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Distributed Observer for Descriptor Linear System:
The Luenberger Observer Method

Shuai Liu, and Haotian Xu

Abstract—This paper concerns the distributed observer for the
descriptor linear system. Unlike centralized descriptor system
observers, in the case of distributed observers, each agent either
finds it difficult to independently eliminate impulses, or the ob-
server dynamics after eliminating pulses cannot be implemented.
To overcome this issue, this paper develops the structure of the
distributed observer in two different scenarios, and the observer
parameters are presented through a novel design. Moreover, we
provide two implementation methods for distributed observer in
different scenarios. As a result, each local observer has the ability
to reconstruct the states of the underlying system, including
its impulse phenomenon. Finally, simulation results verify the
validity of our results.

Index Terms—Distributed observer, Continuous time system
estimation, Consensus, Sensor networks, Switching topologies

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, a type of high-performance distributed
control law has entered the academic field of vision. [1] and
[2] pointed out that the distributed control law established
based on the distributed observer has the ability to approximate
the performance of centralized control arbitrarily, and the
implementation of this ability mainly benefits from the ability
of the state omniscience of distributed observer. Similar studies
can also be seen in [3]–[5], where relevant theories are applied
to fields including distributed games [6], distributed power grid
control [7], [8], distributed flexible structure control [9], attack
detection [7], [10], and so on. Accordingly, distributed ob-
server have received widespread attention and quickly attracted
the interest of a large number of scholars [11]–[16]. Different
forms of distributed observers, such as distributed function
observer [17], [18], distributed minimum order observer [19],
[20], distributed interval observer [21]–[23], adaptive dis-
tributed observer [24], and distributed observer with unknown
input [25]–[27], have been proposed successively. Some stud-
ies focused on distributed observers for different types of
systems. For example, [28]–[30] have studied the distributed
observer for nonlinear systems independently. [31] and [32]
have developed distributed observers for linear Time-variant
systems and linear hybrid systems, respectively. Additionally,
distributed observer with event triggered communication [33],
network communication delay [34]–[36], switching topology
network [37]–[39] have also been reported.
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All of the above results concern normal system situa-
tions. However, many practical physical systems often need
to be described by descriptor systems, which have found
their application in modeling the motion of aircraft and in
chemical processes, the mineral industry, electrical circuits,
economic systems, and robotics [40]–[44]. When facing the
distributed control problem of the aforementioned descriptor
systems, we also hope to establish a distributed control law
with centralized performance. Therefore, it is necessary to
first study the distributed observer problem for descriptor
systems. Up to now, the observer theory of descriptor systems
has developed relatively mature, but research on distributed
observer of descriptor systems is still blank.

Though centralized observers for descriptor systems have
made mature research progress [45]–[47], it should be pointed
out that the distributed observer for descriptor systems is
by no means a simple combination of the normal systems’
distributed observer theories and the descriptor systems’ cen-
tralized observer theories. Specifically, the distributed observer
of descriptor systems mainly faces the following challenges.
First, the distributed observer of normal systems only needs
to consider the stability of the error system [11], [12], [17],
[19], [28], [30], and need not deal with impulse elimination
problem, which is the unique requirement of descriptor sys-
tems. What is more difficult is that the impulse elimination and
the stability analysis of the descriptor systems are interrelated
and cannot be achieved independently. Therefore, it brings a
challenge to the design of distributed observers while simulta-
neously considering stability and impulse elimination issues.
In addition, in the case of a centralized observer of the de-
scriptor system, the invertible matrix obtained by eliminating
impulses can ensure that the observer system is implementable
[48]. However, in distributed observers, the implementabil-
ity of distributed observers can only be guaranteed through
traditional methods if the observer parameters are solved in
a centralized way. The achievement of descriptor function
observer can alleviate the problem of implementation to a
certain extent [49], [50]. However, these methods eliminate
impulses based on global information. Therefore, either the
observer parameters cannot be solved in a distributed manner,
or the local observers cannot be implemented if we design a
distributed observer for a descriptor system based on existing
centralized observer theories. As a result, another challenge
of this paper is to study the implementation methods after
designing a distributed observer.

Considering the above issues, this paper contributes to the
following three aspects. First, it is the first attempt to propose a
distributed observer for the descriptor system. Specifically, we
contribute to the design of distributed observers for descriptor
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systems under two different assumptions, which can effectively
estimate all system states, including impulses. In addition,
when the descriptor system degenerates into a normal system,
the distributed observers in both cases can degenerate into the
distributed observers of the normal linear system. Moreover,
we have designed implementation methods for distributed ob-
servers under two different assumptions, ensuring the normal
operation of distributed observers in descriptor systems.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section
II introduces some basic knowledge of the descriptor system
and formulates the problem. The main results of this paper
shown in Section III and Section IV introduce the implemen-
tation methods of the distributed observer. Section V simulates
the developed methods, and Section VI concludes this paper.

II. PRELIMINARIES AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

Notations: (N1) Let Rn be the Euclidean space of n-
dimensional column vectors and Rm×n be the Euclidean space
of m × n-dimensional matrices. 0m×n ∈ Rm×n is the zero
matrix and In, 0n stand for identity matrix and all zero square
matrix, respectively. In addition, for some zero matrices with
dimension that do not produce ambiguity, we will omit their
subscripts. Denote A⊤ the transpose of matrix A. We cast
col{A1, . . . , An} as [A⊤

1 , . . . , A
⊤
n ]

⊤, and diag{A1, . . . , An}
as a block diagonal matrix with Ai on its diagonal, where
A1, . . . , An are matrices with arbitrary dimension. dim{A}
denotes the dimension of square matrix A. kerA and imageA
represent the kernel space and image space of A respectively.
Furthermore, we denote Jm ∈ Rm×m the nilpotent matrix.
∥ · ∥ is the 2-norms of vectors or matrices.

(N2) Set G = {V, E ,A} be a directed graph, V and E be
the set of its nodes and arcs respectively and denote by A its
adjacency matrix. The element αij = 1 of A = [αij ]

N
i,j=1

indicates an arc pointing from node j to i, and αij = 0
otherwise. A directed path from i1 to ik composed of a
set of nodes {i1, . . . , ik} is defined by αip+1ip = 1 for all
p ∈ {1, . . . , k}. We say the network is strongly connected
if there is a path between any pair of nodes (i, j). An
input-degree matrix D = diag{d1, . . . , dN} is defined by
di =

∑N
j=1 αij , and the matrix L = D−A is graph Laplacian

of G. The directed graph is a strongly connected graph if there
is a directed path between any pair of nodes belonging to V .

A. Preliminaries

A descriptor linear system often appear in the following
form

Eẋ = Ax, (1)
y = Cx, (2)

where x ∈ Rn and y ∈ Rp are the states and outputs of the
descriptor system, respectively; E ∈ Rn×n, A ∈ Rn×n, and
C ∈ Rp×n are the system coefficient matrices. In this paper,
the system (1) is assumed to be regular, i.e., there exists a
constant c such that det{cE − A} ≠ 0. In this scene, two
non-singular matrices Q⋆, P⋆ ∈ Rn can be found such that

Q⋆EP⋆ = diag{In1
, N2},

Q⋆AP⋆ = diag{A1, In2
},

CP⋆ = [C⋆,1, C⋆,2],

where A1 ∈ Rn1×n1 , N2 ∈ Rn2×n2 with n1+n2 = n and N2

being a nilpotent matrix. Accordingly, the so-called standard
decomposition form (SDF) is introduced as

ẋ1 = A1x1, (3)
N2ẋ2 = x2, (4)
y = C⋆,1x1 + C⋆,2x2, (5)

where col{x1, x2} = P−1
⋆ x, C⋆,1 ∈ Rp×n1 , C⋆,2 ∈ Rp×n2 ;

x1 ∈ Rn1 , x2 ∈ Rn2 are the states of slow subsystem and
fast subsystem, respectively.

Furthermore, we can also find two non-singular matrices
Q⋄, P⋄ ∈ Rn such that

Q⋄EP⋄ = diag{Il, 0(n−l)×(n−l)},

Q⋄AP⋄ =

[
A11 A12

A21 A22

]
,

CP⋄ = [C⋄,1, C⋄,2],

where l is the number of non-zero eigenvalues of E, and A11 ∈
Rl×l, A12 ∈ Rl×(n−l), A21 ∈ R(n−l)×l, A22 ∈ R(n−l)×(n−l),
C⋄,1 ∈ Rp×l, C⋄,2 ∈ Rp×(n−l). Then, dynamic decomposition
form (DDF) with col{x1, x2} = P−1

⋄ can be expressed as

ẋ1 = A11x1 +A12x2, (6)
0 = A21x1 +A22x2, (7)
y = C⋄,1x1 + C⋄,2x2. (8)

Definition 1 ( [48]): System (1)–(2) is R-observable if and
only if the pair (C⋆,1, A1) is observable. Furthermore, system
(1) and (2) is I-observable if the impulse can be observed by
output measurements. The necessary and sufficient conditions
of I-observable is kerN2∩ imageN2∩kerC⋆,2 = {0}. We call
the system (1) and (2) is C-observable if the pairs (C⋆,1, A1)
and (C⋆,2, N2) are both observable.

Definition 2 ( [48]): There is an impulse term in the dynamic
response of the system (1) if and only if N2 ̸= 0, or A22 is not
invertible. We call the system (1) impulse-free if its dynamics
do not contain impulse.

Definition 3 ( [48]): System (1) is admissible if its state x
can converge to zero asymptotically and the dynamic of x is
impulse-free for any initial states. For convenience, we also
call (E,A) admissible when the system (1) is admissible.

Lemma 1 ( [48]): System (1) and (2) is R-observable and
I-observable if it is C-observable.

Lemma 2 ( [48]): System (1) is admissible if there exists
two symmetric matrices X ≥ 0 and Y > 0 satisfying

E⊤XA+A⊤XE = E⊤Y E. (9)

Moreover, there is a symmetric positive definite X > 0 solved
by (9) for arbitrary Y > 0 if the system (1) is admissible.

B. Problem formulation

In this paper, we assume that system (1) consists of N
agents and the output information is partitioned into y =
col{y1, . . . , yN} and C = col{C1, . . . , CN}, where yi ∈ Rpi
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and Ci ∈ Rpi×n with
∑N

i=1 pi = p. The portion yi = Cix
is assumed to be the only information that can be obtained
by agent i. N agents can share their information through a
communication network G.

Each agent needs to design a local observer and is supposed
to reconstruct x of the system (1) with the help of its
measurement outputs and the information exchanged from
their neighbors via a communication network. Let x̂i be the
state estimation generated by the ith local observer on agent
i, and the overall goal of this paper is to achieve

lim
t→∞

∥x̂i − x∥ = 0, (10)

for i = 1, . . . , N . All N local observers and the communi-
cation network constitute the so-called distributed observer.
We say the distributed observer can achieve omniscience
asymptotically if (10) is satisfied.

To achieve the aforementioned goals, a basic assumptions
are necessary, and it is the most common assumption in the
field of distributed observer.

Assumption 1: Communication network G among N agents
is assumed to be a strongly connected graph.

Lemma 3 ( [11]): Assume G is a strongly connected directed
graph. Then, there exists a unique set of positive constants
r1, . . . , rN such that r⊤L = 0, r⊤1N = N and L̂ ≜ RL +
L⊤R ≥ 0 with L̂1N = 1N L̂ = 0, where r = col{r1, . . . , rN},
R = diag{r1, . . . , rN}, and 1N ∈ RN = col{1, 1, . . . , 1}.

III. MAIN RESULTS

Due to the requirement to balance the implementability
of the distributed observer and the admissibility of its error
dynamics, we cannot design a distributed Luenberger observer
for any descriptor system with C-observability. To cover as
many systems as possible, this paper will design distributed
observers based on two different assumptions. These two
different distributed observers will be established based on
SDF and DDF in subsection III-A and III-B, respectively.
Finally, subsection III-C will compare two designs in-depth.

A. Distributed observer with SDF

In this section, we will show the design method of the
distributed observer for the descriptor system (1). The basic
assumption of this subsection is shown as follows, which is
the fundamental assumption of observability in the descriptor
system.

Assumption 2: Based on the full output information y,
system (1) and (2) is assumed to be R-observable and I-
observable. Additionally, based on the local information yi =
Cix for any i = 1, . . . , N , the system is unnecessary to be
R-observable.

In this scenario, the local observer on the ith agent takes
the following form:

E ˙̂xi = Ax̂i +Hi(yi − Cix̂i) + γW−1
i

N∑
j=1

αij (Ex̂j − Ex̂i) ,

(11)

where x̂i ∈ Rn and x̂j ∈ Rn are the estimated states
generated by agent i and j respectively; observer gain matrix

Hi ∈ Rn×p, coupling gain γ, and weighted matrix Wi ∈ Rn×n

are parameters that will be designed later.
Before this, it is supposed to focus the SDF to do

some preparation work. We rewrite C⋆,1, C⋆,2 as C⋆,1 =
col{C⋆,11, . . . , C⋆,N1}, C⋆,2 = col{C⋆,12, . . . , C⋆,N2} with
C⋆,i1 ∈ Rpi×n1 and C⋆,i2 ∈ Rpi×n2 . If the pairs (C⋆,i1, A1)
and (C⋆,i2, N2) are not observable, we can find orthogonal
matrices T⋆,i1 and T⋆,i2 such that

T⊤
⋆,i1A1T⋆,i1 =

[
A1,io 0
A1,ir A1,iu

]
, (12)

C⋆,i1T⋆,i1 =[C⋆,i1o, 0pi×(n−vi1)], (13)

T⊤
⋆,i2N2T⋆,i2 =

[
N2,io 0
N2,1r N2,1u

]
, (14)

C⋆,i2T⋆,i2 =[C⋆,i2o, 0pi×(n−vi2)], (15)

where A1,io ∈ Rvi1×vi1 , N2,io ∈ Rvi2×vi2 ; vi1 and vi2
are the observability index of (C⋆,i1, A1) and (C⋆,i2, N2),
respectively; A1,ir, A1,iu, N2,ir, and N2,iu are matrices with
compatible dimension. As a result, according to Lemma 1, the
observable subsystem

ẋ1,io = A1,iox1,io,

N2,ioẋ2,io = x2,io,

is C-observable.
According to [11], we can obtain the following lemma by

constructing T⋆i = diag{T⋆,i1, T⋆,i2} (the proof is the same
as [11, Lemma 2]).

Lemma 4: Let T⋆ = diag{T⋆1, . . . , T⋆N} and construct
G⋆ = diag{G⋆1, . . . , G⋆N}, where Gi⋆ = diag{G⋆,i1, G⋆,i2}
for i = 1, . . . , N with G⋆,i1 = diag{giIvi1 , 0(n−vi1)×(n−vi1)}
and G⋆,i2 = diag{giIvi2 , 0(n−vi2)×(n−vi2)}. Then, for arbi-
trary gi > 0, there exists µ > 0 such that

T⊤
⋆ (L ⊗ In)T⋆ +G⋆ > µInN . (16)

Now, based on the aforementioned observable decomposi-
tion and Lemma, the parameter design methods and the error
dynamics stability of (11) will be described by the following
theorem.

Theorem 1: Consider the descriptor system (1)–(2) subject
to Assumption 2 and assume that the communication network
satisfies Assumption 1. Then, the sufficient conditions of dis-
tributed observer (11) to achieve omniscience asymptotically
includes:
1) Observability indexes satisfy vi2 = n2 for all i =
1, . . . , N and coupling gain γ > σ̄(Ỹu)/µ, where Ỹu =
diag{Ỹ1,u, . . . , ỸN,u} and

Ỹi,u = diag

{
ri

[
A⊤

1,ir

A1,ir sym{A1,iu}

]
, i = 1, . . . , N

}
;

2) Observer gain is chosen as Hi = Q−1
⋆ col {Hi1, Hi2},

where

Hi1 = T⋆,i1

[
Hi1o

0(n1−vi1)×pi

]
, Hi2 = T⋆,i2

[
Hi2o

0(n2−vi2)×pi

]
,

(17)
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and Hi1o, Hi2o are designed such that (Ẽi,o, Ãi,o−Hi,oC⋆,io)
is admissible, where

Ẽi,o =

[
Ivi1

N2,io

]
, Ãi,o =

[
A1,io

Ivi2

]
, (18)

Hi,o = col{Hi1o, Hi2o}, C⋆,io = [C⋆,i1o, C⋆,i2o]; (19)

3) Weighted matrix Wi takes the form of:

Wi = Q−1
⋆ WTiQ⋆ = Q−1

⋆

[
WT,i11 WT,i12

WT,i21 WT,i22

]
Q⋆, (20)

WTi = T⋆iW̃iT
⊤
⋆i , i = 1, . . . , N, (21)

W̃i =


W̃i,11o 0 W̃i,12o 0

0 In1−vi1 0 0

W̃i,21o 0 W̃i,22o 0
0 0 0 In2−vi2

 , (22)

and

W̃i,o =

[
W̃i,11o W̃i,12o

W̃i,21o W̃i,22o

]
(23)

is the solution of Lyapunov function

sym
{
Ẽ⊤

i,oW̃i,o

(
Ãi,o −Hi,oC⋆,io

)}
= Ẽ⊤

i,oY Ẽi,o (24)

for arbitrary Y > 0.
Proof: Let ei = x̂i − x, and we have

Eėi = Aei −HiCiei − γW−1
i

N∑
j=1

lijEej , (25)

where lij is the element located at row i and column j
of Laplacian matrix L. Based on the theory of SDF, there
exists a couple of non-singular matrices P⋆ and Q⋆ such that
Q⋆EP⋆ = diag{In1 , N2}, Q⋆AP⋆ = col{A1, In2}, CiP⋆ =
[C⋆,i1, C⋆,i2], where A1 ∈ Rn1×n1 , C⋆,i1 ∈ Rpi×n1 , and
C⋆,i2 ∈ Rpi×n2 . Accordingly, by setting ηi = col{ηi1, ηi2} =
P−1
⋆ ei and col{Hi1, Hi2} = Q⋆Hi with ηi1 ∈ Rn1 , ηi2 ∈

Rn2 , Hi1 ∈ Rn1×pi , and Hi2 ∈ Rn2×pi , error dynamics (25)
can be transformed into

η̇i1 =A1ηi1 −Hi1C⋆,i1ηi1 −Hi1C⋆,i2ηi2

− γW inv
T,i11

N∑
j=1

lijηi1 − γW inv
T,i12

N∑
j=1

lijN2ηi2, (26)

N2η̇i2 =ηi2 −Hi2C⋆,i1ηi1 −Hi2C⋆,i2ηi2

− γW inv
T,i21

N∑
j=1

lijηi1 − γW inv
T,i22

N∑
j=1

lijN2ηi2, (27)

where [
W inv

T,i11 W inv
T,i12

W inv
T,i21 W inv

T,i22

]
≜

[
WT,i11 WT,i12

WT,i21 WT,i22

]−1

.

By denoting η = col{η1, η2, . . . , ηN} and ηi = col{ηi1, ηi2}
for all i = 1, . . . , N , the following compact form is obtained

(IN ⊗ Ē)η̇ = Āη − γW̄−1(L ⊗ In)(IN ⊗ Ē)η, (28)

where

Ē = diag{In1
, N2},

Ā = diag{Ā1, . . . , ĀN},

Āi =

[
A1

In2

]
−

[
Hi1

Hi2

] [
C⋆,i1 C⋆,i2

]
,

W̄ = diag{WT1, . . . ,WTN}.

Now, by letting ξ = T⊤
⋆ η, and multiplying T⋆ on both side

of (28), we obtain

T⊤
⋆ (IN ⊗ Ē)T⋆ξ̇ =diag{T⊤

1⋆Ā1T1⋆, . . . , T
⊤
N⋆ĀNTN⋆}ξ

− γW̃−1T⊤
⋆ (L ⊗ In)T⋆T

⊤
⋆ (IN ⊗ Ē)T⋆ξ.

(29)

According to the observability decomposition of SDF men-
tioned at the beginning of this subsection, we have

T⊤
⋆ (IN ⊗ Ē)T⋆ =diag{T⊤

1⋆ET1⋆, . . . , T
⊤
N⋆ETN⋆}

=diag
{
Ẽ1, . . . , ẼN

}
,

where

Ẽi =


Ivi1

In1−vi1

N2,io 0
N2,ir N2,iu

 , (30)

and

T⊤
⋆i ĀiT⋆i ≜ Ãi

=


Ψ1,i1o 0 −Hi1oC⋆,i2o 0
A1,i1r A⋆,i1u 0 0

−Hi2oC⋆,i1o 0 Ψvi2 0
0 0 0 In2−vi2

 , (31)

where Ψ1,i1o = A1,i1o−Hi1oC⋆,i1o, Ψvi2 = Ivi2−Hi2oC⋆,i2o.
Hence, we know from the observability decomposition theory
of descriptor linear system that the pair (Ẽi,o, Ãi,o, C⋆,io) is
C-observable. Therefore, there exists proper Hi,o such that
(Ẽi,o, Ãi,o − Hi,oC⋆,io) is admissible. Therefore, according
to Lemma 2, by giving Ỹi,o = γdiag{Ivi1 , Ivi2}, there exists
W̃i,o > 0 solved by

sym
{
Ẽ⊤

i,oW̃i,o

(
Ãi,o −Hi,oC⋆,io

)}
=− Ẽ⊤

i,oỸi,oẼi,o = diag
{
−γIvi1 ,−γN⊤

2,ioNi,2o

}
. (32)

To move on, we define several compact forms Ẽ =
diag{Ẽ1, . . . , ẼN}, W̃ = diag{W̃1, . . . , W̃N}, and Ã =
diag{Ã1, . . . , ÃN}. The Lyapunov method of descriptor sys-
tem introduced in Lemma 2 can be considered for (29) by
using Ẽ, Ã, and (R⊗ In)W̃ and deduce

sym
{
Ẽ⊤(R⊗ In)W̃

(
Ã− γW̃−1T⊤

⋆ (L ⊗ In)T⋆Ẽ
)}

=(R⊗ In)
(
Ẽ⊤W̃ Ã+ Ã⊤W̃ Ẽ

)
− γẼ⊤T⊤

⋆

((
RL+ L⊤R

)
⊗ In

)
T⋆Ẽ

=diag

{
ri

[
−γIvi1 A⊤

1,ir

A1,ir sym{A1,iu}

]
,

ri

[
−γN⊤

2,ioNi,2o N⊤
2,ir

N2,ir sym{N2,iu}

]
, i = 1, . . . , N

}
− γẼ⊤T⊤

⋆

((
RL+ L⊤R

)
⊗ In

)
T⋆Ẽ. (33)
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Note that—for all i = 1, . . . , N—if and only if vi2 =
n2, there are symmetric positive definite matrix Ỹi =
−γdiag{riIvi1 , 0(n−vi1)×(n−vi1), riIn2} and symmetric ma-
trix Ỹiu such that

Ẽ⊤W̃ Ã+ Ã⊤W̃ Ẽ

=


−γIvi1 A⊤

1,ir

A1,ir sym{A1,iu}
−γN⊤

2,ioNi,2o N⊤
2,ir

N2,ir sym{N2,iu}


=

−γIvi1 A⊤
1,ir

A1,ir sym{A1,iu}
−γN⊤

2,ioNi,2o


=Ẽ⊤

i ỸiẼi + Ẽ⊤
i Ỹi,uẼi. (34)

Herein, the second equal sign is because vi2 = n2 which
leads thereby to dim{N2,iu} = 0. Now, we construct Ỹo =
diag{Ỹ1, . . . , ỸN}. Then, (33) can be rewritten as

sym
{
Ẽ⊤(R⊗ In)W̃

(
Ã− γW̃−1T⊤

⋆ (L ⊗ In)T⋆Ẽ
)}

=Ẽ⊤ỸoẼ + Ẽ⊤ỸuẼ − γẼ⊤T⊤
⋆

((
RL+ L⊤R

)
⊗ In

)
T⋆Ẽ

=Ẽ⊤
(
Ỹo − γT⊤

⋆

(
L̂ ⊗ In

)
T⋆ + Ỹu

)
Ẽ. (35)

In light of Lemma 4, we know there exists a constant µ > 0
such that

Ỹo − γT⊤
⋆

(
L̂ ⊗ In

)
T⋆ < −γµInN . (36)

Therefore, according to Lemma 2, error dynamics (28) is
admissible if there is a γ such that

Ỹo − γT⊤
⋆

(
L̂ ⊗ In

)
T⋆ + Ỹu = −γµInN + Ỹu < 0. (37)

The sufficient condition of this inequality is γ > σ̄(Ỹu)/µ.
Consequently, we have proved that limt→∞ ei(t) = 0 and

the dynamics of ei are impulse-free for all i = 1, . . . , N if
conditions described in Theorem 1 are fulfilled.

This section gives the design method of distributed observer
for descriptor linear system with the assumption vi2 = n2 and
Assumption 2, and describes the design method of parameters
in Theorem 1 in detail. For the convenience of readers using
this method, we provide a brief guideline in follows for
designing.
STEP 1: Let Ê = (cE −A)−1E and calculate

Q⋆ = diag{Ê−1
1 , (cÊ2 − I)−1}U(cE −A)−1, P⋆ = U−1,

where U is a non-singular matrix such that Ê can be trans-
formed into Jordan canonical form UÊU−1 = diag{Ê1, Ê2}
with Ê1 being a non-singular matrix and Ê2 being a nilpotent
matrix. Then, we can use Q⋆ and Pstar to obtain SDF for
descriptor system.
STEP 2: Calculate matrices A1,io, A1,ir, and so on based on
the observability decomposition (12)–(15) of SDF.
STEP 3: Calculate observer gain Hi based on pole placement
such that (Ẽi,o, Ãi,o − Hi,oC⋆,io) is admissible. (The pole
placement method for descriptor systems can be found in many
textbooks on descriptor linear systems, such as [48].)
STEP 4: For any given Y > 0, solve weight matrix W̃i,o from

Lyapunov function (24) (Solution for descriptor Lyapunov
function can be obtained directly by MATLAB).
STEP 5: Coupling gain γ can be chosen by γ > σ̄(Ỹu)/µ, or
chosen by adaptive law.

Remark 1: Note that calculating γ in Theorem 1 requires
the eigenvalues of Laplacian matrix L̂, which is a global
information. To overcome this problem such that the developed
method is completely distributed, some methods for distributed
estimate the eigenvalues of L̂ can be introduced [51]. Al-
ternatively, a more convenient method is to adopt adaptive
coupling gain γ = ω and ω̇ = ∥

∑N
j=1 αij(Ex̂j − Ex̂i)∥2.

The proof of adaptive coupling gain is already mature in
distributed observers of normal systems [12], [38], and the
related derivation process is also applicable in descriptor
systems, so we do not repeat it here.

B. Distributed observer with DDF

Distributed observer cannot be designed with SDF if condi-
tion vi2 = n2 required in subsection III-A is not satisfied. To
make up for this deficiency, this subsection studies distributed
observer with DDF in order to not rely on vi2 = n2.

To this end, we first transform the descriptor system (1)–
(2) into DDF, which is shown in (6)–(7). Then, for saving
of convenience, we rewrite C⋄,1, C⋄,2 (the symbols ob-
tained by DDF) as C⋄,1 = col{C⋄,11, . . . , C⋄,N1}, C⋄,2 =
col{C⋄,12, . . . , C⋄,N2} with C⋄,i1 ∈ Rpi×l and C⋄,i2 ∈
Rpi×(n−l). The basic assumption of this subsection is given
below (A detailed interpretation of this assumption can be
found in Remark 3).

Assumption 3: Based on the full output information y,
the pairs (C⋄1, A11) and (C⋄2, A22) are observable. In ad-
dition, based on the local information yi = C⋄,ix for any
i = 1, . . . , N , the pairs (C⋄,i1, A11) and (C⋄,i2, A22) are
unnecessary to be observable.

In this scenario, the local observer for the ith agent can be
designed as

E ˙̂xi = Ax̂i +Hi(yi − Cix̂i)− γW−1
i

N∑
j=1

αij (x̂j − x̂i) ,

(38)

where x̂i ∈ Rn and x̂j ∈ Rn are with the same definitions as
that in (11); observer gain matrix Hi ∈ Rn×p, coupling gain
γ, and weighted matrix Wi ∈ Rn×n are parameters that will
be designed in Theorem 2.

Before showing the main theorem of this subsection, some
notations should be introduced. According to Assumption 3,
we can find orthogonal matrices T⋄,i1 and T⋄,i2 such that

T⊤
⋄,i1A11T⋄,i1 =

[
A11,io 0
A11,ir A11,iu

]
, (39)

C⋄,i1T⋄,i1 =[C⋄,i1o, 0pi×(l−vi1)], (40)

T⊤
⋄,i2A22T⋄,i2 =

[
A22,io 0
A22,ir A22,iu

]
, (41)

C⋄,i2T⋄,i2 =[C⋄,i2o, 0pi×(n−l−vi2)], (42)

for any i = 1, . . . , N , where vi1 and vi2 are observability
indexes of the pair (C⋄,i1, A11) and (C⋄,i2, A22), respectively.
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Lemma 5: Let T⋄,j = diag{T⋄,1j , . . . , T⋄,Nj}, and con-
struct G⋄,j = diag{G⋄,1j , . . . , G⋄,Nj}, for j = 1, 2,
where G⋄,i1 = diag{giIvi1 , 0(n−vi1)×(n−vi1)} and G⋄,i2 =
diag{giIvi2

, 0(n−vi2)×(n−vi2)}. Then, for arbitrary gi > 0,
there exists µ > 0 such that

T⊤
⋄,1 (L ⊗ Il)T⋄,1 +G⋄,1 > µInN , (43)

T⊤
⋄,2 (L ⊗ In−l)T⋄,2 +G⋄,2 > µInN . (44)

Theorem 2: Consider the descriptor system (1)–(2) subject
to Assumption 3, and the communication network satisfies
Assumption 1. Then, the sufficient conditions for distributed
observer (38) to achieve omniscience asymptotically include:
1) Gain matrices are

Hi = Q−1
⋄ col{Hi1, Hi2},

Hi1 = T⋄,i1col{Hi1o, 0(l−vi1)×1},
Hi2 = T⋄,i2col{Hi2o, 0(n−l−vi2)×1},

where Hi1o and Hi2o are designed such that A11,io −
Hi1oC⋄,i1o and A22,io −Hi2oC⋄,i2o are Hurwitz matrices;
2) Weighted matrix Wi = P−1

⋄ diag{WT,i1,WT,i2}Q−1
⋄ and

WT,i1 = T⋄,i1W̃T,i1T
⊤
⋄,i1, WT,i2 = T⋄,i2W̃T,i2T

⊤
⋄,i2, where

W̃T,i1 and W̃T,i2 are symmetric positive definite solutions to
the following equations

sym{W̃T,i1(A11,io −Hi1oC⋄,i1o)} = −2γIvi1 , (45)

sym{W̃T,i2(A22,io −Hi2oC⋄,i2o)} = −2γIvi2 , (46)

in which µ > 0 is an arbitrary given constant;
3) Coupling gain γ > 0 satisfies γ > 1

µ max{λ1, λ2}, where
λ1 and λ2 are given behind (60) and (64), respectively.

Proof: Let ei = x̂i − x, then we have

Eėi = (A−HiCi)ei − γW−1
i

N∑
j=1

αij(ej − ei). (47)

Bearing in mind the definition of DDF (6)–(7), we know there
exists P⋄, Q⋄ ∈ Rn such that (47) can be transformed into

η̇i1 =(A11 −Hi1C⋄,i1)ηi1 + (A12 −Hi1C⋄,i2)ηi2

−γW−1
T,i1

N∑
j=1

αij(ηj1 − ηi1), (48)

0 =(A21 −Hi2C⋄,i1)ηi1 + (A22 −Hi2C⋄,i2)ηi2

−γW−1
T,i2

N∑
j=1

αij(ηj2 − ηi2), (49)

where col{ηi1, ηi2} ≜ ηi and ηi = P−1
⋄ ei; col{Hi1, Hi2} =

Q⋄Hi with ηi1 ∈ Rl, ηi2 ∈ Rn−l, Hi1 ∈ Rl×pi , and Hi2 ∈
R(n−l)×pi .

To move on, we construct two compact forms η⋄1 =
col{η11, . . . , ηN1} and η⋄2 = col{η12, . . . , ηN2}, and denote
Λab = diag{Aab − HiaC⋄,ib, i = 1, . . . , N} for a, b = 1, 2,
which yields

η̇⋄1 =Λ11η⋄1 + Λ12η⋄2 − γW−1
T,1(L ⊗ Il)η⋄1, (50)

0 =Λ21η⋄1 + Λ22η⋄2 − γW−1
T,2(L ⊗ In−l)η⋄2, (51)

where WT,1 = diag{WT,i1, i = 1, . . . , N} and WT,2 =
diag{WT,i2, i = 1, . . . , N}. Let T⋄,1 = diag{T⋄,i1, i =
1, . . . , N}, T⋄,2 = diag{T⋄,i2, i = 1, . . . , N}, and ξ⋄1 =
T⊤
⋄1η⋄1, ξ⋄2 = T⊤

⋄2η⋄2. Then, based on conditions 2) and 3),
we have

ξ̇⋄1 =T⊤
⋄,1Λ11T⋄,1ξ⋄1 + T⊤

⋄,1Λ12T⋄,2ξ⋄2

− γW̃−1
T,1T

⊤
⋄,1(L ⊗ Il)T⋄,1ξ⋄1

≜Λ̃11ξ⋄1 + Λ̃12ξ⋄2, (52)

0 =T⊤
⋄,2Λ21T⋄,1ξ⋄1 + T⊤

⋄,2Λ22T⋄,2ξ⋄2

− γW̃−1
T,2T

⊤
⋄,2(L ⊗ In−l)T⋄,2ξ⋄2

≜Λ̃21ξ⋄1 + Λ̃22ξ⋄2, (53)

where

Λ̃11 = T⊤
⋄,1Λ11T⋄,1 − γW̃−1

T,1T
⊤
⋄,1(L ⊗ Il)T⋄,1,

Λ̃12 = T⊤
⋄,1Λ12T⋄,2,

Λ̃21 = T⊤
⋄,2Λ21T⋄,1,

Λ̃22 = T⊤
⋄,2Λ22T⋄,2 − γW̃−1

T,2T
⊤
⋄,2(L ⊗ In−l)T⋄,2.

In what follows, we will prove the admissibility of error
dynamics (52)–(53). In light of Lemma 2, we know (52)–(53)
is admissible if there are

X =

[
X11 X12

X⊤
12 X22

]
≥ 0, Y =

[
Y11 Y12

Y ⊤
12 Y22

]
> 0.

such that[
Il

0(n−l)×(n−l)

] [
X11 X12

X⊤
12 X22

] [
Λ̃11 Λ̃12

Λ̃21 Λ̃22

]
+

[
Λ̃⊤
11 Λ̃⊤

12

Λ̃⊤
21 Λ̃⊤

22

] [
X11 X12

X⊤
12 X22

] [
Il

0(n−l)×(n−l)

]
=

[
sym{X11Λ̃11}+ sym{X12Λ̃21} X11Λ̃12 +X12Λ̃22

Λ̃⊤
12X11 + Λ̃⊤

22X12 0

]
=

[
Il

0(n−l)×(n−l)

]
Y

[
Il

0(n−l)×(n−l)

]
=− diag{Y11, 0}. (54)

The above equation holds if and only if

X11Λ̃11 + Λ̃⊤
11X11 +X12Λ̃21 + Λ̃⊤

21X
⊤
12 = −Y11 < 0, (55)

X11Λ̃12 +X12Λ̃22 = 0. (56)

Up to now, our objective is changed to prove the sufficient
conditions for satisfying (55)–(56) are conditions given in
Theorem 2. To this end, we consider a system

ζ̇ = Λ̃22ζ. (57)

A Lyapunov function can be chosen as V (t) = ζ⊤(R ⊗
In−l)W̃T,2ζ and its derivative along with ζ(t) gives rise to

V̇ (t) =ζ⊤W̃T,2diag

{
ri

[
A22,io −Hi2oC⋄,i2o 0

A22,ir A22,iu

]
,

i = 1, . . . , N} ζ,

+ ζ⊤diag

{
ri

[
A⊤

22,io − C⊤
⋄,i2oH

⊤
i2o A⊤

22,ir

0 A⊤
22,iu

]
,

i = 1, . . . , N} W̃T,2ζ,
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− γζ⊤T⊤
⋄,2((RL+ L⊤R)⊗ In−l)T⋄,2ζ. (58)

By using (46) and Lemma 5, we know there is a µ > 0 such
that

V̇ (t) =− γζ⊤diag

{
ri

[
Ivi2

0(n−l−vi2)×n−l−vi2

]
,

i = 1, . . . , N} ζ

− γζ⊤T⊤
⋄,2

(
L̂ ⊗ In−l

)
T⋄,2ζ + ζ⊤(Λ̃22u + Λ̃⊤

22u)ζ

≤− γζ⊤
(
T⊤
⋄,2

(
L̂ ⊗ In−l

)
T⋄,2 +G⋄,2

)
ζ

+ σ̄(Λ̃22u + Λ̃⊤
22u)∥ζ∥2

≤− γµ∥ζ∥2 + σ̄(Λ̃22u + Λ̃⊤
22u)∥ζ∥2, (59)

where

Λ̃22u =diag

{
ri

[
0vi2×vi2 0vi2×(n−l−vi2)

A22,ir A22,iu

]
,

i = 1, . . . , N} . (60)

Therefore, V̇ < 0 if γ > λ1/µ with λ1 = σ̄(Λ̃22u + Λ̃⊤
22u).

This indicates that Λ̃22 is Hurwitz under the conditions of
Theorem 2, and thus is invertible.

As a result, (56) holds if and only if X12 = −Λ̃−1
22 X11Λ̃12.

Substitute X12 into (55), and then we need to find X11 > 0
such that

sym{X11Λ̃11} − Λ̃−1
22 X11Λ̃12Λ̃21 − Λ̃⊤

21Λ̃
⊤
12X11Λ̃

−T
22 < 0.

(61)

Choose X11 = (R ⊗ Il)W̃T,1 and use the results of Lemma
5, then we obtain

X11Λ̃11 + Λ̃⊤
11X11

=X11diag

{
ri

[
A11,io −Hi1oC⋄,i1o

0(l−vi1)×(l−vi1)

]
,

i = 1, . . . , N} ,

+ diag

{
ri

[
A⊤

11,io − C⊤
⋄,i1oH

⊤
i1o

0(l−vi1)×(l−vi1)

]
,

i = 1, . . . , N}X11,

+X11Λ̃11u + Λ̃⊤
11uX11 − γX11W̃

−1
T,1T

⊤
⋄1(L ⊗ Il)T⋄1

− γT⊤
⋄1(L⊤ ⊗ Il)T⋄1W̃

−1
T,1X11

≤− γ
(
G⋄,1 − T⊤

⋄1

(
ˆL ⊗ Il

)
T⋄1

)
+X11Λ̃11u + Λ̃⊤

11uX11

<− γµINl +X11Λ̃11u + Λ̃⊤
11uX11, (62)

where

Λ̃11u = diag

{
ri

[
0vi1×vi2 0vi2×(l−vi1)

A11,ir A11,iu

]
, i = 1, . . . , N

}
.

(63)

By combining (61) and (62), the sufficient conditions of (61)
give rise to

− γµINl +X11Λ̃11u + Λ̃⊤
11uX11

− Λ̃−1
22 X11Λ̃12Λ̃21 − Λ̃⊤

21Λ̃
⊤
12X11Λ̃

−T
22 < 0. (64)

Denote λ2 the maximum eigenvalue of X11Λ̃11u+Λ̃⊤
11uX11+

Λ̃−1
22 X11Λ̃12Λ̃21 − Λ̃⊤

21Λ̃
⊤
12X11Λ̃

−T
22 . Then, (64) holds if γ >

λ2/µ.

Therefore, by choosing X11 = (R ⊗ Il)W̃T,1, X12 =
−Λ̃−1

22 X11Λ̃12, we can find X22 > 0 such that

X22 −X⊤
12X

−1
11 X12 > 0,

if γ > 1
µ max{λ1, λ2}, which indicates X > 0 owing to

Schur complement lemma. Moreover, let Y = diag{(−γµ +
λ2)Il, In−l} and thus (54) is satisfied based on the selected X
and Y . Therefore, error dynamics (52)–(53) is admissible. In
other words, distributed observer (38) can achieve omniscience
asymptotically and is impulse-free.

Similar to Section III-A, in order to facilitate readers in
using the method of the theorem in this subsection, we will
provide a brief guideline for designing parameters of (38).
STEP 1: According to the approach of singular value decom-
position, there are two non-singular matrices P⋄ and Q⋄ such
that Q⋄EP⋄ = diag{Il, 0(n−l)×(n−l)}. Then, we can obtain
A11, A12, A21, A22 based on Q⋄AP⋄.
STEP 2: Calculate matrices related to observability decom-
position based on (39)–(42) of DDF.
STEP 3: Calculate observer gain Hi based on the description
in 2) of Theorem 2.
STEP 4: Weight matrices W̃T,i1 and W̃T,i2 can be solved by
Lyapunov functions (45) and (46), respectively. Then, obtain
Wi in light of the description in 3) of Theorem 2.
STEP 5: Calculate coupling gain γ according to 4) in Theorem
2).

Remark 2: Note that step 5) in above guideline is complex
and also requires the eigenvalues of L̂. Therefore, adaptive
coupling gain γ = ω and ω̇ = ∥

∑N
j=1 αij(x̂j − x̂i)∥2 is also

recommended for distributed observer (38).
Remark 3: In a descriptor system, the observability of

(C⋄2, A22) is equivalent to I-observability of the descriptor
system. Therefore, we will now discuss the relationship be-
tween the observability of (C⋄1, A11) and R-observability. In
fact, R-observability is equivalent to (C⋄1, A11 − A12(A22 −
Hi2C⋄,i2)

−1A21) is observable. This means the observability
of (C⋄1, A11) is stronger than R-observability. However, based
on this assumption, we no longer need the condition of
vi2 = n2 in subsection III-A, so the distributed observer (38) is
applicable for some systems that cannot meet the requirements
of (11). Lots of systems can satisfy Assumption 3, such as
the hydraulic system in subsection IV-A and the electronic
network system given in subsection IV-B.

This subsection has designed the second type of distributed
observer for descriptor systems based on Assumption 3. Com-
bining with the conclusion in Subsection III-A, the distributed
observer method proposed in this paper can meet the require-
ments of a lot of descriptor systems, such as hydraulic system,
mechanical system, isothermal reaction in an isothermal batch
reactor system, economic system, and so on [41], [52].

C. Comparison between two designs
The previous two subsections presented two design methods

for distributed observers of descriptor systems under different
assumptions. In this subsection, we will compare these two
different designs in two aspects.

1) In terms of assumptions. Two different designs depend
on two different assumptions. As stated in Remark 3, the
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difference between Assumption 2 and 3 is that Assumption
2 requires the system to be R-observable, while Assumption
3 requires (C⋄1, A11) to be observable. In general, the system
is almost surely R-observable if (C⋄1, A11) is observable.
On the flip side, R-observable cannot deduce (C⋄1, A11) is
observable. For example, see the system with E,A,C as
follows:

E = diag{I3, 02×2},

A =


0 0 0 1 −1
a1 a2 a3 0 1
0 0 0 1 0
−1 2 0 −1 0
0 0 1 1 0

 , C =

1 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0 0

 .

It is easy to verify that this system is R-observable, but
(C⋄1, A11) is not observable.

Therefore, in summary, Assumption 3 is stronger than
Assumption 2. However, the distributed observer based on
Assumption 2 requires an additional condition vi2 = n. As
a result, both designs of distributed observers for descriptor
systems can solve problems that the other one cannot do. They
form complementarity in the application scope.

2) In terms of parameter design. The distributed observer
in subsection III-A requires fewer design parameters (as seen
in Theorem 1, only one pole placement and one Lyapunov
equation need to be solved, while Theorem 2 requires two
solutions), but the design of this distributed observer requires
solving SDF, while implementation requires solving DDF.
Therefore, the design process of the distributed observer in
subsection III-A is more complex. If a system can simultane-
ously satisfy the conditions of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2, we
recommend using the distributed observer in subsection III-B.

IV. IMPLEMENTATION METHODS

Section III has successfully completed the design and anal-
ysis of the descriptor distributed observer. However, it should
be pointed out that the observers described by (11) and (38)
cannot be directly used to simulate the operation process of
the underlying system (1). Observer, as a dynamic system,
operates by spontaneously calculating the values in subsequent
time as long as an initial value is given. However, descriptor
systems are not normal dynamic systems and do not have such
mechanisms. For example, in equation (7), we cannot calculate
the value of x2(t) from x2(0) and x1(0) if A22 is singular.

If such a situation exists in the observer dynamics, the
observer cannot operate normally. Therefore, this section needs
to analyze whether distributed observers (11) and (38) can
operate normally and provide the implementation methods of
(11) and (38) for their normal operation.

A. Implementation for (11)

The existence of impulse causes that (11) cannot be di-
rectly operated. To overcome this issue, we first introduce
col{x̂i1, x̂i2} = P−1

⋄ x̂i, and

Q⋄(A−HiCi)P⋄ ≜

[
A⋄,i11 A⋄,i12
A⋄,i21 A⋄,i22

]
,

Q⋄W
−1
i P⋄ ≜

[
W⋄,i11 W⋄,i12
W⋄,i21 W⋄,i22

]
, Q⋄Hi =

[
H⋄,i1
H⋄,i2

]
.

Then, (11) can be transformed into DDF, i.e.,

˙̂xi1 =A⋄,i11x̂i1 +A⋄,i12x̂i2 +Hi1yi

+ γW⋄,i11

N∑
j=1

αij (x̂j1 − x̂i1) , (65)

0 =A⋄,i21x̂i1 +A⋄,i22x̂i2 +Hi2yi

+ γW⋄,i21

N∑
j=1

αij (x̂ji − x̂i1) . (66)

The second lines of (65) and (66) is obtained by Q⋄EP⋄ =
diag{Il, 0(n−l)×(n−l)}. Note that (65) and (66) are feasible if
and only if x̂i2 can be solved by (66).

According to Theorem 1, we know error dynamics of (11)
is impulse-free. Moreover, only A⋄,i22x̂i2 in (66) is related
to x̂i2. Consequently, (65)–(66) is impulse-free if and only if
A⋄,i22 is invertible. Therefore, we can obtain from (66) that

x̂i2 =−A−1
⋄,i22(A21 −Hi2C⋄,i1)x̂i1 −A−1

⋄,i22Hi2yi

− γA−1
⋄,i22W⋄,21

N∑
j=1

αij (x̂ji − x̂i1) . (67)

Substituting (67) into (65) yields

ẋi1 =
(
A11 −A−1

⋄,i22(A21 −Hi2C⋄,i1)
)
x̂i1

−Hi1C⋄,i1x̂i1 +
(
Hi1 −A−1

⋄,i22Hi2

)
yi

+ γ
(
W⋄,11 − γA−1

⋄,i22W⋄,21
)
×

N∑
j=1

αij (x̂ji − x̂i1) .

(68)

Note that (68) is an ordinary differential equation (ODE) that
can be operated by computer normally. In contrast (67) is
an ordinary equation that can obtain x̂i2 by the knowledge
of x̂i1 and x̂j1 from neighbors. Therefore, after solving the
distributed observer parameters according to the method in
Theorem 1, the normal operation of the distributed observer
can be implemented by converting them into the forms of (67)
and (68).

B. Implementation for (38)

We begin with transform (38) into

˙̂xi1 =(A11 −Hi1C⋄,i1)x̂i1 + (A12 −Hi1C⋄,i2)x̂i2 +Hi1yi

−γW−1
T,i1

N∑
j=1

αij(x̂j1 − x̂i1), (69)

0 =(A21 −Hi2C⋄,i1)x̂i1 + (A22 −Hi2C⋄,i2)x̂i2 +Hi2yi

−γW−1
T,i2

N∑
j=1

αij(x̂j2 − x̂i2). (70)

Different from (66), system (70) contains the coupling term
with respect to x̂i2. As a result, the admissibility of error dy-
namics proved by Theorem 2 cannot guarantee A22−Hi2C⋄,i2
to be Hurwitz. However, there is a proper γ such that Mi ≜



SUBMITTED TO IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON CONTROL OF NETWORK SYSTEMS 9

A22 −Hi2C⋄,i2 − γW−1
T,i2

∑N
j=1 αijIn−l is invertible. Hence,

we have

˙̂xi1 =(A11 −Hi1C⋄,i1)x̂i1 +Hi1yi

+ γW−1
T,i1

N∑
j=1

αij (x̂j1 − x̂i1)

+ (A12 −Hi1C⋄,i2)M
−1
i × (A21 −Hi2C⋄,i1)x̂i1

+ (A12 −Hi1C⋄,i2)M
−1
i Hi2yi

+ (A12 −Hi1C⋄,i2)M
−1
i W−1

T,i2

N∑
j=1

αij x̂j2, (71)

x̂i2 =M−1
i (A21 −Hi2C⋄,i1)x̂i1 +M−1

i Hi2yi

+ γM−1
i W−1

T,i2

N∑
j=1

αij x̂j2. (72)

Now, (71) and (72) can be operated normally. (71) is an
ODE with external input x̂j1, x̂j2, and yi. Since x̂j2 can be
calculated by the neighbor agent through the similar equation
as (72), x̂i1 can be obtained at any time. Then, x̂i2 can
be calculated based on x̂j1, x̂j2, and yi. Therefore, we can
implement distributed observer (38) by using (71) and (72).

Remark 4: The centralized observers of the descriptor
system also face the challenge of being unable to be directly
operated. However, this issue can be easily overcome in
centralized situations. The implementation method can be
directly observed from the observer dynamics, while the
implementation method of the descriptor system distributed
observer is not intuitive. For this reason, we provide detailed
implementation methods in this section.

C. Challenges in applying for real-world systems

The first two subsections elaborate on the implementation
and usage issues of the distributed observer for descriptor
systems. In this subsection, we will briefly discuss our de-
signed distributed observer’s challenges in real-world systems
and outline potential solutions.

1) The regularity of the system. At present, most descriptor
system theories are based on regular systems. The prerequisite
for a system to be regular is that E and A must be square
matrices. Moreover, even if E and A are square matrices, the
system may not necessarily be regular, which poses certain
challenges for applying the distributed observer designed in
this paper in practical systems. Fortunately, under the premise
that E and A are square matrices, if the system is not regular,
then adding appropriate perturbations ∆A to the system matrix
A can make the pair (E,A+∆A) regular. Example 2 in section
IV-B is in this situation. However, adding perturbations can
lead to model mismatch, which is also one of the challenges
that needs to be addressed.

2) Model mismatch. When describing the real-world sys-
tem as a state space equation, the systems inevitably have
model mismatches. In addition, to ensure the regularity of the
systems, we sometimes need to introduce model mismatches
artificially. The distributed observer designed in this paper
cannot deal with model mismatches, but this issue is often
addressed in existing theories of distributed observers for

normal systems [1], [2]. Therefore, to address the impact
of model mismatch on our designed distributed observer, we
can follow the normal system distributed observer theory and
introduce a high-gain parameter in the observer gain Hi when
applying it to real-world systems. This method ensures that the
error dynamics of the distributed observer can converge to any
small compact set under the interference of model mismatch.

3) Measurement noise. Measurement noise is an inevitable
interference factor in real systems, and introducing high-gain
parameters to address model mismatches will further amplify
the negative impact of measurement noise. Distributed ob-
server designed in this paper currently lacks the ability to cope
effectively with measurement noise. However, introducing
filtering and utilizing low-power high-gain theories [53] can
effectively reduce the impact of noise on distributed observers.

V. SIMULATIONS

In this section, two real-world examples are employed to
display the effectiveness of the developed distributed observer.
First, a hydraulic system which satisfies Assumption 2 and
vi2 = n2 is given for verifying Theorem 1 in Section V-A.
Moreover, to verify the results of Theorem 2 as well as test the
estimation ability of the proposed method for impulse phenom-
ena, an electronic network system that satisfies Assumption 3
is considered in Section V-B.

A. Simulation with hydraulic system

This subsection considers a model of the water height
change in three tanks, an input flow in the first tank and the
third tank leaking (See in the first sub-figure in Figure 1).

The dimension of each part of the hydraulic system have
been marked in Figure 1, including d1, d2, d3, L1, L2, L3, and
dp. The level of water in the three tanks are respectively
h1, h2, h3. The pressures at the bottom of these tanks are repre-
sented as pi = ρghi for i = 1, 2, 3, where ρ = 1.0×103kg/m3

is the density of water and g = 9.8m/s2 stands for the gravity
acceleration. Let pB be the pressure at the pipe branch. Then,
according to the Hagen-Poiseuille equation, the flow rates
between the tanks and the pipe branch can be obtained:

FB1 =(pB(t)− p1(t))
πd4p

128ηLB
,

FB2 =(pB(t)− p2(t))
πd4p

128ηL1
,

FB3 =(pB(t)− p3(t))
πd4p

128ηL2
,

where η = 10−3Ns/m2 is the dynamic viscosity of water.
Since all water leaving tank 1 should enter into tank 2 and
tank 3, we have FB1 + FB2 + FB3 = 0. Let Fin = 1m3/s
be the input of the hydraulic, then, the dynamics described
by the descriptor system can be seen in the second sub-figure
in Figure 1. In this system, a1, a2, a3 are the cross-sectional
areas of tanks 1, 2, and 3; and k1 =

πd4
p

128ηLB
, k2 =

πd4
p

128ηL1
,

k3 =
πd4

p

128ηL2
.

Consider three sensors that can measure h1, h2, h3 re-
spectively. Three local observers should estimate hi, pi, and
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Fig. 1. Hydraulic system and its dynamics described by descriptor system. Sub-figure 1 and sub-figure 2 are the construction and dynamics of hydraulic,
respectively; sub-figure 3 shows the communication topology among three local observers.
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with i = 1, 2, 3. Moreover, sub-figure 1, 4 is from local observer 1; sub-figure 2, 5 is from local observer 2; and sub-figure 3, 6 is from local observer 3.
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Fig. 3. Trajectories of the real states and the state estimation of distributed observer. The solid line represents the true state, and the dashed line represents
the state estimation of the state observer.

pB with i = 1, 2, 3 via the measurement outputs and the
information exchange via the communication topology, which
is shown in sub-figure 3 in Figure 1.

In this paper, we choose d1 = d2 = d3 = 10m, dp = 2m,
LB = L1 = 10m, and L2 = 20m. By designing observer
gains Hi and weighted matrices Wi in light of Theorem 1,
we can implement the distributed observer with the methods
in (11) and (71)–(72). Figure 2 shows the error dynamics of

the distributed observer. It can be seen that all errors of all
local observers can converge to zero asymptotically without
impulse. Figure 3 compares the state estimation and the real
states. In each sub-figure, the solid line represents the true
state, and the dashed line represents the state estimation of
the state observer. All of the above simulation results indicate
the effectiveness of the proposed methods.
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𝑛𝐸𝐶1 𝑛𝐶1𝑅1 𝑛𝑅1𝐿1 𝑛𝐿1𝐶2 𝑛𝐶2𝑅2 𝑛𝑅2𝐿2 𝑛𝐿2𝐶3 𝑛𝐶3𝑅3 𝑛𝑅3𝐿3 𝑛𝐿3𝐸

𝐴𝐸 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

𝐴𝐶1 1 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

𝐴𝐶2 0 0 0 1 −1 0 0 0 0 0

𝐴𝐶3 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 −1 0 0

𝐴𝑅1 0 1 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

𝐴𝑅2 0 0 0 0 1 −1 0 0 0 0

𝐴𝑅3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 −1 0

𝐴𝐿1 0 0 1 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0

𝐴𝐿2 0 0 0 0 0 1 −1 0 0 0

𝐴𝐿3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 −1

1 2

Fig. 4. System formulation of electrical network system. Sub-figure 1 shows the incidence matrix, in which Ci, Ri, Li stand for the ith capacitor, resistor,
and inductor, respectively. AE and AK = col{AK3

, AK3
, AK3

} are the sub-matrices of Acir , where K = E ,C ,R,L . nX Y represents the node
connecting elements X and Y .

Time/s

Fig. 5. Trajectories of the states of electrical network system.

Time/sTime/s

1 2

Fig. 6. Error dynamics between distributed observer and real states.

B. Simulation with electrical network

This subsection considers the electrical network consist-
ing of 3 branches, 1 voltage source, and 10 nodes. Each
branch contains a resistor, a capacitor, and an inductor.
Three local observers in this system are employed to esti-
mate the state of the electrical network. The communica-
tion topology among them is the same as that in Example
1. Let vB(t) = col{vE (t), vC (t), vR(t), vL (t)}, iB(t) =
col{iE (t), iC (t), iR(t), iL (t)} be the branch voltages and
branch currents respectively. The subscripts R,C ,L ∈ R3×3

are the diagonal matrices of resistors, capacitors, and induc-

tors. E = U ∈ R is the electromotive force of the source with
U = 220V. vK and iK stand for the voltage and current
of the element K respectively, where K = E ,C ,R,L .
The circuit is described by an incidence matrix Acir =
col{AE , AC , AR, AL } which is shown in the first sub-figure
in Figure 4. Denote vN the nodal voltages and it satisfies
vB(t) = AcirvN (t). According to Ohm’s law and Kirchhoff’s
law, we have vR(t) = iR(t)R and A⊤

ciriR(t) = 0. Moreover,
there are linear capacitor and linear inductor voltage-current
relations iC (t) = C v̇C (t) and vL (t) = L i̇L (t). Hence, this
electrical network can be described by a descriptor system
shown in the second sub-figure of Figure 4.
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In this system, the output matrix is given by

C =


1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 I3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 I3 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I3 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I10

 .

If I is an index set, we call CI as the sub-matrix consists
of the rows in C indexed by I. Hence, we can introduce the
output measurements of each local observer as

C1 = CI1
, I1 = {1, 2, 5, 8, 11, 12, 13},

C2 = CI2
, I2 = {3, 6, 9, 14, 15, 16},

C3 = CI3
, I3 = {4, 7, 10, 17, 18, 19, 20}.

Set C = diag{10, 5, 15}µF, R = diag{100, 400, 600}Ω,
and L = diag{1.2, 1, 1.1}H. Now, the observer gains Hi, and
weighted matrices Wi can be calculated based on Theorem 2
(Due to the high dimensionality of the parameter matrices, they
will not be shown here). The initial states of the underlying
system are chosen as vB(0) = AcirvN (0), iB(0) = 110 ⊗
0.2A, and

vN (0) = col{220, 200, 180, 180, 150, 100, 100, 70, 0, 0}V.

Then, the simulation results can be obtained and shown in
Figure 5 and 6 (Note that A⊤

cir is not full row rank, so the
system (E,A) is not regular. To this issue, the entry at the
bottom right of A is set as 10−5 when simulating the system.
Then, (E,A) is regular, and the error caused by this entry can
be ignored).

Figure 5 shows the trajectories of the underlying system. As
illustrated, it can be seen that this system has impulse at the
initial time. Hence, this system can be employed to verify the
effectiveness of the proposed method in estimating impulse.
Figure 6 shows the effect of the designed distributed observer
(only in the first 3 seconds). The first sub-figure shows the
error dynamics of the distributed observer, whose trajectories
do not contain impulses. It means the error dynamics are
admissible. The second sub-figure displays the trajectories
of the states estimate generated by local observer 1 (States
of other local observers are omitted because of the similar
dynamics), which indicates that the developed distributed
observer can effectively reconstruct the states of the descriptor
system.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORKS

This paper have concerned distributed observer for descrip-
tor system. The structure of distributed observer has been
constructed by skillfully designing observer parameters. Then,
sufficient conditions for asymptotic omniscience of distributed
observer are given so that each local observer can reconstruct
the states and impulse phenomenon of the underlying system.
Moreover, distributed observer for normally linear system can
be cashed as a particular case of this paper. Finally, simulation
examples have shown that the designed distributed observer for
descriptor system can achieve omniscience asymptotically.

In the future, we will further promote the results of this
paper, including but not limited to extending it to nonlinear

system situations using the theory of fully measured systems,
extending it to large-scale systems based on our developed
partitioned distributed observer theory, and extending it to
dynamic time-varying topology situations using our proposed
network transformation mapping [38].
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