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Abstract—Intelligent transportation systems (ITS) aim to
advance innovative strategies relating to different modes of
transport, traffic management, and autonomous vehicles. This
paper studies the platoon of connected and autonomous vehicles
(CAV) and proposes a distributed observer to track the state
of the CAV dynamics. First, we model the CAV dynamics via
an LTI interconnected system. Then, a consensus-based strategy
is proposed to infer the state of the CAV dynamics based on
local information exchange over the communication network of
vehicles. A linear-matrix-inequality (LMI) technique is adopted
for the block-diagonal observer gain design such that this gain is
associated in a distributed way and locally to every vehicle. The
distributed observer error dynamics is then shown to follow the
structure of the Kronecker matrix product of the system dynamics
and the adjacency matrix of the CAV network. The notions of
survivable network design and redundant observer scheme are
further discussed in the paper to address resilience to link and
node failure. Finally, we verify our theoretical contributions via
numerical simulations.

Index Terms—distributed estimation, platooning, observer
design, connected and autonomous vehicles

I. INTRODUCTION

Distributed algorithms have emerged as the new paradigm
for computation, information processing, filtering, and con-
trol methods. This is because distributed (or decentralized)
solutions advance traditional centralized schemes in terms of
scalability, robustness to node failure, adaptability in large-
scale applications, and enabling parallel processing. In a
distributed system, the failure of one node does not necessarily
compromise the entire system. This redundancy enhances
reliability, making distributed algorithms more robust against
failures [1]. These algorithms are also more suitable for
dynamic and heterogeneous setups, where agent/sensor nodes
may fail or be added to the network. The rise of cloud and edge
computing has further gained interest in distributed algorithms,
as they align well with the architecture of these technologies [2].
Some recent applications include distributed fault detection [3],
[4], distributed attack mitigation [5], [6], distributed machine
learning and optimization [7], [8], distributed routing via
vehicular networks [9], [10], distributed coverage control [11],
and distributed resource allocation [12], [13].

Different distributed estimation and observer scenarios are
proposed in the literature, see the survey in [14]. The existing
methods include diffusion-based distributed estimation [15],
[16], same time-scale consensus plus innovation algorithms

[17], and delay-tolerant observer design [18], [19]. Cost-optimal
design of sensor networks for distributed estimation is another
interesting topic addressed in the literature [20]. In the context
of ITS, many works address different centralized and distributed
control and estimation strategies for connected and autonomous
vehicles (CAV). A hybrid model-data vehicle sensor and actu-
ator fault detection and diagnosis system is considered in [21].
Observer-based control in a leader-follower vehicle platooning
scenario is proposed in [22]. String stability of heterogeneous
CAV Platoon under the multiple-predecessor following scenario
is discussed in [23]. Originally introduced in the context
of multi-agent systems, consensus algorithms have gained
interest in CAV research. Consensus-based platooning under
heterogeneous time-varying delays and switching topologies
is considered in [24]. Implementing model predictive control
(MPC) offers a means to incorporate future predictions of
vehicle behaviour within a distributed framework. Some MPC-
based strategies are proposed in [25], [26]. Another approach
involves the use of sliding mode control (SMC) techniques for
robust control under disturbances. The work [27] proposes a
distributed SMC strategy for CAVs that handles uncertainties
in vehicle dynamics, achieving improved synchronization and
stability in platooning manoeuvres. Distributed reinforcement
learning (RL) scenarios for merging in the mixed traffic
environment of CAV and human-driven vehicles (HDV) are
presented in [28]. Different distributed filtering techniques are
also proposed for CAV tracking. For example [29] considers
Kalman filter-like update to approximate the maximum a
posteriori estimate without requiring the communication of
measurements. Due to its robustness in handling nonlinear
dynamics and non-Gaussian noise, particle filtering has also
been applied in CAV scenarios. The work [30] presents a
decentralized particle filtering framework that allows flight
vehicles to estimate in the presence of uncertainties. Distributed
and delay-tolerant consensus-based filtering and tracking via
the formation of unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) is considered
in [31].

In this paper, we propose a distributed observer to track the
global state of the CAV platoon. We first discuss the platooning
model and its benefits in ITS setup. A linear dynamic system
is then considered to model the CAV dynamics. The proposed
distributed observer in this paper is defined over this linear
CAV dynamics. The distributed observer/estimator is of a
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single time-scale, i.e., the estimation and vehicle dynamics
follow the same time-scale. This is in contrast to double time-
scale distributed observer [32]–[34], in which the estimation
process takes place over a faster time-scale than the sampling
time-scale of the vehicle’s dynamics. This scheme, therefore,
requires much faster and more expensive communication and
computation devices than single time-scale methods. Moreover,
the proposed distributed observer only requires global (or
distributed) observability of the vehicle’s dynamics. This is
in contrast to many single time-scale methods that require
local observability in the neighborhood of every vehicle [35]–
[37], which mandates more communication links/channels
and more network traffic. Our proposed distributed observer
only needs strong-connectivity of the communication network
of vehicles. This allows to design survivable networks and
redundant observers resilient to node and link failure. We also
verify this by numerical simulation in case we have arbitrary
communication link failure or vehicle node failure.

The paper’s organization is as follows. The dynamic model
and the framework of the CAV platoon is described in Section II.
The main observer design and estimation strategy with the
gain design optimization method is discussed in Section III.
Simulations to verify the theoretical contributions are given in
Section IV. Section V provides the concluding remarks and
some future research directions.

II. THE FRAMEWORK OF VEHICLE PLATOONING
DYNAMICS

Connected and automated vehicle (CAV) platooning is an
advanced transportation strategy where multiple vehicles travel
closely together in a coordinated formation, communicating
with one another through vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V) and vehicle-
to-infrastructure (V2I) technologies. An example of CAV
platooning is given in Fig. 1. This system is designed to enhance

Fig. 1. This figure shows the platoon of connected and autonomous vehicles
communicating over a wireless network to share information.

traffic efficiency, improve safety, and reduce fuel consumption
by optimizing vehicle spacing and speed. Vehicles are equipped
with communication technologies that allow them to exchange
state information data on position, speed, and acceleration with
other vehicles. CAV utilize advanced sensors (like LiDAR,
radar, and cameras) and control algorithms to operate with
little or no human intervention. The combination of sensory
data, communication devices, and control algorithms enables
autonomous vehicles to adjust their speeds and positions
relative to one another to maintain the desired spacing and
ensure safety. The benefits of CAV platooning are reduced fuel
consumption, reduced traffic congestion due to coordinated
vehicle movements, and lower emissions due to improved fuel

efficiency. Given these benefits, in this section, we define the
dynamics, network, and sensor measurements for platoons of
vehicles.

The CAV platoon is made of n autonomous vehicles with
position, velocity, and acceleration states denoted by xi =
(pi, vi, ai)⊤. Then, its dynamics in continuous time follows as
[38],

ẋi = Acx
i +Bui =

 0 1 0
0 0 1
0 0 − 1

τ

xi +

 0
0
1
τ

ui, (1)

with τ as the time-constant denoting the driveline dynamics
and ui as the input to vehicle i. Some other works in the
literature, e.g. [39], [40], consider a constant velocity model,
which is more restrictive than the model in this paper. Using a
sampling mechanism with sampling interval T , the discretized
dynamics of every vehicle i is defined as

xi
k+1 = Axi

k +Bui
k

=

 1 T 0
0 1 T
0 0 1− T

τ

xi
k +

 0
0
1
τ

ui
k, (2)

with k as the discrete time-instant. The platooning distance
between vehicle i and its neighboring vehicle i−j is considered
as

di,i−j
k =

i−j+1∑
l=i

hlv
l−1 + jD, (3)

with D as the static gap between two consecutive vehicles, and
hl as the time-headway of the vehicle l in the platoon. This
paper considers a homogeneous CAV platoon, i.e., all vehicles
are similar and have the same dynamics, speed characteristics,
and control design. Therefore, one can replace hl = h in
Eq. (3). The dynamics is associated with some noisy sensor
measurements on the position of the vehicles, i.e., the output
measurement is defined as,

yik = Cix
i
k + rk = (1, 0, 0)xi

k, (4)

with rk as the output noise at time k. The global sensor output
is yk = Cxk with C = (C1, . . . , Cn)

⊤. Define the position of
each vehicle with its predecessors over the CAV platoon as

pik = pi−1
k − di,i−1

k , (5)

with di,i−1 as in Eq. (3). Different control strategies are
proposed in the literature to determine ui at each vehicle
i to ensure the string stability of the vehicles1. For example,
[22] considers a linear feedback controller which only needs
local information exchange over the CAV network. Some other
control strategies include: PID controllers to guarantee stable
platooning [39], [40], model predictive control (MPC) [25],
[26], and event-trigerred control via barrier functions [41].

1The main objective of this paper is on distributed observer design to track
the state of CAV platoon and the control input design is not the focus of this
paper. Therefore, in this section, we only review the existing control design
strategies in the literature.



Some other works assume nearly-constant-acceleration (NCA)
model and consider the input to be unknown modelled by
random variations, see [31] for example.

The network over which the vehicles communicate relevant
information is denoted by a graph GW with the adjacency
matrix W denoting the weight associated with the information
received from neighboring vehicles. In other words, every vehi-
cle sets a weight factor on the state and estimation information
of its neighbors. In this direction, a matrix W = {wij} denotes
the adjacency matrix of GW . Following the consensus literature
[42], this matrix satisfies stochastic property, i.e.,

W1n = 1n ←→
n∑

j=1

wij = 1, ∀i = 1, . . . , n (6)

with 1n as the column vector of all ones of size n. This
consensus matrix guarantees agreement on the estimation of
the CAV platoon at all vehicle nodes.

The overall dynamics of the CAV is considered as a block
diagonal system matrix with each diagonal block defining
the dynamics of one vehicle. This follows the assumption
that the vehicle platoon is homogeneous, implying the same
dynamics for all vehicle nodes. This document aims to design a
distributed observer to track the state of this large-scale system
as a dynamic model for the vehicle platoon. The structure of
such an observer needs to follow the communication network
GW of vehicles while addressing observability concerns in a
distributed setup. This is addressed in detail in the next section.

III. THE PROPOSED DISTRIBUTED OBSERVER

There are two main schemes for distributed estimation and
observer design: double time-scale method [32]–[34] and single
time-scale method [35]–[37]. In the first case, sensors perform
many steps of consensus-based data-fusion between every two
consecutive samples of CAV dynamics. This requires much
faster devices to perform the communication and consensus
filtering in between sampling the CAV dynamics. This scenario
relaxes the observability assumption as the information of
every vehicle eventually reaches other vehicles between every
two sampling time-instants because of the excessive rate of
communication than the sampling rate. The single time-scale
method, on the other hand, only performs one step of data-
fusion and data-sharing between every two samples of system
dynamics. This requires a specific network topology design to
address the observability constraints. In this section, to allow
for cheaper and less complicated communication/computation
devices in vehicles, we propose a single time-scale observer to
track the state of the CAV platoon. This requires communica-
tion/computation at the same rate of sampling. The proposed
observer is composed of the following two parts:

(i) Consensus and averaging on predictions:

x̂i
k|k−1 =

∑
j∈N (i)

wijAx̂j
k−1|k−1, (7)

(ii) Innovation update via sensor measurements:

x̂i
k|k = x̂i

k|k−1 +Ki
k

∑
j∈N (i)

C⊤
j

(
yj
k − Cjx̂

i
k|k−1

)
, (8)

where x̂i
k|k−1 (Resp. x̂j

k|k) denotes the state estimate at time-
instant k given all the information up-to time k − 1 (Resp.
up-to time k). The neighboring sets N (i) denote the set of
neighbors of vehicle i. The block-diagonal gain matrix Kk =
blockdiag[Ki

k, . . . ,K
n
k ] denotes the local observer gain at

vehicles 1 to n. Since the observer is distributed the gain
matrix needs to be block-diagonal. Such a block-diagonal gain
matrix can be computed via Linear Matrix Inequalities (LMI)
designed based on iterative cone-complementarity optimization
algorithms [43], [44]. Note that this observer only needs global
observability of the CAV, and relaxes the assumption for local
observability at every vehicle. In this regard, this work advances
the papers by [35], [36] in terms of observability assumption.

Denote the observer error at every vehicle by eik := xk|k −
x̂i
k|k and the column vector ek = (e1k, . . . , e

n
k )

⊤ as the global
error. The error dynamics of the proposed distributed observer
(7)-(8) follows as,

eik =
∑

j∈N (i)

wijA(xk−1 − x̂j
k−1|k−1)

−Ki
k

∑
j∈N (i)

C⊤
j Cj

∑
j∈N (i)

wijA(xk−1 − x̂j
k−1|k−1)

+ ηik (9)

and in compact form as,

ek = (W ⊗A−KkDC(W ⊗A))ek−1 + ηk, (10)

with ηk collecting the noise and input terms, operator ⊗ as the
Kronecker matrix product, and

DC :=


∑

j∈N (i) C
⊤
1 C1

. . . ∑
j∈N (i) C

⊤
n Cn

 (11)

Following Kalman filtering theory [45], Eq. (10) is steady-
state Schur stable if the pair (W ⊗ A,DC) is observable.
In distributed estimation setup, this implies the notion of
distributed observability, i.e., the states of the vehicles need to
be observable over the communication network GW by sharing
information locally in the neighborhood of vehicles. This
observability model is less stringent than the local observability
consideration in [35], [36] which requires system observability
at every vehicle. Following from the graph-theoretic results
on network observability in [46], one can satisfy distributed
(W ⊗ A,DC) observability by designing the matrix W to
be irreducible, which implies that the communication graph
GW be strongly-connected. Note that this relaxes the network
connectivity requirement in many existing works, e.g., the
papers [35], [36] require more connectivity.

Given the error dynamics (10), the LMI for designing the
block-diagonal observer gain is as follows:

min trace(XY )

s.t. X,Y ≻ 0, Kk is block-diagonal.(
X Â⊤

Â Y

)
≻ 0,

(
X I
I Y

)
≻ 0,

(12)



The stopping criteria of the above iterative LMI optimization
is trace(YkX + XkY ) < 2n2 + ϵ with a predefined small
ϵ and n2 as the size of the Â := W ⊗ A −KkDC(W ⊗ A)
matrix. We solve this iterative algorithm at the same time-
scale k of the CAV dynamics. The LMI (12) gives a Kk such
that ρ(Â) < 1, where ρ(·) denotes the spectral radius of its
argument. This implies that the discrete-time observer-based
error dynamics (10) is Schur stable.

One can make the proposed distributed observer resilient
to node and link failure by adding node/link redundancy in
the communication network of vehicles [47]. This is based
on the notion of survivable network design [48] for κ-node-
connected and κ-link-connected networks. Such robustified
network designs are known to have at least κ link-disjoint
paths between any pair of vehicular nodes. In simpler terms, it
means that to disconnect the network, one needs to remove at
least κ links or nodes [49]. A κ-link/node-connected network
is crucial for ensuring robustness against link/node failures or
disconnections and enhances the reliability of information flow
over the communication network of vehicles. Most existing
algorithms for survivable network design are heuristic, for
example, see [50], [51]. As an example in ITS literature, we
refer interested readers to [52] for understanding the impact
of resilient network topology design on the CAV dynamics.
An example survivable design via κ-node/link-connected CAV
network (with κ = 3) is shown in Fig. 2. This CAV network
is resilient to failure of up to 3 nodes or links, i.e., the
network remains strongly-connected after removing up to 3
failed communication channels or failed vehicles. Therefore,
the distributed observer can track the state of the CAV even in
case of such failures.

Fig. 2. This figure shows a 3-node/link-connected CAV network. This
network preserves connectivity after the failure of up to 3 nodes or 3 links,
and therefore, the distributed observer remains practical even in the failure of
3 vehicle nodes or 3 communication channels.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

For simulation, we consider the platoon setup in Fig. 1
with 4 vehicles and the represented 1-link/node-connected
communication network GW . The stochastic weight matrix
associated with this setup is assigned via the simple averaging
consensus protocol in [34]. In system dynamic Eq. (2), the

sampling time of the dynamics is set T = 0.1 and the driveline
time-constant is τ = 0.5. In the platooning setup by Eq. (3),
the static gap between vehicles is set as D = 5 and the
time-headway as h = 1. The noise in sensor measurement
Eq. (4) is considered as Gaussian r ∼ N (0, 0.04). The vehicle
inputs follow the nearly-constant-acceleration model in [31].
Each vehicle applies the iterative distributed observer (7)-(8)
to track the state of the CAV dynamics only by communicating
information with its neighboring vehicles. The observer gain
Kk is defined via the LMI optimization (12) iteratively over
time-instant k. Using this gain, the resulting observer error
dynamics has spectral radius ρ(Â) = 0.76 < 1, which is Schur
stable. The mean-square error (MSE) at every vehicle follows
Eq. (9) and is shown in Fig. 3. As clear from the figure, the
error is stable in all vehicles, with some steady-state residual
due to measurement noise.

Fig. 3. This figure shows the mean-square error at every vehicle under the
proposed iterative distributed observer (7)-(8). As it is clear from the figure
the error dynamics is Schur stable with some steady-state residual due to
Gaussian measurement noise.

For the next simulation, we consider the distributed estima-
tion under link failure. Recall that the CAV network in Fig. 1
is resilient to failure of 1 arbitrary link, i.e., by removing any
link the remaining CAV network is still strongly-connected.
The strong-connectivity is a sufficient condition for the stability
of the error dynamics under the proposed distributed observer
setup. To show this by simulation, we remove the link from the
1st vehicle to the 3rd vehicle and check the MSE performance.
The errors at all vehicles are shown in Fig. 4 under the reduced
CAV connectivity. The parameters are set the same as in the
previous simulation. For this case, we have ρ(Â) = 0.81 < 1.
The Schur stability of the error dynamics verifies the resilience
of the proposed distributed observer to link failure.

Next, we consider the distributed observer under node
(vehicle) failure. Recall that the CAV network in Fig. 1 remains
strongly-connected after the failure of any 1 vehicle. Removing
the 3rd vehicle and its associated links, we redo the MSE
simulation for the other 3 vehicles. Every remaining vehicle
performs the iterative distributed observer to track the state
of the CAV platoon excluding the 3rd vehicle. The spectral
radius of the distributed observer error dynamics for this
simulation is ρ(Â) = 0.79 < 1, which is Schur stable. The



Fig. 4. This figure shows the distributed observer error at every vehicle
under the proposed iterative (7)-(8) and reduced network connectivity, which
is Schur stable.

MSE performance is shown in Fig. 5. It is clear from the
figure that the error decays along the iteration of the distributed
observer. The steady-state residual is due to measurement noise
in the CAV system.

Fig. 5. This figure shows the error at remaining 3 vehicles under the proposed
iterative distributed observer (7)-(8) after failure of the 3rd vehicle. The Schur
stability of the MSE shows the resilience of the proposed observer to node
failure.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE DIRECTIONS

This paper studies the tracking and estimation of vehicle
platoons modelled as linear dynamical systems. The proposed
iterative observer is distributed in the sense that each vehicle
tracks the state of the CAV locally and with a decentralized
technique, i.e., the estimation process is only based on local
information exchange among neighboring vehicles. We clearly
show that the error dynamics follows the Kronecker matrix
product of the system matrix and adjacency matrix associated
with the communication network of vehicles, and use graph-
theoretic results to analyze its stability. In particular, we show
that the strong-connectivity of the CAV network is sufficient
for distributed observability and Schur stability of the error
dynamics. In this direction, the redundant design of the network
is proposed to make it resilient to node and link failure. LMI-
based gain design is adopted to locally compute the observer

gain matrix. The results significantly show that one can track
the state of the CAV only using local information sharing over
the network of vehicles.

As future research direction, one may discuss the distributed
observer design under network reliability concerns and packet
drop [53]. Robustness to communication delays over the
network is another important research direction. Integration
with machine learning techniques as control input design and
data-driven methods [54] to improve the tracking performance,
particularly in scenarios with complex and uncertain dynamics,
is another future research direction.
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