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Abstract— Digital PID control requires a differencing op-
eration to implement the D gain. In order to suppress the
effects of noisy data, the traditional approach is to filter the
data, where the frequency response of the filter is adjusted
manually based on the characteristics of the sensor noise. The
present paper considers the case where the characteristics of
the sensor noise change over time in an unknown way. This
problem is addressed by applying adaptive real-time numerical
differentiation based on adaptive input and state estimation
(AISE). The contribution of this paper is to extend AISE
to include variable-rate forgetting with exponential resetting,
which allows AISE to more rapidly respond to changing
noise characteristics while enforcing the boundedness of the
covariance matrix used in recursive least squares.

I. INTRODUCTION

Because of its simplicity of tuning and implementation as
well as its ability to follow setpoint commands and reject
step disturbances, PID control is without doubt the most
widely used feedback control algorithm [1], [2]. Although
PID controllers can be implemented by analog circuits,
the overwhelming trend is to implement these controllers
digitally using sampled data [1], [3]–[8]. Since sampled data
cannot be differentiated, implementation of the D gain is
typically realized using backward differencing [9]. Unfortu-
nately, backward differencing is susceptible to sensor noise,
and the practical remedy is to filter the data. The frequency
response of the filter can be adjusted manually based on
the characteristics of the sensor noise, and this approach is
routinely used in practice.

The motivation for the present paper is the case where
the characteristics of the sensor noise change over time in
an unknown way. In an autonomous vehicle, for example,
the accuracy of camera images may change depending on
atmospheric conditions such as lighting and fog. When the
sensor noise is nonstationary, the accuracy of a manually
adjusted filter may be initial adequate but can be degraded
under changing conditions. The present paper addresses this
problem by applying adaptive real-time numerical differen-
tiation to PID control.

Numerical differentiation is a longstanding problem in
signal processing [10]–[18]. For the present purposes, how-
ever, we require real-time numerical differentiation, where
only present and past data are used to estimate the signal
derivative. In other words, causal numerical differentiation is
needed, which rules out the use of noncausal differentiation
methods, which use future data.
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For real-time numerical differentiation, we consider the
technique developed in [19]. This technique is based on
adaptive input estimation augmented by adaptive state es-
timation. The combined adaptive input and state estimation
(AISE) method uses recursive least squares (RLS) to adjust
the coefficients of the approximate inverse model for input
estimation along with the noise covariances of the Kalman
filter used for state estimation.

The present paper extends AISE for real-time numerical
differentiation by replacing classical RLS optimization by
RLS with variable-rate forgetting (VRF). Several techniques
have been proposed for RLS/VRF [20]–[25]. Forgetting
is motivated by the practical need to rapidly update the
parameters of AISE, while VRF is used to mitigate the
tendency of RLS to diverge in the absence of persistency
[22], [26].

For real-time numerical differentiation with VRF, the
present paper uses a combination of the F-test developed in
[24] and exponential resetting developed in [25], where, to
improve numerical conditioning, the latter technique enforces
an upper bound on the covariance matrix.

The contents of the paper are as follows. Section II pro-
vides a description of the adaptive input and state estimation
(AISE) algorithm, incorporating variable-rate forgetting with
exponential resetting (VRF/ER) recursive least squares. Sec-
tion III investigates the efficacy of this technique through two
applications. First, in subsection III-A, AISE and AISE/VRF-
ER are employed for digital PID sampled-data control of
first-order-lag-plus-dead-time dynamics. Following this, in
subsection III-B, AISE and AISE/VRF-ER are applied to
relative position data obtained from a vehicle simulation to
estimate the relative velocity by numerical differentiation.

II. ADAPTIVE INPUT AND STATE ESTIMATION

We now apply adaptive input and state estimation (AISE)
[19] to real-time numerical differentiation. Consider the
linear discrete-time SISO system

xk+1 = Axk +Bdk, (1)
yk = Cxk +D2,kvk, (2)

where k ≥ 0 is the step, xk ∈ Rn is the unknown state,
dk ∈ R is unknown input, yk ∈ R is a measured output,
vk ∈ R is standard white noise, and D2,kvk ∈ R is the
sensor noise at time t = kTs, where Ts is the sample time.
The matrices A ∈ Rn×n, B ∈ Rn×1, and C ∈ R1×n, are
assumed to be known and D2,k is assumed to be unknown.
The sensor-noise covariance is define as V2,k

△
= D2,kD

T
2,k.
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The goal of adaptive input estimation (AIE) is to estimate
dk and xk.

In the application of AIE to real-time numerical differenti-
ation, we use (1) and (2) to model a discrete-time integrator.
As a result, AIE furnishes an estimate denoted by d̂k for the
derivative of the sampled output yk. For single discrete-time
differentiation, the values are A = 1, B = Ts, and C = 1.

A. Input Estimation

AIE comprises three subsystems: the Kalman filter fore-
cast subsystem, the input-estimation subsystem, and the
Kalman filter data-assimilation subsystem. First, consider the
Kalman filter forecast step

xfc,k+1 = Axda,k +Bd̂k, (3)
yfc,k = Cxfc,k, (4)
zk = yfc,k − yk, (5)

where xda,k ∈ Rn is the data-assimilation state, xfc,k ∈ Rn

is the forecast state, d̂k is the estimate of dk, yfc,k ∈ R is
the forecast output, zk ∈ R is the residual, and xfc,0 = 0.

Next, in order to obtain d̂k, the input-estimation subsystem
of order ne is given by the exactly proper dynamics

d̂k =

ne∑
i=1

Pi,kd̂k−i +

ne∑
i=0

Qi,kzk−i, (6)

where Pi,k ∈ R and Qi,k ∈ R. AIE minimize zk by updating
Pi,k and Qi,k as shown below. The subsystem (6) can be
reformulated as

d̂k = Φkθk, (7)

where the estimated coefficient vector θk ∈ Rlθ is defined
by

θk
△
=

[
P1,k · · · Pne,k Q0,k · · · Qne,k

]T
, (8)

the regressor matrix Φk ∈ R1×lθ is defined by

Φk
△
=

[
d̂k−1 · · · d̂k−ne zk · · · zk−ne

]
, (9)

and lθ
△
= 2ne + 1. The subsystem (6) can be written using

backward shift operator q−1 as

d̂k = Gd̂z,k(q
−1)zk, (10)

where

Gd̂z,k

△
= D−1

d̂z,k
Nd̂z ,k , (11)

Dd̂z,k(q
−1)

△
= Ild − P1,kq

−1 − · · · − Pne,kq
−ne , (12)

Nd̂z,k(q
−1)

△
= Q0,k +Q1,kq

−1 + · · ·+Qne,kq
−ne . (13)

Next, define the filtered signals

Φf,k
△
= Gf,k(q

−1)Φk, d̂f,k
△
= Gf,k(q

−1)d̂k, (14)

where, for all k ≥ 0,

Gf,k(q
−1) =

nf∑
i=1

q−iHi,k, (15)

Hi,k
△
=


CB, k ≥ i = 1,
CAk−1 · · ·Ak−(i−1)B, k ≥ i ≥ 2,
0, i > k,

(16)

and Ak
△
= A(I+Kda,kC), where Kda,k is the Kalman filter

gain given by (29) below. Furthermore, for all k ≥ 0, define
the retrospective variable zr,k : Rlθ → R by

zr,k(θ̂)
△
= zk − (d̂f,k − Φf,kθ̂), (17)

and define the retrospective cost function Jk : Rlθ → R by

Jk(θ̂)
△
= (θ̂ − θ0)

TRθ(θ̂ − θ0) +

k∑
i=0

Rzz
2
r,i(θ̂) +Rd(Φiθ̂)

2

where Rθ ∈ Rlθ×lθ is positive definite, Rz ∈ (0,∞), and
Rd ∈ (0,∞). Then, for all k ≥ 0, the unique global
minimizer θk+1 ≜ argminθ̂∈Rlθ

Jk(θ̂) is given recursively
by the RLS update equations [20] as

P−1
k+1 = P−1

k + Φ̃T
k R̃Φ̃k, (18)

θk+1 = θk − Pk+1Φ̃
T
k R̃(z̃k + Φ̃kθk), (19)

where P0
△
= R−1

θ , for all k ≥ 0, positive-definite Pk ∈
Rlθ×lθ is the covariance matrix, and where, for all k ≥ 0,

Φ̃k
△
=

[
Φf,k

Φk

]
, z̃k

△
=

[
zk − d̂f,k

0

]
, R̃

△
=

[
Rz 0
0 Rd

]
.

Hence, (18) and (19) recursively update the input-estimation
subsystem (6).

B. Recursive Least Squares with Variable-Rate Forgetting
and Exponential Resetting

While AISE based on the RLS update equations, given
by (18) and (19), has shown promise in preliminary testing
[19], a major drawback of RLS is the monotonicity of the
eigenvalues of the covariance matrix, resulting in slowed
adaptation after a large amount of data has been collected
[27], [28]. To mitigate slow adaptation, we combine AISE
with two recent advances in RLS, namely, variable-rate
forgetting based on the F-Test [24], and exponential resetting
[25]. We call this combination variable-rate forgetting with
exponential resetting (VRF-ER) RLS.

VRF-ER replaces the inverse covariance update equation
(18) with, for all k ≥ 0,

P−1
k+1 = λkP

−1
k + (1− λk)R∞ + Φ̃T

k R̃Φ̃k, (20)

where the positive-definite matrix R∞ ∈ Rlθ×lθ is the user-
selected resetting matrix and, for all k ≥ 0, λk ∈ (0, 1]
is the forgetting factor. A forgetting factor λk < 1 allows
the eigenvalues of Pk to decrease, resulting in continued
adaptation of the input-estimation subsystem (6), even after
a large amount of data has been collected [29]. On the other
hand, the resetting matrix R∞ prevents the eigenvalues of
Pk from becoming too large when excitation is poor [25], a
phenomenon known as covariance windup [30]. See [25] for
further details.



Next, variable-rate forgetting based on the F-test [24] is
used, for all k ≥ 0, to select the forgetting factor λk ∈ (0, 1].
For all k ≥ 0, we define the residual error at step k as

εk
△
= z̃k + Φ̃kθk ∈ R2. (21)

Note that the residual error is a metric of how well the input-
estimation subsystem (6) predicts the input one step into the
future. Furthermore, for all k ≥ 0, define the sample mean
of the residual errors over the past τ ≥ 1 steps as

ε̄τ,k
△
=

1

τ

k∑
i=k−τ+1

εi ∈ R2, (22)

and define the sample variance of the residual errors over
the past τ steps as

Στ,k
△
=

1

τ

k∑
i=k−τ+1

(εi − ε̄τ,k)(εi − ε̄τ,k)
T ∈ R2×2. (23)

The approach in [24] compares Στn,k to Στd,k, where
τn ≥ 1 is the short-term sample size and τd > τn is the long-
term sample size. If the short-term variance Στn,k is more
statistically significant than the long term variance Στd,k

according to the Lawley-Hotelling trace approximation [31],
then λk < 1 is chosen inversely proportional to the statistical
significance. If not, then λk = 1. In particular, for all k ≥ 0,
the forgetting factor is selected as

λk
△
=

1

1 + ηgk1[gk]
, (24)

where η ≥ 0 is a tuning parameter, 1 : R → {0, 1} is the
unit step function, and, for all k ≥ 0,

gk
△
=

√
τn
τd

tr(Στn,kΣ
−1
τd,k

)

c
−
√

F−1
2τn,b

(1− α), (25)

a
△
=
(τn + τd − 3)(τd − 1)

(τd − 5)(τd − 2)
, (26)

b
△
=4 +

2(τn + 1)

a− 1
, c

△
=

2τn(b− 2)

b(τd − 3)
, (27)

and where α ∈ [0, 1] is the significance level and
F−1
2τn,b

: [0, 1] → R is the inverse cumulative distribution
function of the F-distribution with degrees of freedom 2τn
and b. For further details, see [24] and [31].

C. State Estimation

The forecast variable xfc,k, given by (3), is used to obtain
the estimate xda,k of xk given, for all k ≥ 0, by the Kalman
filter data-assimilation step

xda,k = xfc,k +Kda,kzk, (28)

where the Kalman filter gain Kda,k ∈ Rn, the data-
assimilation error covariance Pda,k ∈ Rn×n, and the forecast
error covariance Pf,k+1 ∈ Rn×n are given by

Kda,k = −Pf,kC
T(CPf,kC

T + V2,k)
−1, (29)

Pda,k = (In +Kda,kC)Pf,k, (30)

Pf,k+1 = APda,kA
T + V1,k, (31)

where V2,k ∈ R is the measurement covariance matrix and

V1,k
△
=B var (dk − d̂k)B

T

+A cov (xk − xda,k, dk − d̂k)B
T

+B cov (dk − d̂k, xk − xda,k)A
T (32)

and Pf,0 = 0.

D. Adaptive Input and State Estimation

This section summarizes adaptive input and state esti-
mation (AISE). Assuming that, for all k ≥ 0, V1,k and
V2,k are unknown in (31) and (29), the goal is to adapt
V1,adapt,k and V2,adapt,k at each step k to estimate V1,k and
V2,k, respectively. To do this, we define, for all k ≥ 0, the
performance metric Jk : Rn×n × R → R as

Jk(V1, V2)
△
= |Ŝk − Sk|, (33)

where Ŝk is the sample variance of zk over [0, k] given by

Ŝk
△
=

1

k

k∑
i=0

(zi − zk)
2, zk

△
=

1

k + 1

k∑
i=0

zi, (34)

and Sk is the variance of the residual zk given by the Kalman
filter, defined as

Sk
△
= C(APda,k−1A

T + V1)C
T + V2. (35)

For all k ≥ 0, we assume that V1,adapt,k ≜ ηkIn and we
define ηk ∈ R and V2,adapt,k as

ηk, V2,adapt,k
△
= argmin

η∈[ηL,ηU],V2≥0

Jk(ηIn, V2), (36)

where 0 ≤ ηL ≤ ηU. Next, defining Jf,k : R → R as

Jf,k(V1)
△
= Ŝk − C(APda,k−1A

T + V1)C
T (37)

and using (35), (33) can be rewritten as

Jk(V1, V2) = |Jf,k(V1)− V2|. (38)

We construct a set of positive values of Jf,k as

Jf,k
△
= {Jf,k(ηIn) : Jf,k(ηIn) > 0, ηL ≤ η ≤ ηU} ⊆ R.

(39)

Finally, Proposition 2.1 gives a method to compute ηk and
V2,adapt,k, defined in (36).

Proposition 2.1: Let k ≥ 0 and let ηk ∈ [ηL, ηU ] and
V2,k ≥ 0 be given by (36). If Jf,k, defined in (39), is
nonempty, then, for any β ∈ [0, 1], ηk and V2,k are given
by

ηk = argmin
η∈[ηL,ηU ]

|Jf,k(ηIn)− Ĵf,k(β)|, (40)

V2,adapt,k = Jf,k(ηkIn), (41)

where

Ĵf,k(β)
△
= βminJf,k + (1− β)maxJf,k, (42)



If Jf,k is empty, then ηk and V2,k are given by

ηk = argmin
η∈[ηL,ηU ]

|Jf,k(ηIn)|, (43)

V2,adapt,k = 0. (44)
Proof: Under the constrain that ηk and V2,k are non-

negative, at step k, if Jf,k in (39) is non-empty, we compute
Ĵf,k(β) for the user-provided β in (42). Subsequently, we
select ηk ∈ [ηL, ηU ] using a grid search to minimize

ηk = argmin
η∈[ηL,ηU ]

|Jf,k(ηIn)− Ĵf,k(β)|,

V1,adapt,k = ηkIn.

We then choose V2,adapt,k = Jf,k(V1,adapt,k) =
Jf,k(ηkIn) > 0 such that

Jk(V1,adapt,k, V2,adapt,k) = |Jf,k(V1,adapt,k)− V2,adapt,k|
= |Jf,k(ηkIn)− Jf,k(ηkIn)|
= 0.

This demonstrates that both ηk and V2,adapt,k = Jf,k(ηkIn)
constitute an optimal solution for (36).

When Jf,k is empty, indicating that Jf,k(ηIn) < 0 for
all η ∈ [ηL, ηU ]. We minimize Jk in (38) by choosing
V2,adapt,k = 0. We then select ηk ∈ [ηL, ηU ] using a grid
search such that

ηk = argmin
η∈[ηL,ηU ]

|Jf,k(ηIn)− 0|,

V1,adapt,k = ηkIn.

This establishes that both ηk and V2,adapt,k = 0 constitute
an optimal solution for (36) when Jf,k is empty.

In Section II-B, we introduced two variations of RLS,
resulting in AISE and AISE/VRF-ER, both of which are
summarized in Table I.

AISE
variation

Covariance
update equation

AISE P−1
k+1 = P−1

k + Φ̃T
k R̃Φ̃k

AISE/VRF-ER
P−1
k+1 = λkP

−1
k

+(1− λk)R∞ + Φ̃T
k R̃Φ̃k

TABLE I: Variations of AISE with their respective covari-
ance update. λk is given by (24).

III. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section, we compare the performance of AISE
with AISE/VRF-ER. We present two illustrative examples:
firstly, digital PID control of first-order-lag-plus-dead-time
dynamics using adaptive numerical differentiation, and, sec-
ondly, velocity estimation using noisy position data from
autonomous vehicles for collision avoidance.

A. Digital PID Control

The continuous-time first-order-lag-plus-dead-time dy-
namics are given by the transfer function

G(s)
△
=

Ke−τds

τcs+ 1
, (45)

where K > 0 is the DC gain, τc > 0 is the time constant,
and τd ≥ 0 is the dead time.

The zero-order-hold discretization of (45) is given by

Gd(z)
△
=

K(1− γ)

znd(z − γ)
. (46)

where γ
△
= e

Ts
τc ∈ (0, 1) and nd

△
= τd/Ts. The PID controller

has the discrete-time, linear time-invariant transfer function

Gc(z)
△
= KP +

KI

z − 1
− KD(z − 1)

Ts
, (47)

where KP is the proportional gain, KD is the derivative
gain, and KI is the integrator gain. The discretized plant
Gd is controlled by the PID controller Gc, whose input is
the error ek and whose output is the control signal uk. The
plant output is denoted by yk. In the presence of sensor
noise ηk, the measurement is denoted by the noisy sensor
output ym,k

△
= yk+ηk. The servo loop consisting of discrete-

time, first-order-lag-plus-dead-time dynamics with a discrete-
time PID controller is shown in Figure 1, where rk is the
command and ek

△
= rk − ym,k is the error.

Fig. 1: Servo loop consisting of discrete-time first-order-lag-
plus-dead-time dynamics with a discrete-time PID controller,
where ηk is the sensor noise.

The control uk is written as

uk
△
= up,k + ui,k + ud,k, (48)

where

up,k
△
= KPek, ui,k

△
=

KI

z − 1
ek, (49)

ud,k
△
= −KD(z − 1)

Ts
ek = KD

(ek − ek−1)

Ts
. (50)

The derivative action ud,k for the control signal uk is com-
puted using the backward difference (BD) method applied
to the error ek as shown in (50). In the presence of sensor
noise, the error ek becomes noisy, resulting in a noisy
estimate of the derivative of ek using the BD. We use
AISE to estimate the derivative of ek for computing ud,k.
The servo loop consisting of discrete-time first-order-lag-
plus-dead-time dynamics with a discrete-time PID controller
combined with adaptive differentiation (PID/AD) is shown



-

AISE

Fig. 2: Servo loop consisting of discrete-time first-order-lag-
plus-dead-time dynamics with a discrete-time PID controller
combined with adaptive differentiation (PID/AD).

in Figure 2, where the “AISE” indicates that AISE is used
to adaptively differentiate ek.

We compare the performance of AISE and AISE/VRF-ER
as adaptive differentiators in PID/AD controllers with con-
ventional PID controllers. With conventional PID controllers,
we refine the noisy derivative of the error by augmenting BD
with Butterworth (BW) and moving-average (MA) filters. To
assess the accuracy of the step response, we define the root-
mean-square error (RMSE) as

RMSE
△
=

√√√√ N∑
k=1

(yk − ȳk)
2

N
, (51)

where ȳk denotes the step response of the PID controller
using BD in the absence of sensor noise. We treat ȳk as
ground truth for computing RMSE for various numerical
differentiation algorithms.

Example 3.1: Digital PID control. This example com-
pares the accuracy of the step response of discrete-time first-
order-lag-plus-dead-time dynamics under PID control with
various numerical differentiation techniques, namely, BD,
BD with the MA filter (BD/MA), BD with the BW filter
(BD/BW), AISE, and AISE/VRF-ER. The key feature of the
problem is the presence of nonstationary sensor noise.

The parameters in (45) are K = 1, τc = 1, τd = 1, and
Ts = 0.01 sec. The gains of the PID controller are Kp = 1.5,
Ki = 1.0, Kd = 0.25. The nonstationary sensor noise is
given by D2v, where v is white Gaussian noise and D2 = 1.5
for 1 ≤ k ≤ 1999 and D2 = 1 for 2000 ≤ k ≤ 3501, which
results in a signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of 8.87 dB and 12.22
dB, respectively.

For the MA filter, the window size is 10 data points,
and the BW filter is 5th order with a cutoff frequency of
0.6π rad/step. For AISE, let ne = 12, nf = 20, Rz =
1, Rd = 10−7, Rθ = 10−0.1I25, and V1, V2 are adapted,
where ηL = 10−6, ηU = 10−2, and β = 0.55 as in Section
II-D. For AISE/VRF-ER, the parameters are the same as
those of AISE, and, for VRF-ER, η = 0.5, tn = 20, td =
80, α = 0.08, and R∞ = 50.

In Figure 3, the step response yk of the plant and the
control input uk with the PI controller are presented, demon-
strating their behavior in the absence of sensor noise. Figure
4 shows the step response ȳk of the plant and control input
uk with the PID controller in the absence of the sensor noise.

Figure 5 shows the step response with the PID controller
in the presence of sensor noise using BD for numerical
differentiation. The step response is noisy because of the
numerical differentiation of the error signal ek using BD.
Figure 6 shows the step response with the PID controller
in the presence of sensor noise using BD/MA for numerical
differentiation. The step response is less noisy than the step
response of the PID controller with BD differentiation be-
cause ek is numerically differentiated using BD and filtered
with the MA which averaged the noise. Figure 7 shows the
step response with the PID controller in the presence of
sensor noise using BD/BW for numerical differentiation.

Figure 8 shows the step response with the PID/AD
controller in the presence of sensor noise. The numerical
differentiation of the error signal ek is computed using AISE.
Figure 9 shows the eigenvalues of the covariance matrix Pk

and the parameter vector θk of AISE. The eigenvalues of Pk

decrease monotonically and the θk have not converged. Fig-
ure 10 shows the step response with the PID/AD controller
in the presence of sensor noise. The numerical differentia-
tion of the error signal ek is computed using AISE/VRF-
ER. Figure 11 shows the eigenvalues of the covariance
matrix Pk and the parameter vector θk of AISE/VRF-
ER. ER guarantees that, for all k ≥ 0, λmax(Pk+1) ≤
max{λmax(Pk),λmax(R

−1
∞ )}, where λmax(R

−1
∞ ) is shown

by the red dashed line in Figure 11(a) (see Corollary 1 of
[25]). Hence, the eigenvalues of Pk are eventually bounded
by λmax(R

−1
∞ ), and the parameters θk converge. Figure

11(b) shows the variable-rate-forgetting factor λk for the
AISE/VRF-ER. The RMSE (51) for the step responses
obtained using various numerical differentiation methods are
summarized in Table II.

Method RMSE

BD 0.1904

BD/MA 0.1302

BD/BW 0.2830

AISE 0.1201

AISE/VRF-ER 0.0998

TABLE II: RMSE of the step response of the PID controllers
for several numerical differentiation methods.
B. Target tracking for collision avoidance

To estimate the relative velocity of the target vehicle,
AISE, and AISE/VRF-ER are applied to simulated position
data of a target vehicle relative to a host vehicle. The CarSim
simulator is used to simulate a scenario (depicted in Figure
12) in which an oncoming target vehicle (white van) slides
over to the wrong lane. The host vehicle (blue van) performs
an evasive maneuver to avoid a collision. Differentiation of
the relative position data along the global y-axis (shown in
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Fig. 3: Example 3.1: (a) shows the step response yk of the
PI controller in the absence of sensor noise, where, without
the derivative action, the settling time is 20 sec. (b) shows
the control uk.
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Fig. 4: Example 3.1: (a) shows the step response ȳk of the
PID controller in the absence of sensor noise using BD for
numerical differentiation. (b) shows the control uk.
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Fig. 5: Example 3.1: (a) shows the step response yk of the
PID controller in the presence of sensor noise using BD for
numerical differentiation. The steady-state response is noisy.
The RMSE is 0.1904. (b) shows the control uk.
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Fig. 6: Example 3.1: (a) shows the step response yk of the
PID controller using BD/MA for numerical differentiation,
where the MA filter of window size of 10 data points in the
presence of sensor noise. The RMSE is 0.1302. (b) shows
the control uk.

Figure 12) is done to estimate the relative velocity along
the same axis. The same method yields an estimate of the
relative velocity along the global x-axis (not shown). We
compare the performance of AISE and AISE/VRF-ER. The
estimated relative velocity of the target vehicle can be used
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Fig. 7: Example 3.1: (a) shows the step response yk of the
PID controller using BD/BW for numerical differentiation,
where the BW filter is of 5th order with a cutoff frequency of
0.6π rad/step. in the presence of sensor noise. The RMSE
is 0.2830. (b) shows the control uk.
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Fig. 8: Example 3.1: (a) shows the step response yk of the
PID/AD controller with AISE in the presence of sensor noise.
The RMSE is 0.1201. (b) shows the control uk.

Fig. 9: Example 3.1: (a) shows the eigenvalues of Pk of AISE.
(b) shows the estimated coefficient vector θk of AISE.
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Fig. 10: Example 3.1:(a) shows the step response yk of the
PID/AD controller with AISE/VRF-ER in the presence of
sensor noise. The RMSE is 0.0998. (b) shows the control
uk.

for collision avoidance purposes.
Example 3.2: Differentiation of the CarSim data in the

presence of stationary sensor noise. The relative position data



Fig. 11: Example 3.1: (a) shows the eigenvalues of Pk of
AISE/VRF-ER. The dashed red line shows λmax(R

−1
∞ ). (b)

shows the forgetting factor λk in AISE/VRF-ER. (c) shows
the estimated coefficient vector θk of AISE/VRF-ER.

Fig. 12: Collision-avoidance scenario in CarSim. In this
scenario, the oncoming vehicle (the white van) enters the
opposite lane, and the host vehicle (the blue van) performs
an evasive maneuver to avoid a collision.

is corrupted with white Gaussian stationary sensor noise with
SNR 40 dB. For AISE, let ne = 25, nf = 50, Rz = 1, Rd =
10−6.7, Rθ = 10−0.1I25, V1, V2 are adapted, where ηL =
10−6, ηU = 10−2, and β = 0.55. For AISE/VRF-ER the
parameters are the same as those of AISE and for VRF-ER
η = 0.8, tn = 20, td = 80, α = 0.08, and Rinf = 10.

Figure 13 compares the true first derivative with the
estimates obtained from the AISE and AISE/VRF-ER. The
estimate generated using AISE/VRF-ER is more accurate
than the estimate generated using AISE. Figure 14 shows
the eigenvalues of the covariance matrix Pk and the pa-
rameter vector θk of AISE. The eigenvalues of Pk de-
crease monotonically due to which AISE is not adapting
to changes in the signal. In Figure 15, the eigenvalues of
the covariance matrix Pk, the variable-rate-forgetting factor
λk, and the parameter vector θk for AISE/VRF-ER are
displayed. ER ensures that, for all k ≥ 0, λmax(Pk+1) ≤
max{λmax(Pk),λmax(R

−1
∞ )}, where λmax(R

−1
∞ ) is indi-

cated by the red dashed line in Figure 15(a) (see Corollary
1 of [25]).

Fig. 13: Example 3.2: (a) The numerical derivatives es-
timated by AISE and AISE/VRF-ER follow the true first
derivative y

(1)
k after an initial transient of 200 steps. (b)

shows a zoom of (a). At steady state, AISE/VRF-ER is more
accurate than AISE. The SNR is 40 dB.

Fig. 14: Example 3.2: (a) shows the eigenvalues of Pk of
AISE. (b) shows the estimated coefficient vector θk of AISE.

Fig. 15: Example 3.2: (a) shows the eigenvalues of Pk of
AISE/VRF-ER. The dashed red line shows λmax(R

−1
∞ ). (b)

shows the forgetting factor λk of AISE/VRF-ER. (b) shows
the estimated coefficient vector θk of AISE/VRF-ER.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

This paper extended adaptive input and state estimation
(AISE) by incorporating recursive least squares (RLS) with
variable-rate forgetting and exponential resetting (VRF-ER).
With VRF-ER, RLS uses the F -test for variable-rate forget-



ting as well as exponential resetting to constrain the eigenval-
ues of the error covariance matrix. AISE and AISE/VRF-ER
were both used in digital PID control. We assessed the per-
formance of these methods by considering the step response
under the influence of sensor noise. The performance of
AISE and AISE/VRF-ER was compared with PID controllers
that incorporate moving average and Butterworth filters to
mitigate the noisy derivative control action. Additionally, we
demonstrated the ability of AISE and AISE/VRF-ER to esti-
mate the relative velocity of a target vehicle based on noisy
relative position data. These estimates are potentially useful
for enhancing collision-avoidance systems in autonomous
vehicles. Numerical examples showed that AISE/VRF-ER
provides improved performance compared to AISE.
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