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Abstract

The paper deals with the design of nonlinear adaptive cruise controllers
for vehicular platoons operating on an open road or a ring-road. The
constructed feedback controllers are nonlinear functions of the distance
between successive vehicles and their speeds. It is shown that the
proposed novel controllers guarantee safety (collision avoidance)
and bounded vehicle speeds by explicitly characterizing the set of
allowable inputs. Moreover, we guarantee global asymptotic stability
of the platoon to a desired configuration as well as string stability.
Certain macroscopic properties are also investigated. The efficiency of
the nonlinear adaptive cruise controllers is demonstrated by means of a
numerical example.
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1. Introduction

The extension of the standard cruise control system is the adaptive cruise control (ACC) system,
which has dual operation: In speed control mode, ACC maintains constant desired speed, as
conventional cruise control; but if there is a slower vehicle ahead, ACC switches to spacing control
and uses on-board sensors to reach a desired spacing from the preceding vehicle. This may lead to
multiple ACC-equipped vehicles to form a platoon with tight vehicle spacing, which may increase
safety and traffic flow capacity and reduce fuel consumption.

A large variety of spacing policies and controllers for ACC vehicles and platoons have appeared,
see [1], [3], [4], [5], [6], [9], [18], [24], [14], [25], [22], [20], [23], [30], [33]. The most common
policies considered in the related literature are the constant spacing policy [28], where the distance
between successive vehicles remains constant at all speeds; and the Constant-Time Gap (CTG)
policy [14], where the spacing varies linearly with speed. To evaluate a spacing policy and its
associated controller, the following criteria were proposed, see [23]: (i) individual vehicle stability,
which characterizes the convergence towards a desired equilibrium; (ii) string stability, which
focuses on the dissipation of small perturbations along a string of vehicles ([6], [19], [27], [29]);
and (iii) traffic flow stability which deals with the evolution of density when all vehicle use the
same spacing policy ([23], [24], [26]).
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The notion of string stability has been widely studied and several definitions have appeared in the
literature, see [6], [19], [22], [29], [27], [32]. A detailed overview of the various string stability
definitions and their properties can be found in [10], [19]. To distinguish the ambiguity over the
different definitions used in the literature, a novel definition was proposed in [19] for both linear
and nonlinear systems based on L, stability, which encompasses the upstream disturbance

attenuation, the external input of the leading vehicle, as well as perturbations on initial conditions.

In addition to the stability properties above, a desired requirement on the vehicle platoon is the safe
operation, which forbids collisions between vehicles, negative speeds and speeds exceeding speed
limits. While string stability ensures that disturbances in position, speed or acceleration do not
accentuate while propagating along the platoon, it does not guarantee collision avoidance between
vehicles in the platoon, see [8]. Indeed, the majority of spacing policies and ACC controllers focus
on stability and string stability properties ([12], [18], [33], [29], [34], [35]), which, however, may
result in negative spacing error and negative speeds. On the other hand, approaches considering
safety can be found in [1], [5], but they do not formally study string stability or operation on a ring-
road; and also in [11], [13], [30], which mainly deal with boundedness of spacing error rather than
convergence to a desired value. In [17], different control configurations and conditions for a CTG
policy are derived that guarantee string stability and collision avoidance when the platoon is
initiated from an equilibrium position with zero speed and sufficiently large initial spacing between
vehicles. Safety criteria were also presented in [3], where collisions are avoided whenever the
platoon does not exceed a given relative speed threshold regardless of the behavior of the leader. In
the companion paper [4], single-lane maneuvers are studied that always imply safety. The proposed
controller in [3], [4] can guarantee stability and string stability if the leading vehicle’s acceleration
and speed is known or estimated by all following vehicles.

It is clear from the above that a methodology that simultaneously guarantees safety, stability, string
stability under predecessor-follower (i.e. autonomous) control architecture is missing in the
literature. In this paper, we present conditions which guarantee safety, stability and L, string

stability of a vehicular platoon using nonlinear adaptive cruise controllers. Due to the different
conditions applying for an open road and a ring-road, we consider both cases separately and show
that the proposed nonlinear controller has the following features:
1. It provides safe platoon operation without collisions, negative speeds or speeds exceeding
speed limits.
2. It guarantees global asymptotic stability of the spacing/speed equilibrium for a platoon on an
open road and global exponential stability for the case of a ring-road.
3. Itguarantees L, string stability for the platoon.

Moreover, we explicitly characterize the set of feasible initial states for safe operation in terms of
collision avoidance and bounded vehicle speeds, as well as the class of inputs (maneuvers of the
leading vehicle) that can be allowed for the safe operation of the platoon. Finally, certain
macroscopic properties related to traffic flow stability, design of the fundamental diagram, and the
reduction of the microscopic model to the standard Lighthill-Witham-Richards (LWR) model [16],
[21] are studied. The proofs of all results follow by explicit construction of Lyapunov functions and
Barrier functions, [36]. The main difficulty that arises is due to the fact that the control systems
studied in the paper do not evolve in a finite dimensional linear space but rather on specific open or
closed sets.

The structure of the paper is as follows. Section 2 of the paper is devoted to the presentation of the
properties of adaptive cruise controllers, such as safety criteria and appropriate stability notions. To
facilitate the motivation for the use of nonlinear controllers, simulation scenarios are also presented
in Section 2 using the standard CTG controller (see [20]), which demonstrate that certain safety
criteria may fail. A general form of a nonlinear adaptive cruise controller is provided in Section 3
together with sufficient conditions for the safe operation of a platoon of vehicles both on an open
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road and on a ring-road. Section 4 provides results for the L, string stability of the proposed

adaptive cruise controller. In Section 5, it is shown that the sufficient conditions for string stability
and the existence of a fundamental diagram also guarantee global asymptotic stability of the unique
equilibrium point of a platoon operating in an open road and global exponential stability for the case
of a ring-road. Numerical examples are presented in Section 6 to demonstrate the efficiency of the
proposed nonlinear adaptive cruise controller. All proofs of the main results are provided in Section
7. Finally, concluding remarks are given in Section 8.

Notation. Throughout this paper, we adopt the following notation.

+ R, =[0,+) denotes the set of non-negative real numbers.

* By | x| we denote both the Euclidean norm of a vector x € R" and the absolute value of a scalar
XeR.

+ By K we denote the class of strictly increasing C° functions a: R, — R, with a(0)=0. By
K., we denote the class of strictly increasing C° functions a: R, - R, with a(0)=0 and
lim a(s) =-+o0. By KL we denote the set of all continuous functions o : R, xR, — R, with the

S—+0
properties: (i) for each t>0 the mapping o(-t) is of class K; (ii) for each s>0, the mapping
o(s,) isnon-increasing with lim o(s,t)=0.

S—>+00

x+ By C°(AQ), we denote the class of continuous functions on A< R", which take values in
QcR™. By C(A:Q), where k>1 is an integer, we denote the class of functions on Ac R"
with continuous derivatives of order k, which take values in Q < R™. When Q=R the we write
CO(A) or CX(A).

* By LP with p>1 we denote the equivalence class of measurable functions f : R, — R" for

t Up
which ||f|| = I|f(x)|pdx <+w. L* denotes the equivalence class of measurable
[0.tl.p 0

functions f : R, —R" for which | f ||[0’t],oo = ef:[g,lij)pﬁ f (x)|) < 4,

x Foraset ScR", S denotes the closure of S .

2. Motivation

A commonly used model for vehicle dynamics in vehicular platoons consists of the following
ODEs:

'i=1..,n (2.1)

where we consider a platoon of n identical vehicles on a road, s, (i=1,...,n) is the back-to-back
distance of the i-th vehicle from the (i—1)-th vehicle, v, (i=1...,n) is the speed of the i-th
vehicle and u, (i=1,...,n) is the control input (acceleration) of the i-th vehicle. For model (2.1),
we have the following cases:



e v, is the speed of the leader and is an external input. This corresponds to the case of an open
road,
n
e Vv, =V, which corresponds to the case of a ring-road. In this case, the identity Zsi =L

i=1

holds, where L >0 is the length of the ring-road.

For autonomous vehicles (no communication), the so-called Predecessor-Following control
architecture is used, i.e., there exists a function F:9R° — R so that

u, =F(s,v.,,v.), i=1..,n. (2.2)

The function F:R> - R is a feedback law that constitutes the Adaptive Cruise Controller. The
function must be selected in such a way that the following requirements hold.

1) Safe Operation Requirement for the open road case: There exists constant a >0, a non-empty set
of inputs J g{v0 eCH(R, ):0<Vy <Vyuy } where v . >0 is the speed limit of the road, and a set

)3V, = D(v,) = R*" with

valued map (0

7VmaX
D(v,) < { (Sp1err Sy Vg V) €20 <V, <V, S, >a,i=1,...,N } (2.3)

with the following property:

“For each v, € J, if (s,(0),...,s,(0),v,(0),...,v,(0)) € D(v,(0)), then the solution of the
initial-value problem (2.1), (2.2) with initial condition (s,(0),...,s,(0),v(0),...,v,(0))
exists for all t>0 and satisfies (s,(t),...,s,(t),v,(t),...,v,(t)) € D(v,(t)).”

Notice that requirement of safe operation is actually a well-posedness requirement, i.e., we require
that the solution exists and takes values on a physically meaningful set. However, the requirement
of safe operation is not only a well-posedness characterization of the solution; we further require
that s, (t) > a, where the constant a> 0 is the minimum allowable distance of two vehicles. This is

a safety requirement which implies the absence of collisions.

For the ring-road case, the safe operation requirement takes the following form when L >na (an
essential constraint which guarantees that the vehicles can be placed in the ring-road).

1’) Safe Operation Requirement for the ring-road case: There exist constants a>0, v, >0 and a
set D < R*" with

1 9n

D { (S Sy Vpren V) €RP0<Y, <V, 08 > 8,0 =10 | (2.4)

with the following property:

“If (s,(0),...,s,(0),v(0),...,v,(0)) e D and ZSi (0) =L, then the solution of the initial-
i=1

value problem (2.1), (2.2) with v, =v_, initial condition (s,(0),...,s,(0),v(0),...,v,(0))
exists for all t>0 and satisfies (s,(t),..., S, (t),v,(t),...,v,(t)) eD.”



2) Technical Requirement: For a given constant A >0, we have

[F(s.w,v)|<A, forall s>a, v,we(0,v, (2.5)

max)'

The constant A>0 appearing in the technical requirement is the maximum acceleration that the
vehicle can have and depends on the technical characteristics of the vehicles and the road.

3) Stability Requirement for the open road: For every v' €(0,v,,, ). there exists s e (a,+«) with
F(s",v",v") =0 such that (i) (s",...,s",v",...,v") e D(v"), (ii) the constant input v,(t)=Vv" is in the
allowable input set J, and (iii) the equilibrium point (s*,...,s",v",...,v") e D(v") of (2.1), (2.2) with

V,(t)=Vv" defined on D(v") is Globally Asymptotically Stable and Locally Exponentially Stable,
i.e., there exist constants M,oc,0>0 and a function weKL so that for every

(s,(0),...,s,(0),v,(0),...,v,(0)) € D(v") the solution of (2.1), (2.2) with v, (t) =v" satisfies

\(sl(t)—s*,...,sn(t)—s*,vl(t)—v*,...,vn(t)—v*)

of[50-5.. 80540y O )
forall t>0; 2.6)

and if in addition ‘(51(0)—s*,...,sn(O)—s*,vl(O)—v*,...,vn(O)—v*) <& then

‘(sl(t)—s*,...,sn(t)—s*,vl(t)—v*,...,vn(t)—v*)
<M exp(—o-t)‘(sl(O)—s*,...,sn(O)—s*,vl(O)—v*,...,vn(O)—v*)
forall t>0. (2.7)

The stability requirement is a crucial requirement that guarantees the convergence of the vehicle
states to the desired values. For a ring-road, the stability requirement takes the following form.

3’) Stability Requirement for the ring-road: There exists v* € (0,v, ) with F(s",v",v’) =0, where
s'=L/n, such that (i) (s%,..,s,Vv,..,v))eD, and (ii) the equilibrium point

(s"....s",v',..,v) e D of (2.1), (2.2) with v, =V, is Globally Exponentially Stable, i.e., there exist

! Vmax

constants M,o >0 so that for every (s (0),...,s,(0),v(0),...,v (0)) e D with Zsi(0)=L, the
i=1
solution of (2.1), (2.2) with v, =v, satisfies estimate (2.7).

Notice the difference in the stability requirements for an open road and for a ring-road. In a ring-
road all states in the set D are automatically bounded, while this is not true for the states in the set

D(Vv").

While the stability requirement guarantees the desired asymptotic behavior, there is no guarantee
for the transient behavior. A performance requirement which guarantees improved transient
behavior is the requirement of string stability. Here we adopt a slightly stronger version of the L,

string stability notion given in [19]. As noted in [19], the L, string stability notion is motivated by
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the requirement of energy dissipation along the string of vehicles for p =2, whereas the case p =«

is related to maximum overshoot of the local error vector between the current speed and desired
speed.

4) String Stability Requirement: There exists p €[1,+w] with the following property:

“For every q >0 there exists a continuous function f, ' R? >R, with 5,(0)=0,

f3,(s) >0 for s e R*\{0}, such that every solution of (2.1), (2.2) with v, € J in the
open road case and v, =V, in the ring-road case, satisfies the estimate

Milko g p < @+ DIVslfo g+ 5o (505" %(©)-v')
forall t>0and i=1,...,n” (2.8)

Up ¢

p £

dl] : ”Vi*l”[o,t],p - (_Hvil(l)_v
0

), vie(,v,), s €(a+x) are constants

t Up
where |lv; ||[01t]'p = (.ﬂvi H—-v* ’ dI] for  pell+x),
0

v.()-Vv*

Ml = up( ) Wil =sup (o) -v'

with F(s",v",v’)=0 (s" = L/n in the case of ring-road).

Another performance guarantee can be obtained by the existence of a globally exponentially stable
manifold for the speed states. This requirement is described below.

5) Fundamental Diagram Requirement: There exists a function GeC'(:R,;®R,) and constants

M,& >0 such that every solution of (2.1), (2.2) with v, € J in the open road case and v, =V,_ in
the ring-road case, satisfies the estimate

Zn:|vi t)-G(s,)| <M exp(—&t)zn]vi (0)—G(s,(0))|, forall t>0. (2.9)

The fundamental diagram requirement essentially demands that the vehicle speeds ultimately
depend only on the local vehicle density. Since the vehicle density p(t, x) is equal to 1/s;(t) when

X is a position between the i-th vehicle from the (i—1)-th vehicle, it is reasonable to say that
ultimately the local speed of vehicles of the platoon obeys the equation

v=G(p*) for pe(0,a?). (2.10)

Even in the case that a globally exponentially manifold for the speed states is absent, it is reasonable
to expect that all equilibrium points for (2.1), (2.2) satisfy a relation of the form v, =G(s;) for

i=1..,n and an appropriate function GeC'(R,;R,). The inverse of this relation, i.e., the
equation s, =G(v;) when G is invertible, is called a spacing policy (see [26], [31]). A spacing
policy allows the reduction of the study of the system of n ODEs (2.1), (2.2) to the standard LWR
model with speed given by (2.10) (although such a reduction is problematic in the absence of a

fundamental diagram for the platoon). In this case, the following macroscopic stability condition
arises.



6) Macroscopic Stability Requirement: There exist constants 0 < a <b such that

%(pG(p‘l))>0,f0r all pe(a,b) (2.11)

Inequality (2.11) was proposed in [26], [31] for the so-called “unconditional traffic-flow stability”,
I.e., the stability of the model to all possible boundary conditions. It was later used in [23] for the
construction of macroscopically stable spacing policies.

A very common spacing policy used in ACC systems is the constant time-gap policy (CTG) in
which the desired spacing s, is proportional to speed:

Sq =r+Ty (2.12)

where r >a is a safety or desired distance between vehicles and the constant T >0 is referred to as
the time-gap, i.e., the time required for the following vehicle to reach the back side of the front
vehicle while driving with its current speedyv; . For the CTG spacing policy (2.12), a typical control

law (2.2) to regulate the spacing between vehicles is given by

F(s,w,v)=(k—9g)g(s—r)+gw—kv (2.13)

where k > g >0, the time-gap being T =1/g, see [14], [20]. The CTG policy (2.12), with the

controller (2.2), (2.13) satisfies both the Stability Requirement and the String-Stability
Requirement, see [20]. However, the Technical Requirement is not fulfilled since F(s,w,v) in

(2.13) grows linearly in s and, more importantly, there are cases where the Safe Operation
Requirement on an open road may not be valid. To our knowledge, no researcher has ever shown
what is the allowable set of inputs for an open road. This is illustrated in the following scenario.
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Figure 1: CTG policy (2.12) with controller (2.2), (2.13) and speeds exceeding the road speed limit
Viax =30.1m/s.

For illustration of some of the above statements, consider a case of n=5 vehicles of the same
length a=5m moving on a road with speed limit v,,, =30.1m/s with all vehicles using the same

CTG spacing policy (2.12) with controller (2.2), (2.13), initial speed V;,=V;(0)=27m/s and



initial spacing s;, =s;(0)=68m, i=1,...,5. Furthermore, suppose that the leading vehicle is also

moving with constant speed v, =27m/s, and let the time-gap be T=1/g=1s, and k=1.2s",

r=3Im. Figure 1 shows that in this setting, certain vehicles do not respect the speed limit
Vimax =30.1m/s of the road.

On a second scenario, consider the same set-up as before with initial speed v;,=27m/s,
i=0,1..,5, but with initial spacing s;,=20m, i=1,...,5. Furthermore, suppose that the leading
vehicle decelerates strongly to a significantly lower speed v, =5.4m/s. Figure 2 illustrates that,
also in this scenario, the Safe Operation Requirement is not satisfied since certain vehicles attain

negative speeds.

30F

25

Va

20¢ va

15F

10} — %

| Ne——

0 1.IJ 2.IJ 3.IJ d:l:l

time (s)
Figure 2: CTG policy (2.12) with controller (2.2), (2.13) with the leading vehicle strongly
decelerating.

speed (m/s)

IL'rl'l13 x

As a third scenario, we consider a slowly moving leading vehicle v, =10m/son a road with speed
limit v,,, =30.1m/s and n=>5 vehicles moving with speed v;,=30m/s, i=1..,5. and initial
spacing s, =25m,s;, =16m, i=2,..,5. For this scenario, we let the time-gap be T =1/g =1s,
k =1.2, as before, and set r =33m; furthermore, suppose that the leading vehicle decelerates to a
speed of v, =1m/s. Figure 3 shows the back-to-back vehicle distances for this particular scenario.

It can be seen that the safe operation requirement with a=5m (the vehicles’ length) is again not
satisfied, since there exists time T >0 with s,(T) < a, which implies collision between the first and
second vehicle.
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Figure 3: Vehicle spacing for CTG policy (2.12) with controller (2.2), (2.13) with collision.

In addition to the above scenarios, there are certain macroscopic properties of the CTG policy for a
string of vehicles on a single-lane highway that are of interest. More specifically, for the CTG
policy (2.12), we can obtain from (2.10) with G(s)=g(s—r), that the road speed in terms of

density is
(2.14)

and the traffic flow is
Q=pv=9l-rp). (2.15)

Notice now that, as the density decreases, the speed grows unbounded. Conversely, larger values of
r result in smaller traffic density with the speed being negative if pe(r‘l,a‘l). Figure 4 below

illustrates the density-flow relation (the so-called fundamental diagram) for different values of the
minimum distance r and the time-gap T =1/g. It can be seen that the fundamental diagram

violates the maximum velocity since it passes above the line Q= pv,, . It is clear that the

macroscopic stability requirement does not hold (as was already remarked in [26], [31]). Moreover,
since the fundamental diagram is always a straight line, the CTG policy (2.12) has limited degrees
of freedom for the optimal selection of the desired fundamental diagram.

1.0

r=10 -1
0.8 S Q=p v, =
P Vinax r=15 T=12
0.6 r=25 T=14
r=30 T=1.6
g 4 r=40 F T=1.8
% o2f T=14 = r=10
i g z ¥
0.0} X . \
-0.2 -0.2 \
—0.4 04
0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12
Density (p) Density (p)

Figure 4: Fundamental diagram of CTG policy (2.12) for several values of r and fixed T =1.4s on
the left; on the right, the fundamental diagram for fixed r =10m and several values of T .



To summarize, we have seen three scenarios where the CTG policy (2.12) with the controller (2.13)
fails to satisfy the safe requirement operation leading to negative speeds, collisions and speeds
exceeding the road speed limits. The same behavior concerning safety has also been observed with
the Variable Time Gap policy under the controller proposed in [31]. Due to space constraints, the
corresponding simulations are not included here.

3. Safe Operation of Platoons

In this section, we provide sufficient conditions for the safe operation of a vehicular platoon. Due to
the technical differences and structure of a platoon operating on an open road versus a ring-road, we
will treat each case separately. Our first result provides sufficient conditions for an open road and is
given below.

Theorem 1 (Safe Operation in an Open Road): Let f,g,x::R—> R, be locally Lipschitz
functions and suppose that there exist constants v, >0, A>a>0, k>0 for which the functions
f,g0,x:R >R, satisfy the following properties:

0<g(s)<x(s)<k,forall s>a (3.2)
iSVmax<k(/1—a),for all s>a (3.2)
x(s)—9(s)
f(s)=g(s)=0 and «x(s) =k, forall se[a, ] (3.3)

Given V; € (0,V,x), We define the set:

O<v. <V
D(v,) = SV V) € RN b di=1..n%. 3.4
( 0) {(Sl n' V1 n) Si >a+k_]_ maX(O,VI —Vi_l) ( )

Then for every input v, € C'(%,) satisfying
Vo (t) = —kvg(t), 0<Vy(t) <V, forall t>0 (3.5)
and for every (Syg,...,8,0:V10:-+ Vi o) € D(V4(0)) , the initial-value problem (2.1), (2.2) with
F(s,w,v) = f(s)+g(s)w—x«(s)v, forall s,v,we R (3.6)

with initial condition (s,(0),...,$,(0),V(0),...,V,(0)) = (Sygs+-+sSp.0: V1gs-: Vo) has @ unique solution
(S.(t), e Sy (1), vy (1), -, v (1)) defined for all t>0 that satisfies
(s,(t),..., s, (), v, (1), V. (1)) € D(v, (t)) forall t>0.

Theorem 1 characterizes clearly the class of inputs that can be allowed for the safe operation of a
vehicular platoon. Indeed, the speed of the leader v, must be a function of class Cl(‘J‘L), which

satisfies (3.5). When the speed of the leader satisfies this safety requirement, then all vehicles
remain in a distance at least a>0 from each other, and all vehicles’ speeds are less than the speed
limit v, . Thus, if the adaptive cruise controller has the form (3.6), where the functions

f,0,x: R >R, satisfy (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3), then the safe operation requirement is satisfied.
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Notice that the sufficient conditions (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3), are not restrictive and depend on
technical characteristics of the vehicles and the road. In particular, the constant k in (3.1) represents
a friction term and condition (3.5) together with inequality x(s) <k, s>a, describe the maximum

rate of deceleration of the leading and following vehicles in the platoon, respectively. Condition
(3.3) describes the distance at which a following vehicle starts decelerating. Finally, conditions
(3.1) and (3.2) are technical conditions that are required for the safe operation of the platoon.

If the adaptive cruise controller has the form (3.6), where the functions f,g,x:R — R, satisfy

(3.1), (3.2) and (3.3), then the same safety requirements are guaranteed even in the case of a ring-
road. This is shown by the following theorem.

Theorem 2 (Safe Operation in a Ring-Road): Let f,g,x::R — R, be locally Lipschitz functions
and suppose that there exist constants V., >0, A>a>0, k>0 for which the functions
f,0,x: R >R, satisfy (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3). Define the set:

0 <V; <Vpax

D={(sl,...,sn,vl,...,vn)eiRZ”: i:1,...,n,v0:vn} (3.7)

s >a+k " max(0,v; —v,_;)’

Then for every (Syg,..Sn0:VigreVno) €D with ZSLO =L, the initial-value problem (2.1), (2.2)
i=1

with (3.6), v, =V, and initial condition (s;(0),...,,(0),v;(0),...,v,(0)) = (S gs-++1S1,0:Vi.gs-+: Vo) has
a unique solution  (s/(t),...,S,(t), v (t),...,v,(t)) defined for all t>0 that satisfies

(s.(t), ..., Sy (1), vy (1), ..., v, (1)) € D and Zn:si(t)= L forall t>0.

Remark: If the adaptive cruise controller has the form (3.6), where the functions f,g,x:R —> R,

satisfy (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3), then the Technical Requirement holds for the function F defined by
(3.6). Indeed, the fact that the functions f,g,x:%R — R, are non-negative and inequality (3.2)

show that

|F(s,w,v)| <kv,,,, forall s>a, v,we(0,v, (3.8)

max ! max)

Consequently, inequality (3.8) guarantees that inequality (2.5) holds with A:==kv__, .

4. String Stability and Fundamental Diagram

If the adaptive cruise controller has the form (3.6), where the functions f,g,x:R — R, satisfy

(3.1), (3.2) and (3.3), then the safe operation of a vehicular platoon is guaranteed. However, we
have no guarantee for the string stability of the platoon or for the existence of a fundamental
diagram. In order to achieve these objectives, we have to restrict the allowable form of the adaptive
cruise controller so that conditions (3.1), (3.2), (3.3) hold automatically, and additional sufficient
conditions that guarantee string stability and the existence of a fundamental diagram for the platoon
hold. This is shown by the following theorem, which addresses the case of an open road.
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Theorem 3 (String Stability and Fundamental Diagram for an open road): Let g:R — R, be

a locally Lipschitz function and suppose that there exist constants k > g, >0, A>a>0 for
which the following properties hold:

0<9(s)< g, forall s> A4 (4.1)
=+jiog(l)dl <k(A-a) (4.2)
g(s)=0, forall se[a, 1] (4.3)

Let v© e (0,v,,,) be agiven constant and define s* € (4,+00) by means of the equation

v =G(s") (4.4)
where
G(s) :=.|'g(l)dl forall se®n (4.5)
Also define )
F(s,w,v)=(k—g(s))G(s)+g(s)w—kv, forall s,v,weR. (4.6)

Given V, €(0,V,,), we define the set D(VO)CSRZ” by means of (3.4). Then for every input
v, €C!(R,) satisfying (3.5) and for every (SLgs++1Sn,0:Vi0s-+ Vi g) € D(V(0)), the initial-value

problem (2.1), (2.2) with (4.6), initial condition
(5,(0),...,5,(0),v1(0),...,v,(0)) = (Sygs-+,Sn,0: V101 -+ Vi 0) has a unique solution
(5,(1),..., S, (1), vy (1),...,v, (1)) defined for all t>0 that satisfies

(S.(t), ey Sy (1), vy (1), ..., v,y (1)) € D(vy (t)) for all t>0. Moreover, the following inequalities hold for
all t>0,i=1..,nand q>0:

j(vi(r)—v) dr<(1+q) j( v (7)- v) 7
0 0

4.7)
_l(W(Si(O) (0))+ (V (0)-G(s; (0)))j
j(e(si(r))—v*)zdfs(1+2q)M:‘—_ngj(vi_1(r)—v*)Zdr
0 o mee o (4.8)
20K +K — gpmax 1oy e 2
+m(w (si(0),v;(0)) + 2 (V| (0)-G(s (0))) j
|+ (66 @) v |+ sup (Vi) -7 (4.9)
o<zt
_anlvi (1) - G(s,(1))| < exp(—(k = g )t) _anlvi (0)-G(s,(0))| (4.10)

where W (s,v) = (v—v*)2 +2j(k - g(z))(G(z)—v*)dz

12



Due to (4.1), (4.2), (4.3), the function G, defined by (4.5), is strictly increasing on [A,+o0). This
feature guarantees that for every v* € (0,v,,,, ) , the solution s* > A of equation (4.4) is unique.

It should be noted that if the adaptive cruise controller has the form (4.6), where g:R >R, isa

locally Lipschitz function that satisfies (4.1), (4.2), (4.3), then the conditions for the safe operation
of the vehicular platoon hold. However, in this case we also have some additional properties shown
by estimates (4.7), (4.8), (4.9) and (4.10). Estimate (4.7) shows that the L, string stability notion

holds; and estimate (4.9) shows that the L, string stability notion holds. The point
(Spreer Sy Ve Vi ) = (57,0, 87, V5., V) s the desired equilibrium point for the vehicular platoon.

Moreover, estimate (4.10) guarantees that the vehicular platoon under the adaptive cruise controller
(4.6) has a fundamental diagram of the form (2.10), where G is defined by (4.5).

Theorem 3 allows the selection of the locally Lipschitz function g:R — R, that satisfies (4.1),

(4.2), (4.3), in order to have an appropriate fundamental diagram for the platoon. By changing
g:R —> R, we are in a position to change the shape as well as the critical density and the capacity

of the fundamental diagram. This feature is illustrated in Section 6.

The following theorem guarantees that the same performance requirements with the open road
case also hold for the case of a ring-road, when the adaptive cruise controller has the form (4.6),

where g:R — R, isalocally Lipschitz function that satisfies (4.1), (4.2), (4.3).

Theorem 4 (String Stability and Fundamental Diagram for a Ring-Road): Let g: R >R, bea
locally Lipschitz function and suppose that there exist constants k > g« >0, A >a>0 for which

(4.1), (4.2), (4.3) hold. Let v* €(0,v,,) be a given constant and define s* € (0,+00) by means of
(4.4). Define the set D R*" by means of (3.7). Then for every (SLgs++1Sn,0:Vigs+1 Vo) € D with

ZSw:L, the initial-value problem (2.1), (2.2) with (4.6), v,=v,, initial condition
i=1

n?

(5.0)1-2 5y O (D), Vp () = (S1g s SnoVeginVo)  has @ unique  solution
(s.(t), ..., Sy (1), vy (1), ..., v, (1)) defined for all t>0 that satisfies (s,(t),..., S, (t), v (t),...,v,(t)) e D and

Zsi (t)y=L for all t>0. Moreover, inequalities (4.7), (4.8), (4.9) and (4.10) hold for all t>0,
i=1
S

i=1..n and q>0, where W(s,V) ::(v—v*)2 +2j(k—g(z))(G(z)—v*)dz.

*

S

5. Stability

If the adaptive cruise controller has the form (4.6), where g:R — R, is a locally Lipschitz

function that satisfies (4.1), (4.2), (4.3), then the equilibrium point (s*,...,s",v",...,v’) e D(v") for a

platoon on an open road is Globally Asymptotically Stable. In other words, the sufficient conditions
for string stability and the existence of a fundamental diagram also guarantee global asymptotic
stability of the equilibrium point. This is guaranteed by the following theorem.

Theorem 5 (Stability for Open Road): Let g:%R — R, be a locally Lipschitz function for which
there exist constants k > g, >0, A>a>0 such that properties (4.1), (4.2), (4.3) hold. Consider
a platoon of n vehicles on a open/straight road described by (2.1), (2.2) with (4.6),

13



vy =v'e (0,v,.) being the constant speed of the leading vehicle, defined on the set D(v"), where
D(v*) is given by (3.4) with v, =V € (0,Vys) - Define also s™ e (4,+00) by means of equation
(4.4). Then, the equilibrium point (s*,...,s",v",...,v") is Globally Asymptotically Stable. Moreover,
if in addition g is of class C!' in a neighborhood of s*>A, then the equilibrium point
(s*,...,s",V",...,v") is Locally Exponentially Stable.

Theorem 5 shows that the only additional requirement for local exponential stability is a mild
regularity assumption; namely, that g has to be of class C* in a neighborhood of s* > 1. However,

when we study the vehicular platoon in a ring-road, then additional assumptions have to hold.
Define for n=2,3,...

n n
Uy, = min{ D (%= %)? X = (X %) € R X = X0 X =1, % :O} (5.1)
i=1

i=1

n

and notice that x, >0 for all n=2,3,... and that for every x=(x,...,X,) € R" with in =0, it
i=1

holds that

(= %)+ D% =X )? > g ¥ (52)
i=2

The following theorem provides sufficient conditions for global exponential stability of the
equilibrium point (s%,...,s",v",...,v") e D for a vehicular platoon in a ring-road.

Theorem 6 (Stability for Ring-Road): Let g:9R — R, be a locally Lipschitz function for which
there exist constants k>0, >0, A>a>0 such that properties (4.1), (4.2), (4.3) hold and

consider n vehicles along a ring-road of length L >nA described by the model (2.1), (2.2), (4.6)
with v, =V, defined on the set

Q:ﬁm{(sl,...,sn,vl,...,vn)eiRZ”:Zn:si=L} (5.3)
i=1

where the set D is given by (3.7). Assume that there exist constants p>0, M e(O, P, /4) such
that

‘G(s)—v*— p(s—s”) ,forall se[a,L-(n-1)a] (5.4)

SM‘S—S*

where G is defined by (4.5). Then the equilibrium point (s%,...,s",v",...,v") with s*=L/n,
V' =G(s") is Globally Exponentially Stable for system (2.1), (2.2), (4.6) with v, =V, defined on
Q.

It is clear that for global exponential stability in a ring-road we need the additional assumption
(5.4) for the adaptive cruise controller. However, it should be noted that if the cruise controller has

the form (4.6), where g:9R — R_ is a locally Lipschitz function that satisfies (4.1), (4.2), (4.3) and

(5.4), then the adaptive cruise controller satisfies all stability, performance, safety and technical
requirements both in an open road and in a ring-road.

14



6. lllustrative Examples

In the simulation results below, we compare the three scenarios of the CTG policy presented in
Section 2 with the proposed controller (2.2) with (4.6) and the function g defined by

0 s<A
S—A A<s< A
ge)=] O At (6.1
Omax Onmax TA<S<y
gmax exp(y— S) S> V4

with y,A>0 and k> g, >0. From (6.1), (2.10), (4.5), and (4.2), we obtain the fundamental

diagram shown in Figure 5 for fixed values 1=30.5m, k=125 and different values of
7, Omax » all of which satisfy v, =30.1m/s (recall (4.2)). Figure 5 illustrates the macroscopic

stability requirement and the freedom of controlling the capacity flow and the critical density via
corresponding ACC settings. It should be noticed that g(-) in (6.1) was selected for its simplicity,
and can in general be selected such that the emerging fundamental diagram may be any desired
curve which satisfies necessary physical and technical requirements (for example it should satisfy

Q=VxP)-

¥ Omax
0.5 W 574136 11
m| 601 1
m| 67525 08
0.4f m| 7285 07
m| 8995 05
Q o3}
=
2 o
[T L"‘H-L‘_H
0.2} =
01}
0.0 : : : : : N
0.000 0.005 0.010 0.015 0.020 0.025 0.030

Density (p)
Figure 5: Fundamental Diagram for the nonlinear adaptive cruise controller
(2.2), with (4.6) and (6.1).

For the following simulation scenarios, we consider the function g(-) in (6.1) with y =62.1m and

Omax =1s"*. For this selection, all conditions (4.1), (4.2), and (4.3) are fulfilled and, in addition,
both the CTG policy (2.12) with (2.2), (2.13) and the nonlinear controller (2.2), (4.6) with (6.1)
have the same speed v* and spacing equilibrium s*.

Scenario 1. Recall that in this scenario the leading vehicle is moving with constant speed
Vo =27m/s, Vyu =30.1m/s and v,y =27m/s for i=0,1..,5 and s;,=68m, i=1..,5. Notice

that these initial conditions belong to the set D(v,) defined by (3.4) with a=5m for the Safe
Operation requirement. Figure 6 shows the speeds of all vehicles using the adaptive cruise
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controller (2.2), (4.6) with (6.1). Contrary to the CTG policy (2.12) with (2.2), (2.13) (see Figure 1),
the speeds of all vehicle with the nonlinear controller stay within the bounds (O,v,,) . Figure 7

illustrates the vehicle spacing of the adaptive cruise controller (2.2), (4.6) with (6.1). Both Figure 6
and Figure 7 exhibit exponential convergence of the state to the equilibrium point.

—_—

LE
—_—V

— Vl:l

speed (m/s)

IL"’I'I'Ial

26 : : : : -
0 5 10 15 20 25
time (s)
Figure 6: The speed of all vehicles for the nonlinear adaptive cruise controller (2.2), (4.6)
with (6.1) remain within the road speed limit range.

@
B

distance (m)
L1
[~

h
w

56

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
time(s)
Figure 7: Vehicle spacing for the nonlinear adaptive cruise controller (2.2), (4.6) with (6.1).

Scenario 2: We focus now on the second scenario where all vehicles have initially the same speed
Vo =27m/s and the leading vehicle decelerates from the initial speed v,(0) =27m/s to a speed

of 5.4m/s with deceleration satisfying (3.8). Recall that the initial vehicle distances for this
scenario are s, =20m, i=1,..,5, which guarantees that the initial state is in the set D(v,(0))

defined by (3.4) with a=5m. The vehicle distances are shown in Figure 8, where all spacings
converge exponentially to their equilibrium values.
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35} -
— S0}
E |
o 54
e
52
g i 5
T 25| *
L 54
S5
20
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

time(s)
Figure 8: Vehicle spacing of the nonlinear adaptive cruise controller (2.2), (4.6) with (6.1).

The speed of all vehicles can be seen in Figure 9. The vehicles decelerate and retain a very slow
speed satisfying v;(t) € (0,v,), i=1..,5; and start accelerating to the desired speed when the

distance to the preceding vehicle increases. On the contrary, using the CTG policy with the same
initial conditions, the speed of the vehicles can become negative (compare with Figure 2).

30}
25 —
V2

20 Vs
W ——
E
— 15} —_— V5
o
a — Vo
o
o 10} Vinax

0

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

time (s)

Figure 9: Speed of vehicles for the nonlinear adaptive cruise controller (2.2), (4.6) with (6.1),
following a leader with strong deceleration.

Scenario 3: In this scenario, the leading vehicle has initial speed v,(0)=10m/s on a road with
Viax =30.1m/s and decelerates to Im/s. Recall that the initial speed and initial spacing of the
n=5 vehicles are v;, =30m/s, i=1..5 and s,=25m, s,=15m, i=2,..,5, respectively.
Notice now that these initial conditions are in the safe operation set D(v,(0)) given by (3.4).
Indeed, s,,(0)=25>a+ k™ max(vy 4(0) —v,(0)) =23.18m and s;4(0) >5m for i=2,...,5. Under
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these initial conditions the Safe Operation requirement was not satisfied for the CTG policy (2.12)
with cruise controller (2.2), (2.13), as was shown in Figure 3. On the other hand, using the proposed
nonlinear adaptive cruise controller (2.2), (4.6) with (6.1), there are no collisions as shown in Figure
10. Finally, Figure 11 shows that the speeds of all vehicles remain below the speed limits, verifying
the Safe Operation requirement and exponential convergence to the equilibrium point.

351
30}
25}
E
g S
20
=
B 5
15 —_— 5y
\/ %
10}
5 2 I 2 2 2 2 5
0 10 20 30 40 50 ] 70

time(s)
Figure 10: Vehicle spacing for scenario 3 using the nonlinear adaptive cruise controller
(2.2), (4.6) with (6.1).
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of L y /
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time (s)
Figure 11: Speed of vehicles for the nonlinear adaptive cruise controller
(2.2), (4.6) with (6.1) for scenario 3.

Ring-Road Scenario: Hereafter we consider a scenario of n=4 vehicles moving on a ring-road.
The nonlinear controller in this case is given by (2.2), with (4.6) and (6.1) with a=5m, k=2 s,

A=71m, y=19m, g, =0.26 s, and the road length equals L=43m. In this scenario, we
obtain from (4.2) that v, =3.32m/s and the equilibrium point is v'=0.915m/s, s" =10.75m.
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Furthermore, we get from (5.1) that x4, =2, and, by setting p=g,,and M =0.969,,,, /2, we

also guarantee that condition (5.4) is fulfilled. The simulation results are depicted in Figure 12 and
Figure 13 which show the convergence to the spacing and speed equilibrium, respectively. The
initial conditions for this scenario are s ,=10m, s,,=1Im, s;,=12m, s,,=10m and

Vig=0.8m/s, v, =15m/s, v;q=1.25m/s, v, =0.75m/s.

12.5
12.0
54
1.5 52
33
E 11.0 Sa
a
[4]
=
7 105
=
10.0
9.5
9.0 : : : : ;
0 5 10 15 20 25

time(s)
Figure 12: Vehicle distances on a ring-road for cruise controller (2.2), (4.6) with (6.1).

1.4F
Vi
- 1.2t Va
£ v
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] I
w 1.0f
0 5 10 15 20 25

time (s)
Figure 13: Speed of vehicles on a ring-road for cruise controller (2.2), (4.6) with (6.1).

Finally, Figure 14 depicts the evolution of the Euclidean norm of the deviation from the equilibrium
‘(51(0)—s*,...,s4(0)—s*,v1(0)—v*,...,v4(0)—v*)

19
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1.5} o ‘J Z?;1 (Sf = S*)2 + Z?:"l (Vj - V*)2
1.0}

0.5¢

% 5 10 15 20 25
Figure 14: Evolution of ‘(51(0)—s*,...,54(0)—S*,vl(O)—v*,...,v4(O)—v*)
for the nonlinear adaptive cruise controller (2.2), (4.6) with (6.1).

7. Proofs of Main Results

The proofs of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 are similar and are performed by using a barrier function
(see also [5], [36] for the use of barrier functions in control theory).

Proof of Theorem 1: Let an (arbitrary) input v, eC1(5R+) that satisfies (3.5) and an (arbitrary)
point (Syg,..,Sn0: Y10+ Vo) € D(V(0)) be given. Due to the fact that f,g,x: R — R, are locally
Lipschitz functions, the initial-value problem (2.1), (2.2) with (3.6) and initial condition
(5,0),-+.,5,(0),%4(0),...,V; (0)) = (Sgs-++ S0+ Ve 01-++1 Vi) has a unique solution
(5 (t), ..., S, (1), vy (L), ..., v, (1)) defined for t€[0,t,,,), where t.., €(0,4+x] the maximal existence

If (5.(t),..., S, (1), vy (L), ..., v, (1)) € D(vo(t)) forall te[0,t,,,) then there is nothing to be proved,
since (2.1), (2.2), (3.6) and (3.4) imply the differential inequalities $;(t) <V, for all te[0,t ).
i=1..,n. Therefore, we obtain s;(t)<s;(0)+tv,, for all te[0t,,), i=1..n, and since
(5.(t), ey Sy (), vy (1), ..., v, (1)) € D(Vp (1)), we  conclude (by virtue of (3.4)) that
(5,(t), ..., Sy (1), vy (L), ..., v, (1)) is bounded on [O,t,,) . This implies t,, =-+o.

We show next by contradiction that (s(t),..., s, (t), v (t),...,v,(t)) € D(vo(t)) for all te[0,t,.).
Therefore, we next assume that there exists te[0t ) such that
(S, (), ., Sy (1), V4 (1), ..., v, (1)) & DV (1)) . By virtue of continuity of v, :9R, — (0,V,) and the fact
that (s,(0),...,5,(0),v(0),...,v,(0)) € D(v,(0)), there exists a neighborhood of O such that
(S (), .., Sy (1), V4 (1), ..., v, (1)) € DV (t)) for all te[0,t,,) in this neighborhood (recall (3.4)).

Consequently, if we define
T =inf {t €[0,t,5): (S (1), .., S, (), V4 (1), ..., v, (1)) & D(v, (1)) } (7.2)
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it follows that T €(0,t,,). Notice that the case (s,(T),...,S,(T),%(T),....v,(T)) € D(vo(T)) is
excluded (since there would be a neighborhood of T with (s(t),..., S, (t), v (t),...,V, (t)) € D(v,(t))

for all te[0,t,,) in this neighborhood and that contradicts definition (7.1)). Notice also that
definition (7.1) implies that
(Sy(t), s Sy (), V4 (1), -y v, (1)) € D(vy (1)) forall te[0,T) (7.2)

and since (S;(T),...,S,(T), v, (T),...,v,(T)) & D(v,(T)) , we conclude from (3.4) that

T1(% ) (v~ M) (s:M=a) (s M -a-k 4@ v, @) =0 (9

i=1

Next, define the function ®:[0,T) — R by means of the formula:

1 1 1
o Z[S(t) a s(t)-a-k (V(t)_vi_l(t))+vi(t)+Vmax_vi(t)J (7.4)

Notice that (7.3) and definition (7.4) imply that IirTn (cD(t)):+oo. Using (2.1), (2.2), (3.6) and
t—>T~
definition (7.4) we obtain for t [0,T):

bty = Z v, (t) - v_l(t) Vv, (t) -V (t)+k™ (v(t) v, l(t)) v(t) Vi (1) : 75)
(s,(0-a)° (s@®-a-k(v()-v, 1(t))) VD) (Ve — i (0)

Using (2.1), (2.2), (3.6), (3.4), (3.1), (3.2), (3.5), and the fact that f,g,x:9R — R, are non-negative
functions, we obtain the following inequalities:

—kv; (t) <V; (1) <k (Ve —V; (1)), forall te[0,T), i=1..,n (7.6)

Moreover, (7.2) and definition (3.4) imply that:

Vi (t) -V, (t) <k(si(t)—a), forall te[0,T), i=1..,n (7.7)

By virtue of (3.2) there exists r>0 so that V,,, =k(4—a-r). Using (3.5), (7.6), we get for all
te[0,T), i=1..,n

Vi () -V () +k (Vi (£) =Vi_1 () ) < Vinax (7.8)

Consequently, if s;(t)—a—k™(v,(t)-v,_y(t))=r for certain i=1..,n then we get from (7.8) the
Vi (1) = Vi () + K7 (v (1) -, 1(t))

(s ®)-a-k(v()-v, 1(t))) r
s(t)—a—k(vi(t)—vi_y (1)) <r then s;(t) <a+r+Kk™*(v;(t)—Vviy(t)), which combined with (7.2),

(3.4), (3.5) and the fact that V,,, =k(A—a—r) gives s(t)<a+r+kv . =A1. Therefore, in this
case we get from (7.6) and (2.1), (2.2), (3.6), (3.3), (3.5):

inequality On the other hand, if

2 .
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V(1) —vig () +k (Vi (1) Vi (1)) <vi (1) + k= ()
=k~ (5;(1) + kg (s; D)V 4 () =0

Consequently, in any case, we obtain for all t €[0,T), i=1,...,n:

Vi () =Vig () +K (V) Vi g (1) _ Vi

< (7.9)
(sO-a-k*uO-v.0)
Therefore, we obtain from (7.4), (7.5), (7.6), (7.7) and (7.9) for all t €[0,T):
. L 1 1 1 Vinax Vinax
d(t) < k;(si 02 + o + v (t)j+ n s <k®(t)+n 5 (7.10)
The differential inequality (7.10) implies that
D(t) < exp(kt)D(0) + n\:(mTazx(exp(kt) ~1), forall t[0,T) (7.11)

Estimate (7.11) contradicts the implication lim (®(t)) =+ . The proof is complete. <
t->T"

Proof of Theorem 2: Let an (arbitrary) point (S;g,...,S,sVi g1+ V) € D with Zn:siyo =L be given.
i=1

Due to the fact that f,g,x:R — R, are locally Lipschitz functions, the initial-value problem (2.1),

(2.2) with (3.6), Vo =V, and initial condition

(8,(0),...,5,(0),v1(0),...,v,(0)) = (Syg,-+,Sn,0: V1,01 ++1 Vi 0) has a unique solution

(5, (t), ..., 8, (1), vy (L), ..., v, (t)) defined for t€[0,t,,,), where t ., €(0,4+0] the maximal existence

time of the solution. Moreover, if t,, <-+oo then Iimsup(|(sl(t),...,sn (t),vl(t),...,vn(t))|) =+00, The

| g P

solution also satisfies Zsi (t)=L for te[0,t,,,)-

i=1

If (s,(t),..., Sy (1), vy (1),...,v, (1)) e D for all te[0,t,,) then there is nothing to be proved, since
(3.7) and the fact that Zsi (t)=L imply that (s,(t),...,S,(t), v (t),...,v,(t)) is bounded on [O,t,.) .
i=1

This implies t,,, =+©.

We show next by contradiction that (s(t),...,S,(t),V(t),...,v,(t)) e D for all te[0,t,,.).
Therefore, we next assume that there exists t €[0,t,.,) such that (s;(t),...,S,(t), vy (t),...,v,(t)) € D.
By virtue of the fact that (s,(0),...,s,(0),v;(0),...,v,(0)) € D, there exists a neighborhood of 0 such
that (sy(t),...,S, (1), v (t),...,v,(t)) e D for all te[0,t,,) in this neighborhood (recall (3.7)).

Consequently, if we define
T:= inf{t €[0,t): (S, (1), ..., S (1), i (1),..., v, (1)) ¢ D } (7.12)
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it follows that T €(0,t,,.) . Notice that the case (s,(T),...,S,(T), v (T),...,v,(T)) € D is excluded
(since there would be a neighborhood of T with (si(t),...,S,(t),v%(t),...,v,(t)) e D for all
t [0,t,,.) in this neighborhood and that contradicts definition (7.12)). Notice also that definition

(7.12) implies that
(5y(t), ., Sy (1), vy (1), ..., v, (1)) € D forall t[0,T) (7.13)

and since (S,(T),...,S,(T),v%(T),...,v,(T)) & D, we conclude from (3.7) that (7.3) holds. Next, define

the function ®:[0,T) —> R by means of the formula (7.4). Notice that (7.3) and definition (7.4)

imply that IirTn (CD(t)):+oo. Using (2.1), (2.2), (3.6) and definition (7.4) we obtain (7.5) for
t—>T~

te[0,T).

Using (2.1), (2.2), (3.6), (3.7), (3.1), (3.2), and the fact that f,g,x:R — R, are non-negative

functions, we obtain inequalities (7.6). Moreover, (7.13) and definition (3.7) imply inequality (7.7).
By virtue of (3.2) there exists r>0 so that V., =k(4—a-r). Using (7.6) and the fact that

Vo =V, we get (7.8) forall t<[0,T), i=1...,n. Consequently, if s (t)—a—kfl(vi (t)—vi_l(t)) >r
Vi () = Vieg () +K (% () Vi 1 (1) _ Vi

(sO-a-k*wO-va®)
On the other hand, if s;(t)—a—k™(v,(t)-v,y(t))<r then s,(t) <a+r+k™(v;(t)-vi(t)), which

combined with (7.13), (3.7) and the fact that V., =k(1—a—r) gives s(t)<a+r+k™v_, =1.
Therefore, in this case we get from (7.6) and (2.1), (2.2), (3.6), (3.3):

for certain i=1,...,n then we get from (7.8) the inequality

V() —vi () +k (Vi () =V 4 (1) < vy () + ki (t)
=k (5;(0) + kg (s D)V, (1) =0

Consequently, in any case, we obtain (7.9) for all t€[0,T), i=1,...,n. Therefore, we obtain (7.10)

from (7.4), (7.5), (7.6), (7.7) and (7.9) for all t €[0,T). The differential inequality (7.10) implies

estimate (7.11). Estimate (7.11) contradicts the implication Iirp (cD(t)):+oo. The proof is
t—>T"

complete. <

The proofs of Theorem 3 and Theorem 4 are exactly the same. They are provided next.

Proof of Theorem 3 and Theorem 4: Let an (arbitrary) input v, e C*(R,) that satisfies (3.5) and
an (arbitrary) point (S;g,...;Sp0:Vigs- Vo) € D(V(0)) be given.

The fact that the initial-value problem (2.1), (2.2) with (4.6), initial condition
(51(0),-+,5,(0),V4.(0),.., Vo (0)) = (Sy gy v+vs S Vi g1 +++s Vi 0) has a unique solution
(S.(), ey Sy (1), vy (1), ., Vi (1)) defined for all t>0 that satisfies
(S.(t), .. Sy (1), vy (1), ..., v,y (1) € D(vp(t)) for all t>0, is a direct consequence of Theorem 1,

properties (4.1), (4.2), (4.3), definition (4.5) and the fact that properties (3.1), (3.2), (3.3) hold for
the functions f(s)=(k—-g(s))G(s), x(s) =K.
We define the following non-negative functions for i =1,...,n
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Vi (51, V:) :%(vi —v*)2 +%(vi ~G(s)) +[(k—g(z))(G(z)—v*)dz (7.14)

where g >0 is an arbitrary constant. By taking into account (4.1), (2.1), (2.2), (4.6), and by using

the inequalities
2(vi —v”‘)(vi_l —v*) < (vi —V" )2 +(Vi_1 -V )2 :

< (Vi _G(Si))
24

2
|Vi _G(Si)”vi—l_\/* +Q<Vi_1—V*)2,

we obtain forall >0, i=1,...,n

Vi = (5 ) e kg (4 -85

+(k(vi —v*)—(k —9(s)) (v —G(si)))<vi_1 —v*) (7.15)
< —g(vi —v”‘)2 +%(k+q(k—g(si)))(vi_l—v*)2

Estimate (7.15) gives the following estimate forall >0, i=1,...,n

V, s—g(vi —v*)2 +%(1+q)k(vi_1—v*)

2

which after integration implies that forall t>0, >0, i=1...,n:

':[(vi(r)—v*)zdr+évi(t)SEVi(O)+(1+q) (W20 -v') dr (7.16)

O —)

Estimate (4.7) is a direct consequence of (7.16) and definition (7.14).

Next we use again (4.1), (2.1), (2.2), (4.6), (7.14) and the inequalities

2% v ) (v v ) < (v v ) (v v

v _G(Si)”vi—l_v* < %(Vi _G(Si))2 +Q(Vi—1 _V*)Z,

‘G(si)—v*

*
v, —V

sg(G(si)—v*)z +%(Vi '), forall £>0

to get the following estimate for all £>0:
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2V, < —k(vi —v*)2 —%(k - gmx)(vi -V )2

1
2q

+2—8q(k— gmax)(G(si)—v*)2 +(1+ 2q)k<vi_1 —v”‘)2

(k—gmx)(G(si)—v*)z+%(k—gmx)(vi—v"‘)2 (7.17)

Setting & =———9mx_ it follows from (7.17) that
20K + K — 01ax

k(K= gma)
' Agk +2(K — Gpax)

(6s)-v') +g(1+ 29)(viy ')’ (7.18)

Inequality (7.18) and the fact that V;(t) >0 (recall (7.14)) imply that the following estimate holds
forall t>0:

t
[(66 @) -v' )2 dr <28+ 2DK =y, )
0

k(k—g
(k= Gnar) t (7.19)
+(1+2q) (L 20)K = e I(vi_l(r) V' )2 dr
k- max 0
Estimate (4.8) is a direct consequence of (7.19) and definition (7.14).
We next define for i =1,...,n:
w; =V, —G(s;) (7.20)
Due to (2.1), (2.2), (4.6) and (7.20) we have forall t >0, i=1,...,n:
W =—(k—g(s))w; (7.21)
The solution of (7.21) is given by the formula
t
Wi(t)=vvi(0)exp[—kt+jg(si (T))drj ,forall t>0,i=1,..,n (7.22)
0

Estimate (4.10) is a direct consequence of (4.1), (7.22) and definition (7.20).
Next, notice next that due to (2.1), (2.2), (4.6) and definition (7.21), we have for all t>0,

i=1..n;:

v = _(k - g(si))W+ 9(s) (Vi —V)—9(s)(v; —Vv") (7.23)

It follows from (7.22) and (7.23) that
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Vi) -V = (v (0)-v) eXD(—l (s (T))drj
+§g<si(l)) exp(—:jg(si (r»dr}(vi_l(l) ~v')dl (7.24)
—w; (0) exp[—i a(s; (T»dT]i(k —g(si (1)) exp(—kl)dl
Finally, using (7.20), (7.24), the triangle inequality and the fact that g is a non-negative function,

we obtain

‘vi (t)-v*

< ‘vi (0)-v"

+K|w; (0)|jexp(—kl)d|
0

+[9(si (1) exp(—j a(s (r»drjdl sup (Va7
0 | <I<t

< ‘vi 0)-v*

+|w; (0)| (7.25)

)

t

t |
+exp(— Jots (r»dr} | %Lexp( Jots (r»erdl sup ([vis()-v'
0 0 0 sl=

Estimate (4.9) is a direct consequence of estimate (7.25). The proof is complete. <

< Z‘Vi (0)-v"

Vi () -V

+‘G(si (0))—V*|+ sup(

o<l<t

Next we provide the proof of Theorem 5. The proof of Theorem 5 is performed by constructing a
Lyapunov function for system (2.1), (2.2), (4.6) with v, =V,

Proof of Theorem 5: By virtue of Theorem 3, the set D(v*) = R*" is positively invariant for
system (2.1), (2.2), (4.6) with v, =V". Therefore, Proposition 1.4.5 on page 20 in [2] guarantees that

the set D(v*) = R*" is positively invariant for system (2.1), (2.2), (4.6) with Vg =V .

We next show that the equilibrium point (s,...,s",v",...,v") e D(V*) for system (2.1), (2.2), (4.6)

with v, =V" defined on D(v*) is Globally Asymptotically Stable. For arbitrary constant ¢ >0, we
define the family of functions

Using definition (7.26), the fact that g is non-negative and the inequalities

Vi =G(sp)] ‘Vifl -V

2(vy—v")(via—v°) < v —v*)2 s _V*)z

c 1 )2
SE(Vi —G(si))2 +%(VH—V )
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we obtain for i =1,...,n:

V= k(% —v") —elk-g(s)) (% ~6())

—-(k-g(s)) (Vi _G(Si))(vi—l -Vv*)+k (Vi _V*)(Vi—l _V*) (7.27)
< —g(vi —v*)2 —g(k —g(s) (v, —G(si))2 +g(%+1j(vi_l—v*)2

Define the coefficients Q, >1 for i =1,...,n by means of the equations:

o) =1+Qi+1[£+1) fori=1..,n-1and Q,=1 (7.28)
C
Moreover, define the Lyapunov function:
n
V(Spn S Vi e V) = D QV; (81, W5) (7.29)
i=1

Due to (4.1), (7.27), (7.28), (7.29) and the fact that v, = V", we get:

V-S540 ) S (k- 0m) 3 (% -6(8)) (7.30)
i=1

i=1

Notice that due to the fact that the function G defined by (4.5) is strictly increasing on [A,+), we

can conclude that the right hand side of (7.30) is negative for all (s,...,Sy,V,--V,) € D(V") with

(St s Spys Vs oo V) # (570,87, V7,1, V7). Again, due to the fact that the function G defined by (4.5)
is strictly increasing on [A,+x), definitions (7.26), (7.29) and equation (4.4) guarantee that V is

positive for all (sy,...,S,,Vy,-,V,) € D(VT) With (..., Sy, Vyyeeey Vi) # (8710, 87, V7,0, V7). Therefore,

Theorem 2.13 on page 73 in [7] shows that it suffices to show that the function V defined by (7.29)
is uniformly unbounded (see Definition 2.8 on page 70 in [7]). In other words, it suffices to show

that for every M >0 the sublevel set {(sl,...,sn,vl,...,vn)eD(v*):V(sl,...,sn,vl,...,vn)gM } is

bounded. The fact that the function G defined by (4.5) is strictly increasing on [A,+w) with
G(s)=0 for s< A in conjunction with (4.1) implies that

j:(k - g(Z))(G(Z)—v*)dz > (k- gmax)j:(G(Z)—V*)dz

S
> (K= Gax) | (G(2)=V")dz 2 (K = Gae) (G(s™ +1) V") (s - 5" -1)
s"+1
for all s>s"+1. Consequently, the inequality V (s;,..., Sy, V- V,) <M in conjunction with the fact

that Q; >1 for i=1...,n, implies that s; <s" +1+ M for i=1..,n. Thus, it

(K= G} (G(5* +1) V")

every M >0.
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Next we assume that g is of class C! in a neighborhood of s*> 4. It follows that there is a
neighborhood of the equilibrium point (s%,...,s",v",...,v") for which the right hand side of system
(2.1), (2.2), (4.6) with v, = V" is continuously differentiable. Therefore, by virtue of Theorem 3.7 on
page 127 in [15] in order to show that the equilibrium point (s*,...,s*,v",...,v") it suffices to show
that the Jacobian matrix at (s*,...,s",v",...,v") is a Hurwitz matrix. The Jacobian matrix at
(s*,...,s",v",...,v") has the following lower diagonal block structure

A 0 0
* A 0
* % A

where

s
(k-g(sNa(s")

Therefore the Jacobian matrix at (s”,..,s",v",..,v") has two eigenvalues A =-g(s’) and
A, =—(k—g(s")), each one with algebraic multiplicity n. Both eigenvalues are negative and

consequently, the Jacobian matrix at (s*,...,s",v",...,v") is a Hurwitz matrix.
The proof is complete. <

Proof of Theorem 6: By virtue of Theorem 4, the set
n
D= Dm{ (Sgs-esSp Vi eees V) e‘RZ”:Zsi = L} is positively invariant for system (2.1), (2.2), (4.6)

i=1
with v, =V,,. Therefore, Proposition 1.4.5 on page 20 in [2] guarantees that the set Qc R
defined by (5.3), is positively invariant for system (2.1), (2.2), (4.6) with Vv, =V,,.

n
Notice that since s =L/n, we have that Z(si —s")=0 and by using condition (5.2) with
i=1
X =8-S, i=1..,n it holds that

n n
(s1=80)"+ 2 (5 =810)" 2 44y (5, =57’ (7.31)
i=2 i=1
with g, >0 as defined in (5.1). Next consider a constant ¢ >0 so that

p 2
Psomy—2 (7.32)
2" c(K - 9rnax)

which is feasible since M satisfies the strict inequality M < % Define the Lyapunov function

n n

V (Spremns Sy Vg Vi) :%Z(Si —s*)2 +%Z(vi ~G(s))’ (7.33)

i=1 i=1
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with s, =s,. Using (7.33), (2.1), (2.2), (4.6) with v, =V,, the time-derivative of V can be
calculated as follows:

> (55"} (W) 63 (k=G5 ) (% -G (5))
i=1
=3 (51-5") (650~ 6))+ 25— 5" (U a ~G(s1.0) (7.34)
i=1 i=1
i(si_S*)(Vi_G(Si))_ci(k_g(si))(vi_G(Si))2

i i=1

Notice that since (s,,..., S, Vy,..., V) € Q it follows from (5.3) and (3.7) that s; [a,L—(n—1)a] for
i=1..,n.Using (4.1), the fact that v, =Vv,, and completing the squares in (7.34), we get

V<Y (s -5)(G(s) - 6())
i=1

2 Zn:(si—s*)z+wzn:(vi—6(si))2

—_
C(k_gmax) i=1 4
, ok 4s:Jmax)Z (v ~G(s)) —CZ(k 9(s,)) (v —G(s,))° (7.35)

i(s ~5')(G(s1)~G(s))

i * 2 C(k_gmax) i _ ) 2
T Pl SRy e S W)

By adding and subtracting terms in (7.35) we obtain the following inequality:

V< piZl:(si —s*)(si_l—si)

n

+Z(si ~5")(G(s10)— P(s1.1 =)= G(s)) + p(s; ")) (7.36)
: * 2 (k_ max) <
C(k gmaX)Z( ) _C zg ;(Vi_e(si))z

n
Notice next that by using the facts that ZSi =L and s, =5s,, we get
i=1
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n

Zn:(si_S*)(si—l_si):ZS. Si.1—S) ZS,1+S Zs

i=1 i=1
n
=Y s(siy—5)-SL+sL=- Zs ~S4)
i1 i1
n
:_Z(Si - zsl 1 Si 1
i-1
’ n . , (7.37)
2
=73 (s _Si—l) ~>.sials _Sifl)_EZ(si ~Si1)
i—1 i1 i1
1 n 2 n n ’ 1 n ’ 1 n 9 n
=73 (Si—Si1) _Zsiflsi‘i'zsifl_gzsi _Ezsi—l"—zsi—lsi
i—1 i-1 i—1 i—1 i-1 i-1
1 n
T2

Hence, it follows from (7.36) and (7.37) that

n

+(5-5")(G(s,0) ~ P(s,1 —5") = G(s) + p(s —5")) (7.38)

i=1

n *2 C(k_gmax) 3 _ _ 2
ok gmax>.z( ) (4 -6)

Notice now that due to the condition s, =, and (7.31) the following inequality holds:
: 2 : 2
PACEEEEIHYCELD (7.39)
i=1 i=1

From (7.38), (7.39) and inequality (5.4) we obtain the following estimate

n
1) =V = P(Siy - 5*)‘ + Z‘Si -5
i=1 i=1
n

s* 2 C(k_gmax) 4 _ 2
Yotk gmax>.z( T R e

_(gﬂn -M —#Ji(si _S*)2

C(k - gmax) i

(7.40)

_olk- gmax)Z )y

p KO ) W
s—(gﬂn—zm = gmax)jZ( o - gm) $ )

i=1
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By virtue of (7.40), (7.32) and (7.33) there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
V <29V (7.41)

On the other hand, inequality (4.1) and definitions (4.4), (4.5) imply the inequality
-V SQmM‘s—s*‘ for all s>a. Consequently, we get from definition (7.33) that

(7.42)

1 2 * * * * 2
V(sl,...,sn,vl,...,vn)§[§+c+cgmaxJ‘(sl—s s Sy =S L,V =V L,V =V )

Let an (arbitrary) point (S;g,...,Sp0,Vigs- Vo) € be given. Since the set QcR™ defined by
(5.3), is positively invariant for system (2.1), (2.2), (4.6) with v, =V,, it follows that the initial-
value problem (2.2), (2.2), (4.6) with Vo =V, initial condition
(8,(0),...,5,(0),v1(0),...,v,(0)) = (Sy.g,-+,Sn,0: V101 -1 Vin0) has a unique solution
(s.(), ..., Sy (1), vy (1), ..., v, (1)) defined for all t>0 that satisfies (s(t),..., S, (), v(t),...,v,(t)) € Q for
all t>0. By integrating (7.41), we obtain for all t >0:

V(s(1),...,s, (), v (1),..., vn(t))gexp(—Zgot)V(sl(O) ..... s,(0),v,(0),...,v,(0)) (7.43)

Inequality (7.43) in conjunction with inequality (7.42) and definition (7.33) gives the following
estimate for all t>0:

D (s0)-57) +eX (O -GS 1))
-1 = (7.44)

< exp(—2¢t)(1+ Zc+ZCgrznax)‘(sl(O)—s*,...,sn(O)—s*,vl(O) —V",...,v, (0) —v*)2

Using the inequality ‘G(s)—v*‘ < Onax ‘s—s*‘ forall s>a, we obtain from (7.44) for all t>0:

‘(sl(t) TN (9 VA () VAR TAY () —v*)2

n

(s (t)-s ) +Z(vi(t)—v*)2

i=1

<> (s0-s P23 (v -Gl @) + 23 (v -Gl @)
i=1

i=1

M= EM=

H

< ZZ(Vi t)-G(s (t)))2 +(1+ ngax)zn:(s (t) —s*)2
i1 =1

S(%+1+29§Wj[i(si (t)—S*) Zn: (v (t)-G(s; (t)))ZJ
i1 i1

<exp(-2¢t)R? ‘(51(0) ~s",...,8,(0) =s*,v;(0) —V*,...,v, (0) —v”‘)2
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where R?:= (§+1+ zgrznaxj(l—i_ 20+2cg§m). The above estimate implies the following inequality

forall t>0:
‘(sl(t)—s*,...,sn(t) —s vy (t) =V, v, (L) —v*)

<exp(—pt) R‘(sl(O)—s*,...,sn (0)-5"%(0)~V",.... v, (0) -V")

(7.45)

which directly proves global exponential stability. The proof is complete. <

8. Concluding Remarks

The present work proposed a novel nonlinear adaptive cruise controller for vehicular platoons
operating on an open road or a ring-road. The proposed controller is a nonlinear function of the
distance between successive vehicles and their speed. Certain conditions were derived that
guarantee safety in terms of collision avoidance and bounded vehicle speeds by explicitly
characterizing a set of admissible initial conditions and the set of allowable inputs. It is shown that a
platoon of vehicles with this controller is L, string stable, and all vehicles will converge to the

desired speed/spacing configuration from any initial condition. Future work will address the impact
of sensor and actuator delays, as well as the effects of nudging on the stability, string stability and
safety of vehicular platoons.
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