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Abstract

We study the platoon control of vehicles with third-order nonlinear dynamics under the constant spacing policy. We consider
a vehicle model with parameter uncertainties and external disturbances and propose a distributed control law based on an
event-triggered extended state observer (ESO). First, an event-triggered ESO is designed to estimate the unmodeled dynamics
in the vehicle model. Then based on the estimate of the unmodeled dynamics, a distributed control law is designed by using
a modified dynamic surface control method. The control law of each follower vehicle only uses the information obtained by
on-board sensors, including its own velocity, acceleration, the velocity of the preceding vehicle and the inter-vehicle distance.
Finally, we give the range of the control parameters to ensure the stability of the vehicle platoon system. It is shown that
the control parameters can be properly designed to make the observation errors of the ESOs bounded and ensure the string
stability and closed-loop stability. We prove that the Zeno behavior is avoided under the designed event-triggered mechanism.
The joint simulations of CarSim and MATLAB are given to demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed control law.
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1 Introduction

Vehicle platoon control has attracted widespread atten-
tion due to its many advantages, such as enhanced road
safety, high road utilization, low energy consumption
and so on. The early research on vehicle platoon control
can be traced back to the California Partners for
Advanced Transit and Highways (PATH) program in
1986. In the past decades, the platoon control research
community has achieved fruitful results (Guanetti et al.,
2018).

Many factors need to be considered in the vehicle platoon
control, such as spacing policy, inter-vehicle information
flow topology, vehicle dynamics and so on (Li et al.,
2015). The vehicle dynamics model can be divided into
two types: linear and nonlinear, and many researchers
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have considered the former one (Di Bernardo et al.,
2014; Hao & Barooah, 2013; Jovanovic & Bamieh,
2005; Eyre et al., 1998; Sheikholeslam & Desoer, 1993;
Naus et al., 2010; Xiao & Gao, 2011; Öncü et al., 2014;
Zheng et al., 2015; Guo & Yue, 2012). Although it is
convenient to carry on theoretical analysis by using
linear vehicle models, the vehicle in reality is a complex
nonlinear dynamic system. The dynamic characteristics
of vehicles cannot be fully described by simple linear
models. The control law designed based on the linear
vehicle model may not achieve good control effect
for the vehicle with nonlinear dynamics. More and
more researchers have begun to consider the nonlinear
vehicle platoon control. Nonlinear vehicle models with
known parameters are considered by Wu et al. (2016)
and Zheng et al. (2016). Nonlinear vehicle models with
parameter uncertainties are considered by Yue & Guo
(2012), Zhu & Zhu (2018), Chehardoli & Ghasemi
(2018) and Zhu & Zhu (2019). Nonlinear vehicle models
with parameter uncertainties and unknown external
disturbances are considered by Guo et al. (2017a),
Kwon & Chwa (2014), Guo et al. (2017b) and Li & Guo
(2020).
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The adaptive control scheme is often used to deal with
parameter uncertainties and external disturbances in
the vehicle model. Some researchers designed adaptive
control laws to estimate the unknown parameters and
the bounds of the external disturbances, however, the
vehicle models are required to be parametric linearized
for adaptive control laws. Neural networks are usually
utilized to approximate the unmodeled dynamics in the
vehicle model, but the structure of neural networks
usually needs to be determined empirically and a large
number of parameters need to be accordingly designed.
In addition, the control laws in the above literature
rely on the information obtained by the wireless com-
munication network, such as the acceleration of the
preceding vehicle, the velocity and the acceleration of
the leader vehicle. Although the rapid development
of the wireless communication technology diversifies
information flow topologies, the issues brought by the
wireless communication can not be ignored, such as
time delays, packet losses, network attacks and so on
(Willke et al., 2009). The distributed control law in
Liu et al. (2021) which only relies on the information
obtained by on-board sensors can ensure the stability of
the vehicle platoon system for any given positive time
headway, however, Liu et al. (2021) considered a linear
vehicle model.

In this paper, we study the platoon control of ve-
hicles with third-order nonlinear dynamics under the
constant spacing policy. We consider vehicle models
with parameter uncertainties and external disturbances.
Firstly, an event-triggered ESO is designed to estimate
the unmodeled dynamics in the vehicle model. Then
based on the estimate of the unmodeled dynamics, we
present a distributed control law through a modified
dynamic surface control method. In the framework of
the ESO, the accurate vehicle model is not required
and the linear parameterization of the vehicle model
is avoided. At the same time, ESOs have a simple
structure and few parameters. On-board systems are
usually powered by batteries and data transmission is
energy-consuming (Miskowicz, 2018; Ge et al., 2021).
In order to reduce the energy consumption caused by
the data transmission, an event-triggered mechanism
is embedded in the ESO, which effectively reduces the
data transmission from the controller to the ESO. In
order to ensure the string stability, a virtual velocity
gain and a virtual acceleration gain are introduced
into the dynamic surface control method, which can be
adjusted to guarantee the string stability. The modified
dynamic surface control method can avoid the derivation
of the virtual control input, thereby the acceleration of
the preceding vehicle which is usually obtained by the
wireless communication is not needed by the control law.
The control law of each follower vehicle is only based
on its own velocity, acceleration, the velocity of the
preceding vehicle and the inter-vehicle distance, which
are all obtained by on-board sensors.

We analyze the stability of the vehicle platoon system.
Firstly, the boundedness of observation errors of the
event-triggered ESOs is analyzed. We prove that the
observation errors of the ESOs are bounded under the
designed event-trigger mechanisms and give the upper
bounds of the observation errors. Then on the basis
of the bounded observation errors, we give the explicit
range of the control parameters to ensure the stability
of the vehicle platoon system. It is shown that the
control parameters can be properly designed to ensure
the string stability and closed-loop stability of the
vehicle platoon system. We also prove that there exists
a positive lower bound of the time interval of the event
triggering, therefore, the Zeno behavior is avoided under
the designed event-triggered mechanism.

Some numerical simulations are given to demonstrate
the effectiveness of the proposed control laws. Numerical
simulations consist of two parts. In the first part,
the nonlinear vehicle models given in this paper are
considered in the simulations. In the second part, the
vehicle models in CarSim are considered and the joint
simulations of Simulink and CarSim are given. It is
shown that although the control laws are designed for
the simplified nonlinear vehicle models, they can still
achieve good control effect for the vehicle models in
CarSim which are more consistent with the dynamic
characteristics of real vehicles.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The vehicle
models and the control objectives are given in Section 2.
In Section 3, we present a distributed control law based
on an event-triggered ESO and a modified dynamic
surface control method. In Section 4, we analyze the
stability of the vehicle platoon system and give the range
of the control parameters to ensure the string stability
and the closed-loop stability. Numerical simulations are
performed in Section 5. Some conclusions and future
research topics are given in Section 6.

2 Problem formulation

Suppose that there are N + 1 vehicles in the platoon,
including one virtual leader vehicle and N follower
vehicles. Consider the following virtual leader vehicle
model







ṗ0(t) = v0(t),

v̇0(t) = a0(t),

ȧ0(t) = −a0(t)/τ0 + u0(t)/τ0,

(1)

and follower vehicle models















ṗi(t) =vi(t),

v̇i(t) =ai(t), i = 1, 2, . . . , N,

ȧi(t) =− ai(t)/τi − civ
2
i (t)/(miτi)− gµi/τi

− 2civi(t)ai(t)/mi + ui(t)/(miτi) + σi(t),
(2)

where pi(t), vi(t), ai(t) are the position, velocity and
acceleration of the vehicle i, respectively, i = 0, 1, ..., N .
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The constant τ0 is the inertial delay of the leader
vehicle, and u0(t) is the externally given control input
of the leader vehicle. The constants mi, ci, µi and
τi are the mass, total air resistance coefficient, rolling
resistance coefficient and inertial delay of the ith follower
vehicle, respectively. The constant g is the gravitational
acceleration. σi(t) is the external disturbance, and ui(t)
is the control input of the ith follower vehicle to be
designed. The inter-vehicle distance error is given by

ei(t) = pi−1(t)− pi(t)− ri, i = 1, 2, ..., N, (3)

where the constant ri is the expected inter-vehicle dis-
tance. The velocity difference between adjacent vehicles
is denoted by vd,i(t) = vi−1(t)− vi(t).

The control objectives are to design control laws for the
follower vehicles so that the following two objectives are
satisfied.

A. string stability: for any given safe inter-vehicle
distance error δ ∈ (0,mini=1,2,...,N ri), there exists a
constant ι ≤ δ and if maxi=1,2,...,N |ei(0)| ≤ ι, then
maxi=1,2,...,N supt>0 |ei(t)| ≤ δ.

B. closed-loop stability: for any given control precision
ǫ ∈ (0, δ], the inter-vehicle distance error ei(t) satisfies
lim supt→∞ |ei(t)| ≤ ǫ.

Remark 1 Compared with the definition of the string
stability in Ploeg et al. (2013), the proposed concept of
the string stability is concerned with vehicle collision
avoidance. From (3), we know that |ei(t)| ≤ δ implies
ri − δ ≤ pi−1(t) − pi(t) ≤ ri + δ, ∀ t > 0. This together
with δ < mini=1,2,...,N ri ensures that the inter-vehicle
distance pi−1(t) − pi(t) is always positive, so vehicle
collisions can be avoided.

3 Distributed control law based on event-
triggered extended state observer

The concept of ESOs was first put forward by Han
(2009). ESOs do not depend on the accurate system
model and are often used to estimate the unmodeled
dynamics in the system. Denote bi = 1/(miτi) and the
vehicle model (2) can be rewritten as















ṗi(t) = vi(t),

v̇i(t) = ai(t),

ȧi(t) = qi(t) + b̂iui(t),

q̇i(t) = wi(t), i = 1, 2, . . . , N,

(4)

where

qi(t)= − ai(t)/τi − civ
2
i (t)/(miτi)− gµi/τi

− 2civi(t)ai(t)/mi + (bi − b̂i)ui(t) + σi(t), (5)

wi(t)= − ȧi(t)/τi − 2civi(t)ai(t)/(miτi)− 2cia
2
i (t)/mi

− 2civi(t)ȧi(t)/mi + (bi − b̂i)u̇i(t) + σ̇i(t). (6)

Here, qi(t) is the unmodeled dynamics and the constant

b̂i is the control parameter to be designed.

Next, an ESO is designed to estimate the unmodeled
dynamics qi(t) in the vehicle model (4). In order to
reduce the energy consumption caused by the data trans-
mission, an event-triggered mechanism is embedded in
the ESO. The event-triggered ESO is given by

{

ṡi(t) = −lisi(t)− l2i ai(t)− lib̂iγi(t), si(0) = 0,

q̂i(t) = si(t) + liai(t), i = 1, 2, ..., N,
(7)

where q̂i(t) is the estimate of qi(t). The constant li is the
observer gain to be designed. γi(t) is the input of the
ESO, and si(t) is a middle variable. Here,

γi(t) = ui(t
i
k), t ∈ [tik, t

i
k+1), k = 1, 2, ..., (8)

tik+1 = inf{t > tik| |ψi(t)| ≥Mi}, ti1 = 0, (9)

where tik is the kth triggering instant of the ith follower
vehicle, and ψi(t) = γi(t) − ui(t) is the sampling error.
The constant Mi > 0 is the triggering threshold.

The protocols (8) and (9) are the designed event-
triggered mechanism. From the triggering instant tik to
the next triggering instant tik+1, the controller stops
sending ui(t) to the ESO. The input of the ESO γi(t)
is unchanged, which is equal to the control input ui(t

i
k).

Until the next triggering instant tik+1, the controller

sends ui(t
i
k+1) to the ESO and the input of the ESO γi(t)

is updated. Due to the event-triggered mechanism, the
information transferred from the controller to the ESO
is reduced, so the energy consumption caused by data
transmission is reduced.

Based on the estimate of the unmodeled dynamics q̂i(t),
a distributed control law is designed through a modified
dynamic surface control method. The dynamic surface
control method was first proposed by Swaroop et al.
(2000), which avoids the derivation of the virtual control
input by introducing a low-pass filter into each step
of the backstepping approach. In order to ensure the
string stability, a virtual velocity gain and a virtual
acceleration gain are introduced, which can be adjusted
to guarantee the string stability.

Before proposing control laws, we need to define some
dynamic surfaces. Recall the inter-vehicle distance error
ei(t) and it is treated as the first dynamic surface. The
second dynamic surface is defined as

z1i(t) = vi(t)/h1i − β1i(t), (10)

where the constant h1i > 0 is the virtual velocity gain,
and β1i(t) is the output of the first-order low-pass filter

κ1iβ̇1i(t) + β1i(t) = α1i(t), β1i(0) = α1i(0), (11)
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where the constant κ1i > 0 is filter parameter, and α1i(t)
is the first virtual control input to be designed. The third
dynamic surface is defined as

z2i(t) = ai(t)/h2i − β2i(t), (12)

where the constant h2i > 0 is the virtual acceleration
gain, and β2i(t) is the output of the first-order low-pass
filter

κ2iβ̇2i(t) + β2i(t) = α2i(t), β2i(0) = α1i(0), (13)

where the constant κ2i > 0 is filter parameter, and α2i(t)
is the second virtual control input to be designed. The
filtering errors of (11) and (13) are denoted as η1i(t) =
β1i(t)− α1i(t) and η2i(t) = β2i(t)− α2i(t), respectively.
Next, we will show the design process of the control law
step by step.

Step 1 : The design of the first virtual control input
α1i(t). By (3) and (10), noting that η1i(t) = β1i(t) −
α1i(t), we get

ėi(t) =vi−1(t)− vi(t)

=vi−1(t)− h1iz1i(t)− h1iη1i(t)− h1i(t)α1i(t).
(14)

The first virtual controller is designed as

α1i(t) = (vi−1(t) + k1iei(t))/h1i (15)

to stabilize the dynamics (14), where the constant k1i >
0 is the controller gain.

Step 2 : The design of the second virtual control input
α2i(t). By (10) and (12), noting that η2i(t) = β2i(t) −
α2i(t), we get

ż1i(t) =ai(t)/h1i − η1i(t)/κ1i
=h2i(z2i(t) + η2i(t) + α2i(t))/h1i − η1i(t)/κ1i,

(16)

The second virtual controller is designed as

α2i(t) = h1i(−k2iz1i(t)− η1i(t)/κ1i + h1iei(t))/h2i
(17)

to stabilize the dynamics (16), where the constant k2i >
0 is the controller gain.

Step 3 : The design of the control input ui(t). By (12)
and (4), we get

ż2i(t) =ȧi(t)/h2i − η2i(t)/κ2i

=(qi(t) + b̂iui(t))/h2i − η2i(t)/κ2i, (18)

The controller of the ith follower vehicle is designed as

ui(t) =h2i (−q̂i(t)/h2i − k3iz2i(t)− h2iz1i(t)/h1i

−η2i(t)/κ2i) /b̂i (19)

to stabilize the dynamics (18), where the constant
k3i > 0 is the controller gain. The block diagram of the
designed control law is shown in Fig. 1.

Fig. 1. The block diagram of the designed control law.

Therefore, the control law of the each follower vehicle
consists of the event-triggered ESO (7), (8), (9) and
the controller (19), in which the controller (19) consists
of the virtual controllers (15), (17) and the first order
low-pass filters (11), (13). It is worth pointing out that
the control law of each follower vehicle only uses the
information obtained by on-board sensors, such as its
own velocity vi(t), acceleration ai(t), the velocity of the
preceding vehicle vi−1(t) and the inter-vehicle distance
pi−1(t)− pi(t).

4 Stability analysis of vehicle platoon system

We make the following assumptions.

A1. The control input and velocity of the virtual leader
vehicle satisfy supt≥0|u0(t)| ≤ u0 and supt≥0|v0(t)| ≤
v0, where u0 > 0 and v0 > 0 are known constants.

A2. The external disturbance σi(t) satisfies
supt≥0|σi(t)| ≤ σ1i. σi(t) is differentiable and σ̇i(t)
satisfies supt≥0|σ̇i(t)| ≤ σ2i, where σ1i > 0 and σ2i > 0
are known constants.

A3. The upper and lower bounds of the mass mi,
total air resistance coefficient ci, rolling resistance
coefficient µi and inertial delay τi of the ith
follower vehicle are known, which are denoted by
mi, mi, ci, ci, µi, µi

, τ i, τ i, respectively.

The observation error of the event-triggered ESO is
denoted by e1i(t) = qi(t) − q̂i(t). For the boundedness
of the observation errors, we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 1 Suppose that Assumptions A2−A3 hold.
If the differentiation of the unmodeled dynamics q̇i(t)
satisfies |q̇i(t)| ≤ c1i + c2i|e1i(t)| + cbili|e1i(t)| +

cbilib̂i|ψi(t)|, the estimation of control gain b̂i satisfies

max
{

bi, bi/2
}

< b̂i ≤ bi, the observer gain li satisfies
li > (c1i + c2ie1i)/((1 − cbi)e1i) and the triggering

thresholdMi = e1i(li − c2i − cbili)− c1i)/(lib̂i(1 + cbi)),
then supt≥0|e1i(t)| ≤ e1i, where c1i and c2i are

positive constants, e1i = |ai(0)|/τi + civ
2
i (0)/(miτ i) +

gµi/τ i + max{bi − b̂i, b̂i − bi}|ui(0)| + σ1i + |q̂i(0)|,
cbi = max

{

(bi − b̂i)/b̂i, (b̂i − bi)/b̂i

}

, bi = 1/(miτ i),

bi = 1/(miτ i).

The proof of Lemma 1 is given in Appendix A.

For stability of the vehicle platoon system, we have the
following theorem.

Theorem 1 Suppose that Assumptions A1−A3 hold.
Consider the system (1) and (2) under the distributed
control law which consists of the event-triggered ESO
(7), (8), (9) and the controller (19). For any given safe
inter-vehicle distance error δ ∈ (0,mini=1,2,...,N ri) and
control precision ǫ ∈ (0, δ], if the control parameters
are designed according to Conditions C1−C3, then the
string stability and closed-loop stability of the vehicle
platoon system are guaranteed, and the Zeno behavior
is avoided.

C1. The virtual velocity gain h1i and the virtual acceler-
ation gain h2i, i = 1, 2, ..., N satisfy v2d,i(0)/h

2
1i+(ai(0)−

k2ivd,i(0))
2/h22i ≤ δ2.

C2. The controller gains k1i, k2i, k3i, i = 1, 2, ..., N
satisfy











k1i ≥ (3ξi + ǫ2)/(2ǫ2),

k2i ≥ (3ξi + ǫ2)/(2ǫ2),

k3i ≥ (3ξ2i h
2
2i + e21iǫ

2)/(2h22iǫ
2ξi),

(20)

where ξi is an arbitrarily given positive constant, i =
1, 2, ..., N .

C3. The low-pass filter parametersκ1i, κ2i, i = 1, 2, ..., N
satisfy

{

κ1i ≤ (2ξiǫ
2)/(3ξ2i + ξiǫ

2h21i + ǫ2α2
3i),

κ2i ≤ (2ξiǫ
2h21i)/(3ξ

2
i h

2
1i + ξiǫ

2h22i + h21iǫ
2α2

4i),
(21)

where α3i = ai−1/h1i +
(

2k1i + k21i/h1i
)

δ, α4i =

[(k1ih
2
1i + k2ih

2
1i + |h1i/κ21i − h31i|+ |h1ik22i − h31i|)/h2i +

α3i/κ1i + 2k2i]δ, vi = (2h1i + k1i)δ + vi−1, a0 =
max{ai(0), u0}, ai = (2h2i + h1ik2i + h21i + h1i/κ1i)δ.

The proof of Theorem 1 is given in Appendix B. From
Theorem 1, it is shown that the control parameters can

be properly designed to ensure the stability of the vehicle
platoon system provided the disturbance to the leader
vehicle u0(t) is bounded.

5 Numerical simulations

Firstly, the vehicle models (1) and (2) are considered.
Suppose that there is one virtual leader vehicle and
eight follower vehicles in the platoon. The upper and
lower bounds of the mass mi, inertial delay τi, total air
resistance coefficient ci and rolling resistance coefficient
µi of the follower vehicles are given by mi = 2000 kg,
mi = 1500 kg, τ i = 0.4, τ i = 0.2, ci = 0.4, ci = 0.2,
µi = 0.05, µ

i
= 0.02, i = 1, 2, ..., 8, respectively. The

model parameters of the follower vehicles are randomly
generated within the upper and lower bounds given
above.

The expected inter-vehicle distances between adjacent
vehicles and safe inter-vehicle distance errors are given
by ri = 8m, i = 1, 2, ..., 8 and δ = 7m, respectively. The
external disturbances are taken as σi(t) = λ1ie

−λ2it +
λ3i sin(λ4it), where the constants λ1i, λ2i, λ3i and λ4i
are randomly generated in [1 , 20], [0.1 , 0.5], [0.5 , 1] and
[4 , 8], respectively. The initial position, velocity and
acceleration of the virtual leader vehicle are given by
p0(0) = 80m, v0(0) = 10m/s and a0(0) = 0m/s2,
respectively. The initial positions, velocities and accel-
erations of the follower vehicles are given in Table 1.

Table 1
The initial positions, velocities and accelerations of the
follower vehicles.

i 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

pi(0)(m) 71 63.5 54 47.2 38.4 30.6 22.1 14.8

vi(0)(m/s) 10 11 11.5 12.5 12.5 11.5 13.5 13

ai(0)(m/s2) 0 1.5 -1 0 -2 1 0 -1

The maneuver of the virtual leader vehicle is divided
into three stages. Stage 1 (t ∈ [0 s, 6 s)): the virtual
leader vehicle keepsmoving at a constant velocity.Stage
2 (t ∈ [6 s, 9 s)): the virtual leader vehicle accelerates,
and the expected acceleration of the leader vehicle is
generated by CarSim. Specifically, we construct a virtual
vehicle in CarSimand then control its throttle opening to
accelerate, and record the acceleration. Then we regard
the recorded acceleration as the expected acceleration of
the virtual leader vehicle. Stage 3 (t ∈ [9 s, 15 s)): the
virtual leader vehicle continues to move at a constant
velocity after accelerating.

Before carrying out the simulations with the designed
controller (19), we will show the vehicle platoon maneu-
ver with controller

ui(t) = kpei(t) + kvvd,i(t) + kaai−1(t) + kdai(t), (22)
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which performs well for the vehicle with linear dynamics
(Rajamani & Zhu, 2002). We choose kp = 2000, kv =
4000, ka = 2000, kd = 100. The evolution of the inter-
vehicle distance errors with the controller (22) is shown
in Fig. 2.
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Fig. 2. Inter-vehicle distance errors with the controller (22).

Then we preform the simulations with the designed
controller (19). For ǫ = 0.1, we choose k1i = 0.8, k2i =

1.5, k3i = 300, κ1i = 0.05, κ2i = 0.01, li = 1200, b̂i =
0.003, h1i = 2, h2i = 8, i = 1, 2, ..., 8. The evolution of
the inter-vehicle distance errors with ǫ = 0.1 is shown
in Fig. 3. The actual and the estimated unmodeled
dynamics of the 1st and 7th follower vehicles are shown
in Fig. 4. The triggering instants of event-triggeredESOs
are shown in Fig. 5.
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Fig. 3. Inter-vehicle distance errors (ǫ = 0.1).

Comparing Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, it can be seen that the
controller (19) designed based on the nonlinear vehicle
model has better performance than the controller (22).
From Fig. 3, it is shown that the inter-vehicle errors
gradually decrease from the initial non-zero states and
finally converge to a small neighborhood of zero, then
the inter-vehicle errors deviate from the steady states
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Fig. 4. The actual and the estimated unmodeled dynamics
of the 1st and 7th follower vehicles.
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Fig. 5. The triggering instants of event-triggered ESOs.

due to the acceleration of the leader vehicle. As the
acceleration of the leader vehicle becomes zero, the inter-
vehicle distance errors converge again. The absolute
values of the inter-vehicle distance error |ei(t)| never
exceeds the given safe value δ. Fig. 3 shows that the
designed control laws can deal with not only the non-
zero initial states but also the disturbances to the leader
vehicle. It can be seen from Fig. 4 that the unmodeled
dynamics in different vehicle models can be estimated
well by the event-triggered ESOs. Fig. 5 shows that
the event-triggeredmechanism can effectively reduce the
data transmission from the controller to the ESO.

Then for ǫ = 0.01, we choose k1i = 2, k2i = 8, k3i =

1000, κ1i = 0.005, κ2i = 0.001, li = 1200, b̂i =
0.003, h1i = 2, h2i = 8, i = 1, 2, ..., 8. The evolution
of the inter-vehicle distance errors with ǫ = 0.01 is
shown in Fig. 6. It can be seen from Fig. 3 and Fig. 6
that the control precision can be adjusted by properly
choosing the control parameters. From Fig. 3 and Fig.
6, we know that the larger controller gains k1i, k2i, k3i
and the smaller filter parameters κ1i, κ2i lead to a faster
convergence and reduce the fluctuations of the inter-
vehicle distance errors caused by the disturbances to
the virtual leader vehicle. However, the larger controller
gains may result in larger control inputs when the initial
inter-vehicle distance errors are large, which may leads
to input saturation, so we need to choose the control
parameters with a compromise.

Next, the vehicle models in CarSim are considered
and the joint simulations of Simulink and CarSim are

6



0 5 10 15
−1.5

−1

−0.5

0

0.5

1

1.5

time (s)

in
te
r
−
ve
h
ic
le

d
is
ta
n
ce

er
ro
r
(m

)

 

 
e1e2e3e4e5e6e7e86 8 10

0

0.005

0.01

13 14 15
−5

0

5
x 10

−5

Fig. 6. Inter-vehicle distance errors (ǫ = 0.01).

carried out. Compared with the nonlinear vehicle models
obtained by performing a series of simplifications on
the dynamic characteristics of real vehicles, the vehicle
models in CarSim are more complex and more consistent
with the dynamic characteristics of real vehicles. Firstly,
one leader vehicle model and eight follower vehicle
models are constructed in CarSim, which are added to
the model library of Simulink in the form of S-functions.
Then, the joint simulation platform of Simulink and
CarSim is built. The constructed vehicle models in
CarSim are called by Simulink directly. Similar to the
previous simulation, the maneuver of the leader vehicle is
divided into three stages. First, the leader vehicle moves
at a constant velocity, then slows down, and finally
moves at a constant velocity after decelerating. In order
to facilitate testing, we develop a graphical user interface
(GUI) based on MATLAB. The control parameters can
be edited in the GUI directly and the inter-vehicle
distance errors can be automatically displayed in the
GUI after the program runs.We reselect k1i = 0.9, k2i =

20, k3i = 100, κ1i = 0.05, κ2i = 0.005, li = 800, b̂i =
0.05, h1i = 2, h2i = 4, i = 1, 2, ..., 8. The GUI based on
MATLAB is shown in Fig. 7.

Fig. 7. The GUI based on MATLAB.

It can be seen from Fig. 7 that the inter-vehicle distance
errors stay within a safe range and eventually converge

to a small neighborhood of zero, either with non-zero
initial states or with disturbances to the leader vehicle.
The joint simulation of Simulink and CarSim shows that
although the control laws in this paper are designed for
the simplified vehicle models, they are still effective for
the more complicated vehicle models in CarSim.

6 Conclusion

We have presented a distributed control law based
on an event-triggered ESO and a modified dynamic
surface control method for the platoon control of the
third-order nonlinear vehicle. The constant spacing
policy has been adopted, and the vehicle model with
parameter uncertainties and external disturbances has
been considered. The control law of each follower vehicle
only uses its own velocity, acceleration, the velocity
of preceding vehicle and the inter-vehicle distance,
which can be obtained by on-board sensors. Firstly, an
event-triggered ESO has been designed to estimate the
unmodeled dynamics. Then based on the estimate of
the unmodeled dynamics, a distributed control law has
been proposed by utilizing a modified dynamic surface
control method. We have analyzed the stability of the
vehicle platoon system and given the range of the control
parameters to ensure that the observation errors of the
ESOs are bounded and that the string stability and
closed-loop stability are guaranteed. We have proved
that the Zeno behavior is avoided under the designed
event-triggered mechanism.

In this paper, the input delay and the input saturation
are not considered. In the future, it is challenging to
consider how to design a control law that can deal with
the input delay and the input saturation simultaneously.
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Appendix A Proof of Lemma 1

Proof of Lemma 1. By (4), (7) and (8), we know

˙̂qi(t) =ṡi(t) + liȧi(t)

=− lisi(t)− l2i ai(t)− lib̂iγi(t) + li(qi(t) + b̂iui(t))

=lie1i(t)− lib̂iψi(t). (23)

By (4) and (23), we have the following observation error
dynamics

ė1i(t) = −lie1i(t) + lib̂iψi(t) + wi(t). (24)
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Consider the Lyapunov function Vei(t) = e21i(t)/2. By
(24), noting that |wi(t)| ≤ c1i+c2i |e1i(t)|+cbili |e1i(t)|+
cbilib̂i |ψi(t)|, we get

V̇ei(t) =− lie
2
1i(t) + lib̂iψi(t)e1i(t) + e1i(t)wi(t)

≤− lie
2
1i(t) + lib̂i |ψi(t)| |e1i(t)|+ |e1i(t)| |wi(t)|

≤ − lie
2
1i(t) + c2ie

2
1i(t) + cbilie

2
1i(t) + [c1i

+lib̂i(1 + cbi) |ψi(t)|
]

|e1i(t)|

=− 2(li − c2i − cbili)Vei(t) +
√
2
[

c1i + lib̂i(1

+cbi) |ψi(t)|]
√

Vei(t). (25)

By (25), noting that dVei(t)
dt = 2

√

Vei(t)
d
√

Vei(t)

dt , we
obtain

√

Vei(t) ≤
(

√

Vei(0)−Ai

)

e−(li−c2i−cbili)t +Ai, (26)

whereAi =
√
2[c1i+lib̂i(1+cbi)|ψi(t)|]/[2(li−c2i−cbili)].

By (26), noting that Vei(t) = e21i(t)/2, we obtain

|e1i(t)|
=
√

2Vei(t)

≤
[

√

2Vei(0)−
√
2Ai

]

e−(li−c2i−cbili)t +
√
2Ai

=
(

|e1i(0)| −
√
2Ai

)

e−(li−c2i−cbili)t +
√
2Ai. (27)

By max
{

bi, bi/2
}

< b̂i ≤ bi, we know cbi < 1. According
to li > (c1i + c2ie1i)/[(1 − cbi)e1i] and cbi < 1, we have
e1i(li− c2i − cbili)− c1i > 0. By (8) and (9), noting that

Mi = e1i(li − c2i − cbili) − c1i)/(lib̂i(1 + cbi)), we get

|ψi(t)| < [e1i(li − c2i − cbili) − c1i]/(lib̂i(1 + cbi)), t ∈
[tik, t

i
k+1). This together with (27) leads to

|e1i(t)| ≤ (|e1i(0)| − e1i) e
−(li−c2i−cbili)t + e1i. (28)

From Assumption A2, we get supt≥0|σi(t)| ≤ σ1i. By

(5), we get e1i(0) = −ai(0)/τi − civ
2
i (0)/(miτi) −

gµi/τi + (bi − b̂i)ui(0) + σi(0) − q̂i(0). This together
with supt≥0|σi(t)| ≤ σ1i and Assumption A3 leads to
|e1i(0)| ≤ e1i. By (28), noting that |e1i(0)| ≤ e1i, we
have |e1i(t)| ≤ e1i, ∀ t ≥ 0. ✷

Appendix B Proof of Theorem 1

Proof of Theorem 1. Choose the following Lyapunov
function Vi(t) = (e2i (t)+z

2
1i(t)+z

2
2i(t)+η

2
1i(t)+η

2
2i(t))/2.

By (3), (4), (15)−(19), the time derivative of Vi(t) is

calculated as

V̇i(t)

=− k1ie
2
i (t)− k2iz

2
1i(t)− k3iz

2
2i(t)− η21i(t)/κ1i

− η22i(t)/κ2i − h1iei(t)η1i(t) + h2iz1i(t)η2i(t)/h1i
+ z2i(t)e1i(t)/h2i − η1i(t)α̇1i(t)− η2i(t)α̇2i(t)

≤− k1ie
2
i (t)− k2iz

2
1i(t)− k3iz

2
2i(t)− η21i(t)/κ1i

− η22i(t)/κ2i + h1i|ei(t)||η1i(t)|+ h2i|z1i(t)||η2i(t)|/h1i
+ |z2i(t)||e1i(t)|/h2i + |η1i(t)||α̇1i(t)|+ |η2i(t)||α̇2i(t)|

≤ − k1ie
2
i (t)− k2iz

2
1i(t)− k3iz

2
2i(t)− η21i(t)/κ1i

− η22i(t)/κ2i + e2i (t)/2 + h21iη
2
1i(t)/2 + z21i(t)/2

+ h22iη
2
2i(t)/(2h

2
1i) + z22i(t)e

2
1i(t)/(2h

2
2iξi)

+ η21i(t)α̇
2
1i(t)/(2ξi) + η22i(t)α̇

2
2i(t)/(2ξi) + 3ξi/2

=− (k1i − 1/2) e2i (t)− (k2i − 1/2) z21i(t)

−
[

k3i − e21i(t)/(2h
2
2iξi)

]

z22i(t)

−
[

1/κ1i − h21i/2− α̇2
1i(t)/(2ξi)

]

η21i(t)

−
[

1/κ2i − h22i/(2h
2
1i)− α̇2

2i(t)/(2ξi)
]

η22i(t) + 3ξi/2.
(29)

Consider the compact set

Ω := {(x1, x2, x3, x4, x5) :x21/2 + x22/2 + x23/2

+ x24/2 + x25/2 ≤ δ2/2}.

By (10) and (15) , we obtain

vi(t) =h1i(z1i(t) + β1i(t))

=h1iz1i(t) + h1iη1i(t) + vi−1(t) + k1iei(t). (30)

From (12) and (17), we know

ai(t) =h2i(z2i(t) + β2i(t))

=h2iz2i(t) + h2iη2i(t)− h1ik2iz1i(t)

− h1iη1i(t)/κ1i + h21iei(t). (31)

By (3), (10) and (15), we have

α̇1i(t) =(v̇i−1(t) + k1iėi(t))/h1i
=ai−1(t)/h1i − k1iz1i(t)− k1iη1i(t)

− k21iei(t)/h1i. (32)

By (10), (13) and (17), we know

α̇2i(t) =h1i(−k2iż1i(t)− η̇1i(t)/κ1i + h1iėi(t))/h2i

=−
(

h21ik1i + h21ik2i
)

ei(t)/h2i + α̇1i(t)/κ1i

+
(

h1i/κ
2
1i − h31i

)

η1i(t)/h2i − k2iη2i(t)

+
(

h1ik
2
2i − h31i

)

z1i(t)/h2i − k2iz2i(t). (33)
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According to (4) and (19), we obtain

ȧi(t)

=qi(t) + b̂iui(t)

=e1i(t)− (k3iz2i(t) + h2iz1i(t)/h1i + η2i(t)/κ2i)h2i.
(34)

By (30) and Assumption A1, we know that vi(t) satisfies
|vi(t)| ≤ vi, ∀ t ≥ 0 on the compact set Ω. By (31),
we know that ai(t) satisfies |ai(t)| ≤ ai, ∀ t ≥ 0 on
the compact set Ω. By (32), (33) and Assumption A1
and noting that |ai(t)| ≤ ai, ∀ t ≥ 0, we obtain that
α̇1i(t) and α̇2i(t) satisfy |α̇1i(t)| ≤ α3i and |α̇2i(t)| ≤
α4i, ∀ t ≥ 0 on the compact set Ω, respectively. From
(34), we know that ȧi(t) satisfies |ȧi(t)| ≤ |e1i(t)| +
(k3i + h2i/h1i + 1/κ2i)h2iδ on the compact set Ω.

By (4), (11)−(19) and (23), we know u̇i(t) =

h2i[−(li + k3i)e1i(t)/h2i + lib̂iψi(t)/h2i − h2iei(t) +
(k2i + k3i)h2iz1i(t)/h1i + (k23i − h22i/h

2
1i)z2i(t) −

(h22i/h
2
1i − 1/κ22i)η2i(t) + α̇2i(t)/κ2i]/b̂i. This together

with |α̇2i(t)| ≤ α4i, ∀ t ≥ 0 leads to

|u̇i(t)|
≤h2i

[

(li + k3i)|e1i(t)|/h2i + lib̂i|ψi(t)|/h2i + h2iδ

+(k2i + k3i)h2iδ/h1i +
∣

∣k23i − h22i/h
2
1i

∣

∣ δ

+
∣

∣h22i/h
2
1i − 1/κ22i

∣

∣ δ + α4i/κ2i
]

/b̂i. (35)

From Assumption A2, we know supt≥0|σ̇i(t)| ≤ σ2i.
By (6), (35) and Assumption A3, noting that
supt≥0|σ̇i(t)| ≤ σ2i, |vi(t)| ≤ vi, |ai(t)| ≤ ai and
|ȧi(t)| ≤ |e1i(t)|+(k3i + h2i/h1i + 1/κ2i) h2iδ, we know

|wi(t)|
≤|ȧi(t)|/τi + 2ci|vi(t)||ai(t)|/(miτi) + 2ci|vi(t)||ȧi(t)|
/mi + 2cia

2
i (t)/mi + |(bi − b̂i)/b̂i||u̇i(t)|+ |σ̇i(t)|

≤ (1/τ i + 2civi/mi) [|e1i(t)|+ (k3i + h2i/h1i + 1/κ2i)

×h2iδ] + 2civiai/(miτ i) + 2cia
2
i /mi + σ2i

+ |(bi − b̂i)/b̂i|
[

(li + k3i)|e1i(t)|+ lib̂i|ψi(t)|+ h22iδ

+(k2i + k3i)h
2
2iδ/h1i + |k23i − h22i/h

2
1i|δ + α4i/κ2i

+
∣

∣h22i/h
2
1i − 1/κ22i

∣

∣ δ
]

. (36)

Denote cbi = (bi − b̂i)/b̂i. By max
{

bi, bi/2
}

< b̂i ≤ bi,
we know |cbi| ≤ cbi and cbi < 1. From (36), noting that
|ȧi(t)| ≤ |e1i(t)|+(k3i + h2i/h1i + 1/κ2i)h2iδ, we obtain

|wi(t)| ≤ c1i + c2i |e1i(t)|+ cbili |e1i(t)|+ cbilib̂i |ψi(t)| ,

where c1i = (1/τ i + 2civi/mi)(k3i + h2i/h1i +
1/κ2i)h2iδ+2civiai/(miτ i)+2cia

2
i /mi+σ2i+cbi[(h

2
2i+

(k2i + k3i)h
2
2i/h1i + |k23i − h22i/h

2
1i| + |h22i/h21i −

1/κ22i|)δ + α4i/κ2i], c2i = 1/τ i + 2civi/mi + cbik3i.

This together with q̇i(t) = wi(t) and Lemma 1 leads
to |e1i(t)| ≤ e1i, ∀ t ≥ 0. From (29), noting that
|e1i(t)| ≤ e1i, |α̇1i(t)| ≤ α3i and |α̇2i(t)| ≤ α4i, ∀ t ≥ 0,
we obtain

V̇i(t)

≤− (k1i − 1/2) e2i (t)− (k2i − 1/2) z21i(t)

−
[

k3i − e21i/(2h
2
2iξi)

]

z22i(t)

−
[

1/κ1i − h21i/2− α2
3i/(2ξi)

]

η21i(t)

−
[

1/κ2i − h22i/(2h
2
1i)− α2

4i/(2ξi)
]

η22i(t) + 3ξi/2.
(37)

Denote ρi = min{k1i−1/2, k2i−1/2, k3i−e21i/(2h22iξi),
1/κ1i−h21i/2−α2

3i/(2ξi), 1/κ2i−h22i/(2h21i)−α2
4i/(2ξi)}.

This together with (37) leads to

V̇i(t) ≤ −2ρiVi(t) + 3ξi/2. (38)

From (38), we get

Vi(t) ≤ Vi(0)e
−2ρit + 3ξi(1− e−2ρit)/(4ρi). (39)

By (11) and (13), we know η1i(0) = 0 and η2i(0) = 0,
which leads to Vi(0) = e2i (0)/2+ z21i(0)/2+ z22i(0)/2. By
(10)−(13), (15) and (17), we know z1i(0) = (−vd,i(0)−
k1iei(0))/h1i and z2i(0) = (ai(0)− k2ivd,i(0)− (k1ik2i+
h21i)ei(0))/h2i. This together with Vi(0) = e2i (0)/2 +
z21i(0)/2 + z22i(0)/2 leads to

Vi(0) = (A0ie
2
i (0) +B0iei(0) + C0i)/2. (40)

From (40), we know that if

|ei(0)| ≤ min{|(−B0i + (B2
0i − 4A0iC0i)

1/2)/(2A0i)|,
|(−B0i − (B2

0i − 4A0iC0i)
1/2)/(2A0i)|}

then Vi(0) ≤ δ2/2, where A0i = 1 + k21i/h
2
1i +

(k1ik2i + h21i)
2/h22i, B0i = 2k1ivdi(0)/h

2
1i − 2(ai(0) −

k2ivdi(0))(k1ik2i + h21i)/h
2
2i, C0i = v2di(0)/h

2
1i + (ai(0)−

k2ivdi(0))
2/h22i − δ2.

From (20) and (21), we know ρi ≥ 3ξi/(2ǫ
2). This

together with ǫ ≤ δ leads to ρi ≥ 3ξi/(2δ
2). From

(39), noting that Vi(0) ≤ δ2/2 and ρi ≥ 3ξi/(2δ
2),

we know Vi(t) ≤ δ2/2, ∀ t > 0, which means
maxi=1,2,...,N supt>0 |ei(t)| ≤ δ, so the string stability is
guaranteed.

From (39) and ρi ≥ 3ξi/(2ǫ
2), we know

lim supt→∞ Vi(t) ≤ (3ξi)/(4ρi) ≤ ǫ2/2, which means
lim supt→∞ |ei(t)| ≤ ǫ, so the closed-loop stability is
guaranteed.

From (35), noting that |e1i(t)| ≤ e1i, we know

|u̇i(t)| ≤ li|ψi(t)|+Bi, (41)

9



where Bi = h2i[(li + k3i)e1i/h2i + (h2i + (k2i +
k3i)h2i/h1i + |k23i − h22i/h

2
1i| + |h22i/h21i − 1/κ22i| +

α4i/κ2i)δ]/b̂i. From (8), we know ψi(t) = γi(t)−ui(t) =
ui(t

i
k) − ui(t) = −

∫ t

ti
k

u̇i(τ) dτ, t ∈ [tik, t
i
k+1). This

together with (41) leads to |ψi(t)| ≤
∫ t

ti
k

|u̇i(τ)| dτ ≤
∫ t

ti
k

li |ψi(τ)|+Bi dτ <
∫ t

ti
k

liMi+Bi dτ = (t− tik)(liMi+

Bi), t ∈ [tik, t
i
k+1). Then we know that |ψi(t)| < Mi

when t = tik + Mi/(liMi + Bi). According to (8) and
(9), we get tik+1 − tik > Mi/(liMi + Bi), so there exists
a positive low bound of the time interval of the event
triggering, and the Zeno behavior is avoided under the
designed event-trigged mechanism. ✷
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