agents.63

One obvious choice for � is a fully-connected multi-layer neural network, which could extract64

features h from s and use them to predict good actions with our RL framework. This model would65

allow agents to communicate with each other and share views of the environment. However, it66

is inflexible with respect to the composition and number of agents it controls; cannot deal well67

with agents joining and leaving the group and even the order of the agents must be fixed. On the68

other hand, if no communication is used then we can write a = {�(s1), ..., �(sJ)}, where � is a69

per-agent controller applied independently. This communication-free model satisfies the flexibility70

requirements1, but is not able to coordinate their actions.71

3.1 Controller Structure72

We now detail the architecture for � that has the modularity of the communication-free model but73

still allows communication. � is built from modules f i, which take the form of multilayer neural74

networks. Here i 2 {0, ..,K}, where K is the number of communication layers in the network.75

Each f i takes two input vectors for each agent j: the hidden state hi

j

and the communication ci
j

,76

and outputs a vector hi+1
j

. The main body of the model then takes as input the concatenated vectors77

1Assuming sj includes the identity of agent j.
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In the case that f i is a single linear layer followed by a nonlinearity �, we have: hi+1
j

= �(Hihi

j

+80

Cici
j

) and the model can be viewed as a feedforward network with layers hi+1 = �(T ihi) where hi81

is the concatenation of all hi

j

and T takes the block form:82
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We set c0
j

= 0 for all j, and i 2 {0, ..,K} (we will call K the number of hops in the network).11

If desired, we can take the final hK

j

and output them directly, so that the model outputs a vector12

corresponding to each input vector, or we can feed them into another network to get a single vector or13

scalar output.14

If each f i is a simple linear layer followed by a nonlinearity �:15
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+Bici
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),

then the model can be viewed as a feedforward network with layers16

Hi+1 = �(T iHi),

where T is written in block form17

T i =
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Ai Bi Bi ... Bi

Bi Ai Bi ... Bi

Bi Bi Ai ... Bi
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The key idea is that T is dynamically sized, and the matrix can be dynamically sized because the18

blocks are applied by type, rather than by coordinate.19
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3 Model57

We now describe the model used to compute p(a(t)|s(t), ✓) at a given time t (ommiting the time58

index for brevity). Let s
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be the jth agent’s view of the state of the environment. The input to the59

controller is the concatenation of all state-views s = {s1, ..., sJ}, and the controller � is a mapping60

a = �(s), where the output a is a concatenation of discrete actions a = {a1, ..., aJ} for each agent.61

Note that this single controller � encompasses the individual controllers for each agents, as well as62

the communication between agents.63

One obvious choice for � is a fully-connected multi-layer neural network, which could extract64

features h from s and use them to predict good actions with our RL framework. This model would65

allow agents to communicate with each other and share views of the environment. However, it66

is inflexible with respect to the composition and number of agents it controls; cannot deal well67

with agents joining and leaving the group and even the order of the agents must be fixed. On the68

other hand, if no communication is used then we can write a = {�(s1), ..., �(sJ)}, where � is a69

per-agent controller applied independently. This communication-free model satisfies the flexibility70

requirements1, but is not able to coordinate their actions.71

3.1 Controller Structure72

We now detail the architecture for � that has the modularity of the communication-free model but73

still allows communication. � is built from modules f i, which take the form of multilayer neural74

networks. Here i 2 {0, ..,K}, where K is the number of communication layers in the network.75

Each f i takes two input vectors for each agent j: the hidden state hi
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and the communication ci
j

,76

and outputs a vector hi+1
j

. The main body of the model then takes as input the concatenated vectors77

1Assuming sj includes the identity of agent j.
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number of communicating agents. Second, the blocks are applied based on category, rather than by85

coordinate. In this simple form of the model “category” refers to either “self” or “teammate”; but as86

we will see below, the communication architecture can be more complicated than “broadcast to all”,87

and so may require more categories. Note also that T i is permutation invariant, thus the order of the88

agents does not matter.89

At the first layer of the model an encoder function h0
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) is used. This takes as input state-view90
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and outputs feature vector h0
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(in Rd0 for some d0). The form of the encoder is problem dependent,91

but for most of our tasks they consist of a lookup-table embedding (or bags of vectors thereof). Unless92

otherwise noted, c0
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= 0 for all j.93

At the output of the model, a decoder function q(hK
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) is used to output a distribution over the space of94

actions. q(.) takes the form of a single layer network, followed by a softmax. To produce a discrete95

action, we sample from the this distribution.96

Thus the entire model, which we call a Communication Neural Net (CommNN), (i) takes the state-97

view of all agents s, passes it through the encoder h0 = p(s), (ii) iterates h and c in equations (1)98

and (2) to obain hK , (iii) samples actions a for all agents, according to q(hK).99

3.2 Model Extensions100

Local Connectivity: An alternative to the broadcast framework described above is to allow agents101

to communicate to others within a certain range. Let N(j) be the set of agents present within102
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We set c0
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= 0 for all j, and i 2 {0, ..,K} (we will call K the number of hops in the network).11

If desired, we can take the final hK
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and output them directly, so that the model outputs a vector12

corresponding to each input vector, or we can feed them into another network to get a single vector or13

scalar output.14

If each f i is a simple linear layer followed by a nonlinearity �:15
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The key idea is that T is dynamically sized, and the matrix can be dynamically sized because the18

blocks are applied by type, rather than by coordinate.19
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2 Problem Formulation33

We consider the setting where we have M agents, all cooperating to maximize reward R in some34

environment. We make the simplifying assumption that each agent receives R, independent of their35

contribution. In this setting, there is no difference between each agent having its own controller, or36

viewing them as pieces of a larger model controlling all agents. Taking the latter perspective, our37

controller is a large feed-forward neural network that maps inputs for all agents to their actions, each38

agent occupying a subset of units. A specific connectivity structure between layers (a) instantiates the39

broadcast communication channel between agents and (b) propagates the agent state in the manner of40

an RNN.41

Because the agents will receive reward, but not necessarily supervision for each action, reinforcement42

learning is used to maximize expected future reward. We explore two forms of communication within43

the controller: (i) discrete and (ii) continuous. In the former case, communication is an action, and44

will be treated as such by the reinforcement learning. In the continuous case, the signals passed45

between agents are no different than hidden states in a neural network; thus credit assignment for the46

communication can be performed using standard backpropagation (within the outer RL loop).47

We use policy gradient [33] with a state specific baseline for delivering a gradient to the model.48

Denote the states in an episode by s(1), ..., s(T ), and the actions taken at each of those states49

as a(1), ..., a(T ), where T is the length of the episode. The baseline is a scalar function of the50

states b(s, ✓), computed via an extra head on the model producing the action probabilities. Beside51

maximizing the expected reward with policy gradient, the models are also trained to minimize the52

distance between the baseline value and actual reward. Thus, after finishing an episode, we update53

the model parameters ✓ by54
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Here r(t) is reward given at time t, and the hyperparameter � is for balancing the reward and the55

baseline objectives, set to 0.03 in all experiments.56

3 Model57

We now describe the model used to compute p(a(t)|s(t), ✓) at a given time t (ommiting the time58

index for brevity). Let s
j

be the jth agent’s view of the state of the environment. The input to the59

controller is the concatenation of all state-views s = {s1, ..., sJ}, and the controller � is a mapping60

a = �(s), where the output a is a concatenation of discrete actions a = {a1, ..., aJ} for each agent.61

Note that this single controller � encompasses the individual controllers for each agents, as well as62

the communication between agents.63

One obvious choice for � is a fully-connected multi-layer neural network, which could extract64

features h from s and use them to predict good actions with our RL framework. This model would65

allow agents to communicate with each other and share views of the environment. However, it66

is inflexible with respect to the composition and number of agents it controls; cannot deal well67

with agents joining and leaving the group and even the order of the agents must be fixed. On the68

other hand, if no communication is used then we can write a = {�(s1), ..., �(sJ)}, where � is a69

per-agent controller applied independently. This communication-free model satisfies the flexibility70

requirements1, but is not able to coordinate their actions.71

3.1 Controller Structure72

We now detail the architecture for � that has the modularity of the communication-free model but73

still allows communication. � is built from modules f i, which take the form of multilayer neural74

networks. Here i 2 {0, ..,K}, where K is the number of communication layers in the network.75

Each f i takes two input vectors for each agent j: the hidden state hi

j

and the communication ci
j

,76

and outputs a vector hi+1
j

. The main body of the model then takes as input the concatenated vectors77

1Assuming sj includes the identity of agent j.
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the the normalizing factor J � 1 in equation (2), which resacles the communication vector by the84

number of communicating agents. Second, the blocks are applied based on category, rather than by85

coordinate. In this simple form of the model “category” refers to either “self” or “teammate”; but as86

we will see below, the communication architecture can be more complicated than “broadcast to all”,87

and so may require more categories. Note also that T i is permutation invariant, thus the order of the88

agents does not matter.89

At the first layer of the model an encoder function h0
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) is used. This takes as input state-view90

s
j

and outputs feature vector h0
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(in Rd0 for some d0). The form of the encoder is problem dependent,91

but for most of our tasks they consist of a lookup-table embedding (or bags of vectors thereof). Unless92
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= 0 for all j.93
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) is used to output a distribution over the space of94

actions. q(.) takes the form of a single layer network, followed by a softmax. To produce a discrete95

action, we sample from the this distribution.96

Thus the entire model, which we call a Communication Neural Net (CommNN), (i) takes the state-97

view of all agents s, passes it through the encoder h0 = p(s), (ii) iterates h and c in equations (1)98

and (2) to obain hK , (iii) samples actions a for all agents, according to q(hK).99

3.2 Model Extensions100

Local Connectivity: An alternative to the broadcast framework described above is to allow agents101
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Figure 1: An overview of our CommNet model. Left: view of module f i for a single agent j. Note
that the parameters are shared across all agents. Middle: a single communication step, where each
agents modules propagate their internal state h, as well as broadcasting a communication vector c
on a common channel (shown in red). Right: full model, showing input states s for each agent, two
communication steps and the output actions for each agent.

A key point is that T is dynamically sized since the number of agents may vary. This motivates the
the normalizing factor J � 1 in equation (2), which rescales the communication vector by the number
of communicating agents. Note also that T i is permutation invariant, thus the order of the agents
does not matter.
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