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Distributed Event-Triggered Nonlinear Fusion

Estimation under Resource Constraints
Rusheng Wang, Bo Chen, Zhongyao Hu, and Li Yu

Abstract—This paper studies the event-triggered distributed fu-
sion estimation problems for a class of nonlinear networked multi-
sensor fusion systems without noise statistical characteristics.
When considering the limited resource problems of two kinds of
communication channels (i.e., sensor-to-remote estimator channel
and smart sensor-to-fusion center channel), an event-triggered
strategy and a dimensionality reduction strategy are introduced
in a unified networked framework to lighten the communication
burden. Then, two kinds of compensation strategies in terms of
a unified model are designed to restructure the untransmitted
information, and the local/fusion estimators are proposed based
on the compensation information. Furthermore, the linearization
errors caused by the Taylor expansion are modeled by the state-
dependent matrices with uncertain parameters when establishing
estimation error systems, and then different robust recursive
optimization problems are constructed to determine the estimator
gains and the fusion criteria. Meanwhile, the stability conditions
are also proposed such that the square errors of the designed
nonlinear estimators are bounded. Finally, a vehicle localization
system is employed to demonstrate the effectiveness and advan-
tages of the proposed methods.

Index Terms—Event-triggered, dimensionality reduction, re-
source constraints, nonlinear fusion estimation, bounded recursive
optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

T
O meet the requirements of higher estimation accuracy,

various multi-sensor fusion estimation methods have been

developed to improve the reliability and estimation perfor-

mance by leveraging the redundant information [1]–[3]. Sub-

sequently, with the development of communication networks

and sensor technologies, networked multi-sensor fusion sys-

tems (NMFSs) have attracted extensive attention, in which the

communication between the sensors, estimators, and fusion

center (FC) is connected by the network instead of a dedicated

independent connection [4]. Since the introduction of the

communication networks provides a more flexible structure and

easier installation and maintenance than the multi-sensor fusion

systems, NMFSs have been applied in many areas, such as fault

detection [5], target tracking [6], and power systems [7]. In

particular, nonlinear NMFSs have complex dynamic processes

that are more suitable for practical applications. Moreover, the

distributed fusion framework of nonlinear NMFSs has certain

advantages in reliability, fault tolerance, and calculation speed

[8]. In this case, some nonlinear distributed network fusion

estimation problems caused by the introduction of the network

will be considered in this paper.
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Though the introduction of the network has brought a lot of

convenience, it has also inevitably been confronted with some

problems. Particularly, the communication channel can only

carry finite information per unit time, and the communication

capability is also restricted by the limited energy of the

sensor nodes [9]. Then, loss of information, which caused by

the above resource constraints, can lead to a degradation of

estimation performance. Therefore, it is of great significance

to actively reduce the communication traffic to meet the lim-

ited communication resources, while a relatively satisfactory

estimation performance of the designed estimator should also

be guaranteed. Generally, various quantization strategies [10]–

[12] and dimensionality reduction strategies [13]–[17], [30]–

[34] have been developed to reduce the size of data packets

before information transmission. For example, the optimal

quantization rules and an optimal fusion estimation criterion

were established in [10], and a logarithmic quantizer was

utilized in [11] to address the H∞ fusion estimation problem

with restricted bandwidth. However, the quantization technique

is difficult to deal with high-dimensional signals and has

the limitation of being easily distorted. At the same time,

the event-triggered transmission strategies [18]–[29], [35]–

[41] also provide an effective means to reduce redundant

communication traffic and energy resources. In this case, a

kind of dimensionality reduction strategy (DRS) and an event-

triggered strategy (ETS) will be considered in this paper to deal

with the networked fusion estimation problems under resource

constraints.

It should be noted that limited communication resources may

occur between the sensor and the estimator, or between the

sensor and the FC. When considering that the measurements

need to be sent to the remote estimator for processing, the

limited resources problem of the sensor-to-remote estimator

(S-RE) communication channel should be addressed. There-

fore, an optimal compression matrix can be found in [14]

by an optimal sensor compression strategy. In particular, a

dimensionality reduction strategy, which needs to know the

global measurement matrix, has been developed in [15] to

compress the measurements. Meanwhile, a preprocessor was

designed in [16] for compressing the raw measurements of

the corresponding measurement block, while the contraction

operators were usually difficult to solve. Then, another dimen-

sionality reduction approach, in which only partial components

of a group of measurements were chosen to be transmitted

to the remote estimator, was proposed in [17] to meet the

limited bandwidth. However, the approaches mentioned above

are confined to linear NMFSs with Gaussian noises assumption.

In addition, the transmission of information in event-based

networked system depends on predefined event-triggered con-

ditions [18]. Specifically, a measurement innovation-based de-
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terministic ETS was designed in [20], and then a more general

ETS was considered in [21] to address the fusion estima-

tion problem based on the hybrid measurement information,

while the conditional distribution of state was assumed to

be a Gaussian distribution. Moreover, a kind of stochastic

ETS was developed in [22], [23], which can preserve the

Gaussian property of the innovation sequence and the posterior

distribution. However, the above innovation-based ETSs need

feedback information from the estimator, which might increase

communication costs and be difficult to apply to time-varying

systems. Then, an information-based stochastic ETS based

on the local observation projection into the state-space was

developed in [24] instead of combine the feedback from the es-

timator, while it still considered the fusion estimation problem

in the linear multi-sensor fusion framework. For the nonlinear

systems, a measurement-based ETS was introduced in [25] to

improve the utilization of network resources, and the T-S fuzzy

technology was employed to cope with the nonlinearities. Then,

a kind of distributed measurement innovation-based ETS was

proposed in [26] to cut down on bandwidth usage, and then a

distributed recursive estimation algorithm was designed under

the stochastic nonlinearities and measurement losses. In [27],

the innovation-based deterministic ETS was used for nonlinear

NMFSs with random delays, and then a modified unscented

Kalman filter (UKF) and sequential covariance intersection

(SCI) fusion method were proposed to address the distributed

fusion estimation problem. Meanwhile, a stochastic Send-on-

Delta (SoD) ETS was introduced in [28] to reduce the re-

dundant information for nonlinear NMFSs subject to jamming

attacks. Notice that, the above methods are considered in an

estimation framework in which the measurements and/or noises

have a Gaussian assumption with known covariance. Though

a dynamic ETS was developed in [29] for nonlinear/non-

Gaussian distributed system, it still requires knowledge of the

nonlinear functions and noise probability density functions of

the systems.

On the other hand, some smart sensors have the ability to

process data locally instead of sending it to remote sensors,

and then local estimates will be further transmitted to the

FC through the communication network in the NMFSs. Thus,

the resource constraints problem of the smart sensor-to-fusion

center (S-FC) channel also should be considered. Then, a

fixed structure DRS, in which only partial components of

local estimates with known bandwidth constraints were chosen

to transmit to the FC, was developed in [30] to meet the

limited bandwidth, and a suboptimal transmission sequence

was also given. By using this DRS, a security fusion estimation

problem under denial-of-service (DoS) attacks and resource

constraints was addressed in [31]. Moreover, another kind of

DRS without a fixed structure was developed in [32], in which

the partial local estimates were randomly selected to be sent,

and a compensation strategy was proposed to restructure the

untransmitted information. Notice that the above methods are

all based on the Kalman filter, which needs to know the noise

statistical characteristics. Then, a H∞ fusion estimation method

was developed in [33] to deal with finite communication

resources, while the energy noise was still a kind of special

noises. Though a DRS and quantization strategy (QS) were

modeled by a unified framework with unknown bounded noises

in [34], the considered problem was still in the linear distributed

fusion framework.

Furthermore, a Gaussianity-preserving ETS was proposed in

[35] the incremental innovative information of the estimates.

Then, a deterministic ETS and a stochastic ETS, whose trig-

gering conditions were based on the local estimates, were

introduced in [36] and [37] for distributed state estimation

problems, respectively. Moreover, a new variance-based ETS

was developed in [38] for the distributed estimation problem,

in which the triggering condition was based on the differ-

ence between the estimation error variance and the multistep

prediction variance. Particularly, a priori estimate-based ETS

was proposed in [39] for nonlinear system without knowledge

of process noise statistical property, while the covariances of

measurement noise were still required to be known. Notice that,

the above event-based estimation methods still consider the

resource constraints problem of the S-RE channel rather than

the S-FC channel of nonlinear NMFSs. In this case, though

a deterministic ETS combined with DRS was proposed in

[40] to address the distributed fusion estimation problem under

resource constraints, it was still only suitable for linear NMFSs

with Gaussian white noise. Then, a fusion estimate-based ETS

was developed in [41], in which the raw measurements and

the feedback fusion information were employed to derive the

local estimation, whereas it might increase the computation

cost because of this fusion feedback.

In light the analysis mentioned above, there are abundant

works have been developed to address the networked state

estimation problems under resource constraints. However, still

few works have paid attention to nonlinear fusion estimation

problems for nonlinear NMFSs with unknown noise statis-

tical property. Under this case, we shall study the event-

based nonlinear distributed fusion estimation problems under

resource constraints, where the noises are without knowledge

of statistical property. The main contributions of this paper are

summarized as follows:

1) In this paper, two different means of communication

transmission are presented in the nonlinear networked

fusion estimation framework. Specifically, both S-RE

channel and S-FC channel subject to resource constraints

are considered, and then a deterministic ETS and a DRS

are both introduced in a unified framework to meet the

finite resources.

2) Two kinds of unified compensation strategies are pro-

posed to restructure the missed information caused by the

ETS and the DRS, and then the corresponding distributed

fusion estimation algorithms are developed, which can

preserve a satisfying estimation performance.

3) By modeling the linearization errors in terms of the state-

dependent matrices and uncertain parameters, a robust

recursive optimization approach, which can deal with

the unknown but bounded noises in nonlinear NMFSs,

is developed such that the square errors (SEs) of the

designed nonlinear local/fusion estimators are bounded.

The notations most frequently used throughout this pa-

per are given in TABLE I.
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TABLE I
THE DESCRIPTION OF THE NOTATIONS

Notations Descriptions

Rm×n Set of m× n real matrices
N+ Set of positive integer

AT Transpose of matrix A
A < 0 Negative definite matrix
I Identity matrix with appropriate dimension
“ ∗ ” Symmetric term of the symmetric matrix
‖ · ‖2 2-norm of the matrix
E{·} Mathematical expectation
Tr{·} Trace of the matrix
col {·} Block column matrix
diag {·} Block diagonal matrix
λmax(·) Maximum eigenvalue of the matrix

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider a NMFS with L sensor nodes, and the nonlinear

state-space model can be modeled by:

x(k + 1) = f(x(k)) + Γ(k)w(k) (1)

yi(k) = hi(x(k)) +Di(k)vi(k), i ∈ L (2)

where x(k) ∈ Rn, yi(k) ∈ Rmi are the system state and mea-

sured output of i-th sensor, respectively, and L , {1, 2, . . . , L}.

f(x(k)) ∈ Rn and hi(x(k)) ∈ Rmi are continuously differen-

tiable nonlinear functions, Γ(k) ∈ Rn×p and Di(k) ∈ Rmi×qi

are time-varying matrices. w(k) ∈ Rp and vi(k) ∈ Rqi are

bounded noises without statistical information, which satisfy

the following assumptions:

‖w(k)‖2 ≤ Mw, ‖vi(k)‖2 ≤ Mvi (3)

where Mw and Mvi are unknown. Generally, when design-

ing the estimator based on the raw measurement information

{yi(1), yi(2), . . . , yi(k)}, i.e. the network resource constraints

are not considered. Then, the local nonlinear estimator (LNE)

can be given by [42]:
{

x̂−

i (k) = f(x̂s
i (k − 1))

x̂s
i (k) = x̂−

i (k) + Ks
i (k)[yi(k)− hi(x̂

−

i (k))]
(4)

where x̂−

i (k) and x̂s
i (k) are one-step prediction and local

estimate, respectively, Ks
i (k) is the estimator gain matrix.

Under this case, in order to minimize the upper bound of the

estimation error, the Ks
i (k) and x̂s

i (k) can be obtained by using

a robust design approach [42, Th.1], the detailed deduction is

omitted here.

A. Event-Triggered Strategy and Dimensionality Reduction

Strategy over S-RE Channel

In networked multi-sensor fusion systems, the communica-

tion network allocating enough bits to transfer the raw mea-

surements from the sensor to the remote estimator is usually

impracticable, then the limitation of the network resources in

S-RE channel should be taken into account when designing

nonlinear estimators. In this case, an event-triggered strategy

(ETS) is introduced to alleviate the network resource burden.

Specifically, a pre-designed event-triggered condition is given

to calculate the decision variable γi
m(k)(∈ {0, 1}), which

decides whether the raw measurement yi(k) is transmitted to

the corresponding remote estimator or not. Then, an event-

triggered condition for the i-th S-RE channel is given as

γi
m(k) =

{

0, if yi(k) ∈ Di
m(k)

1, otherwise
(5)

Di
m(k) =

{

yi(k) | ‖yi(k)− y̆i(k)‖2 ≤ δim, i ∈ L
}

(6)

where δim > 0 is a predetermined triggering threshold, y̆i(k)
is the measurement for further dimensionality reduction pro-

cessing at the latest event instant, Di
m(k) is a measurement

set of each sensor that the event is not triggered at that time.

Then, it can be found from the ETS (5)-(6) that the raw

measurement yi(k) will be further processed when γi
m(k) = 1,

otherwise there is no measurement information sent to the

remote estimator at time k. Thus, the event-triggered instants

sequence 0 ≤ tim(1) ≤ · · · ≤ tim(k) ≤ · · · is determined by

tim(k + 1) = min
{

k ∈ N+ | k > tim(k), yi(k) /∈ Di
m(k)

}

(7)

On the other hand, in order to further reduce redundant

communication traffic, a kind of dimensionality reduction

strategy (DRS) [30] is also introduced to reduce the size of

the measurements from the event-triggered scheduler. Under

this DRS, only ςim components of measurement γi
m(k)yi(k)

are allowed to be sent to the remote estimator at each time,

rather than all information of γi
m(k)yi(k). Notice that, the

measurement information does not need to be dimensionally

reduced at a certain non-triggered moment (i.e. γi
m(k) = 0).

Moreover, it is assumed that the global bandwidth constraint

is known advance:

L
∑

i=1

ςim = ςm
(

ςm ∈ N+, ς
i
m ∈ N+, 1 ≤ ςim ≤ mi

)

(8)

where ςm is known. Then, the remote estimator may receive

one of the him types of dimensionality reduction measurements

from the corresponding sensor through the network, where

him =
∏ςim−1

ı=0 (mi − ı)/
∏ςim

=1 . In other words, only one

dimensionality reduction information from the following set

will be transmitted at each instant:

χ
i
m(k) ,

{

γi
m(k)Θi

κi
yi(k) | κi ∈ Hi

m ,
{

1, 2, . . . , him
}

}

(9)

where Θi
κi

is a 0-1 diagonal matrix, whose diagonal terms

including ςim elements “1”. In fact, matrix Θi
κi

shows the

dimensionality reduction status of each measurement. Under

this case, a binary variable σi
κi
(k)(∈ {0, 1}) is employed to

describe the dimensionality reduction matrix Θi
m(k) in a clear

way, and then the final transmission measurement zi(k) of each

sensor can be modeled by:

zi(k) = γi
m(k)

hi
m
∑

κi=1

σi
κi
(k)Θi

κi
yi(k) = γi

m(k)Θi
m(k)yi(k)

(10)

where
∑hi

m

κi=1 σ
i
κi
(k) = 1, and it can be seen from Θi

m(k) =
∑hi

m

κi=1 σ
i
κi
(k)Θi

κi
that dimension reduction matrix Θi

m(k) is

decided by σi
κi
(k).

Since an ETS and a DRS are both employed to address

the problem of networked fusion estimation under resource

constraints, the estimation performance will be inevitably de-

graded. To ensure the estimator has better estimation perfor-

mance, a unified compensation model is proposed in this paper
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to compensate the untransmitted measurement information.

Then, the following compensation measurement can be used

for the remote estimator at each time:

zri (k) = zi(k) + (I − γi
m(k)Θi

m(k))hi(x̂
−

mi
(k)) (11)

It can be concluded from the above compensation model

that the prediction measurement hi(x̂
−

mi
(k)) is employed to

estimate the system state when there is no measurement

received by the remote estimator (i.e. γi(k) = 0); otherwise

the (I − γi
m(k)Θi

m(k))hi(x̂
−

mi
(k)) is used to compensate the

dimensionality reduction components of the measurement yi(k)
when γi(k) = 1. The structure of distributed fusion estimation

under resource constraints based on the above modeling process

is depicted in Fig. 1.

m
kxkx

y k

y k

L
y k

z k

z k

L
z k

r
z k

r
z k

L

r
z k

mx k

mx k

m

L
x k

Fig. 1. The diagram of the modeling process when the S-RE channel is subject
to resource constraints.

Based on the above communication strategy under resource

constraints, the event-triggered local remote estimator (LRE)

for the systems (1) and (11) is given by

{

x̂−

mi
(k) = f(x̂m

i (k − 1))

x̂m
i (k) = x̂−

mi
(k) + Km

i (k)[zri (k)− hi(x̂
−

mi
(k))]

(12)

where x̂−

mi
(k) and x̂m

i (k) are one-step prediction and local

estimate, respectively, Km
i (k) is the estimator gain need to be

designed.

Then, on the basis of the LRE (12), the distributed fusion

estimator (DFE) when the S-RE channel is subject to resource

constraints is given by

x̂m(k) =

L
∑

i=1

Wm
i (k)x̂m

i (k) (13)

where x̂m(k) is the fusion estimate, and Wm
i (k) is the dis-

tributed weighting fusion matrix.

In conclusion, the case of the S-RE channel subject to

resource constraints is formulated in this subsection. Then,

based on the above communication strategy, this paper will

address the following problems:

• Firstly, for a given set of binary variables σi
m(k) =

{σi
κi
(k) | κi ∈ Hi

m, i ∈ L} that satisfies (8) and (10),

the gain Km
i (k) in the designed LRE (12) is such that the

SE of the local estimate x̂m
i (k) is bounded, i.e.,

lim
k→∞

(xi(k)− x̂m
i (k))

T
(xi(k)− x̂m

i (k)) < Mi
m (14)

where Mi
m is a positive scalar, and then to minimize an

upper bound of the SE of the corresponding LRE at each

instant.

• Secondly, based on each LRE (12), design distributed

weighting fusion matrices {Wm
i (k) |

∑L
i=1

Wm
i (k) = I}

in (13) such that an upper bound of the SE of the DFE is

minimal at each instant.

Remark 1: Generally, the local estimate x̂s
i (k) without net-

work communication constraints can be calculated by the LNE

(4), while resource constraints are an inevitable problem to

be considered in NMFSs. Therefore, the ETS (5) and the

DRS (10) are introduced in a unified framework to satisfy the

finite resources in the S-RE channel for the nonlinear NMFSs

(1)-(2). Notice that, the untransmitted measurements, which

may cause a degradation of the estimation performance, are

reconstructed by a unified compensation model (11), and the

compensation measurement zri (k) instead of the raw measure-

ment yi(k) is used to design the estimators in this paper. In this

communication strategy, the introduced ETS and DRS provide

the possibility to alleviate unnecessary resource consumption,

while the compensation strategy gives a desirable estimation

performance of the designed estimators.

Remark 2: Since the DRS, which weights compression of

measurement information to achieve dimensionality reduction,

proposed in [14]–[16] is complicated in the calculation of the

compression operator, another kind of DRS was introduced in

this paper that directly selects partial components of measure-

ments rather than the data compression approach. In addition,

it can be found from (8) that the global bandwidth constraint

is assumed to be known in advance, thus a group σi
m(k) can

be given to satisfy (10) by adjusting the local constraint ςim
to satisfy (8), and then the dimensionality reduction matrix

Θi
m(k) can be determined. For instance, if mi = 4, ςim = 2

then him = 6, and Θi
m(k) can be determined by:

Θi
m(k) = diag{σi

1(k) + σi
2(k) + σi

3(k),

σi
1(k) + σi

4(k) + σi
6(k),

σi
2(k) + σi

4(k) + σi
5(k),

σi
3(k) + σi

5(k) + σi
6(k)}

(15)

Therefore, it can be seen from (10) and (15) that Θi
m(k) is

decided by σi
κi
(k).

Remark 3: Notice that, the innovation-based deterministic

and stochastic ETSs have been well developed in [18]–[23]

for networked time-invariant systems, and the stochastic ETS

indeed provides an important advantage that preserves the

Gaussian property of the innovation sequence. Nevertheless,

the stochastic ETS either requires feedback from the estimator

or becomes irrelevant to the sensor model, which may increase

communication consumption and be problematic in applica-

tions of time-varying systems. In fact, the considered event-

based problem is in the framework of nonlinear NMFSs without

a Gaussian assumption, and thus an effective deterministic

ETS (5)-(6) is proposed in this paper. Concretely, the decision

variable γi
m(k) is based on the difference between the raw

measurement yi(k) and the latest triggered measurement y̆i(k).
In this case, the predefined threshold δim should be suitably

selected to meet a tradeoff between the estimation performance

and the resource constraints.
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B. Event-Triggered Scheduler Based on Local Nonlinear Esti-

mation under Resource Constraints

It is worth noting that smart sensors are capable of cal-

culating local estimates in some practical applications. Then,

the local estimate from each smart sensor is sent to the FC

through the communication network in this kind of networked

distributed fusion framework. Hence, it is essential to address

the problem of the S-FC channel under restricted resources as

well. Similarly, an estimate based ETS with respect to local

estimation is installed in each smart sensor to meet the finite

communication resources. In this scheme, the decision variable

γi
s(k)(∈ {0, 1}) is designed based on the following event-

triggered condition:

γi
s(k) =

{

0, if x̂s
i (k) ∈ Di

s(k)
1, otherwise

(16)

Di
s(k) =

{

x̂s
i (k) | ‖x̂

s
i (k)− x̂l

i(k)‖2 ≤ δis, i ∈ L
}

(17)

where δis > 0 is a predefined threshold, x̂l
i(k) is the lat-

est estimate transmitted for further dimensionality reduction

processing, and Di
s(k) denotes the local estimate set of each

smart sensor at untriggered moments. Specifically, γi
s(k) = 1

indicates that the x̂s
i (k) does not belong to Di

s(k) and will

be processed further; otherwise, no estimate is sent to the

FC at time k. Therefore, the event-triggered instants sequence

0 ≤ tis(1) ≤ · · · ≤ tis(k) ≤ · · · is determined by

tis(k+1) = min
{

k ∈ N+ | k > tis(k), x̂
s
i (k) /∈ Di

s(k)
}

(18)

Notice that, another kind of DRS [32] is introduced to lower

estimated packet to meet the finite communication bandwidth

in this subsection. By using this DRS, only partial estimates of

γi
s(k)x̂

s
i (k) are allowed to be transmitted. Namely, only ςis(ς

i
s ∈

N+, 1 ≤ ςis ≤ n) components of x̂s
i (k) have the opportunity to

be transmitted to the FC at each instant. It is obvious that there

is no estimate transmitted to the FC when γi
s(k) = 0. Then,

in terms of the mathematical description, the transmitted state

estimate x̂r
i (k) can only take one element from the following

set:

χ
i
s(k) ,

{

γi
s(k)Θ

i
~i
x̂s
i (k) | ~i ∈ Hi

s ,
{

1, 2, . . . , his
}

}

(19)

where Θi
~i

is also a 0-1 diagonal matrix with ςis 1-elements,

and his =
∏ςis−1

ı=0 (n−ı)/
∏ςis

=1 . Then, the transmitted estimate

x̂r
i (k) of each smart sensor can be formulated by

x̂r
i (k) = γi

s(k)

hi
s
∑

~i=1

σi
~i
(k)Θi

~i
x̂s
i (k) = γi

s(k)Θ
i
s(k)x̂

s
i (k)

(20)

where σi
~i
(k)(∈ {0, 1}) is a binary variable describing the di-

mensionality status, and the
∑hi

s

~i=1
σi
~i
(k) = 1 should be held.

Then, Θi
s(k) is one of elements in the set {Θi

~i
| ~i ∈ Hi

s}, and

depend on the choice of corresponding σi
~i
(k).

Moreover, it can be found from the above DRS that the

practical communication status is related to the variable σi
~i
(k)

at each instant. In this sense, the stochastic process {σi
~i
(k)}

is assumed to be independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.)

[34], i.e.,

E{σi
~i
(k)σj

~0
j

(k0)}

=











0, i = j, k = k0, ~i 6= ~
0
i

E{σi
~i
(k)}, i = j, k = k0, ~i = ~

0
i

E{σi
~i
(k)}E{σj

~0
j

(k0)}, ∀ i, j, k, k0, ~i, ~
0
i

(21)

where Pr{σi
~i
(k) = 1} = πi

~i
is the known selected probability

and satisfying
∑hi

s

~i=1
πi
~i

= 1 (22)

It should be noted that the local bandwidth constraint ςis is

known instead of global bandwidth constraints in this com-

munication strategy, then a group of σi
s(k) = {σi

~i
(k) | ~i ∈

Hi
s, i ∈ L} will be generated based on the selection probabili-

ties πi
~i
(~i ∈ Hi

s), which gives a different way for determining

dimensionality matrix Θi
s(k).

Similarly, to improve the accuracy of the fusion estimation,

a unified compensation model with respect to local estimation

is developed to address this problem. Then, the local compen-

sation state estimator (CSE) is modeled by

x̂c
i (k) = x̂r

i (k) + (I − γi
s(k)Θ

i
s(k))f(x̂

c
i (k − 1)) (23)

where x̂c
i (k) is the compensatory estimate, f(x̂c

i (k − 1)) is

the one-step prediction of the local compensation estimation.

When γi
s(k) = 1, it can be seen from (23) that the dimen-

sionality reduction estimate x̂r
i (k) will be transmitted to the

FC, and (I−Θi
s(k))f(x̂

c
i (k−1)) is utilized to compensate the

untransmitted components of x̂r
i (k); otherwise, the prediction

f(x̂c
i (k−1)) is employed to compensate the untransmitted local

estimate directly. The specific distributed compensation fusion

estimation process based on the above communication strategy

can be shown in Fig. 2.

c
kxkx

sx k

sx k

L

sx k

rx k

rx k

L

rx k

cx k

cx k

L

cx k

y k

y k

L
y k

Fig. 2. The diagram of modeling process when the S-FC channel is subject
to resource constraints.

Next, when the S-FC channel is subject to resource con-

straints, the distributed compensation fusion estimator (DCFE)

based on the local CSE (23) is given by

x̂c(k) =
L
∑

i=1

Ws
i (k)x̂

c
i (k) (24)

where x̂c(k) is the compensatory fusion estimate, and Ws
i (k)

is the weighting fusion matrix to be determined.
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In conclusion, the case of the S-FC channel subject to

resource constraints is considered in this subsection. For a dif-

ferent communication strategy mentioned above, the following

problems in this paper will be addressed:

• Firstly, for each local CSE (23), the selection probabilities

{πi
~i
|
∑h

i
s

~i=1
πi
~i

= 1} in (22) should be determined such

that the mean square error (MSE) of the CSE is bounded,

i.e.

lim
k→∞

E

(

(x(k)− xc
i (k))

T
(x(k)− xc

i (k))
)

< Mi
s (25)

where Mi
s is a positive scalar.

• Secondly, the distributed weighting fusion matrices

{Ws
i (k) |

∑L
i=1

Ws
i (k) = I} in (24) should be determined

such that an upper bound of the MSE of the DCFE is

minimal at each instant.

Remark 4: When considering that the S-FC channel is subject

to resource constraints, an unfixed structure DRS [32] was

introduced in this section. Since the Θi
s(k) in (20) is decided

by the σi
~i
(k), and the {σi

~i
(k)} is an i.i.d. stochastic process,

thus Θi
s(k) is a random matrix. In this case, [32] proposed

a distributed fusion Kalman filter for linear NMFSs under

communication constraints, while the system noise covariances

need to be known a priori. To overcome this limitation, a

bounded recursive optimization scheme has been developed

in [34] to deal with the bounded noises, in which a QS and

the same DRS were utilized to alleviate the communication

burden. However, the design of event-triggered estimators for

distributed nonlinear NMFSs with unknown noise statistical

properties is still a challenging issue. Therefore, the ETS

(16)-(17) and the DRS (19)-(22) are proposed with a unified

framework for the nonlinear NMFSs without noise statistical

properties, and then the nonlinear compensation estimators

(23) and (24) are designed to ensure a satisfactory estimation

performance.

Remark 5: Though the DRS and the ETS were used in [40]

to address the networked fusion estimation problems under

resource constraints, it was still in a linear framework with

the Gaussian noise assumption. Moreover, the local estimate

was utilized to compensate for the untransmitted estimate in

the FC, while it seems unrealistic to have a complete local

estimate in the FC under this communication strategy. Indeed,

the one-step prediction f(x̂c
i (k−1)) of the local compensation

estimate x̂c
i (k − 1) is ideal as the compensation information,

which can be obtained in the FC. Moreover, the ETS in [40]

was based on the dimensionality reduction estimation, while

the ETS in this paper is based on the original local estimation

directly. Under the proposed communication strategy, the DRS

(19)-(20) is not required to work when γi
s(k) = 0 (i.e., the

event is not triggered at time k), which can save unnecessary

resource consumption.

III. MAIN RESULTS

Before deriving the main results, a useful Lemma is intro-

duced as follows:

Lemma 1: [45] Let ST
1 = S1, S2 and S3 be real matrices of

appropriate dimensions with P (k) satisfying PT(k)P (k) ≤ I .

Then

S1 + S3P (k)S2 + ST
2 P

T(k)ST
3 < 0

if and only if there exists a positive scalar ε > 0 such that





−εI εS2 0
∗ S1 S3

∗ ∗ −εI



 < 0

A. Distributed Fusion Estimation Based on Compensation

Measurement for Nonlinear NMFSs

When considering the estimation problems of the S-RE

channel under resource constraints, a deterministic ETS and

a directly DRS are introduced in Sec.II-A to meet the finite

communication resources. Then, according to the designed

LRE (12) and DFE (13), the problems of determining the local

estimator gain Km
i (k) and the distributed weighting fusion

matrix Wm
i (k) for nonlinear systems (1) and (11) are solved

in Theorem 1.

Let x̃−

mi
(k) , x(k) − x̂−

mi
(k) and x̃m

i (k) , x(k) − x̂m
i (k)

denote the prediction error and local estimation error, respec-

tively. Then, it follows from (1) and (12) that











x̃−

mi
(k) = f(x(k − 1))

− fi(x̂
m
i (k − 1)) + Γ(k − 1)w(k − 1)

x̃m
i (k) = x̃−

mi
(k)−Km

i (k)
[

zri (k)− hi(x̂
−

mi
(k))

]

(26)

To further analyze the above nonlinear estimation error, the

nonlinear functions f(x(k − 1)) and hi(x(k)) in (26) are

linearized by using the first order Taylor series expansion

(TSE), and then the higher-order terms are modeled by state-

dependent matrices with uncertain parameters [44], one has











f(x(k − 1)) = fi(x̂
m
i (k − 1))

+ (Am
fi
(k − 1) +M i

f (k)N
i
f (k))x̃

m
i (k − 1)

hi(x(k)) = hi(x̂
−

mi
(k)) + (Cm

hi
(k) +M i

h(k)N
i
h(k))x̃

−

mi
(k)
(27)

where M i
f(k) > 0 and M i

h(k) > 0 are state-dependent scaling

matrices, N i
f (k) and N i

h(k) are unknown bounded matrices

that satisfy ‖N i
f(k)‖2 ≤ 1 and ‖N i

h(k)‖2 ≤ 1, respectively.

Moreover, Am
fi
(k−1) and Cm

hi
(k) are Jacobin matrices in first-

order TSE of f(x(k − 1)) and hi(x(k)), respectively, which

are defined in Table II of Appendix C.

Then, substituting (27) into (26), the estimation error x̃m
i (k)

is written as:

x̃m
i (k) = (Km

Ci
(k)Am

fi
(k − 1) + Km

Ci
(k)M i

f (k)N
i
f (k)

−Km
Θi
(k)M i

h(k)N
i
h(k)A

m
fi
(k − 1)− αi

m(k)

×Km
Θi
(k)M i

h(k)N
i
m(k))x̃m

i (k − 1) + (Km
Ci
(k)

−Km
Θi
(k)M i

h(k)N
i
h(k))Γ(k − 1)w(k − 1)

− γi
m(k)Km

i (k)Θi
m(k)Di(k)vi(k)

(28)

where Km
Ci
(k), Km

Θi
(k) and N i

m(k) are defined in TABLE II,

αi
m(k) is a scalar that is equal or greater than the max element

of M i
f (k).

Theorem 1: For a predefined threshold δim satisfying (5)-

(6), and a given global bandwidth constraint ςm and a set

of binary variables σi
m(k) satisfying (8)-(10), the following
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convex optimization problem is being developed to determine

each LRE gain Km
i (k) for nonlinear systems (1) and (11):

min
Ψi(k)>0,Υi(k)>0,Φi(k)>0

Km
i

(k),ǫ1i(k),ǫ2i(k),ǫ3i(k)

Tr{Φi(k)}+Tr{Υi(k)}

s.t. :











































































−ǫ1i(k)I Oi
I(k) 0

∗ −∆i
m(k) KM

Ci
(k)

∗ ∗ −ǫ1i(k)I



 < 0





−ǫ2i(k)I Oi
A(k) 0

∗ −∆i
m(k) KM

Θi
(k)

∗ ∗ −ǫ2i(k)I



 < 0





−ǫ3i(k)I Oi
α(k) 0

∗ −∆i
m(k) Ki

Θi
(k)

∗ ∗ −ǫ3i(k)I



 < 0

Ψi(k)− ζi(k)I < I
ζi(k) < 1

(29)

where Oi
I(k), O

i
A(k), O

i
α(k), K

M
Ci
(k) and KM

Θi
(k) are defined

in TABLE II. Then, the SE of the local estimate x̂m
i (k) in (12)

will be bounded, i.e.,

lim
k→∞

(x̃m
i (k))

T
x̃m
i (k) < Mi

m (30)

where Mi
m is a positive scalar. Moreover, a convex opti-

mization problem is being established to obtain distributed

weighting fusion matrix Wm
i (k) as follows:

min
Ψ(k)>0,Φ(k)>0,Υ(k)>0
Wm(k),Ψ1(k),Ψ2(k),Φ1(k)

Tr{Ψ(k)}+Tr{Φ(k)}+Tr{Υ(k)}

s.t. :



























































−ǫ1(k)I Om
I (k) 0

∗ −∆m(k) KW
F (k)

∗ ∗ −ǫ1(k)I



 < 0





−ǫ2(k)I Om
A (k) 0

∗ −∆m(k) KW
H (k)

∗ ∗ −ǫ2(k)I



 < 0





−ǫ3(k)I Om
α (k) 0

∗ −∆m(k) KW
H (k)

∗ ∗ −ǫ3(k)I



 < 0

(31)

where Om
I (k), Om

A (k), Om
α (k), KW

F (k) and KW
H (k) are defined

in TABLE II.

Proof : See the proof in Appendix A.

Based on the analysis of the state estimation problem of the

NMFSs under the resource constraints of the S-E communi-

cation channel in this subsection, the local estimate x̂m
i (k) in

(12) and the fusion estimate x̂m(k) in (13) can be obtained by

implementing the Algorithm 1.

Remark 6: For nonlinear cyber-physical systems with

bounded noises, a security fusion estimation problem subject

to DoS attacks has been investigated in [43]. Since the lin-

earization errors caused by the TSE were modeled as bounded

noises, then the stability of the designed estimator has not been

addressed in [43]. Indeed, the neglected linearization errors can

have an influence on the stability analysis and the estimation

precision of the estimator. Notice that, this paper introduces the

state-dependent matrices and the unknown bounded parameters

to model the high-order terms of the TSE in (27). In this case,

the stability of the designed nonlinear estimator (26) can be

further analyzed, and then the stability condition such that the

SE of the local/fusion estimators is bounded is presented in

Theorem 1.

Algorithm 1: Distributed Networked Fusion Estimation

under S-RE Channel Resource Constraints

1: Initialization states x(0) and x̂m
i (0)(i ∈ L);

2: for i := 1 to L do

3: Given a predefined threshold δim to calculate γi
m(k),

and choose a group of binary variables σi
m(k) to

determine Θi
m(k);

4: Solve the optimization problem (29) by using the

“mincx” function of MATLAB LMI Toolbox, then

determine LRE gain Km
i (k);

5: Calculate x̂m
i (k) by (12);

6: end for

7: Based on each x̂m
i (k), determine weighting fusion

matrices Wm
i (k)(i ∈ L) by solving (31);

8: Calculate fusion estimate x̂m(k) by (13);

9: Return to step 2 and repeat steps 2-8 to calculate

x̂m
i (k + 1) and x̂m(k + 1).

B. Distributed Fusion Estimation Based on Local Compensa-

tion Estimate for Nonlinear NMFSs

Since the networked fusion estimation problem of S-FC

channel under resource constraints is also taken into account,

and then an kind of DRS and ETS are introduced in Sec.II-B.

In this subsection, the process for determining the distributed

weighting fusion matrix Ws
i (k) based on CSE (23) and DCFE

(24) is presented in Theorem 2.

Notice that, each local estimate x̂s
i (k) can be calculated by

using [42, Th.1] based on LNE (4). Then, the local estimation

error x̃s
i (k) = x(k) − x̂s

i (k) is given by

x̃s
i (k) = Ai

s(k)x̃
s
i (k − 1) + Γi

s(k)w(k − 1)

−Ks
i (k)Di(k)vi(k)

(32)

Meanwhile, let x̃c
i (k) = x(k) − x̂c

i (k) denote CSE error, one

has from (1), (23) and (32) that

x̃c
i (k) = Ai

θ(k)x̃
c
i (k − 1) + γi

s(k)Θ
i
s(k)A

i
s(k)x̃

s
i (k − 1)

+ Γi
c(k)w(k − 1)− γi

s(k)Θ
i
s(k)K

s
i (k)Di(k)vi(k)

(33)

where Ai
s(k),Γ

i
s(k), A

i
θ(k), and Γi

c(k) are defined in TABLE

III of Appendix C.

Similarly, the nonlinear functions in the derivation process

of (32) and (33) are also addressed by first order TSE, in

which the linearization errors are modeled by state-dependent

matrices with uncertain matrices. Then, the introduced matri-

ces Li
f (k), Li

h(k), and Li
c(k) are defined as positive state-

dependent matrices, the unknown matrices P i
f (k), P

i
h(k), and

P i
c(k) are assumed to satisfy ‖P i

f (k)‖2 ≤ 1, ‖P i
h(k)‖2 ≤ 1,

and ‖P i
c(k)‖2 ≤ 1, respectively. Meanwhile, αi

s(k) is a scalar

that is equal or greater than the max element of Li
f (k).

Theorem 2: For the given triggering threshold δis > 0, if

there exist integer Ni ≥ 0 and ρi(k) > 0 such that the selection

probability πi
~i

in (22) satisfying








−ρi(k)I 0 ρi(k)I 0
∗ −I Θi

IA
i
c(k − 1) Θi

IL
i
c(k)

∗ ∗ −I 0
∗ ∗ ∗ −ρi(k)I









< 0 (34)

‖R̆i(k −Ni, R̆i(k −Ni − 1, R̆i(. . . , R̆i(k, I))))‖2 < 1
(35)
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Then, the MSE of the CSE (23) is bounded. Moreover, an

convex optimization problem is being constructed to calculate

distributed weighting fusion matrix Wm
i (k) as follows:

min
Λ(k)>0,Ξ(k)>0,Σ(k)>0,
Ξ1(k),Ξ2(k),Λ1(k),Ws(k)

Tr{Ξ(k)} +Tr{Λ(k)}+Tr{Σ(k)}

s.t. :



















































































−̺1(k)I Os
I(k) 0

∗ −∆c(k) LW
K (k)

∗ ∗ −̺1(k)I



 < 0





−̺2(k)I Os
A(k) 0

∗ −∆c(k) KW
Θ (k)

∗ ∗ −̺2(k)I



 < 0





−̺3(k)I Os
L(k) 0

∗ −∆c(k) KW
Θ (k)

∗ ∗ −̺3(k)I



 < 0





−̺4(k)I Os
W(k) 0

∗ −∆c(k) LW
Θ (k)

∗ ∗ −̺4(k)I



 < 0

(36)

where Os
I(k), O

s
A(k), O

s
L(k), O

s
W(k), LW

K (k),KW
Θ (k), LW

Θ (k)
and ∆c(k) are defined in TABLE III.

Proof: See the proof in Appendix B.

Based on the above analysis of the fusion estimation problem

of the NMFSs under the case of the S-FC channel being subject

to resource constraints in this subsection, the compensatory

fusion estimate x̂c(k) can be calculated by implementing the

Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2: Distributed Compensation Fusion Estima-

tion under S-FC Channel Resource Constraints

1: Initialization states x(0) and x̂c
i (0);

2: for i := 1 to L do

3: Calculate LNE gain Ks
i (k) and each local estimates

x̂s
i (k) by [42, Th.1];

4: Given a predefined threshold δis to calculate γi
s(k),

and select probabilities πi
~i
(~i ∈ Hi

s) to randomly

generate a group of binary variables σi
s(k) to deter-

mine Θi
s(k);

5: Calculate local compensatory estimate x̂c
i (k) by (23);

6: Solve the optimization problem (36) to determine

weighting fusion matrices Ws
i (k)(i ∈ L);

7: Calculate fusion estimate x̂c(k) by (24);

8: end for

9: Return to step 2 and repeat steps 2-8 to calculate

x̂c(k + 1).

Remark 7: Notice that, each smart sensor can generate a

group of i.i.d. stochastic variables σi
~i
(k)(~i ∈ Hi

s) for the

given selection probabilities πi
~i
(~i ∈ Hi

s), which is based on

(21)-(22). Therefore, when πi
~i

is selected from the developed

stability conditions (34)-(35), the information transmission ma-

trix Θi
s(k) in (20) can be determined because they are decided

by σi
~i
(k). Then, the CSE (23) can be calculated based on the

decision variable γi
s(k) and dimensionality matrix Θi

s(k). In

this case, the probability-dependent selection criterion provides

a pledge such that the MSEs of the designed CSE (23) and

DCFE (24) are bounded based on the proposed ETS (16)-(17)

and DRS (19)-(22) in this paper.

IV. SIMULATION EXAMPLE

Consider a vehicle localization system in the 2D hori-

zonal space, and the vehicle’s motion state is defined by

x(k) , col{px(k), py(k), θ(k)}, where px(k) and py(k) are

the position of vehicle along X and Y axis, respectively, and

θ(k) denotes the heading angle. Then, the motion model of the

moving vehicle can be given by [43]:














































px(k + 1) = px(k) +
c̆t(k)

c̆r(k)
cos

(

θ(k) +
t0c̆r(k)

2

)

py(k + 1) = py(k) +
c̆t(k)

c̆r(k)
sin

(

θ(k) +
t0c̆r(k)

2

)

θ(k + 1) = θ(k) + t0c̆r(k)

c̆t(k) = ct + wt(k)

c̆r(k) = cr + wr(k)

(37)

where ct and cr are the motion commands to control the trans-

lational velocity and rotational velocity, respectively. wt(k) and

wr(k) are bounded disturbances, t0 is the sampling period.

In addition, six distance sensors divided into two groups

are used to track the moving vehicle, then the measurement

information can be obtained by:

yi(k) =











√

(px(k)− pix1
)2 + (py(k)− piy1

)2
√

(px(k)− pix2
)2 + (py(k)− piy2

)2
√

(px(k)− pix3
)2 + (py(k)− piy3

)2











+Divi(k)

(38)

where (pixj
, piyj

)(i = 1, 2; j = 1, 2, 3) are the positions of

these sensors in the X-Y plane. Then, it is easily deduced from

[43] that the localization system (37)-(38) can be formulated

as (1)-(2), and the detailed conversion process is omitted here.

In this example, some common parameters are set as t0 =
1.8, ct = 0.7, cr = 0.8; the measurement noise matrices D1 =
diag{0.7, 0.6, 0.5}, D2 = diag{0.6, 0.7, 0.8}, and the system

noises wt(k), wr(k) and vi(k)(i = 1, 2) are given by:































wt(k) = 0.3βt(k)− 0.1;wr(k) = 0.2βr(k)− 0.1;

v1(k) = col {0.3β11(k)− 0.2, 0.2β12(k)− 0.1,

0.4β13(k)− 0.1} ;

v2(k) = col {0.2β21(k)− 0.1, 0.5β22(k)− 0.3,

0.4β23(k)− 0.2} .

(39)

where βt(k), βr(k), and βij(k)(i = 1, 2; j = 1, 2, 3) are uni-

formly distributed random variables over [0,1]. Meanwhile, the

coordinates of six distance sensors are installed at (p1x1
, p1y1

) =
(−25,−5), (p1x2

, p1y2
) = (−30, 15), (p1x3

, p1y3
) = (−25, 35),

(p2x1
, p2y1

) = (25,−5), (p2x2
, p2y2

) = (30, 15), (p2x3
, p2y3

) =
(25, 35), respectively.

A. ETS and DRS Based on Measurement Information

When the S-RE channel is suffering from resource con-

straints, the compensation measurement (11) was used to

estimate the system state (37) by the theoretical analysis in

Sec.II-A. Based on the ETS (5)-(6), the triggering thresholds

in case A are set to δ1m = δ2m = 1.2, respectively. Since there

are three communication channels in the measurement model

(38), assuming the global bandwidth channel is ςm = 4 in this
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example, and then the local bandwidth ςim(i = 1, 2) can be

chosen from the following set to satisfy (8):

Qm =
{(

ς1m, ς2m
)

| (2, 2), (1, 3), (3, 1)
}

(40)

If the bandwidth group (2, 2) is chosen, each measurement

group has h1m = h2m = 3 different kinds of transmission

statuses. In particular, it can be concluded from Remark 2 that

the dimensionality reduction matrix Θi
m(k) is determined by

σi
m(k), i.e.:



















Θ1
m(k) = diag{σ1

1(k) + σ1
2(k), σ

1
1(k)

+ σ1
3(k), σ

1
2(k) + σ1

3(k)};

Θ2
m(k) = diag{σ2

1(k) + σ2
2(k), σ

2
1(k)

+ σ2
3(k), σ

2
2(k) + σ2

3(k)}.

(41)

Thus, the communication matrix Θi
m(k) can be determined

at each time. Similarly, by selecting the local bandwidth

constraints from the Qm, the corresponding Θi
m(k) can be cal-

culated. Moreover, the introduced matrices in (28) are given by

M1
f = diag{0.02, 0.01, 0.03}, M2

f = diag{0.03, 0.01, 0.02},

M1
h = diag{0.03, 0.03, 0.02}, M2

h = diag{0.03, 0.02, 0.02},

and α1
m = α2

m = 1.
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Fig. 3. (a) The vehicle’s true motion trajectory and fusion estimation trajectory;
(b) The estimation performance comparison between the LREs and DFE; (c)
The triggering status of two sensor groups.

In order to show the effectiveness of the proposed nonlinear

fusion estimation method that is summarized in Algorithm 1,

the vehicle’s motion trajectory and the fusion estimation tra-

jectory are depicted in Fig. 3 (a). It is seen from this subfigure

that the introduced ETS (5)-(6) and DRS (8)-(10) are such that

the proposed nonlinear DFE algorithm can track the vehicle’s

motion trajectory well. Moreover, the estimation performance

is evaluated in terms of the root mean square error (RMSE),

and the RMESs of the LREs (12) and the DFE (13) with 100

Monte Carlo runs are shown in Fig. 3 (b). It can be seen that the

estimation error of the nonlinear fusion estimator is less than

those of each local estimator, which implies that the estimation

precision can be further improved by the developed nonlinear

fusion estimation algorithm under the communication strategy

presented in Sec. II-A. However, it should be pointed out

that the superiority of fusion estimation over local estimation

in Fig. 3 (b) is not as pronounced as it would be without

resource constraints in Fig. 6 of [42], this is mainly because

ETS and DRS reduce the amount of communication as well as

redundant information. At the same time, the triggering status

of two group measurements is plotted in Fig. 3 (c), where the

value “1” indicates that the raw measurements can be further

dimensionality reduced; otherwise, the corresponding remote

estimator cannot receive any measurements from the sensor

node. As shown in this subfigure, there are some untriggered

instants in the corresponding time interval, which implies that

the measurements can be effectively reduced based on the

proposed ETS to meet the limited resources. On the other

hand, the sequences of the decision variables σi
κi
(k) in (41) are

plotted in Fig. 4. It can be seen that ςim =
∑3

κi=1
σi
κi
(k) = 2

and ςm = 4 satisfy the bandwidth constraint (8), and then

the corresponding dimensionality matrix Θi
m(k) in (41) is also

determined. Therefore, it can be summarized from Fig. 3 (a-c)

and Fig. 4 that Algorithm 1 is effective in the reduction of in-

formation transmission while preserving satisfactory estimation

performance.
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Fig. 4. The sequences of the variables σi
κi

(k)(i = 1, 2; κi = 1, 2, 3).

In particular, the comparison of fusion estimation perfor-

mance for different event-triggered thresholds δim is depicted

in Fig. 5 (a), respectively. It is shown that the smaller the

threshold is selected, the higher the estimation precision is

given. This is because the estimation performance under ETS

depends on the choice of event-triggered thresholds, that is the

smaller threshold can provide more measurements transmitted

to the corresponding remote estimators. In this sense, the

threshold cannot be selected too small due to the limitation of

the resources. It gives a requirement to select the appropriate

thresholds to minimize the communication traffic while keeping

a satisfactory estimation precision. Whereafter, Fig. 5 (b) shows

the fusion estimation performance under different communi-

cation strategies with Gaussian noises. It is obvious that the

estimation accuracy without resource constraints (the red line)

is the highest compared with several other communication

strategies, which is because the local estimator provides more

redundant information to the FC. If only DRS was used to

deal with the bandwidth constraints, it would also cause a

degradation in estimation performance (the green line). This
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is because some communication bandwidth was abandoned to

transmit the measurement information, while some information

will still be transmitted to the remote estimator each time.

Moreover, if only using ETS to meet the resource constraints,

the estimation performance is also slightly degraded relative

to without resource constraints (the blue line). This is because

the ETS will cause the entire measurement information to be

discarded at a particular time. In comparison, when considering

ETS and DRS in a unified framework, the estimation perfor-

mance is the worst among several communication strategies

(the magenta line), but more communication traffic can be

reduced to solve the estimation problem in NMFSs under

resource constraints, and the estimation performance is not

severely degraded either. Meanwhile, the estimation perfor-

mance under different communication strategies with bounded

noises (39) is shown in Fig. 5 (c), which has a similar effect to

the Gaussian noise case. Since the compensation model (11)

is proposed in this paper, the estimation performance of the

other communication strategies is not seriously degraded as

compared without resource constraints.
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Fig. 5. (a) The effect of fusion estimation under different triggering thresholds;
(b) The effect of fusion estimation under different communication strategies
with Gaussian noises; (c) The effect of fusion estimation under different
communication strategies with bounded noises.

When considering different communication strategies and

noise conditions, the comparison of estimation performance

between the proposed method and the EKF [47], UKF [48],

and CKF [49] methods, which are classical methods to deal

with nonlinear estimation problems, is presented in Fig. 6.

Specifically, Fig. 6 (a) shows the estimation effect of these

methods under Gaussian noise without resource constraints,

respectively, where the noise covariances are set as Qw =
diag{1, 1, 1}×10−3, Qv = diag{1, 1, 1}×10−2. It is seen from

this subfigure that the EKF has the best estimation accuracy

in this example, the UKF and CKF have similar estimation

results, and the proposed estimator (12) in this paper also has

ideal estimation performance. However, when the statistical

information of the system noises cannot be obtained accurately

(such as (39)), the estimation performance of these methods

is shown in Fig. 6 (b). It can be seen that the RMSE of

the proposed method is the lowest, and the RMSEs of the

EKF, UKF, and CKF methods are very similar, which indicates

that the estimation accuracy of the proposed method is better

than other methods in the case of unknown noise statistical

information. Notice that, this paper focuses on the estimation

problem of NMFSs under resource constraints. Thus, the

estimation performance comparisons of these methods under

Gaussian noises and bounded noises (39) are depicted in Fig.

6 (c) and Fig. 6 (d), respectively. It can be seen from the

subfigures that the proposed nonlinear estimation method based

on ETS (5)-(6) and DRS (8)-(10) has better estimation accuracy

in both noise cases. In fact, the dimensionality reduction

matrix may cause problems with matrix factorization or the

propagation of non-positive definite covariance matrices in

UKF and CKF methods at a particular time. Moreover, these

classical nonlinear estimation methods and various extension

methods are usually designed to deal with Gaussian noises with

known covariances, while the bounded noises with unknown

statistical information are addressed in this paper for designing

nonlinear estimators. Therefore, in the case of bounded noises

without accurate covariances, the designed nonlinear estimator

has better estimation precision.
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Fig. 6. (a) The comparison of estimation performance among the proposed
methods, EKF [47], UKF [48] and CKF [49] under Gaussian noise without
resource constraints; (b) The comparison of estimation performance among
those methods under bounded noise without resource constraints; (c) The
comparison of estimation performance among those methods under Gaussian
noise with resource constraints; (d) The comparison of estimation performance
among those methods under bounded noise with resource constraints.

B. ETS and DRS Based on Local Nonlinear Estimation

When the S-FC channel is under limited resources, the

system state (37) can be estimated by implementing Algorithm

2. Then, the triggering thresholds in ETS (16)-(17) are set

as δ1s = δ2s = 1.0. Additionally, consider that there are

two components of the local estimate x̂s
i (k) that might be

transmitted to the FC in this case, then h1s = h2s = 3. Therefore,
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Θi
s(k) has a similar form as Θi

m(k) in (41). Since the Θi
s(k)

is decided by σi
~i
(k), and the stochastic process {σi

~i
(k)} in

(21) obeys i.i.d.. Then, the selection probabilities are given as

π1
1 = 0.3, π1

2 = 0.2, π1
3 = 0.5, π2

1 = 0.3, π2
2 = 0.3, π2

3 = 0.4,

which satisfies
∑3

~i=1
πi
~i

= 1. Moreover, the sate-dependent

matrices Lf
1 = Lf

2 = diag{0.03, 0.01, 0.02}, Lg
1 = Lg

2 =
diag{0.03, 0.03, 0.02} and α1

s = α2
s = 1.

To show the effectiveness of the proposed nonlinear fusion

estimation Algorithm 2, the actual vehicle’s trajectory and the

DCFE trajectory are presented in Fig. 7 (a), which shows that

the proposed nonlinear compensation fusion estimator can get

the vehicle’s position under incomplete information. Then, the

RMESs of the CSEs (23) and the DCFE (24) with 100 Monte

Carlo runs are shown in Fig. 7 (b), respectively. It can be

seen from the subfigure that even under the ETS (16)-(17)

and DRS (19)-(22) presented in Sec. II-B, the performance

of the DCFE is still better than that of each CSE under

the action of the compensation strategy (23). Moreover, the

triggering status of two smart sensors is plotted in Fig. 7 (c),

where it can be seen that some untriggered instants indicate

the communication traffic of the local estimation is really

reduced. Meanwhile, based on the selection probability πi
~i

, the

sequences of the variables σi
~i
(k) are plotted in Fig. 8, which

satisfy ςis =
∑3

~i=1
σi
~i
(k) = 2, and then the corresponding

dimensionality matrix Θi
s(k) can also be determined at each

time. Similarly, it is summarized from Fig. 7 (a-c) and Fig.

8 that Algorithm 2 provides an effective scheme to lighten

the communication burden while keeping a certain estimation

accuracy.
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Fig. 7. (a) The vehicle’s true motion trajectory and fusion estimation trajectory;
(b) The estimation performance comparison between the CSEs and DCFE; (c)
The triggering status of two estimators.

Furthermore, the comparison of the fusion estimation per-

formance for different communication strategies is presented

in Fig. 9. Firstly, the RMESs of DCFE for different event-

triggered thresholds δis(i = 1, 2) is depicted in Fig. 9 (a),

which shows that the choice of thresholds can really affect the

estimation performance, and the DCFE with small triggering

thresholds has a higher estimation accuracy than that of other

larger triggering thresholds. This is because of the smaller

threshold given in (17), the more accurate local estimates might

be sent to the FC, while the resource constraints may not be
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Fig. 8. The sequences of the variables σi
~i
(k)(i = 1, 2; ~i = 1, 2, 3).

settled very well. Thus, the event-triggered thresholds give a

trade-off between the estimation performance and the commu-

nication resources. Whereafter, Fig. 9 (b) shows the RMESs

for different dimensionality reduction states (i.e. ς1s = ς2s = 1,

ς1s = 2, ς2s = 1, ς1s = ς2s = 2, respectively) in this example. It

can be seen from this subfigure that the more components of

the local estimate transmitted to the FC has a better estimation

accuracy under the same triggering thresholds. Indeed, this

is because the capacity of the bandwidth channel limits the

transmission of local estimates. Lastly, Fig. 9 (c) shows the

RMSEs under different resource constraint cases. Similarly,

the NMFSs without resource constraints have the best fusion

estimation accuracy. As the analysis in the above theoretical

section, only using ETS or DRS will reduce the burden of

communication resources to a certain extent, and the estimation

will be degraded as well. In comparison, though the ETS and

DRS in the unified framework considered in this paper have

the worst estimation accuracy among these communication

strategies, they can reduce more communication traffic to meet

the requirements of the resource constraints and the fusion

estimation performance is still maintained to an acceptable

extent.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, two different communication frameworks for

the nonlinear NMFSs, where the S-RE channel and the S-

FC channel were subject to resource constraints, respectively,

have been considered. Specifically, an ETS and a DRS were

utilized to alleviate the communication burden, which could

meet the finite communication resources. Meanwhile, in or-

der to preserve a certain estimation performance, a unified

compensation model was designed to restructure the reduced

information. Then, the nonlinear local/fusion estimators were

proposed based on the compensation information, and the

uncertain parameters together with the state-dependent matrices

were introduced to model the linearization errors. In this case, a

bounded recursive optimization approach, which can dealt with

the distributed fusion estimation problem for nonlinear NMFSs

with unknown noise statistical information, was employed to
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Fig. 9. (a) The effect of fusion estimation under different triggering thresholds;
(b) The effect of fusion estimation under different bandwidth constraints; (c)
The effect of fusion estimation under different communication strategies.

solve the nonlinear estimator gains. Moreover, the proposed

robust design approach can be such that the SEs of the designed

compensation estimators were bounded as well. Finally, two

simulation cases were presented to illustrate the effectiveness

and advantages of the proposed methods.

Furthermore, the time-delay, asynchronous sampling, and out

of order will cause an asynchronous fusion problem in the

nonlinear networked fusion structure, which has also attracted

significant attention. In particular, some neural networks [50]-

[51] and robust methods [52]–[54] give us an inspring for

future work dealing with unknown perturbations, linearization

errors, and uncertainty problems in the field of asynchronous

multi-sensor fusion systems. Therefore, how to design stable

estimators for nonlinear asynchronous NMFSs will be one of

our future tasks.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF THE THEOREM 1

By using the definition of some complex variables in TABLE

II of Appendix C, the local estimation error x̃m
i (k) in (28) can

be rewritten as:

x̃m
i (k) = Ai

K(k)x̃
m
i (k − 1) + Γi

K(k)w(k − 1) +Di
K(k)vi(k)

(42)

Then, a performance index [46] is introduced as follows:

Jmi (k) , (x̃m
i (k))Tx̃m

i (k)− (x̃m
i (k − 1))TΨi(k)x̃

m
i (k − 1)

−(w(k − 1))TΦi(k)w(k − 1)− vTi (k)Υi(k)vi(k)
(43)

where Ψi(k), Φi(k) and Υi(k) are unknown positive definite

matrices. In fact, it can be deduced from the above index that

Jmi (k) < 0 can construct an upper bound of the SE of the LRE

(12). Then, from (42)-(43) and Schur complement lemma [45],

the Jmi (k) < 0 is equivalent to the following inequality:
















−I Ai
K(k) Γi

K(k) Di
K(k)

∗ −Ψi(k) 0 0

∗ ∗ −Φi(k) 0

∗ ∗ ∗ −Υi(k)

















< 0 (44)

Since the above matrix inequality contains several uncertain

matrices that are introduced in linearized process (27), then the

inequality (44) can be converted to the first three inequalities

in the optimization problem (29) by using the Lemma 1.

Furthermore, the bounded stability condition of the designed

LRE (12) can be obtained from the similar analysis of [42,

Th.1]. That is, the inequality (30) is held when the last two

inequalities in (29) are held. In this case, the upper bound of

the SE of each LRE was scaled in this paper, and then it follows

from Jmi (k) < 0 that

(x̃m
i (k))Tx̃m

i (k) < ζi(k)(x̃
m
i (k − 1))Tx̃m

i (k − 1)

+ λmax











w(k − 1)

vi(k)





T 



w(k − 1)

vi(k)











× (Tr{Φi(k)}+Tr{Υi(k)})
(45)

where ζi(k) has been defined in (29). Notice that, in or-

der to minimize the upper bound of the (x̃m
i (k))Tx̃m

i (k),
“min (Tr {Σi(k)} + Tr {Υi(k)})” was selected as the opti-

mization objective to determine the LRE gain Km
i (k), then the

optimization problem (29) in terms of linear matrix inequalities

(LMIs) was established.

Next, the distributed fusion matrix Wm
i (k) will be deter-

mined by the following analysis. Let x̃m(k) , x(k) − x̂m(k)
denote the fusion estimation error, it follows from (1) and (13)

that

x̃m(k) =

L
∑

i=1

Wm
i (k)x̃m

i (k) (46)

Combining (42) and (46), the fusion error system can be

formulated as

x̃m(k) = Wm(k)
[

Am
K (k)x̃M

L (k − 1)

+Γm
K (k)w(k − 1) +Dm

K (k)v(k)]
(47)

where x̃M
L (k) , col{x̃m

1 (k), . . . , x̃m
L (k)}, v(k) , col{v1(k),

. . . , vL(k)}, while Am
K (k), Γm

K (k), Dm
K (k) and Wm(k) have

been defined in TABLE II.

Similarly, by introducing some unknown matrices Ψ(k) >
0,Φ(k) > 0,Υ(k) > 0,Ψ1(k),Ψ2(k) and Φ1(k) to construct

an upper bound on the MSE of the DFE (13), one obtains

x̃T
m(k)x̃m(k) <











x̃M
L (k − 1)

w(k − 1)

v(k)











T

∆(k)











x̃M
L (k − 1)

w(k − 1)

v(k)











(48)

where

∆(k) ,











Ψ(k) Ψ1(k) Ψ2(k)

∗ Φ(k) Φ1(k)

∗ ∗ Υ(k)











(49)



13

Then, using a derivation process similar to that in [42, Th.2],

the inequality (48) can be converted to the LMIs in (31). More-

over, it is seen from Sec.II-A that minimizing the constructed

upper bound of x̃T
m(k)x̃m(k) is one of the aims of this paper.

Therefore, “min (Tr {Ψ(k)} + Tr {Φ(k)} + Tr {Υ(k)})” is

chosen as the optimization objective to construct an optimiza-

tion problem to calculate distributed weighting fusion matrices

{Wm
i (k) |

∑L
i=1

Wm
i (k) = I, i ∈ L}. The detailed derivation

is omitted here. �

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF THE THEOREM 2

Motivated the stability analysis of the compensation estima-

tors in [34, Th.2], the stability condition of the CSE (23) and

the DCFE (24) are analyzed as follows.

Firstly, it follows from (32) and (33) that

x̃c
i (k) = (I − γi

s(k)Θ
i
s(k))(A

i
c(k − 1) + Li

c(k)P
i
c (k))

× x̃c
i (k − 1) +̟i(k)

(50)

where ̟i(k) , γi
s(k)Θ

i
s(k)x̃

s
i (k) + (I − γi

s(k)Θ
i
s(k))Γ(k −

1)w(k − 1). Then, it is derived from above equation that

E{x̃c
i (k)} = Θi

I(A
i
c(k − 1) + Li

c(k)P
i
c (k))E{x̃

c
i (k − 1)}

+ E{̟i(k)}
(51)

where Θi
I = E{I − γi

sΘ
i
s(k)}. Since the SE of the x̃s

i (k) is

bounded from the analysis in [42, Th.1], and it is deduced from

(22) that 0 < ‖Θi
I‖2 < 1, thus E{̟(k)i} in (51) is bounded

as well. In this case, when considering the E{x̃c
i (k)} is norm

bounded, i.e.,

lim
k→∞

‖E{x̃c
i(k)}‖2 < Mi

c (52)

where Mi
c is a positive scalar, then the following condition

should be held:

‖Θi
I(A

i
c(k − 1) + Li

c(k)P
i
c (k))‖2 < 1 (53)

Then, by the means of Schur complement Lemma [45] and

Lemma 1, (53) holds is equivalent to (34) holds.

Furthermore, the (50) can also be rewritten as

x̃c
i (k + 1) = Πi

c(k,Ni)x̃
c
i (k −Ni) + ϑi(k) (54)

where






















































Πi
c(k,Ni) ,

Ni
∏

ι=0

(I − γi
s(k − ι+ 1)Θi

s(k − ι+ 1))

× (Ai
c(k − ι) + Li

c(k − ι+ 1)P i
c(k − ι+ 1))

ϑi(k) ,

Ni
∑

ι=0

{

Πi
c(k, ι− 1){γi

s(k − ι+ 1)Θi
s(k − ι+ 1)

× x̃s
i (k − ι+ 1) + (I − γi

s(k − ι+ 1)Θi
s(k − ι+ 1))

× Γ(k − ι)w(k − ι)}}
(55)

Since the stochastic process {σi
~i
(k)} is assumed to be i.i.d,

and from (54), one has

E{(x̃c
i (k + 1))Tx̃c

i (k + 1)}

= E{(x̃c
i (k −Ni))

TIi
cx̃

c
i (k −Ni)} +Oi

c(k)

≤ λmax(E{I
i
c})E{(x̃

c
i (k −Ni))

Tx̃c
i (k −Ni)}+Oi

c(k)
(56)

where Ii
c , (Πi

c(k,Ni))
TΠi

c(k,Ni), Oi
c(k) ,

E{ϑT
i (k)ϑi(k)}+ 2E{(x̃c

i (k−Ni))
T}E{(Πi

c(k,Ni))
Tϑi(k)}.

Then, according to (55) yields that

Ii
c =

(

k
∏

ι=k−Ni

(Ai
c(k − ι) + Li

c(k − ι+ 1)P i
c(k − ι+ 1))T

×(I − γi
s(k − ι+ 1)Θi

s(k − ι+ 1))T
)

×

(

k−Ni
∏

ι=0

(I − γi
s(k − ι+ 1)Θi

s(k − ι+ 1))

× (Ai
c(k − ι) + Li

c(k − ι+ 1)P i
c(k − ι+ 1))

= Ri(k −Ni,Ri(k −Ni − 1,Ri(. . . ,Ri(k, I))))
(57)

where Ri(k,Q) , (Ai
c(k)+Li

c(k+1)P i
c(k+1))T(I−γi

s(k+
1)Θi

s(k + 1))Q(I − γi
s(k + 1)Θi

s(k + 1))(Ai
c(k) + Li

c(k +
1)P i

c(k + 1)). In this case, it is deduced from (21) and (57)

that

E{Ii
c} = R̆i(k −Ni,Ri(k −Ni − 1, R̆i(. . . , R̆i(k, I))))

(58)

where E{Ri(k,Q)} = R̆i(k,Q). Moreover, it is seen from (3),

(52) and (55) that Oi
c(k) in (56) is bounded. Therefore, it can be

concluded from (56) and (58) that limk→∞ E{(x̃c
i (k))

Tx̃c
i (k)}

is bounded when λmax(E{I
i
c}) < 1, this condition can be

scaled to the inequality (35) holds.

On the other hand, the distributed weighting fusion ma-

trix Ws
i (k) will be determined in the following. Specif-

ically, define x̃s(k) , col{x̃s
1(k), . . . , x̃

s
L(k)}, x̃s

c(k) ,

col{x̃c
1(k), . . . , x̃

c
L(k)} and x̃o

s(k) , col{x̃s(k), x̃
s
c(k)}, then

combining (32) and (33), one has

x̃s
o(k) = As

o(k)x̃
s
o(k− 1)+Γs

o(k)w(k− 1)+Ds
o(k)v(k) (59)

where v(k) , col{v1(k), . . . , vL(k)} and

As
o(k) ,





As
L(k) 0

Θγ(k)A
s
L(k) Ac

L(k)





Γs
o(k) ,





Γs
L(k)

Γc
L(k)



 , Ds
o(k) ,





Ds
L(k)

Θγ(k)D
s
L(k)





(60)

where As
L(k), A

c
L(k),Γ

s
L(k),Γ

c
L(k), and Ds

L(k) are defined in

TABLE III.

Subsequently, the fusion error system can be constructed by

(1), (24) and (59) that

x̃c(k) = Wo
s(k)x̃

o
s(k) (61)

where Wo
s(k) = [0 Ws(k)]. Then, the upper bounded of

MSE of the x̃c(k) can be determined by E{x̃T
c (k)x̃c(k)} <

λmax(W
T
s (k)Ws(k))E{(x̃

s
c(k))

Tx̃s
c(k)}. Thus, when the con-

ditions (34) and (35) are satisfied, the MSE of the DCFE (24)

is bounded. Moreover, by using a similar analysis as Theorem

1, the optimization problem (36) is established to calculate

Ws
i (k), and the detailed proof is omitted here. �
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