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Abstract

A knee point on a curve is the one where the curve lev-
els off after an increase. In a computer system, it marks the
point at which the system’s performance is no longer im-
proving significantly despite adding extra resources. Thus
a knee point often represents an optimal point for decision.
However, identifying knee points in noisy data is a challeng-
ing task. All previous works defined knee points based on
the data in the original scale. However, in this work, we
define knee points based on normalized data and provide
a mathematical definition of curvature for normalized dis-
crete data points, based on the mathematical definition of
curvature for continuous functions. The impact of normal-
ization exerted on curvature and the location of knee points
are also discussed. Nevertheless, assessing the effective-
ness of methods is difficult in the absence of ground truth
data and benchmark datasets, which makes comparing ex-
isting methods challenging. In view of this, we create syn-
thetic data that simulate real-world scenarios. We achieve
this by selecting a set of functions that possess the required
characteristics in this research and then introducing noise
that satisfies the underlying distribution. In addition, we
present a deep-learning approach and employ a Convolu-
tional Neural Network (CNN) with a U-Net-like architec-
ture, to accurately detect the knee point(s) of the underlying
true distribution. The proposed model is evaluated against
state-of-the-art methods. Experiments show that our net-
work outperforms existing methods in all synthetic datasets,
regardless of whether the samples have single or multiple
knee points. In fact, our model achieves the best F1 scores
among all existing methods in all the test sets.

1. Introduction
Researchers in various fields frequently encounter the

task of identifying knees/elbows. In this context, ”knees”
are points where the concavity of a curve is negative (con-
cave downward), while ”elbows” are points where the con-
cavity is positive (concave upward). Generally speaking, a

knee point represents an advantageous operation point that
optimizes the balance between system performance and op-
erational costs. Therefore, a reliable and precise knee/elbow
point detection method is desired as selecting the ”right”
operating point can lead to efficient utilization of system
resources, which in turn results in cost savings and perfor-
mance benefits. In the field of system behavior, a knee point
is a point at which the cost of altering system parameters
is no longer justified by the expected performance bene-
fit. This concept can be observed in the Network Conges-
tion Control problem, where an ideal sending rate is desired
to ensure fair traffic share and prevent congestion. If the
curve of packet delay increases significantly and then lev-
els off, indicating there is network congestion, the protocol
should halt increasing the sending rate. In the application
of lithium-ion batteries, the knee point on a Capacity Fade
Curve hints the beginning of lithium-ion cell degradation
and the battery is approaching its End-of-Life [7,13,15,16].
In the application of BotNet Detection, a knee point can
help identify potential controllers used by a master host to
relay to bots. When it comes to clustering applications, the
Elbow method is one of the most popular approaches for de-
termining the ideal number of clusters. The elbow point on
the plot of an evaluation criteria curve, such as the within-
cluster sum of squares as a function of the number of clus-
ters, represents the ideal number of clusters. Choosing the
appropriate number of clusters can help in preventing over-
fitting and ensuring precise outcomes.

In the most common practice, researchers typically use
a rule-of-thumbs approach. This intuitive and heuristic
method involves plotting the graph and identifying the knee
point(s) by visual inspection. An example of this practice
can be seen in [18], where a Partial-Value Association Dis-
covery Algorithm (PVAD) was developed to discover rela-
tions in mixed-type real-world data. The first step of the
PVAD algorithm requires converting the numeric values of
each continuous attribute into categorical values. The tech-
nique used in the paper is a heuristic process that involves
pinpointing the most substantial jumps in value differences
between consecutive data points (known as elbow points)
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Figure 1. An example showing data normalization changes the curvature shape and knee position. (a) The curve of y = 5 × 1
1+e−10x+5

generated by 1000 evenly-spaced x values in [0, 1]. The normalized values are plotted as ỹ in the figure; (b) Curvatures and the corre-
sponding knee point indices of the curves. The normalization operation applies a squeezing effect to the curve of y, resulting in a smaller
rate of change as observed in ỹ. This reduces the range of values of Kỹ(x̃) and causes a shift in the position of the knee point.

to form data clusters (intervals). However, this ad hoc ap-
proach has two main drawbacks: it is highly subjective and
the determination of knee points is non-repeatable. An-
other commonly used method is to define a metric based
on system-specific or operational characteristics, which re-
quires prior knowledge. It must be pointed out that system-
specific approaches are not practical in the scenario that the
dataset being analyzed contains attributes from various do-
mains.

Our hypothesis regarding this knee point detection prob-
lem aligns with the authors in [12]. The aurthors state that a
knee point estimation method should be: “Not require tun-
ing for a specific system or operational characteristics is ap-
plicable in a wide range of settings”. It is worth noting that
the first formal definition of a knee point was documented
in that same paper. On top of that, we would like to make an
additional assumption that the identification of a knee point
should be independent of the data unit, and thus we propose
a new definition of knee point in this paper. For the above
reasons, we are interested in developing a concise and re-
producible knee point determination process. Our objective
is to develop a technique that requires minimal human in-
tervention, which can help to identify the data point(s) for
grouping data values into intervals that also capture the dis-
tribution of data values.

Our main contributions are: i) we provide a novel math-

ematical definition of knee/elbow, ii) develop a benchmark
dataset that includes ground truth of knee point and syn-
thetic samples, iii) propose a new deep learning approach
that supports multiple knee point detection, and iv) com-
pare our method with existing methods.

The rest of the paper is structured in the following way.
We begin by reviewing related work in Section 2. We then
provide a formal definition of knee point in discrete data in
Section 3. Section 4 presents our proposed method and the
architecture of our network. The details of the experiment
implementation and results are described in Section 5.

2. Related Work
Various approaches [2, 3, 11, 14, 19] have been proposed

to identify knees/elbows in discrete data. In this section, we
present the most commonly used approaches and compare
them in Section 5.

2.1. L-Method

For every point on the curve except the endpoints, the L-
Method [11] selects a candidate point and fits a line from
the first data point to a candidate point, and fits another
line from the candidate point to the endpoint. Root Mean
Squared Error (RMSE) is then computed for measuring how
close the fitted lines are to data points. The candidate point
with the lowest score is selected as an elbow point. How-



Figure 2. An illustration of the architecture of our proposed method, UNetConv. The model is comprised of two main components: a U-Net
model and a sequence of convolutional layers. The U-Net model component part passes the input through the encoding path, followed by
a bottleneck layer and then to the decoding path. Both the encoding path and decoding path contain four levels of blocks. The numbers
beneath and in the bottom right corner of each block respectively indicate the number of channels and size of the resulting feature map
passed through that specific layer.

ever, this method performs best when the size of data points
on each side of the elbow is reasonably balanced. It has
the tendency to predict a larger elbow index for curves with
long tails (more data points on the right side). To overcome
this issue, the authors also proposed an iterative refinement
method to cut the curve tail and reduce the focus region in
each iteration. In each iteration, one candidate elbow point
is selected each time. This process stops until the selected
elbow value converges. Since this method is designed pri-
marily for determining the ideal number of clusters in clus-
ter analysis, it is only effective when dealing with simple
concave curves or curves with limited data size nonetheless.
One needs to check the curve shape beforehand and decide
the method to be deployed.

2.2. Dynamic First Derivative Threshold

The Dynamic First Derivative Threshold (DFDT)
method [3] is designed to determine the ideal number of
clusters in an evaluation criteria plot. It first approximates
the first derivative of a curve, followed by using a threshold
algorithm (IsoData) [9] that computes the threshold value
for separating the first derivative approximation values into
a higher-value and a lower-value group. The elbow point
is selected as the data point whose derivative value is clos-
est to the threshold value. One major drawback of DFDT
is that it is prone to curve with a nearly vertically straight
line at the beginning (long curve head), causing the thresh-
old algorithm always returns a larger threshold value. This
in turn misleads the method into predicting the elbow point
close to the curve head. As such, the authors have incor-
porated an iterative refinement to the method, similar to the
one in the conventional L-Method. Instead of removing the

curve tail, DFDT removes a small segment from the head of
the curve in each iteration, specifically the portion from the
origin to half of the distance from the previously selected
elbow. This process is repeated until the selected elbows
converge at the same point.

2.3. AL-Method

The AL-Method [2] is an extension of the traditional L-
method. The method attempts to determine the point with
a sharper angle as an elbow point, so it considers an addi-
tional angle score while selecting an elbow point. The angle
score is computed as the square of the deviation of the an-
gle between the fitted lines (θi) from 90 degrees: |90− θi|2.
Same as the L-Method, it requires using linear regression
to fit two straight lines for every point on the curve, except
the endpoints. The RMSEs and the angle scores are then
respectively rescaled to a range of [0, 1], and combined to
calculate the overall score. The point with the lowest score
is selected as an elbow point. The authors also deployed
the same tail-cutting iterative refinement method to address
curves with long heads or long tails, as in DFDT.

2.4. S-Method

The authors of the AL-Method also proposed the S-
Method [2] as a further development in the same paper. This
method fits three straight lines to a curve to handle curves
with long heads or tails. The first and third lines fit for the
curve head and tail respectively, while the middle fitted line
captures the nature of the curve shape and thus is able to
detect the elbow point. The criterion for selecting an elbow
point is the weighted RMSE score, which is weighted by
the number of data points in the corresponding line segment



used in curve fitting. The authors found that using linear re-
gression to fit the points in the selected range introduces
bias to the slope of the fitted line. They suggested fitting
the lines by using the first and last point in the range but left
this as an area for future exploration. This observation is
applicable to the AL-Method as well.

The above-mentioned methods are primarily designed to
meet the needs of detecting elbows in clustering applica-
tions. The common drawback of these methods is that they
are only effective for a narrow range of the x-interval (ex-
pected number of clusters). Experiments show that these
methods have low accuracy when the number of expected
clusters is large. Another limitation is that these methods
have only been tested on curves with a single elbow point.
If the data points are divided into smaller regions and these
methods are called recursively and applied to those regions,
non-elbow points may also be incorrectly identified as el-
bow points. Consequently, these methods do not perform
well when used recursively. While AL and S-Methods have
demonstrated excellent performance on error curves from
specific clustering algorithms, this indicates that the accu-
racy of the models can be affected by the underlying clus-
tering algorithm. Therefore, we believe it is crucial to de-
velop a method that is independent of any underlying algo-
rithms and conduct experiments that can test the method’s
true ability to detect knee points. Nonetheless, both AL and
S methods have a high computational cost, which can be
prohibitively expensive for curves with a large number of
data points.

2.5. Kneedle

Kneedle [12] is the only algorithm that is capable of de-
tecting multiple knees without the need for recursive calls.
The algorithm works by first fitting the data to a smoothing
pine, which reduces noise and in an attempt to preserve the
original curve shape. The (x, y) values are then normalized
into a unit square. After projecting the smoothed points to
y = x, the method defines a unique threshold value for each
local maximum point and determines those local maxima
meeting certain conditions as knee points. The rationale
behind this is that knees are points further from a straight
line. The threshold value is based on the distance between
consecutive x-values and a user-specified sensitivity param-
eter ζ. A lower ζ value tends to declare a knee point more
aggressively, which can increase the risk of false positives.
The major weakness of the method is that the fitted smooth-
ing spline may return data points that fall outside the origi-
nal data range and return irrelevant results.

2.6. U-Net

U-Net [10] is a popular convolutional neural network for
biomedical image segmentation. Its architecture consists of

successive downsampling and upsampling layers that en-
able it to learn global features. The network also includes
skip connections that can pass local features learned in the
same level of the downsampling layer to the upsampling
layer at the same level. These local features are then com-
bined with spatial information learned through a sequence
of upsampling layers to yield more precise segmentation.
Because of its impressive performance in capturing both lo-
cal and global contextual information of the input image,
U-Net has been modified and successfully applied to other
visual computing domains such as medical image recon-
struction [1, 5, 6, 20] and pansharpening [4, 17].

3. Knee Point Definition

As in previous works [2, 3, 11, 12], a mathematical defi-
nition of curvature for continuous function has been used
as a foundation for knee/elbow definition. For a twice-
differentiable function f(x), the signed curvature of f at
point (x, f(x)) is given by:

Ky(x) =
y′′(

1 + (y′)
2
)3/2

(1)

Curvature measures the amount by which the tangent
vector of the curve changes as the point moves along the
curve. The notion of selecting the point of minimum curva-
ture as the knee point is well-suited to heuristics, as mini-
mum curvature captures the exact point at which the curve
reaches a peak and then stabilizes instead of continuing to
increase or decrease, and as a result, can be used to identify
knees. It is noteworthy to mention that in the case of single
knee/elbow detection, the problem of finding knee point or
elbow point is interchangeable. If a curve presents positive
concavity, it can be inverted to a negative concavity curve
by replacing the x and y data points with the difference of
the corresponding maximum value to the original data val-
ues (i.e. replace xi by xmax −xi and yi by ymax −yi), where
xmax and ymax are the maximum values of x and y respec-
tively.

However, the above curvature definition is limited to
continuous functions, it is not well-defined for discrete data
sets. Fitting a continuous function to a set of noisy data
is one possible way to extend the definition of curvature
on discrete data. Despite the difficulty of fitting, the point
identified in the fitting curve may fall outside the valid data
range or shift the true knee point position, leading to irrele-
vant or inaccurate results.

Nevertheless, our goal is to develop an algorithm that
performs effectively for datasets having different ranges of
values. This is important because real-world data can have
a wide range of possible values, and it is crucial for our
algorithm to be reliable irrespective of data magnitude. To



achieve this, it is necessary to normalize the data into a unit
square beforehand.

Let DN =
{
(x1,y1), · · · , (xN ,yN )

}
be a set of N

samples, where the i-th sample (xi,yi) consists of L data
points such that xi = (xi

1, · · · , xi
L) and yi = (yi1, · · · , yiL).

The rescaling operation that normalizes (xi,yi) to (x̃i, ỹi)
is:

x̃ i
j =

x i
j − x i

min

x i
max − x i

min

(2a)

ỹ i
j =

y i
j − y i

min

y i
max − y i

min

(2b)

for j = 1, . . . , L, where xi
min = min(xi

1, · · · , xi
L) and

yimin = min(yi1, · · · , yiL). The values of x̃i and ỹi both
fall in the range of [0, 1]. If we re-arrange Eq. 2a and 2b,
then we have

x i
j = x̃ i

j (x
i
max − x i

min) + x i
min

:= a i
x x

i
j + b i

x (3a)

y i
j = ỹ i

j (y
i
max − y i

min) + y i
min

:= a i
y y

i
j + b i

y (3b)

Applying the above results to Eq. 1, the resulting curva-
ture equation of normalized data becomes:

Kỹ(x̃) =

a2
x

ay
f ′′(ax x̃+ bx)[

1 +
(

ax

ay
f ′(ax x̃+ bx)

)2
]3/2 (4)

It is important to note that normalizing data does change
the curve shape and thus alter the knee/elbow point position.
Fig. 1a and 1b demonstrate how normalizing data changes
the curvature shape and knee position. Fig.1a shows the
curve of y = 5 × 1

1+e−10x+5 = 5 × f̃(x) generated by
L = 1000 data points, where x = (x1, · · · , x1000) are val-
ues evenly-spaced in the interval [0, 1] and each correspond-
ing yj is calculated by yj = 5× f̃(xj). The curvature of the

function is Ky(x) = 5·10·f̃(1−f̃)(1−5f̃)[
1+(5·10·f̃(1−f̃))

2
]3/2 . By inputting

the corresponding values of xmin, xmax, ymin, ymax which
are 0, 1, 0.033, and 4.967 into Eq. 4 and making the neces-
sary substitutions, we have Kỹ(x̃) =

1
4.934 f

′′(x̃)[
1+( 1

4.934 f
′(x̃))

2
]3/2 .

In Fig. 1b, one can observe that the curvature of y ranges
from -3.740 and 3.740, while that for ỹ is -3.308 to 3.308.
The change in curvature value is a result of the rescaling
operation applied to the x and y values. This operation
compressed the 1000 x and y values into shorter intervals
of [0, 1] respectively. As a result, the curve of ỹ is flatter
than y, resulting in a slower deviation of the tangent to the

curve of ỹ in the interval. This in turn leads to a decrease in
curvature values and a shift of the knee point to a forwarder
(leftward) position.

4. Proposed Approach
This section describes the architecture of our proposed

convolutional neural network (UNetConv) and introduces
the loss function and inference method used for knee point
detection.

4.1. Model Architecture

The proposed network architecture is displayed in Fig.
2. It should be pointed out that the height and width of each
layer output are not entirely drawn to scale. The model is
comprised of two main components: a U-Net model and
a sequence of convolutional layers. The first part receives
the input and processes it through the encoding path, then
through a bottleneck, and finally through the decoding path.
Both paths consist of four levels of blocks. In the encoding
path, each block has a convolutional layer with 11×11 ker-
nel with same padding, followed by a batch normalization
(BN) layer and a ReLU activation function. The last layer
of each block is a 2×2 max pooling layer with a stride of 2,
which reduces the feature map width by half for the purpose
of downsampling. The bottleneck layer consists of a single
convolutional layer, which also has an 11× 11 kernel, same
padding, and 256 channels.

In the decoding path, additional layers are added to every
level. First, an up-convolutional layer with 2 × 2 kernel is
applied to upsample a feature map, followed by a BN layer
and a ReLU activation function. A skip connection then
takes place, which concatenates the feature map with the
output from the encoding part at the same level. Lastly, the
feature map is fed to a convolutional layer of 11×11 kernel
with same padding. In both encoding and decoding paths,
the number of channels in each block is 32, 64, 128, and
256.

The second part of the model is a sequence of convolu-
tional layers. Each layer has is a 2 × 2 convolutions and
same padding. The number of channels in the layers is 16,
8, 4, and 1 respectively. The final step is normalization,
which maps the output to a probability, indicating the like-
lihood of the current data point being a knee point. The
network contains about 3.3M parameters in total.

4.2. Soft F1 score

The F1 score is a statistical measure to evaluate the accu-
racy of a classification model. It is particularly useful when
the classes/labels in the dataset are imbalanced, which is
the case of our scenario - there are at most 5 knee points in
each sample. The traditional F1 score is a harmonic mean
of two other metrics - precision and accuracy. Details are
discussed in Section 5.3.



Code Function Description Flipped?

FT1 ln(x) Logarithm Y

FT2 (−1)m+1xm, for m = 3, 5, 9 or 11 Polynomial Y

FT3 x
1
m , for m = 3, 5, 9, . . . , 17 Rational Y

FT4 1
1+e−x Logistic Y

FT5 − ln (1 + e−x) Translated Softplus Y

FT6 1− e−x Translated SELU Y

FT7 (mx
s )p − (mx

s )qe−( x
s )

r Product of exponential and
N

rational function

FT8 y(x) =

{
m1x , if x ∈ [0, x[knee index − 1]]

m2x+ c2 , if x ∈ [x[knee index], 1]
Pieceswise Linear N

FT9 1
σ
√
2π

∫ x

−∞ e−
(t−µ)2

2σ2 ,where µ = 13, σ = 5 Normal Distribution CDF Y

FT10
∑K

i=1
c1,i

1+e−c2,i(x−c3,i)
Sum of K Logistic functions N

FT11 1
m

∑K
i=1

( 2K
K−i)

i·22K−1 sin(ix) + (x+ t) · q · ln(x) Translated tilted sine N

FT12 Sum of FT1-FT8 Sum of single-knee functions N

Table 1. Selected functions to generate samples and create datasets. If an inverse function exists, the normalized samples generated by that
function will be randomly flipped along y = 1−x. For FT7, the values of p, q, r are determined by a brute force search in the set of values
[1, 2, 3, 4, 5], the possible values of s are {10, 20} and that for m is {0.1, 0.2, . . . , 5.0}. For FT10 and FT11, K is the number of knees in
a sample.

The issue with the traditional F1 score is that it is not
differentiable. It accepts binary (0 or 1) inputs of predic-
tion and ground truth, then it computes integer values of
True Positive, False Positives, and False Negatives. Thus, it
can not be used as a loss function to compute the gradient
and update the model’s weights during the training phase.
This limitation can be overcome by modifying the F1 metric
to accept probabilities as inputs and calculate the required
counting numbers as a continuous sum of likelihood. The
equation is given in the following.

Let (p̂i1, · · · , p̂in) be a set of predicted probabilities by
the model and (pi1, · · · , pin) be the binary ground truth of
sample i respectively, where pij = 1 if a knee is attained at
index j, 0 otherwise. The soft F1-score F̃1 is :

F̃1(p̂
i,pi) =

∑L
j=1 p̂

i
j p

i
j∑L

j=1 p̂
i
j +

∑L
j=1 p

i
j

(5)

F̃1 naturally approximates the traditional F1 classifica-
tion metric and shares the same property of indicating bet-
ter precision and accuracy with a higher score (with 1 being
the best value).

4.3. Non-maximal Suppression

Non-maximal suppression (NMS) [8] is a common tech-
nique in computer vision to eliminate multiple detections
of the same object. With a pre-specified threshold value
δ and the area of interest (suppression area), the process
of NMS involves dropping all detections whose prediction
values are below δ. The algorithm then selects the highest-
scoring candidate and suppresses all other overlapping can-
didates within the area of interest. This process repeats until
no candidates remain.

In this research, the UNetConv model is designed to pre-
dict the probability of a data point being a knee point. Of-
ten it is clear which data point is a knee and the probability
curve predicted by the model presents a tall narrow spike
shape. However, there are cases where multiple spikes may
occur near a knee point, which could be due to noise or the
model naturally predicting higher probability near a knee
point, making it difficult to determine. For this reason, we
implement NMS to fix this issue.

5. Experiments

This section explains how we create noisy data for the
training and test sets. We then provide details on how we
implement the experiment. Finally, we evaluate the pro-



posed network and compare it to other existing methods.

5.1. Synthetic Data

To evaluate the model performance, we select twelve
functions to generate samples and create datasets. These
functions (FT1-FT12) are listed in Tab. 1. One impor-
tant note here is that we make certain assumptions about
the curve being used. Specifically, we assumed that the
curve has two main characteristics: (1) monotone increas-
ing, and (2) having at least one knee point in the interval.
FT1-FT9 are functions that have only one knee point in the
interval. FT6 is the translated Scaled Exponential Linear
Unit (SELU) function and FT9 is the cumulative distribu-
tion function (CDF) of normal distribution. On the other
hand, the number of knees K(≥ 2) for FT10-FT12 samples
can be specified, which allows for multiple knee points in
these functions. In these multi-knee functions, FT10 is the
sum of multiple logistic functions and its curve is a smooth
step function. FT11 is a combination of sine functions, the
resulting function can be described as a translated tilted sine
function. FT12 (see Fig. 3) is a synthetic function formed
by the summation of functions from the single-knee fam-
ily. The number of functions chosen to generate a sample
of FT12 corresponds to the number of knees in the sample.
Each time, a function from the single-knee family is ran-
domly selected to concatenate with the currently connected
curve. There is one restriction on the slope when joining the
curves: the slope formed by the last two points in the exist-
ing curve should not be greater than the slope of the first
two points of the next curve being connected. This prevents
the creation of additional knee points upon connection.

To introduce some noise to the generated sample, while
maintaining the function data range, we consider each func-
tion in Tab. 1 as a cumulative distribution function (CDF).
We then generate noisy data points ŷ by making use of the
empirical distribution function and Inverse Transform Sam-
pling method. Mathematically, given a CDF fX̃ and a uni-
form variable U ∼ Uniform[0, 1], the random variable
R = f−1

X̃
(U) can be described by fX̃ . Therefore, the em-

pirical distribution of R can be written as the following:

f̂R(r) =

∑L′

j=1 1Rj ≤ r

L′

=

∑L′

j=1 1f−1(Uj)≤ r

L′

(
∵ Rj = f−1

X̃
(Uj)

)
=

∑L′

j=1 1Uj ≤ f(r)

L′ (6)

, for r ∈ X̃. Based on the above results, we can obtain
noisy data points ŷi by using the cumulative count of ran-
domly generated points that follow a standard uniform dis-

Figure 3. A graphical representation illustrates a FT12 multi-knee
sample, created by summing the graphs of individual single-knee
function. This composite sample is created in the sequence of FT8,
FT1, and FT6.

tribution with a value less than ỹj . The complete procedure
to generate a sample is summarized in the following:

i. Generate L pairs of noise-free data points (x i
j , y

i
j )

where

x i
j = x i

lb +
j

L− 1
(x i

ub − x i
lb)

y i
j = f(x i

j )

for j = 0, 1, · · · , L− 1

ii. Compute the normalized values (x̃i, ỹi) of sample i by
inputting the results from the previous step into Eq. 2a
and 2b

iii. Generate {um}L′

m=1 from the standard uniform dis-
tribution Uniform[0, 1], where L′ is not necessarily
same as L

iv. Compute the noisy data points (x̂ i
j , ŷ

i
j ) for sample i,

where

x̂ i
j = x̃ i

j (7a)

ŷ i
j =

∑L′

m=1 1um ≤ ỹ i
j

L′ (7b)

It is noteworthy to mention that the x interval varies be-
tween samples, even if they are generated from the same



function. Generally speaking, a wider x interval leads to a
curve with sharper curvature after normalization. Varying x
interval allows us to create samples with different ranges of
curvature values. Another benefit is that the curve may have
different shapes for different intervals of x. Taking FT4 as
an example, the curve exhibits an elbow point at approxi-
mately x = −1.36 (see curve y1 in Fig. 4a).

To further improve the diversity of data, we also ran-
domly flip a normalized sample along the y = 1 − x axis
if there exists an analytical expression for the inverse of the
chosen function. Again taking FT4 as an example, its in-
verse function is the logit function y = ln(x/(1−x)) which
has a significantly different curve shape and different knee
point position, even though the points are generated by the
same interval [-30, 10] (Fig. 4b). Fig. 4b shows the flipped
data of ỹ1. The knee point of flipped ỹ1 occurs at the very
beginning of the curve.

5.2. Implementation Details

Synthetic Training Set and Test Sets We create three dis-
tinct datasets using the functions outlined in Tab. 1 in order
to test the model performance. The network is trained on
7000 samples from FT1-FT8, FT10-FT12, reserving FT9
for building a separate test set since we want to investigate
the model’s performance on samples from unseen functions.
In the 7000-sample training set, there is an equal portion of
single-knee and multi-knee samples, with 3500 of each cat-
egory. Each function is proportionally represented within its
respective portion. Specifically, functions FT10-FT12 each
account for 33.33% in all multiple knee samples, while the
remaining distributions each account for 12.15% of all the
single knee samples. The model performance is tested by
identifying knee point index/indices in three test sets con-
taining N = 300, 800, and 100 samples, respectively. The
300-sample test set (denoted as mknee) includes 100 sam-
ples from each multi-knee distribution (FT10-FT12), and
the 800 test set (denoted as sknee) also comprises 100 sam-
ples from each single-knee distribution (FT1-FT8). The last
test set contains 100 samples from FT9 distribution (de-
noted as ng). Since the model has not been trained with
samples from this distribution, its outcome will demonstrate
the model’s capability in capturing knee point properties.
Every sample in the data sets has L = 512 pairs of (x, y)
data points. Upon analyzing the data, the range of knee cur-
vature values per dataset is as follows: [-337.32, -3.00] for
the training set, [-339.39, -3.00] for the 800-sample sknee
test set, [-326.32, -5.78] for the 300-sample mknee test set,
and [-40.85 to -6.82] for the 100-sample ng test set. To
sum up, the range of knee curvature in this experiment is
between -339.39 and -3.00. In all of the synthetic data sets,
the knees are not located within 10 indices from the bound-
ary.

Data Preprossing for Other Model/Methods Since the

Configuration Values

Center of Mass 0.2, 0.4, . . . , 10.0
Span 1.2, 1.4, . . . , 10.0

Half-life 0.2, 0.4, . . . , 10.0
Alpha 0.1, 0.3, . . . , 0.9

Table 2. Values of configuration that were attempted when ap-
plying the Exponentially Weighted Moving Average (EWM) to
smooth data. The configuration value that achieves the lowest
MSE between the smoothed data and noise-free data is chosen.
The optimal configuration varies for each sample.

Kneedle method requires curve smoothing in the data
preprocessing stage, each sample is first smoothed by
Exponentially Weighted Moving Average (EWM) before
being projected/rotated. We test various configurations (as
shown in Tab. 2) and select the one that achieves the lowest
MSE between the true noise-free y and the fitted curve for
each sample. In addition, for methods primarily designed
for detecting elbows in clustering applications such as
DFDT and AL-Method, we translate the data points of each
single-knee sample by (x̃ i

j , 1− ỹ i
j ) such that the translated

curve has consistent positive concavity, which is similar to
the loss function shape in clustering applications.

Loss Function As discussed in Section 4.2, the traditional
F1 is an intractable step function for gradient descent. To
overcome this limitation, we implement the soft F̃1 score
as a surrogate function of F1. Strictly speaking, our loss
function is defined as:

min
α

F̃1

+ 1− F̃1 (8)

, where α is a constant. To determine the value of α, we
run our model with α set to 0.01, 0.1, and 1, each with a
single trial, using the loss function described in Eq. 8. We
select the α value that results in the lowest loss value for the
subsequent experiment. The selected α value is 0.1.

Optimization We train the network for 200 epochs with
batch size = 64. AdaDelta is employed with an initial learn-
ing rate = 0.5 and momentum = 0.5. For every 10 epochs,
the learning rate is decreased by half. The loss function
used is given in Eq. 5.

Post-Processing on Model Output In the testing stage,
the model output of the i-th sample, p̂i, undergoes further
processing using NMS. This method predicts the knee in-
dex/indices and returns a binary prediction p̂ i

NMS with a
value of 1 at index j, indicating the detection of a knee at
the j-th data point. The probability threshold selected for
NMS is 0.5. The suppression area is set to be ± 10 indices,
dropping any candidates located 10 indices from the left and



(a) (b)

Figure 4. An example showing varying the x interval can generate samples with a variety of curve shapes, different ranges of curvature
values, and thus different positions of knee point(s). (a) A graph showing the logistic function, y = 1

1+e−x , for x ∈ [−40, 40]. (b) The
curve shape of ỹ1 is noticeably different from ỹ2, even though both are produced by the same function. The figure also shows the flipped
curve of y1. Unlike the logit function, the knee point of flipped ỹ1 occurs at the very beginning of the curve.

10 indices from the right of the selected knee point in each
iteration. The resulting binary output p̂ i

NMS is compared
with the binary ground truth pi to compute the traditional
F1 score for model performance evaluation.

5.3. Metric

The F1 score is one of the most widely used metrics in
classification analysis. It is the harmonic mean of precision
and recall, providing a single score that balances these two
metrics. This is useful because a model with high recall but
low precision may correctly identify a lot of true positives,
but may also identify many false positives.

Since some algorithms cannot detect at the exact same
knee point, we incorporate allowable index error in the cal-
culation of F1 score to accommodate for this issue as in
[12]. As an illustration, suppose we have a pair of (x,y)
values with L = 7, and the knee occurs at i = 5 and 7.
We consider the algorithm to have ”correctly” identified the
knees if it identifies any points at i = 3, 4, 5, 6, or 7 as
knees, with a margin of error of 2.

5.4. Evaluation

We evaluate our network by running 20 trials on all three
synthetic test sets. The average of the F1 scores per test
set is then compared with other methods mentioned in Sec-
tion 2. In Fig. 5, the F1 scores for each method per test
set are plotted against allowable errors ranging from 1 to 6.
Our method is denoted by UNetConv. We use two curve-
fitting methods for both AL and S methods: fitting a straight
line that best matches all the data within the specified range
(best fit), and fitting the first and last data point within the
specified range (linear fit). Since the results using linear
fit are better than best fit irrespective of AL or S methods
in all scenarios, we only list the results using linear fit in
Fig. 5 and Tab. 3. The iterative refinement methods of
the AL-Method and S-Method are denoted as AL Ref and
S Ref, respectively. However, we are unable to obtain re-
sults as these methods fail to converge for some samples. In
the original work of Kneedle, projection is implemented to
transform data points instead of rotation. We perform both
projection (Kneedle Proj) and rotation (Kneedle Rot) when
comparing the results. For each test set and each data trans-



Test Set DFDT DFDT Ref AL AL Ref S S Ref Kneedle Proj Kneedle Rot UNetConv

sknee 0.021 0.024 0.274 ▷◁ 0.044 ▷◁ 0.09 0.09 0.740

mknee – – – – – – 0.063 0.063 0.720

ng 0.000 0.000 0.040 ▷◁ 0.000 ▷◁ 0.11 0.11 0.810

Table 3. Quantitative results of UNetConv and other methods, with an allowable index error of 2. The symbol ▷◁ denotes that the method
failed to converge.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 5. F1 scores of (a) UNetConv, DFDT, AL, S and Kneedle methods for varying allowable index error on the sknee data set;
(b)UNetConv and Kneedle methods for varying allowable index error on the mknee data set; (c) UNetConv, DFDT, AL, S and Kneedle
methods for varying allowable index error on the ng data set.

formation method, we select the ζ value that achieves the
highest average F1 score among the allowable index errors
and only consider these results when making comparisons.
For Kneedle Rot, the best ζ values for sknee,mknee and
ng are 0.01, {0.007, 0.008} and {0.006, 0.007, . . . , 0.02}
respectively. As for Kneedle Proj, the corresponding ideal ζ
values for sknee,mknee and ng are 0.02, 0.01, and {0.008,
0.009, . . . , 0.03}. For simplicity, we take the lowest ζ value
since there are multiple ζ values achieving the same mean
F1 score. To demonstrate the overall performance of the
knee detectors, we plot the knees detected by UNetConv
and the techniques that achieve the top three F1 scores in
Fig. 5a-5c. Tab. 3 shows the quantitative results of the pro-
posed model and other methods, with an allowable error of
2.

5.5. Discussions on the results

In all the synthetic test sets and all settings of allowable
index error, UNetConv outperforms the existing methods.
From Tab. 3, our model attains the highest F1 score of 0.74
in the sknee test set, with the second best result of 0.274 at-

tained by the AL-Method. The results of other methods are
all below 0.1. For the multiple-knee mknee test set, UNet-
Conv obtains the highest score of 0.72, followed by Kneedle
(0.063), which results in the same score regardless of using
rotation or projection to transform the curve. For the unseen
100-sample noisy gaussian ng test set, UNetConv again sur-
passes other methods.

The DFDT techniques are not capable of locating knee
points as most of the samples have both an elbow point and
a knee point on the curves. The use of only first derivative
values makes it challenging to differentiate between an el-
bow and a knee. It is thus understandable that the method
struggles to have good performance. Though there is an it-
erative refinement method to help overcome this shortcom-
ing, there is only a minor improvement in the model perfor-
mance. Based on our analysis of the test sets, we have found
that these methods perform better on the FT8 dataset, which
consists of noisy piecewise straight-line functions. This is
due to the fact that the first-derivative values of these sam-
ples can be distinctly separated into higher and lower value
groups, thus making it easier for the method’s threshold



algorithm IsoData to accurately estimate the optimal knee
point.

For the AL-method, it achieves the second highest F1

score on the sknee dataset. This method works best on
simple curve shapes, like FT8 and FT9, where each curve
segment is close to a straight line and the angle score can
accurately capture a knee point. However, when it comes
to the curve segment with a quadratic or higher degree of
curve shape (as in FT7), the fitted straight lines and the
angle between no longer contribute positively towards lo-
cating a knee. We also observe that this method is not as
effective when being used on curves with a gradual rate of
change or less sharp curvature.

The S-method works poorly on all the single-knee sam-
ples. One primary reason is the imprecise fitting of straight
lines onto curved segments. The fitted curve with the lowest
RMSE is not a reliable indicator of the presence of a knee
point. The S-method not only shares the same limitations as
the AL-method, but it is also limited to working with sim-
ple concave curves. As a result, it consistently forecasts the
initial point as a knee point. This explains its poor perfor-
mance on the ng test set (FT9), which always has an elbow
point before a knee point as shown in Fig. 4a.

Regardless of whether rotation or projection is used,
Kneedle produces consistent results for all test sets. One
must define a single sensitivity value to compute a unique
threshold at every local maximum point of the transformed
data curve. However, determining a universal sensitivity
value that effectively applies to all local maximum points
of a sample is challenging due to the variation in the trans-
formed data magnitude. Furthermore, Kneedle is highly
susceptible to noise, which can erroneously classify a spike
as local maximum and thus consider a noisy data point as
a candidate. It is worth noting that the knee point may not
always be reached at a local maximum. The Kneedle algo-
rithm has a tendency to detect multiple false negatives.

Finally, even in the harshest case of setting allowable in-
dex error equal to 1, our model reaches 0.55, 0.57, and 0.61
F1 scores on the test sets, which are double the best results
achieved by other methods.

6. Conclusion
In this paper, we introduce a novel mathematical defi-

nition for a knee point in discrete data sets. We show and
explain the necessity of rescaling the data. We develop a
benchmark dataset that provides noisy data within the orig-
inal data range, along with ground truth labels that are in-
dependent of any underlying algorithm/techniques. We be-
lieve that this benchmark dataset can serve as a common
ground for evaluating future knee detection designs. We
propose a new model, UNetConv, for detecting knee points
in discrete data sets, and compare its performance with ex-
isting approaches using the developed benchmark dataset.

Our results indicate that UNetConv outperforms other exist-
ing methods and exhibits exceptional performance on un-
seen data.

The limitations of this study include: (1) The noise in-
troduced to the samples is Gaussian noise, which can make
it relatively easier for the model to detect knee points due to
its distinct characteristics. However, in real-world scenar-
ios, the noise may not always follow a Gaussian distribu-
tion, which can affect the accuracy and generalizability of
the model’s performance. (2) There is a lack of versatility in
the functions chosen to generate samples. As a result, there
are numerous curve shapes that have yet to be explored by
the model. (3) In all the synthetic data sets, the highest
number of knee points observed in a curve is five. It re-
mains uncertain whether the proposed model is capable of
dealing with scenarios involving more than five knee points.

Considering the aforementioned limitations, it is essen-
tial to conduct an extensive and in-depth investigation. Fu-
ture work includes but is not limited to incorporating a
wider range of samples with varying levels of noise. This
will provide valuable insights into the model’s robustness
and its ability to handle noisy data, thereby revealing the
model’s sensitivity to noise.
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