
1

Spatiotemporal Analysis of Shared Situation Awareness among Connected Vehicles

Seungmo Kim, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—Shared situation awareness (SSA) has been gar-
nering explosive interest in various applications for intelligent
transportation systems (ITS). In addition, the delay-constrained
nature of supporting vehicular networks makes it critical to
precisely analyze the performance of a SSA procedure. Extending
the relevant literature, this paper provides an analysis framework
that evaluates the performance of SSA in spatial and temporal
aspects simultaneously. Specifically, this paper provides a closed-
form probability distribution for the length of time taken for
constitution of a SSA among a group of connected vehicles. This
paper extends the calculation to investigation of feasibility of
SSA in supporting various types of safety messages defined by
the SAE J2735.

Index Terms—Connected vehicles, Shared situation awareness,
Vehicle-to-everything network

I. INTRODUCTION

How fast can a group of connected vehicles reach a shared
situation awareness? This paper targets to find an answer to
the question. Specifically, it aims to extend the state of the art
that will be laid out in Section II, via the following unique
contributions:
● Formulates an accurate mathematical framework that

quantifies the latency for a shared situation awareness
(SSA) among a group of connected vehicles

● Investigates the feasibility of SSA in supporting practical
ITS scenarios

Situation awareness (SA) is defined as perception of envi-
ronmental elements and events in relation to time or space
[1]. According to the given definition, SSA is characterized
as “a state in which all members of a group share the same
SA” [1]. This shared awareness enables individuals, even those
in isolated situations, to receive support from nearby peers.
The collective awareness fostered by others contributes to
enhancing the overall understanding within the entire group.

Recently, there have been proposals on applying SSA as
part of intelligent transportation system (ITS) [2]. As one of
key technologies supporting the SSA, vehicle-to-everything
(V2X) communications have been taking the central role in
enabling vehicles to exchange safety-critical data [3]. Not only
existing standards such as dedicated short-range communica-
tions (DSRC) [4]-[7], emerging technologies such as cellular
V2X (C-V2X) [8]-[11] also burgeon as key drivers of V2X
networking.

Nevertheless, several critical unseen problems have been
encountered as it is only a recent but very explosive change
that vehicles communicate to achieve a SSA. First, V2X
communications can be competitive especially when a large
number of vehicles attempt to access [8]. Second, it is not a
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trivial task to formulate the characteristics of a SSA due to (i)
necessity to process a large amount of data and (ii) dynamicity
and complicacy of environment with too many parameters
[12]. Third, while SSA is delay-constrained, it is a challenge
to write a formal analysis framework for the delay because
the temporal aspect of a V2X network is closely connected to
the relative positions and moving directions of vehicles [13].

The intricate nature of the situation underscores the ur-
gent necessity for a detailed examination of spatiotemporal
aspects. In response, this paper aims to develop an analytical
framework focusing on the performance modeling of a SSA
within a network of connected vehicles. More specifically,
the paper engages in a stochastic analysis to pinpoint a
probability distribution that quantifies the length of time taken
for completion of a SSA.

II. RELATED WORK

The recent literature on Intelligent Transportation Systems
(ITS) has prominently featured SSA, particularly in the context
of applications for connected vehicles. Previous studies have
concentrated on the interaction between humans and vehicles,
exploring areas such as the design of human-vehicle interfaces
for autonomous driving [14] and evaluating potential threats
during braking scenarios [15].

There is also a body of existing work taking a systematic
point of view on the process of achieving a SSA. A group
decision making (GDM) problem was solved based on a
fuzzy ontology theory for consensus constitution for a multi-
unmanned-vehicle system [16]. The literature evolved in the
direction of enabling a group of connected vehicles to execute
cooperative perception without any assumption of central
authority and specific protocol [17].

Further application of the SSA to an ITS has also appeared
in existing work from pedestrian localization at a roadside unit
(RSU) [18] to enhancement of key functionalities for smart
cities such as security and scalability [19].

While the literature stretched the discussion toward the
line of diverse ITS-relevant applications, it showed relatively
less effort on investigating how exactly a SSA is achieved
in a dynamic environment such as a V2X network. Earlier
studies [20][21] has established a probability model for the
performance of a V2X network based on the stochastic ge-
ometry. However, the “spatial” aspect of the model was one-
dimensional, which was too simplistic to reflect impacts of
vehicles’ positions and movements in a higher-dimensional
space. Also, while existing analysis [22] presents the distribu-
tion of distance in a point process, this paper uniquely extends
the existing analysis to the distribution of the “time length”
for completion of knowledge propagation. This is where both
space and time aspects of a SSA constitution process are
considered in a single analysis framework. As such, this paper
puts particular emphasis on analyzing the specifics of the
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Fig. 1: A single snapshot of the mobile V2X system for
scenario one with λ = 100/∣A2∣ and (W,D) = (1000 m, 1000
m) (The black square at the origin is the tagged vehicle,
and the black circle around it indicates the transmission
range of the tagged vehicle. A blue circle indicates a vehicle
neighboring to the tagged vehicle, while a green circle gives
a vehicle that is outside of the tagged vehicle’s transmission
range. The red star inside the circle is the target of awareness
by the tagged vehicle.)

process itself that a SSA is constructed among a group of
connected vehicles.

III. SYSTEM MODEL

A. Geometry

Fig. 1 shows a snapshot for an exemplary distribution of 100
vehicles in a two-dimensional space (which will be denoted by
A2), whose width and depth are W m and D m, respectively.
This model is designed to simulate a small, dense area with
numerous vehicles exchanging their observations with each
other. The model generates vehicles (with a uniform distribu-
tion) in a restricted area and places a set of vehicles randomly
(with another independently and identically distributed (i.i.d.)
uniform distribution) within the defined space of A2. The
position of the ith vehicle is denoted by xi = (xi, yi) ∈ A2.

Elaborating on the nodes distribution, we assume a Poisson
point process (PPP) with an intensity λ, wherein the number
of vehicles distributed within A2 follows a Poisson(λ) random
variable. It is important to note that based on the modeling with
PPP, the uniformity property of a homogeneous point process
can be held. That is, if a homogeneous point process is defined
on a real linear space, then it has the characteristic that the
positions of these occurrences on the real line are uniformly
distributed [23]. Note also that the PPP is a stationary point
process where the density λ remains constant across A2.

From Fig. 1, notice of a generalized environment, which is
distinguished from the system models shown in other relevant
work. We stress that this system model can act as the most
generic form that can accommodate vehicles’ movement in any
direction, which, in turn, enables the system to be applied to

(a) Knowledge of each vehicle

(b) SSA among the vehicles as a union of the knowledge

Fig. 2: Union and intersection of shared knowledge among
multiple nodes (An example with the detection radius of 75
m by each vehicle.)

various scenarios including flight of unmanned aerial vehicles
(UAVs), lane changing, intersection, and pedestrian walking.

For generation of results that will be presented in Section
V, the layout shown in Fig. 1 is repeated with a sufficiently
large number of trials to approximate all possible positions of
vehicles in the defined two-dimensional space A2.

Notice that we assume of a closed system where vehicles
cannot leave the A2 shown in Fig. 1. Upon arrival at the limit
of A2, a vehicle bounces with a reflected angle along the edge.
This is to ensure that the system is assessed with a certain
value of λ kept consistent during a round of evaluation.

B. Networking among Vehicles

In the vehicular network model presented in this paper, each
vehicle is assumed to be mobile. Also, an entire network is
fully connected: every node is supposed to be equipped with
communication functionality and hence is able to broadcast
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it whenever needed. It is also significant to note that the
connection type of a network is completely distributed, e.g.,
mode 4 of C-V2X, in which no central coordinator node nor
infrastructure exists. On the networking setting, we make a
significant assumption on the process of constructing a SSA:
Assumption 1 (A vehicle’s selection of neighbor for SSA).
A vehicle i is assumed to choose “the 1st neighbor” (defined
as the vehicle with the shortest distance within the vehicle
i’s transmission range) for handing its SA in the process of
collecting a SSA.

We claim that this system model can generally suit currently
operating V2X systems in practice including IEEE 802.11-
based system such as 802.11p (also known as DSRC) [7]
and 802.11bd [24]. The model can also be applied to C-V2X
mode 4 where the nodes are connected directly in a distributed
manner without going through the network core, e.g., sidelink-
based broadcast or groupcast as defined in the 3rd Generation
Partnership Project (3GPP) Release 16 [25]. For exchange of
information among vehicles, these V2X techniques are usually
based on listen-before-talk (LBT) and periodic broadcast of
basic safety messages (BSMs) with no feedback available.
We suggest that these methods of data exchange will suffice
for propagation of a SSA fragment all over a network. The
rationale is two-fold: (i) a SSA usually requires a very short
delay and (ii) such “light” data exchange methods, albeit the
possibility of sacrificing data rate, have been proved to be able
to support the low-latency applications [26].

IV. ANALYSES ON SSA COMPLETION TIME

We are interested in analyzing the performance of SSA
achieved among a group of connected vehicles. Given the fact
that we are deploying SSA in a connected-vehicle network, we
put particular focus of the analysis on measuring the length of
time until achievement of a SSA. The rationalizations for the
two fronts are: (i) a V2X network is delay-constrained and (ii)
the vehicles constituting a network are supposed to be mobile
and hence the coverage depends on the mobility, respectively.

A. Cooperative SSA
At each vehicle, we assume a limited sight: each node has

a certain finite value for the width and length of its sight.
This means that each node’s sight forms an arc’s shape in
front of it. We model the width and length of each arc as a
random variable (i.e., uniformly distributed), considering that
the sight varies according to numerous factors such as the
driver’s ability, existence of physical obstacles, etc.

Fig. 2 illustrates an example of this scenario with three
vehicles participating in observation of a target area. (Notice
that the big black circle and the small blue squares indicate
a target area and vehicles aiming to observe the target area,
respectively.)

Given that a full SSA is achieved when 100% of the circle’s
area is covered, one can say from Fig. 2b that the three vehicles
are achieving a SSA at the rate of

Rssa (t0) = ( ⋃
t≤t0
⋃

i∈Sssa

∣A2
i,t∣ ) ⋅ ( ∣Atgt∣ )

−1
(1)

where ∣A2
i,t∣ ≤ ∣A2

ssa∣. Notice of the parameters as follows: Sssa

gives a set of vehicles contributing the SSA on a target area;
A2

i,t gives the space formed by the vision of vehicle i at time
instant t; and A2

tgt gives the space defined by a target area. It
is significant to notice from Eq. (1) that the rate Rssa varies
according to not only vehicles but time, reflecting mobility of
the vehicles. That is, each vehicle contributes with different
angles of vision as it moves within the target area. This depicts
that every part of the targeted area is seen by at least one of
the users and a communication link is assumed between them
to share statuses for the whole area.

We model the cooperative SSA as the subset sum problem,
which is defined as a decision problem to decide whether any
subset of the integers sum to precisely a target sum T . The
problem is known to be NP-complete [29], which makes this
problem particularly challenging and thus valuable to solve.

B. Latency for SSA

By h, let us denote a “hop” between two neighboring
vehicles, which can be formally written as

h = d/v (a)= d/c (2)

where d denotes the distance of a hop between two neigh-
boring nodes and v gives the velocity of propagation of a
V2X communications signal. The equivalence (a) is from that
propagation of a microwave signal over the air takes the speed
of light, which is written as c.

Now, we stress that d is a value of a random variable since xi
is, as was explained in Section III-A. Let D and H denote the
random variables for d and h, respectively. Also note that the
distance to the nth neighbor from a reference point in a PPP—
denoted by d in Eq. (2)—was found to follow a generalized
Gamma distribution [22]. With the density denoted by λ as was
mentioned in Section III-A, let us denote a single-hop distance
by a random variable D ∼ Gamma (k, λ) where k denotes the
shape parameter of the probability density function (PDF).

We know that the number of vehicles distributed within A2

follows a Poisson distribution, as was explained in Section
III-A. Now, we notice that the knowledge propagation in a
SSA process takes multiple hops among the participating ve-
hicles. Since each vehicle can only hand a message to vehicles
within its transmission range (which we call “neighboring
vehicles” from this point), a detailed analysis has to be done
within a vehicle’s transmission range, for further advancement
in the analysis.

Lemma 1 (Distribution of the number of vehicles within a
subset of A2) Let the transmission range of an arbitrary
vehicle i be denoted by A2

i , ∀i ∈ N, which, as such, yields
A2

i ∈ A2. Given that the number of vehicles counted in A2

follows Poisson(λ), that counted in A2
i follows Poisson(ρλ)

where ρ = ∣A2
i ∣ / ∣A2∣.

Proof: A relevant proof for Lemma 1 can be found in
Eq. (5.27) of [23]. In addition, as a means to strengthen the
proof, we conducted a comparison between (i) sampling and
(ii) probability mass function (PMF) of the Poisson(ρλ) as
proposed in the proposition. Notice that the PMF is given by
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Fig. 3: Comparison of sampling and PDF of the Poisson(ρλ)
for proof of Lemma 1

P [N = n] = (ρλ)n exp (−ρλ) /k!. Fig. 3 shows the compari-
son where the sampling and the PMF match with a substantial
deal of accuracy, which reinforces the proof. ∎

The distribution of D has been proposed as a generalized
Gamma [22]. We extend the existing work to the direction
of modeling a nth hop in a multi-hop path. As presented in
Assumption 1, we only focus on the 1st neighbors in each
vehicle participating in a SSA. Now, revisiting Eq. (2), we
can proceed to finding the distribution of h = d/c. It has been
known that scaling a random variable following Gamma (k, λ)
by a constant 1/c yields another Gamma random variable,
Gamma (k, cλ).

Lemma 2 (Distribution of a hop). Thus, the PMF of H is
formally written as

P [H = h] = (cλ)
k

Γ (k)
hk−1e−cλx (3)

Proof: We refer interested readers to references such as [27]
for mathematical details for Lemma 2 where it can be easily
found as “scaling property of Gamma distribution.” ∎

We remind from Fig. 4 that a SSA is constructed among the
1st neighbors in each vehicle’s transmission range. As such,
one can note that a complete path can be characterized as a
sum of a certain number of hops. It is also important to note
that on the path, each hop hj is independent and identically
distributed (i.i.d.) with each other since a vehicle does not
coordinate only except simply adding up what it has found.
With all these considered, for a SA construction path, one can
formally write the total number of hops that have been taken
to achieve a SSA among N vehicles as

hssa,i = ∑
j∈Sssa

hj (4)

where Sssa denotes a set of vehicles participating in constitu-
tion of a SSA, and hj gives each hop in an arbitrary path j.

Tagged vehicle
Vehicle on the path to a full SSA
Other vehicle

t

fig_tree

Fig. 4: Abstraction of constitution of a path until achievement
of a SSA

Now, building Lemmas 1 and 2 on Eq. (4), we can finalize
the analysis by finding the distribution of hssa,i.

Assume that each vehicle has the same transmission range,
which is a practical assumption since it is likely that a same
technical spec on the transmit power is applied at the stage
of manufacturing based on a certain standard such as DSRC
[7][24] and C-V2X [25]. This yields that the number of
neighboring vehicles in each hop follows a same Poisson(ρλ)
since ρ remains the same due to ∣A2

i ∣ remaining identical at
an arbitrary vehicle i.

Theorem 1 (Distribution of latency for a complete SSA
among a group of connected vehicles). Building on Lemma
2, the total number of hops in path j taken for completing
a full SSA can be characterized as a “sum” of N Gamma
random variables following Gamma (k, cλ) whose PMF has
been given in Lemma 2. Let us denote this sum as random
variable Hssa,i. We claim that Hssa,i ∼ Gamma (Nk, cλ) whose
PDF is given by

P [Hssa = h] =
(cλ)Nk

Γ (Nk)
hNk−1e−cλx (5)

Proof: We bring this knowledge to discussing Theorem 1
where we are attempting to find the distribution of a sum of N
Gamma random variables. While the general information for
this proof can be found in the literature such as [28], we apply
the proving method to write the distribution of Hssa = ∑N

j=1Hj

precisely. Let us start from finding the moment generating
function (MGF) of Hj :

MH (t) = E [etH]

= ∫
∞

0
eth

λk

Γ (k)
hk−1e−λhdh

= ∫
∞

0

λk

Γ (k)
hk−1e(t−λ)hdh (6)
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With substitution of u = (λ − t)h, which yields dh =
(λ − t)−1 du, Eq. (6) can be rewritten as

MH (t) = ∫
∞

0

λk

Γ (k)
( u

λ − t
)
k−1

eu
1

λ − t
du

= λk

Γ (k) (λ − t)k
∫
∞

0
uk−1eudu

= λk

Γ (k) (λ − t)k
Γ (k)

= ( λ

λ − t
)
k

(7)

Now, we note that the MGF of a sum of multiple random
variables is the product of their MGFs. Let MX (s) denote
the MGF for any general random variable X . It has already
been known that for Y = X1 + X2 + ⋯ + XN , the MGF
of the sum is the product of the MGFs, which is formally
written as MY (t) = E [etY ] = E [et(X1+X2+⋯+XN )] =
E [etX1etX2⋯etXN ] =MX1 (t)MX2 (t)⋯MXN

(t).
With all these considered, the MGF of Hssa = ∑N

j=1Hj is
given by

MHssa (t) =
N

∏
j=1

MHj (t) = (
λ

λ − t
)
Nk

(8)

The MGF given in Eq. (8) tells that Hssa follows a Gamma
distribution with the shape parameter of Nk. Since the sum-
mation had no impact on the other parameter cλ of the
distribution, it finally yields that Hssa ∼ Gamma (Nk, cλ),
which completes the proof. ∎

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

This section articulates the computer simulations that we
undertook as a means to confirm the theoretical findings that
were presented in Section IV.

We rationalize that simulation would accomplish the best ef-
ficiency as the main method to evaluate the performance of this
paper’s system model based on two advantages [30]: (i) the
capability of testing a wide diversity of parameters on a broad
range of values within a relatively short period of time; and
(ii) the ability to execute computations without being caught
up with restrictions/errors caused by computing/experimental
factors including hardware, compiler, language, etc.

A. Parameters and Setup
This paper focuses on examining the shared SA perfor-

mance within a V2X network that operates in a distributed
manner. We argue that considering a distributed V2X network
is practical, considering the predominance of DSRC [FIND
NEW] and C-V2X mode 4 [A 3GPP TS], both of which are
operated in a distributed fashion. Among the key parameters
are a 100-msec inter-broadcast interval between two BSMs
and a transmission range of {75,100} m.

The spatial dimensions of the two-dimensional space, de-
noted as A2, where the nodes are dispersed, are defined as
1,000 m by 1,000 m, as depicted in Fig. 1. Additional details
regarding geographical configurations can be referenced in
Section III.

Fig. 5: Confirmation of Theorem 1 with simulation results:
PDF of the length of time taken to reach a full SSA (The
PDF shows an example of Gamma (4,1/50).)

B. Confirmation of Theorem 1

The first part of simulation is focused on confirming the
analysis that in Section IV, which led to Theorem 1. We
start from a scenario where vehicles need to share their SA
in a distributed manner among themselves and eventually
accomplish a complete SSA.

Recalling from Fig. 1, one should observe the presence of
a randomly positioned obstacle (following a uniform distribu-
tion) within the system’s boundaries. This obstacle symbolizes
a potential hazard such as a roadblock, construction site, or
car crash, requiring acknowledgment from all vehicles. Let
us assume that vehicle i is the initial one to detect this
hazardous object within its line of sight. Immediately upon
detection, vehicle i initiates the dissemination of this infor-
mation through V2X communications to alert other vehicles
in the system. It is important to note that each vehicle can
transmit and receive messages every 100 msec. Therefore,
shortly after becoming aware of the obstacle, vehicle i sends a
message to nearby vehicle(s) after a 100-msec interval. Upon
receiving this message, other vehicles replicate the process,
transmitting the information to their neighboring vehicles,
each step consuming another time slot. The propagation cycle
concludes when the first vehicle achieves a complete SSA. It is
crucial to emphasize that this scenario mirrors the sequential
dissemination of knowledge along a path, reaching the last
vehicle in the process.

Fig. 5 shows the distribution of latency for a distributed V2X
network to reach a complete SSA, wherein the black curve
indicates Gamma (4,1/50) and the histogram gives the result
of simulation with randomly distributed vehicles in A2. As the
figure depicts, the distribution that was found in Theorem 1
fits very precisely the result induced from simulations.

C. Variation of Vehicle Density λ

Now, with the confirmation of the analysis with computer
simulations, we proceed to varying the vehicle density, λ,
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(b) Latency zoomed into within [0,110] msec

Fig. 6: CDF of the length of time taken to reach a full SSA:
Comparison to the latency requirements for representative ITS
safety applications

which forms the predominant factor determining the perfor-
mance of SSA and distributed V2X networking. Fig. 6 presents
the result of this variation in λ.

In Fig. 6a, the distribution of latency is shown in its CDF.
Notice that λ = {1/10,1/30,1/50,1/70,1/90,1/110} indicates
100e3, 33.3̄e3, 20e3, 14.2857e3, 11.1̄e3, and 9.0909e3
vehicles, respectively, in ∣A2∣ = 1km × 1km. These numbers
look unrealistically large at first glance but they translate to
{316.23,182.5741,141.4215,119.5228,105.4092,95.3462}
vehicles within a 1-km line segment, respectively, which
represent quite a breadth of traffic densities from extremely
heavy traffic (i.e., λ = 1/10) to fairly light traffic (i.e.,
λ = 1/110). With that said, from Fig. 6a, one can find
a clear tendency from the comparisons: a higher vehicle
density yields a larger portion of a V2X network to the
ability of supporting a safety application. This pattern can be
rationalized as follows: a denser network leads to an easier
environment to find the next vehicle to hand in the fragment

of knowledge, which, in turn, makes it easier to complete a
full SSA within a shorter time.

In Fig. 6b, we zoom into the range of [0,110] msec of
time in order to make direct comparison to latency require-
ments of some representative applications for traffic safety
and autonomous driving [31]. This comparison enables us to
scrutinize the feasibility of the SSA in such critical ITS appli-
cations. The reference [31] indicates that use cases including
forward collision warning, emergency stop, and cooperative
collision avoidance require 100 msec of latency. There are
other use cases that require shorter latencies: 50 msec for see-
through, 20 msec for pre-crash sensing warning, and 10 msec
for automated overtake and high-density platooning [32]. With
these requirements considered, we evaluate how much of a
V2X network can achieve a full SSA within a latency that is
short enough to support the applications.

The overall implication of Fig. 6 is that it takes shorter to
complete a SSA as the network is more highly populated. The
rationale is straightforward: as a network is populated with a
larger number of vehicles, more neighboring vehicles can be
found, which yields a higher chance for the pieces of SA to
be combined into a full SSA.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

This paper provided an accurate analysis framework that
calculates the latency for completion of a SSA among a
group of connected vehicles. It discovered that the latency
was characterized as a Gamma random variable. Our theo-
retical analysis was confirmed by computer simulations with
randomly distributed vehicles. The simulation was extended to
variation of vehicle density, which was compared to the latency
requirements defined in the SAE J2735—viz., 20, 50, and 100
msec. The paper concluded that a higher vehicle density leads
to a shorter SSA latency, owing to a higher chance of being
able to find a neighboring vehicle and thus a faster completion
of combined SSA.

Future work can be directed to increasing the realism of
use cases. We will build on this paper’s system model to
add applications into consideration. Recall that this paper has
found that a higher vehicle density would benefit in obtaining
a SSA. This cooperative intelligence will increase the accuracy
of reinforcement learning [33] that will be adopted as a key
facilitator technique for autonomous driving. Blockchain [34]-
[36] is another technique that has potential to be appleid to
ITS as a method to promote the trust among vehicles.
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