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Abstract— This paper deals with the lateral control of a convoy 

of autonomous and connected following vehicles (ACVs) for 

executing an Emergency Lane Change (ELC) maneuver. 

Typically, an ELC maneuver is triggered by emergency cues from 

the front or the end of convoy as a response to either avoiding an 

obstacle or making way for other vehicles to pass. From a safety 

viewpoint, connectivity of ACVs is essential as it entails obtaining 

or exchanging information about other ACVs in the convoy. This 

paper assumes that ACVs have reliable connectivity and that 

every following ACV has the information about GPS position 

traces of the lead and immediately preceding vehicles in the 

convoy. This information provides a “discretized” preview of the 

trajectory to be tracked. Based on the available information, this 

article focuses on two schemes for synthesizing lateral control of 

ACVs based on   (a) a single composite ELC trajectory that fuses 

lead and preceding vehicle's GPS traces and (b) separate ELC 

trajectories based on preview data of preceding and lead vehicles. 

The former case entails the construction of a single composite ELC 

trajectory, determine the cross-track error, heading and yaw rate 

errors with respect to this trajectory and synthesize a lateral 

control action. The latter case entails the construction of two 

separate trajectories corresponding to the lead vehicle's and 

preceding vehicle's data separately and the subsequent 

computation of two sets of associated errors and lateral control 

actions and combining them to provide a steering command.  

Numerical and experimental results corroborate the effectiveness 

of these two schemes. 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Connectivity is an important attribute of Autonomous and 

Connected Vehicles (ACVs) and can be exploited to enhance 

safety and mobility in normal and abnormal driving situations. 

An Emergency Lane Change (ELC) scenario (shown in Figure 

1) can be used to illustrate how connectivity can be exploited to 

enhance traffic mobility and safety. In this scenario, a convoy 

of ACVs encounters an obstacle (in the Figure 1, it is located 

on the left side of the right lane of a 2-lane highway) and 

execute an ELC maneuver as a collision-avoidance measure. 

Since the line of sight of the obstacle from the ego vehicle (𝑖𝑡ℎ 

ACV as shown in Figure 1) can be occluded by its predecessors 

(such as the 𝑖𝑡ℎ ACV and its predecessors shown by the dotted 
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rectangles), it is possible that safety can be compromised if 

ACVs are deprived of connectivity and if they do not maintain 

a sufficiently large following distance; it is possible that the 

distance, ∆𝑖−1 at which the (𝑖 − 1)𝑠𝑡 ACV has the obstacle in 

its line of sight for the first time  can be higher than the 

corresponding value, ∆𝑖 , for the 𝑖𝑡ℎ ACV. Connectivity on the 

other hand will enable not ACVs to not only exchange the 

information about the location of the obstacles but also their 

own state information to other ACVs and the infrastructure.  

 

 
Fig. 1.  ELC Scenario 

 

Often, lateral control of ACVs is heavily dependent on the 

road infrastructure [1] via a reference wire [2] or magnets [3] or 

signals embedded in the road or by lane markers [4]. This 

dependence on road infrastructure makes the system expensive 

and vulnerable to weather conditions, especially in the presence 

of snow or smog. If driving situations demand close following 

distances (for example, for eco-driving), it may not be possible 

to detect lane markings on the road. In defense applications, a 

ready road infrastructure may not be available for convoying 

[5]. During an ELC maneuver, the road infrastructure (in terms 

of lane markings or embedded magnets) may not be as useful 

as it would be during lane keeping. Hence, there is a need for 

developing lateral control schemes that do not depend on road 

infrastructure but can exploit connectivity. 

In this paper, we address the problem of lateral control of a 

convoy of ACVs that exploits connectivity to execute an ELC 
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maneuver. At any instant of time, each ACV knows its position, 

heading and heading rate in a ground frame and its longitudinal 

speed, and can communicate this information to other ACVs in 

the convoy. By connectivity, we assume that each following. 

ACV has the information of the communicated position 

information of lead ACV and its immediately preceding ACV 

(see Communicated Data Input in Figure 2). The challenge 

faced by each following ACV is threefold: (1) it must determine 

a ``target'' trajectory to track based on the available 

sensed/communicated information, (2) it must then determine 

the feedforward steering command via determining the 

curvature of the trajectory and (3) compute error signals with 

respect to the target trajectory and compute a feedback control 

action that regulates the trajectory of ACV to the target 

trajectory. Error signals that reflect the performance of the 

controller include cross track error (distance of the ACV from 

the closest point on target trajectory), heading error (deviation 

of the heading of the ACV from the direction of the tangent to 

the target trajectory at the closest point on the target trajectory) 

and heading error rate. A schematic of the architecture for the 

proposed lateral controller addressing the above challenges in 

this paper is given in the figure 2. 

 

 
It has been recognized that cross track errors can amplify 

from one ACV to its following ACV if every ACV relies only 

on the information from its preceding ACV [5][6][7]; this 

situation is akin to the longitudinal control case [8]. In order to 

suppress string instability, a practical solution advocated in [6] 

is to exploit inter-vehicular communication. In this paper, 

position, heading and heading rate information of the lead ACV 

is communicated to every following ACV in the convoy -- this 

is similar to the California PATH architecture for longitudinal 

control [8]. Since ACVs need not be identical, communicating 

vehicle-specific information such as throttle angle, steering 

angle or brake pedal position information may not be suitable; 

hence, it is simpler from the implementation viewpoint to focus 

on communicating information about vehicle kinematics.  

While the proposed architecture is similar in spirit to the 

longitudinal vehicle following architecture employed by 

California PATH [6][7][8][9][10], the details of how the lead 

vehicle information is used is markedly different as can be seen 

in the following sections. 

A. Relation to Literature \& Novelty of the proposed work  

A brief review of lane changing maneuvers and associated 

control schemes can be found in [11][12][13]. The proposed 

work is solely based on (a) GPS/IMU measurements of ego 

vehicle's position, heading, heading rate and longitudinal 

velocity (see the outputs of vehicle block in Figure 2) and (b) 

on communicated position information from lead and preceding 

vehicles. This is in sharp contrast to the use of vision [4] or 

magnetometers [6][14] or a guided wire [2]. The idea of using 

history (or trace) information of the position of preceding 

vehicles was considered in [9]; the authors only consider a two 

vehicle platoon with Ackerman steering input only; they do 

indicate the need for refining the dynamic model. The proposed 

work contrasts with this work in the use of a dynamic model 

that accounts for lateral acceleration at high speeds and 

considers multiple vehicle convoys. Lu and Tomizuka [6] 

advocate the issue of inter-vehicular communication to 

suppress string instability; the control structure in [6] is 

different owing to sensing. Specifically, Lu and Tomizuka [6] 

try to match the position of a rigid extension of its front bumper 

in the longitudinal direction to the position of the back bumper 

in the longitudinal direction of the immediately preceding 

vehicle; additionally, their controller uses magnetometer for 

sensing the lateral deviation. Recently, Ploeg and his 

collaborators [1][7] considered the lateral control of a convoy. 

Alleleijn et al [1] recommend communicating lateral 

acceleration for alleviating string instability concerns by 

enforcing a condition on the propagation transfer function of 

the rate of change of heading angle of the preceding vehicle. In 

[10], a ℋ∞  controller is employed as against a static output 

feedback controller proposed here. 

 

Literature on lateral control of vehicles [6], [7], 

[14][15][16][17] has considered the closed loop system to be a 

linear time-invariant system. In some of the references, authors 

have included time varying nature of longitudinal speed as an 

uncertainty and have designed loop-shaping or ℋ∞ controllers 

for robustifying their control design. In this paper, we use a 

frozen parameter approach - i. e., find the stabilizing set of 

controllers for a constant longitudinal speed; find controller that 

lies in the intersection of the stabilizing set of controllers for a 

range of operational longitudinal speeds.  Since longitudinal 

speed of an ACV can change (however slowly it may be) with 

time, there is a question of the stability of closed loop system 

with time varying longitudinal speed which we address in this 

paper.  

 

The novel contributions of this paper are (a) to  provide a 

direct method to fuse the information of the lead and preceding 

vehicles to synthesize target trajectories that aid lateral string 

stability by suppressing the amplification of cross track errors, 

and (b) to corroborate numerically and experimentally the 

performance of the lateral controller using the feedback 

controller synthesized in the earlier work of the authors [5], 

[17].An additional novel contribution of this paper is to 

demonstrate that the frozen parameter controller design 

approach guarantees closed loop stability if (a) the longitudinal 

speed of ACV exceeds a certain non-zero threshold and is upper 

bounded, (b) its longitudinal acceleration is square integrable. 

This is reasonable given the finite duration of ELC maneuvers. 
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B. Organization 

The paper is organized as follows:  In section II, we briefly 

discuss the vehicle model. In section III, we present the lateral 

control schemes; in section IV, we will present experimental 

and simulation results and provide summary and concluding 

remarks in section V. 

II.  MATHEMATICAL MODEL FOR LATERAL DYNAMICS OF 

AN ACV 

 
Fig. 3: Illustration of bicycle model 

 

The standard ``bicycle'' model has been the primary basis for 

lateral vehicle control [7], [14], [17]-[23]. Let 𝑚, 𝐼𝑧 be the 

vehicle mass and moment of inertia about its center of mass, 

𝐶𝑓 , 𝐶𝑟  be the cornering stiffness of the front and rear tires 

respectively, a, b be the distance of the center of mass to the 

front and rear axles respectively. For a front-steered vehicle 

with steering input, 𝛿𝑓 , application of Newton-Euler's 

equations, along with linear constitutive equations for cornering 

forces from the tires, yields the following equations of motion: 

The last two equations can be simplified as: 

𝑚(
𝑑𝑣𝑦

𝑑𝑡
+ 𝑣𝑥�̇�) = 𝐶𝑓𝛿𝑓 −

𝐶𝑓 + 𝐶𝑟

𝑣𝑥
𝑣𝑦 −

𝑎𝐶𝑓 − 𝑏𝐶𝑟

𝑣𝑥
�̇� (1) 

𝐼�̈� = 𝑎𝐶𝑓𝛿 −
𝑎𝐶𝑓 − 𝑏𝐶𝑟

𝑣𝑥
𝑣𝑦 −

𝑎2𝐶𝑓 + 𝑏
2𝐶𝑟

𝑣𝑥
�̇� (2) 

For feedback controller design, it is desired to cast the 

equations of motion using errors in position and heading with 

respect to the desired trajectory. Based on the previous work 

[17][24]. 

We can express vehicle dynamic equations (1) and (2) in 

terms of the states, elat, elaṫ , θ̃,
dθ̃

dt
 using the following matrices: 

𝑴≔ [
𝑚 0
0 𝐼𝑧

] , 𝑪 ∶=  

[
 
 
 
 
𝐶𝑓 + 𝐶𝑟

𝑉0

𝑎𝐶𝑓 − 𝑏𝐶𝑟

𝑉0
𝑎𝐶𝑓 − 𝑏𝐶𝑟

𝑉0

𝑎2𝐶𝑓 + 𝑏
2𝐶𝑟

𝑉0 ]
 
 
 
 

(3) 

 

𝑩 ∶= [
1
𝑎
] , 𝑭 ≔  𝑚𝑉0

2(𝑎𝐶𝑓 − 𝑏𝐶𝑟) (4) 

𝑳 ∶= [
0 −(𝐶𝑓 + 𝐶𝑟)

0 −(𝑎𝐶𝑓 − 𝑏𝐶𝑟)
] , 𝒙 ≔ [

𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡
�̃�
] (5) 

Governing equations thus can be written as: 

𝑴�̈� + 𝑪�̇� + 𝑳𝒙 = 𝑩𝐶𝑓𝛿𝑓 − 𝑭(
1

𝑅
) . (6) 

Based on our previous work [24], we use an experimentally 

corroborated second order model for steering actuation 

dynamics; a similar model was used in [7]. The actuation 

transfer function is given by: 

𝐻𝑎(𝑠) =
𝑤𝑛
2

𝑠2 + 2ζ𝑤𝑛𝑠 + 𝑤𝑛
2
 

where Jw is the steering wheel inertia, bwis the torsional 

viscous damping coefficient and Kr is the torsional stiffness of 

the steering column; the input to the transfer function is the 

steering angle command to MKZ vehicle. We found that ζ =
 0.4056,  from the data; these values compare with similar 

values of ζ =  0.7 and ωn ≈ 19 rad/sec used in [7]. We use 

the ω𝑛 = 21.4813 𝑟𝑎𝑑/𝑠 values for design and 

implementation of lateral controller. 

Below is the table of parameters we have determined 

experimentally [17], [24]. In this table, m =
W

g
.  

TABLE I 

PARAMETERS OF VEHICLE 

Paramet

er 
Description Value Unit 

𝑚 Vehicle total mass 1896 kg 

𝑊𝑓 Vehicle front axle load 1052.3g N 

𝑊𝑟 Vehicle rear axle load 843,68g N 

𝐼𝑍 Vehicle Inertia 3803 kg𝑚2 

a Distance of c. g. to the front axle 1.2682 m 

b Distance of c. g. to the rear axle 1.5816 m 

 

 

III. M LATERAL CONTROLLER DESIGN 

As can be seen in Fig. 2. the design of lateral controller 

entails the following tasks: (1) Construction of target 

trajectory, (2) computing curvature and feedback error signals 

with respect to the target trajectory, and (3) computation of 

feedforward controller and (4) computation of feedback 

controller. 

A. Target Trajectory Construction 

To reiterate [5], [6], consideration of GPS information of lead 

and preceding vehicles arises from the need to address string 

instability in the lateral direction - certainly, cross track errors 

should not amplify for ensuring safety. Fig. 4, illustrates a 

convoy, where the ego ACV (shown in purple color) has access 

to sampled position data of the ACVs ahead. The red and blue 

colored dots correspond respectively to the locations at which 

their position data was transmitted to other ACVs including the 
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ego ACV. The ego ACV receives this data, stores it and uses 

only the data that is within a distance Lpreview ahead of it; this 

is shown in Fig. 4,  as ego preview data; this data can be sorted 

in increasing order of distance from  the ego ACV. let 

(x1
l , y1

l ), (x2
l , y2

l ), … , (xN
l , yN

l )  (corresponding to red dots in the 

ego preview data) denote the GPS data of lead vehicle; 

similarly, let (x1
p
,  y1

p
),  (x2

p
,  y2

p
),   … ,  (xM

p
,  yM

p
) denote the data 

corresponding to the preceding ACV. The problem is to 

construct a target trajectory as a circular arc spline 

approximation of the data at hand. Circular arc 

spline\footnote{A circular arc spline is a union of straight line 

segments and circular arcs so that the resulting curve is 

continuous with tangent defined everywhere but allows for 

piecewise constant curvature} is especially useful here because 

(1) a majority of US roads are built as circular arc splines [25] 

(2) computation of curvature and error signals (namely, cross 

track error, heading and heading rate errors) becomes easy. 

 

 
Fig. 4: Illustration of the sampled trajectories of ACVs in 

the convoy and the information available to the ego ACV 

 

It has been mentioned in [1][24] that human drivers require a 

preview/lookahead information equivalent to about 0.8   sec of 

time headway; in other words, if v is the ACV's longitudinal 

speed, all the preview data within Lpreview = 0.8 × v ≈

30 m should suffice for highway speeds.  Typically, the 

maximum frequency of GPS data update is 20   Hz  and hence, 

M,N <  20. The duration for a lane change is typically 5 −

6   sec [26]; clearly, for this reason, it is reasonable to assume 

that there can be atmost one change in curvature of the target 

trajectory in 1   sec. We currently use GPS-RTK [27] that has 

an accuracy of approximately 2   cm  in position; 

correspondingly, the transmitted data is assumed to be of the 

same order of accuracy. Since the radius of curvature of the data 

is typically of the order of 100′s of meters, and the distance 

between successive samples of GPS data transmitted by the 

ACVs is of the order of 1   m , it suffices to only consider 

circular arc splines where circular arcs and straight lines 

alternate in succession.  Since the data is sorted and the GPS-

RTK provides position data with a cm accuracy with the 

distance between successive data samples from ACV being of 

the order of m, we can exploit this situation further. For 

example, consider the case where the ego ACV that is going 

straight needs to decide whether to turn based on the available 

preview data. Since the data is sorted by distance, consider the 

data from the preceding vehicle (the same can be done for the 

lead vehicle also): Find the largest k ≥ 3 such that points 

(x2
p
, y2
p
), … , (xk−1

p
, yk−1
p
)  are no farther than a threshold, 

say ϵ  cm , from the line connecting (x1
p
, y1
p
)  and (xk

p
, yk
p
) ; 

clearly, we can associate a straight line segment with the data 

(x1
p
, y1
p
), … , (xk

p
, yk
p
)and associate a circular arc with the rest of 

the data.  We choose the threshold to be 10   cm (about 5 times 

the accuracy specified by GPS-RTK).  This would allow us to 

focus on circular arc approximation of the rest of data. 

Since the preview data is available from lead ACV and 

preceding ACV, there are two possible architectures: 

• Synthesize a composite ELC trajectory that fuses 

the GPS information of both lead and preceding 

vehicles of every following vehicle in the 

convoy. 

• Synthesize two ELC trajectories with each 

trajectory corresponding to the information from 

a specific ACV (here lead or preceding ACV). 

One must then correspondingly synthesize 

feedback information to regulate the tracking 

error.  

A general formulation for fitting a circular arc that would 

suffice for these two possible architectures will be considered 

in the next subsection. 

Fitting a circular arc based on preview data 

There are two sources for the preview data -- lead ACV and 

the preceding ACV; one may want to weigh the data differently. 

For this case, consider a weighing parameter α ∈ [0,1]that will 

be used in defining a convex combination of two different error 

functions.  

 

Let (Xc, Yc)be the coordinates of the center of the circle 

sought and $R$ be its radius. 

 

A circle is defined by an equation of the form:  

e(x, y) = 0 

where  

e(x, y) ≔ (x − Xc)
2 + (y − Yc)

2 − R2. 
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One can think of πe as the difference between the areas of a 

circle passing through a point (x, y) with center at (Xc, Yc)and  

another circle of radius R. Associated with the given data,  

(x1
p
, y1
p
), … , (xM

p
, yM
p
),   (x1

l , y1
l ), … , (xN

l , yN
l ), one can define 

a composite error  

𝐽 = α∑(e(xi
p
, yi
p
))
2

M

i=1

+ (1 − α)∑(e(xj
l, yj

l))
2

N

j=1

 

 

Then (Xc, Yc), R can be determined as the arguments 

minimizing J and can be determined from three linear equations 

in Xc, Yc, (R
2 − Xc

2 − Yc
2). 

 

In the first architecture, we pick α =  0.5, i.e., we provide 

equal weight to the data from lead and preceding ACVs and 

then determine the composite ELC trajectory. The choice of 

𝛼 =  0.5  simplifies implementation as we can treat the data 

from lead and preceding ACVs as coming from the same source 

ACV.  

 

In the second architecture, we can set 𝛼 =  1 to compute a 

target trajectory based on the data associated with preceding 

ACV and 𝛼 =  0 to compute another target trajectory based on 

the data associated with lead ACV.  

 

 Once an ELC trajectory is computed, one must now 

calculate the feedback signals: the lateral error of the vehicle 

from the trajectory, e{lat} , the heading error of the vehicle, θ̃, 

and the heading rate error,θ̇̃. The radius of curvature allows us 

to compute the feedforward control with respect to an ELC 

trajectory and the feedback signals help vehicle track the 

trajectory! 

B.  Computation of Feedback Error Signals  

Let (Xv, Yv) denote ego ACV's position. Computation of 

feedback error signals depends on whether the trajectory 

represented by preview data is a straight-line segment or a 

circular arc. In the former case, the desired heading rate is 

zero; as can been seen from the illustration below, the lateral 

error can be computed to be: 

𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡 =
𝑌𝑣 −𝑚𝑋𝑣 − 𝑐

√1 + 𝑚2
. 

 
Fig. 5: Heading and lateral errors for a straight-line segment 

 

where 𝑦 =  𝑚𝑥 +  𝑐 is the straight line equation based on 

closest point (𝑋1, 𝑌1) and second closest point (𝑋2, 𝑌2). 
Desired yaw angle  θ𝑅 is also based on these two points. The 

yaw error is given by 

 θ̃ ≔ θ − θ𝑅 , 
and the yaw rate error is given by: 

θ̇̃ ≔ θ̇. 

 
Fig. 6: Heading and lateral errors for a circular arc 

 

If the trajectory is a circular arc, then the projection of 
(𝑋0, 𝑌0) onto the circular arc can be constructed by drawing a 

line joining the center of the circle (𝑋𝑐 , 𝑌𝑐) to current position 

of the vehicle (𝑋𝑣 , 𝑌𝑣) and extending, if necessary, to meet the 

circular arc at (𝑋0, 𝑌0). The angle made by the tangent at 

(𝑋0, 𝑌0) with positive 𝑋 axis of the ground will be represented 

by θ𝑅 . As shown, unit vectors 𝑖, 𝑗 are attached to the vehicle 

along the longitudinal and lateral axes respectively and the 

angle θ made by 𝑖 with 𝐼 represents the heading θ in the 

governing equations of motion. 

The lateral error can be defined as: 

𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡 ≔ 𝑅 − √(𝑋𝑣 − 𝑋𝑐)
2 + (𝑌𝑣 − 𝑌𝑐)

2, 
The yaw error can be defined as:  

 θ̃ ≔ θ − θ𝑅 

where θ𝑅 is defined as based on closest point and second 

closest point on preview section. Correspondingly, the yaw 

rate error is: 

θ̇̃ ≔ θ̇ −
𝑣𝑥
𝑅
. 

C.  Feedforward Controller Synthesis 

Lateral controller for tracking a trajectory can be 

decomposed into two parts: a feedforward part and a feedback 

part, i.e.,  

δ𝑐 = δ𝑓𝑓 + δ𝑓𝑏 . 

In the following subsections, we will outline how these 

controller components are designed: 
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D.  Feedforward controller 

Feedforward controller structure depends on the 

architecture employed.   

1)  With a Composite ELC Trajectory 

In this case, there is only a single trajectory.  

Feedforward controller essentially provides the steering 

input that would keep an ACV on a circular trajectory without 

any feedback if the initial conditions were to be appropriate 

and if the disturbance inputs were to be absent. One may view 

the feedforward steering input, δ𝑓𝑓, as that steering input 

which results in the ACV's trajectory being a circle of radius 𝑅 

when it is traveling at a longitudinal speed of 𝑉0. 
 

Clearly, the corresponding feedforward steering input is: 

δ𝑓𝑓 =
𝑎 + 𝑏

𝑅
+ 𝐾𝑠𝑔

𝑉0
2

𝑅
. 

Note that for understeered vehicles, 𝐾𝑠𝑔 > 0 and the open-

loop handling dynamics will be unconditionally stable 

[28][29]. 

2) Separate ELC trajectories based on lead and 

preceding ACVs 

 Let α ∈ [0,1] denote the weight we assign to the preview 

data from preceding ACV in terms of tracking. Then 

δ𝑓𝑓 = α(
𝑎 + 𝑏

𝑅𝑝
+ 𝐾𝑠𝑔

𝑉0
2

𝑅𝑝
) + (1 − α) (

𝑎 + 𝑏

𝑅𝑙
+ 𝐾𝑠𝑔

𝑉0
2

𝑅𝑙
) , 

where 𝑅𝑙, 𝑅𝑝 denote respectively the radii of trajectory 

computed based on the preview data of lead and preceding 

ACVs respectively. 

E. Feedback Controller Design 

As with feedforward controller design, feedback controller 

design also depends on the architecture. 

1) Composite ELC trajectory 

Feedback control is based on available information, namely,  

the errors 𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡 , �̃� and θ̇̃ with respect to the composite ELC 

trajectory; the lateral velocity information is not readily 

available; hence, we seek a control law of the form: 

δ𝑓𝑏 = −𝑘𝑒𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡 − 𝑘θθ̃ − 𝑘𝑤 θ̇̃ 

where the gains 𝑘𝑒 , 𝑘θ and 𝑘𝑤 need to be determined. 

2) Separate ELC trajectories corresponding to lead and 

preceding vehicle's preview data 

 Suppose 𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡,𝑙 , θ�̃�  and θ̃𝑙
̇  be the lateral spacing error, 

heading error and yaw rate error corresponding to the ELC 

trajectory based on lead ACV's data; similarly, 𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡,𝑝, θ�̃� and 

θ�̃�
̇  be corresponding errors for the ELC trajectory based on 

preview data from preceding ACV.  

 

The structure of feedback controller we pick in this case is 

as follows: 

δ𝑓𝑏 = −(1 − α) (𝑘𝑒𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡,𝑙 + 𝑘θθ�̃� + 𝑘ωθ̃𝑙
̇ ) 

−α (𝑘𝑒𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡,𝑝 + 𝑘θθ�̃� + 𝑘ωθ̃𝑝
̇ ). 

F. Construction of the set of stabilizing structured 

Feedback Controllers 

The gains 𝑘𝑒 , 𝑘θ and 𝑘ω must be chosen for 

implementation; in this subsection, we will adopt the 

procedure from our earlier work on the construction of 

structured feedback controllers to arrive at the set for both 

cases. 

1) With a Composite ELC trajectory: 

We use the D-decomposition method from our earlier 

work[5] [17] to synthesize the set of stabilizing feedback 

gains.  

From the governing equations, the transfer functions 

relating 𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡(𝑠), θ̃(𝑠) to δ𝑓(𝑠) can be related through the open-

loop characteristic polynomialΔ𝑜(𝑠), as: 

Δ𝑜(𝑠) = 𝑠
2 (𝑚𝐼𝑠2 +

(𝐼 + 𝑚𝑎2)𝐶𝑓 + (𝐼 + 𝑚𝑏
2)𝐶𝑟

𝑉0
𝑠

+
(𝑎 + 𝑏)2𝐶𝑓𝐶𝑟

𝑉0
2 −𝑚(𝑎𝐶𝑓 − 𝑏𝐶𝑟)) 

𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡(𝑠)

𝛿𝑓(𝑠)
=

𝐶𝑓

Δ𝑜(𝑠)
(𝐼𝑠2 +

𝑏(𝑏 + 𝑎)𝐶𝑟
𝑉0

+ (𝑎 + 𝑏)𝐶𝑟) 

(𝑠)

𝛿𝑓(𝑠)
=

𝐶𝑓

Δ𝑜(𝑠)
(𝑚𝑎𝑠2 +

(𝑎 + 𝑏)𝐶𝑟
𝑉0

𝑠) 

Since  

 

 

 𝛿𝑓 = 𝐻𝑎(𝑠)𝛿𝑐(𝑠) 

= −𝐻𝑎(𝑠) (𝑘𝑒𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡(𝑠) + (𝑘𝜃 + 𝑘𝑤𝑠)θ̃(𝑠)), 

it follows that the closed-loop characteristic equation can be 

expressed as: 

Δ𝑜(𝑠) + 𝐻𝑎(𝑠)𝑘𝑒𝐶𝑓 (𝐼𝑠
2 +

𝑏(𝑎 + 𝑏)𝐶𝑟
𝑉0

𝑠 + (𝑎 + 𝑏)𝐶𝑟) 

+𝐻𝑎(𝑠)(𝑘θ + 𝑘𝑤𝑠)𝐶𝑓 (𝑚𝑎𝑠
2 +

(𝑎 + 𝑏)𝐶𝑟
𝑉0

𝑠) = 0. 

For the second-order steering actuation model, it follows 

that the characteristic polynomial may be expressed in terms 

of the control parameter vector  𝐾 = (𝑘𝑒 , 𝑘θ, 𝑘𝑤) as: 

 

Δ(𝑠; 𝐾) = (𝐽𝑤𝑠
2 + 𝑏𝑤𝑠 + 𝐾𝑟)Δ𝑜(𝑠) 

+ 𝑘𝑒𝐾𝑟𝐶𝑓(𝐼𝑠2 +
{𝑏(𝑎+𝑏)𝐶𝑟)

𝑉0
s + (𝑎 + 𝑏)𝐶𝑟) 

+ (𝑘θ + 𝑘𝑤𝑠)𝐾𝑟  𝐶𝑓 (𝑚𝑎𝑠
2 +

(𝑎+𝑏)𝐶𝑟

𝑉0
𝑠) 

 

2) With separate ELC trajectories based on preview data 

of preceding and lead vehicles  

One can examine the evolution of  𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡,𝑝 and apply the 

feedforward and feedback control inputs specified in the 

earlier subsections for this case. We can rewrite the feedback 

law as: 

δ_{𝑓𝑏}  =  − 𝑘_𝑒 𝑒_{𝑙𝑎𝑡, 𝑝}  +  𝑘_𝑝  ̃θ_𝑝 +  𝑘_{ω}  ̇{ ̃θ}_𝑝 

+ α (𝑘𝑒(𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡,𝑝 − 𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡,𝑙) + 𝑘θ(θ�̃� − θ̃𝑙)

+ 𝑘ω (θ̃𝑝
̇ − θ̃𝑙

̇ )) . 

One may neglect the component of state (𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡,𝑝, θ̃𝑝, θ̃𝑝
̇ ) in 

the terms 𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡,𝑝 − 𝑒𝑙𝑎𝑡,𝑙 , θ̃𝑝 − θ̃𝑙 and θ̃𝑝
̇ − θ̃𝑙

̇  as these will be 

dominated by the difference in the ELC trajectories 

constructed based on preview data of lead and preceding 

ACVs. For this reason, the characteristic polynomial will 

remain the same as before. 
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Hence, a natural problem regarding stability of tracking is 

to determine the set of control gains, 𝐾, so that the closed 

loop characteristic polynomial (9) is Hurwitz. An advantage 

of determining the entire set is that the set can be pruned to 

accommodate additional performance criteria. 

 

 

3) Construction of the set of stabilizing fixed structure 

controllers  

There are many ways to construct the set of controllers 

[30]-[33]in the parameter space. We adopt the D-

decomposition approach of [31][33] here; essentially, this 

approach relies on the continuous dependence of roots of a 

polynomial on its coefficients for every regular perturbation. 

The approach then involves decomposing the parameter 

space into disjoint signature-invariant regions by identifying 

their boundaries. The boundaries can be obtained by (a) 

determining the set of 𝐾  for which Δ(0, 𝐾) = 0  and (b) 

determining the set of 𝐾 for which Δ(𝑗𝑤, 𝐾) = 0 for some 

𝑤.  Once the parameter space is partitioned, one can then 

sample every partition to determine the partition 

corresponding to Δ(𝑠; 𝐾) being Hurwitz. 

Note that Δ(𝑠, 𝐾) = 𝐴6𝑠
6 + 𝐴5𝑠

5 + 𝐴4𝑠
4 + 𝐴3𝑠

3 +
𝐴2𝑠

2 + 𝐴1𝑠 + 𝐴0, where  

𝐴6 =
𝐼𝑚

ω𝑛
2
, 

𝐴5 =
2𝐼𝑚ζ

ω𝑛
+
𝐶𝑓(𝐼 + 𝑎

2𝑚) + 𝐶𝑟(𝐼 + 𝑏
2𝑚)

𝑉0ω𝑛
2

, 

𝐴4 =
2ζ (𝐶𝑓(𝐼 + 𝑎

2𝑚) + 𝐶𝑟(𝐼 + 𝑏
2𝑚))

𝑉0ω𝑛

+ (
(𝑎 + 𝑏)2𝐶𝑓𝐶𝑟

𝑉0
2ω𝑛

2
−𝑚(𝑎𝐶𝑓 − 𝑏𝐶𝑟))

+ 𝑚𝐼, 

𝐴3 = (
2ζ((𝑎 + 𝑏)2𝐶𝑓𝐶𝑟)

𝑉0
2ω𝑛

−𝑚(𝑎𝐶𝑓 − 𝑏𝐶𝑟)) 

+
𝐶𝑓(𝐼 + 𝑎

2𝑚) + 𝐶𝑟(𝐼 + 𝑏
2𝑚)

𝑉0
+ 𝐶𝑓𝑚𝑎𝑘ω, 

𝐴2 = (
(𝑎 + 𝑏)2𝐶𝑓𝐶𝑟

𝑉0
2 −𝑚(𝑎𝐶𝑓 − 𝑏𝐶𝑟)) 

+(𝐶𝑓𝐼𝑘𝑒 + 𝐶𝑓𝐶𝑟
(𝑎 + 𝑏)

𝑉0
𝑘ω +𝑚𝑎𝐶𝑓𝑘θ) , 

𝐴1 = 𝐶𝑓𝐶𝑟
(𝑎 + 𝑏)

𝑉0
(𝑏𝑘𝑒 + 𝑘θ), 

𝐴0 = 𝐶𝑓𝐶𝑟(𝑎 + 𝑏)𝑘𝑒 , 

 

where ζ, ω𝑛 are the damping ratio and natural frequency 

of steering actuation. They can be found out in our previous 

work[17][24].  

 

 

It is important to note the set of stabilizing controllers is 

specific to the operating speed 𝑉0  as the coefficients 

𝐴0, 𝐴1, 𝐴2, 𝐴3, 𝐴4, 𝐴5, 𝐴6 depend quadratically on 
1

𝑉0
. Define 

a parameter γ ≔
1

𝑉0
; one can then construct the set of 

stabilizing controller for each γ ∈ [
1

𝑉𝑚𝑖𝑛
,

1

𝑉𝑚𝑎𝑥
] , where 

𝑉𝑚𝑖𝑛 , 𝑉𝑚𝑎𝑥  are the limiting values of the operating 

longitudinal speeds. We then choose a control gain vector 

𝐾 = (𝑘𝑒 , 𝑘θ, 𝑘ω) that lies in the intersection as γ varies from 
1

𝑉𝑚𝑎𝑥
 to  

1

𝑉𝑚𝑖𝑛
.  

There is one detail that one must take care in this approach. 

In the construction of the set of stabilizing controllers, γ has 

been considered as a parameter that remains constant; 

however, the governing equations were simplified based on 

the condition that the longitudinal speed is a constant. If the 

rate of change of longitudinal speed is sufficiently small, it is 

intuitive that guarantees of closed loop stability will continue 

to hold following the techniques of slowly varying parameter 

systems as described in Section 9.3 of [34]. We will provide 

a similar bound here on the longitudinal acceleration of a 

vehicle performing the ELC for closed-loop stability 

guaranteed to hold.  

G. Closed-loop Stability with varying longitudinal 

velocity 

Let 𝑄, 𝐺, 𝐻  be appropriate matrices (in controllable 

canonical form) so that the the transfer function, 𝐻𝑎(𝑠), from 

steering command, δ𝑐 , to steering angle, δf,  has the 

following minimal realization: 

η̇ = 𝑄η + 𝐺δ𝑐,  δ𝑓 = 𝐻η. 

Note that the dynamics of the vehicle can be expressed as  

(
�̇�
�̈�
) = (

0 𝑰
−𝑳 −γ𝑪𝟎

) (
𝐱
�̇�
) + (

0
𝐁
)𝐶𝑓𝛿𝑓 − (

0
𝑭
)
1

R
 

 

Let 𝐾𝑝 ≔ [𝑘𝑒   𝑘θ] and 𝐾𝑣 ≔ [0  𝑘ω]. 

Since δ𝑐 = −𝐾𝑝𝑥 − 𝐾𝑣�̇�, 

the closed loop dynamics is then given by: 

(
�̇�
�̈�
�̇�
)

⏟
ż

= (

0 𝐼 0
−𝐿 −γ𝑪𝟎 𝐁𝐇𝐶𝑓
−𝐺𝐊𝐩 −𝐺𝐊𝐯 𝑸

)

⏟                
�̇�(𝛾)

(

x
�̇�
𝜂
)

⏟
z

+ (
0
−𝐅
0
)

⏟  
F̅

1

𝑅
 

 

Once the controller gains are fixed, i.e., 𝐾𝑝, 𝐾𝑣  are known, 

closed loop stability can be examined by  formally 

considering a linear system �̇� = 𝐴(𝑡)𝑧(𝑡).  
 Problem (9.31) of [34] can be employed to establish 

closed loop stability; it is stated here for completeness: 

  

 Lemma 1: Suppose the linear system: �̇� = 𝐴(𝑡)𝑧(𝑡) 
 satisfies the following conditions: 

•  For some 𝑘 > 0, |𝐴(𝑡)| ≤ 𝑘 for all 𝑡 ≥ 0,  
• For some σ > 0, every eigenvalue of 𝐴(𝑡) has 

a real part less than −σ for every 𝑡 ≥ 0, and  

• ‖�̇�(𝑡) ‖is square integrable, i.e., for some 𝜌 >

0,  

∫ ‖�̇�(𝑡)‖
2
𝑑𝑡

∞

0

≤ ρ. 

 

 

Then, the equilibrium 𝑧 = 0 is exponentially stable. 
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Proof: It can be found in the solutions manual [35]. 

Closed loop stability with varying longitudinal speed has 

not been considered in the literature; the following result 

provides the connection between “frozen parameter” control 

synthesis and stability of linear time varying system at hand 

with varying longitudinal speed: 

Proposition 1: Consider the linear time varying system 

�̇� = 𝐴(γ(𝑡))𝑧  given above. Suppose 𝐾𝑝, 𝐾𝑣  have been 

chosen to satisfy the following conditions: 

a) The real part of eigenvalues of 𝐴(γ) are less than 

−σ for every γ ∈ [
1

𝑉𝑚𝑎𝑥
,

1

𝑉𝑚𝑖𝑛
]. 

b) The longitudinal acceleration of the vehicle is 

square integrable, i.e.,  

∫ 𝑣�̇�
2(τ)𝑑

∞

0
τ <0 

Then, the equilibrium 𝑧 = 0 is exponentially stable. 

 Proof: We will use the proof of Problem (9.31) of [34] to 

arrive at the result. Essentially, it requires that three 

conditions be satisfied: 

• Note that γ(𝑡) =
1

𝑣𝑥(𝑡)
. Hence, |𝐴(γ(𝑡))|  is 

bounded for all 𝑡 or equivalently, it is bounded 

for all γ ∈ [
1

𝑉𝑚𝑎𝑥
,

1

𝑉𝑚𝑖𝑛
]; in this case, it is easy to 

verify that this condition holds. 

• The real part of the eigenvalues of 𝐴(γ(𝑡))are 

less than −σ  for some σ > 0 ; again this 

condition holds because the gains 𝐾𝑝 , 𝐾𝑣 have 

been chosen to be in the set of stabilizing 

controllers that render 𝐴(γ(𝑡)) Hurwitz for every 

γ ∈ [
1

𝑉𝑚𝑎𝑥
,

1

𝑉𝑚𝑖𝑛
].  

• The third condition requires ∫ |�̇�(γ(τ))|2
∞

0
𝑑τ <

0; in our case, it is easy to see that 𝐴(γ) is linear 

in γ and for some appropriate  constant matrices 

𝐴0  and 𝐴1,  we can express 𝐴(γ) = 𝐴0 + γ𝐴1. 

Consequently, �̇�(γ) = γ̇𝐴1, 

     implying that �̇�(γ) is square integrable if �̇� is square 

integrable, i.e., γ̇ ∈ 𝐿2 as γ is bounded.  

     However,  

      

γ̇ = −
1

𝑣𝑥
2
𝑣�̇�  

⇒ ∫ |γ̇(τ)|2𝑑
∞

0

τ = ∫
1

𝑣𝑥
4(τ)

|𝑣�̇�(τ)|
2𝑑

∞

0

τ 

≤
1

𝑉𝑚𝑖𝑛
4 ∫ |𝑣�̇�(τ)|

2𝑑
∞

0

τ. 

      

     By virtue of 𝑣�̇�  being square integrable, the third 

condition is also satisfied. Hence, the closed loop time 

varying system is exponentially stable by Lemma 1. 

The assumption that the longitudinal acceleration is square 

integrable is very reasonable because often 

acceleration/deceleration maneuvers are associated with a 

finite change in longitudinal speed; the finite time duration 

of acceleration maneuvers renders this condition readily 

satisfied. 

IV. NUMERICAL AND EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS 

A. Construction of Stabilizing Set of Feedback Gains 

In order to construct the set of stabilizing feedback gains, we 

used the parameters from Table II. 

 

 
TABLE II 

PARAMETERS OF VEHICLE 

Parameter Value Unit 

𝑚 1896 [kg] 

𝐶𝑓 4000000 [𝑁/𝑟𝑎𝑑] 

𝐶𝑟 381900  [N/rad] 

𝐼 3803 [𝑘𝑔𝑚2] 

a 1.2682 [m] 

b 1.5816 [m] 

𝜁 0.4056 [-] 

𝜔𝑛 21.4813 [𝑟𝑎𝑑/𝑠𝑒𝑐] 

 

Since the stabilizing set (which is non-convex) depends on 𝑉0, 

we find the sets of all the stabilizing controllers for a range of 

speeds in {10,20,30,40,50,60,67} 𝑚𝑝ℎ and selected a 

controller (𝑘𝑒 , 𝑘θ, 𝑘ω) = (0.06,0.96,0.08) that belongs to the 

interior of the intersection of all these stabilizing sets. The 

stabilizing set corresponding to 𝑉0 = 30 𝑚/𝑠 is shown in Fig. 

7. Since the stabilizing set is bounded, and the chosen set of 

gains is in the interior, a ball centered at the chosen controller 

can be completely inserted in the stabilizing set of controllers; 

this would automatically imply that condition (a) of 

Proposition 1  is satisfied, as eigenvalues of 𝐴 are continuous 

functions of controller gains and the ball of stabilizing gains 

containing the chosen gains is bounded. 

 
Fig. 7: Stabilizing set of controllers 

B. Numerical Simulation Setup 

The trajectory in Fig. 8 represents a nominal double lane 

change on a 1   𝑘𝑚 road section and is the target trajectory for 

lead ACV. It corresponds to an ACV turning left to go to the 

adjacent left lane and then right to get back into the original 

lane. The second ACV (literally, the first following ACV) in 

the convoy will use the sampled trajectory information of the 
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lead ACV and adopt the control law developed in this paper. 

All other vehicles in the platoon will have access to the 

sampled trajectory information of the lead and their preceding 

ACVs path and adopt the lateral controller designed in the 

earlier section; we test the two designs - one is based on the 

composite ELC trajectory, the other one is based on separate 

trajectory on lead and preceding vehicles. For simulations in 

this section, we consider a four-vehicle platoon. Every vehicle 

in the platoon maintains a constant speed of 30𝑚/𝑠. Initially, 

all the vehicles have zero lateral value and zero heading error. 

1) Lateral control with a composite ELC trajectory 

For simplicity of implementation, α was chosen to be 0.5 in 

the computation of the composite ELC trajectory for each 

ACV. 

Based on the composite ELC trajectory, feedforward control 

input, feedback error signals and feedback control have been 

determined as described in the controller synthesis section. 

Fig. 9 shows the lateral error response of the control scheme 

while trying to track the composite ELC trajectory in Fig. 8. In 

the double lane change maneuver considered, the first (left) 

lane change begins at around 8 seconds and ends before 15 

seconds; the second (right) lane change begins at 

approximately 24 seconds and ends at 30 seconds. The 

maximum lateral error was found to be approximately 8   𝑐𝑚 

and occurred at the beginning and end  of curved section of 

the trajectory; see  Fig 9; moreover, the maximum lateral 

errors seem to form a monotonically decreasing sequence 

affirming lateral string stability. 

2) Lateral control with separate ELC trajectories 

In this section, consider the separate ELC trajectories, one 

based on the lead vehicle's data and the other based on 

preceding vehicle's data.  As described in Section III, we 

design the feedback and feedforward controllers and weigh 

them equally, i.e., set α =  0.5 The target paths is shown in 

Fig. 10. As shown in Fig. 11, the maximum lateral error of 

about 0.08 meters was obtained and occurred at the beginning 

and end turning section of lane change. Moreover, string 

instability was not observed in the simulations. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Fig. 8: Composite ELC Trajectory: Vehicle reference path 

 

 
 

Fig. 9: Composite ELC Trajectory: Lateral error 

 
Fig. 10: Separate Trajectories: Vehicle reference path 
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Fig.  11:  Separate Trajectories:  Lateral difference between 

vehicles and their preceding one’s track 

 

 

 

 

 

C. Experimental Setup 

 

The developed control algorithms were implemented on a 

Lincoln MKZ car. The vehicle was equipped with a drive-by 

wire system for autonomous steering, throttle and brake 

control. Data concerning the vehicle states (position, yaw 

angle, and yaw rate) were obtained from an on-board 

integrated GPS system and IMU unit. The controller operates 

at 50 Hz. Since we had only one Lincoln MKZ, we emulated a 

convoy with multiple runs of the same vehicle - this was 

possible because of the look-ahead nature of the control 

scheme as every following vehicle needed only the 

information of its preceding ACV and the lead ACV in the 

convoy. In the first run, the Lincoln MKZ vehicle would track 

the trajectory as a lead ACV in the convoy; the closed loop 

trajectory information (provided via time stamped GPS 

information) is stored on-board and accessed in subsequent 

runs. In the second run, it will access the stored GPS 

information from the first run to simulate the acquisition of 

perfectly communicated GPS information from the lead ACV; 

in the 𝑖𝑡ℎ run, it would access the stored trajectory information 

from the preceding run and the first run to compute the 

steering command. 

In the experiment conducted on our RELLIS campus, the 

target speed of every vehicle in the platoon is 25 𝑚/𝑠. The 

target trajectory for the experiment is the same as the one 

considered in the numerical simulation section.  Due to the 

time limitation, we computed the steering angle using the first 

architecture described in this paper - which is based on 

composite ELC trajectory. The desired trajectory is shown as 

Fig. 12. 

 
Fig. 12: Experiment: Vehicle reference path 

 

D.  String Stability with lead ACV's preview data 

 

If the target trajectory for the following ACV incorporates the 

lead vehicle's position information, then lateral string stability 

was observed in Fig. 13.  

The readers are encouraged to view the accompanying video 

at \url{https://youtu.be/UT1OYCb50gU} 

 
Fig. 13: Experiment: Lateral String Stability With Lead 

Vehicle’s (Preview) Data 
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Fig.  14:  Experiment:  Lateral String Instability Without Lead 

Vehicle’s (Preview) Data. 

 

V. CONCLUSIONS 

In this work, we considered the problem of controlling the 

lateral motion of a convoy of autonomous vehicles; lateral 

control of an autonomous following vehicle is based on the 

sampled GPS data from its lead and preceding vehicles. We 

presented two controller architectures to accommodate (and 

fuse) the communicated data. In either case, we considered 

data that corresponded to a position of the lead/preceding 

vehicle within a specified distance of the ego vehicle in the 

convoy. In the first architecture, a composite ELC trajectory 

was constructed as a circular arc spline by treating both data 

streams as if they originate from the same source. This is 

simpler in terms of implementation as there is only one 

trajectory to be computed and only one set of feedback errors 

and corresponding feedback and feedforward actions to be 

computed. In the second architecture, a trajectory each was 

constructed for each ego vehicle as a circular spline that 

corresponded to the data from its preceding and lead vehicles 

respectively. Two sets of feedback errors and control actions 

were then combined with appropriate weights to synthesize 

control actions. Simulation and experimental results 

corroborate the effectiveness of the control schemes. The 

second scheme was found to be slightly better in terms of its 

performance in simulation; experimentation will be conducted 

in the near future once the prevailing COVID restrictions on 

experimentation are relaxed.  In simulations, and in the 

experimental tests conducted so far, string instability was not 

observed thus far. 
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