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Abstract. ConicCurv is a new derivative-free algorithm to estimate the curvature of a plane curve
from a sample of data points. It is based on a known tangent estimator method grounded on classic
results of Projective Geometry and Bézier rational conic curves. The curvature values estimated
by ConicCurv are invariant to Euclidean changes of coordinates and reproduce the exact curvature
values if the data are sampled from a conic.
We show that ConicCurv has convergence order 3 and, if the sample points are uniformly arc-length
distributed, the convergence order is 4. The performance of ConicCurv is compared with some of
the most frequently used algorithms to estimate curvatures and its performance is illustrated in the
calculation of the elastic energy of subdivision curves and the location of L-curves corners.
Keywords: curvature estimation, rational conics, geometry processing, L-curves, regularization
parameter, elastica.
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1. Introduction

In several tasks of Computer Aided Geometric Design and Computer Vision it is necessary to esti-
mate curvature values from a sample of few unevenly distributed points [6, 7, 8, 27, 26, 31]. Those
values may be used to design curves or surfaces for free design applications, such as typography
design, cartoons, and games, among others. The need comes from the interpolation or approxi-
mation of a planar set of points with methods that require the estimation of curvature values [5].
Another situation where the data consists of a set of few nonuniform distributed points is found in
some Tykhonov regularization problems [9, 11, 23], where the points describe a curve with L-shape
or in another cases an U-shape [12, 24]. In these problems, the generation of points on the curves
is computationally expensive. When we seek to estimate the location of the points of relative
maximum of curvature (corner points) of L-curves or U-curves, it is necessary to locate the desired
point with a small sample of points.
The most known curvature estimation methods in the literature use tangent vectors, osculating
circles, or first and second order derivatives, depending on the selected curvature definition. In
the first case one needs to estimate the derivative of the tangent vector with respect to arc-length.
In the second case, the radius of the osculating circle that touches the curve at the desired point
is estimated as the radius of the circumference that interpolates that point and two consecutive
ones (anterior and posterior neighbors, according to the order of the data). This method offers an
intuitive control of the assigned curvature values, but only reproduces the exact curvature values
if the data come from a circle, which is a very particular case of the shape that the designer could
wish for. In the third case, the estimated values of the first and second derivatives at the point are
used to compute the curvature. We refer the interested reader to [6, 22, 26], and references therein,
for a fairly complete study of methods to estimate curvature.
The present work introduces ConicCurv, a new derivative-free algorithm to estimate the curvature
of a plane curve from a sample of data points that aims to be consistent with the geometry suggested
by the data.
Our proposed method assigns curvature values at each point of an ordered set of data in the plane,
calculating the average of the curvatures at the point of two conic curves. Both curves interpolate
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2 R. DÍAZ-FUENTES ET AL

the given point as well as the previous and the next neighbors, without computing the equations of
these interpolating conics. The first interpolating curve is chosen as the rational conic in Bernstein-
Bézier form that, additionally to the three points, interpolates the tangent directions assigned to
the previous point and the point in question. Analogously, the second interpolating curve is chosen
as the rational conic in Bernstein-Bézier form that, additionally to the three points, interpolates
the tangent directions assigned to the point in question and its subsequent neighbor.
If the tangent directions are not provided as data, we estimate them using the tangent estimation
method in [1]. In what follows, we refer to this tangent estimation method as ABFH. By coupling
ABFH with ConicCurv very desirable properties are inherited, such as high convergence order,
reproduction of exact curvature values, if the points are sampled from conics, invariance under
Euclidean transformations, and local control of the geometry.
In Section 2 we show the preprocessing of the data before curvature estimation. Part of that
preprocessing consists on splitting the polygonal defined by the data in convex sub-polygons whose
vertices are a subset of the original data points in the previously specified order. If there are “many”
convexity changes (that is, a considerable number of sub-polygons), the data can be smoothed and
then tangents are estimated at each point.
Taking into account the preprocessing of Section 2, in Section 3 curvature values are assigned at
each point with a computational cost of O(n), where n is the number of data points, for data
preprocessing and curvature estimation with ConicCurv. In Section 4 the approximation order
of the proposed curvature estimation is shown. In Section 5 the numerical results obtained with
ConicCurv are compared with those obtained using some methods of curvature estimation reported
in the literature [7, 26].
Finally, in Sections 6 and 7 applications of ConicCurv to the estimation of the elastic energy of
subdivision curves and to the estimation of the location of L-curve corners are reported, respectively.

2. Data preprocessing

Given an ordered set of points in the plane, in addition to the coordinates of the points, the Con-
icCurv method also requires tangent directions assigned to these points. If the tangent directions
are not available a priori, the method of assigning tangent directions that we used, as shown in
Section 2.1, assumes the convexity of the polygon formed by the data. Therefore, the first step to
be carried out in the preprocessing is the splitting of the initial polygon into convex sub-polygons;
see Section 2.2. We assume that there are not three consecutive collinear points in the given set. In
that case, we set the curvature in the middle point equals to zero and no estimation is performed.
This assignment is consistent with the fact that the straight lines are the only irreducible algebraic
curves which have an arc that interpolates three collinear points.
As notation, by P = {Pi, i = 1, . . . , n} we refer to an ordered set of points and, at the same time,
to the polygon having those n points as vertices in given order. Consequently, P(s : r) = {Pi, i =
s, . . . , r}, with 1 ≤ s ≤ r ≤ n, P(i) = Pi, and |P| = n denotes the cardinality of the set P.

2.1. Pascal’s theorem and tangent estimation. There are several algorithms for estimating
tangent vectors given a set of points in the plane R

2. If the polygon that joins pairs of consecutive
points in the given order is convex, it is shown that ABFH has an order of approximation 4, higher
than other methods in the specialized literature. This tangent estimator algorithm is based on
Pascal’s theorem.

Theorem 2.1 (Pascal’s theorem). The three pairs of opposite sides of an hexagon inscribed in a
conic section intersect at three collinear points.

The principle of duality of Projective Geometry allows us to express the union of points, that is,
the line that joins them, and the intersection of lines by the vector product (also known as exterior
or cross product ∧ [17]). It holds that LPi,Pj

= Pi ∧ Pj is the line that passes through the points
Pi and Pj , and LPi,Pj

∧ LPk,Pl
is the intersection point of lines LPi,Pj

and LPk,Pl
. Then, Theorem

2.1 can also be stated in the following way.
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Figure 1. Pascal’s theorem

Theorem 2.2. Let Pi−2, Pi−1, Pi, Pi+1, Pi+2, Pi+3 be six distinct points in general position, i.e.,
such that there is no line interpolating three of them, then it holds that the intersection points ai,
bi, and ci, defined by

ai = LPi−2,Pi−1
∧ LPi,Pi+1

, bi = LPi−1,Pi
∧ LPi+1,Pi+2

, and ci = LPi,Pi+1
∧ LPi−2,Pi+2

,

are collinear points; see Fig. 1.

Remark 2.1. Let us note that the point ci can be computed once ai and bi have been obtained, as
ci = LPi−2,Pi+2

∧ Lai,bi. This approach is exploited in the following.

Pi−2

Pi−1

Pi

Pi+1

Pi+2

ai

bi

ci

Figure 2. Tangent estimation in Pi. This tangent is the limit of the secant LPi,Pi+1

in Fig. 1.

In [1] the tangent line of the conic interpolating Pj , j = i − 2, . . . , i + 2, at the middle point, Pi,
is estimated as a limit case of Pascal’s theorem 2.2. When two consecutive points collapse to one
point, then the tangent line at this point is the limit of the secant between the two collapsing points;
see Fig. 2. Hence, the tangent line ri at Pi of the conic interpolating Pi−2, Pi−1, Pi, Pi+1, Pi+2 is
ri = Lci,Pi

.
Given the points {Pj , j = i− 2, . . . , i+ 2}, the tangent line at Pi of the conic interpolating those 5
points is computed using Algorithm 1.

Input: {Pi−2, . . . , Pi+2}
1: ai = LPi−2,Pi−1

∧ LPi,Pi+1

2: bi = LPi−1,Pi
∧ LPi+1,Pi+2

3: ci = LPi−2,Pi+2
∧ Lai,bi

4: ri = Lci,Pi

Output: ri

Algorithm 1. Tangent line estimation in Pi with the method ABFH, proposed in
[1].

The tangent lines at the other points can be estimated by changing the ordering.

Remark 2.2. ⊲ The computational cost of Algorithm 1 is 66 flops, since it only requires the
computation of the equations of 7 lines joining 2 points and to solve 3 systems of 2 linear
equations (the intersection of 3 pairs of such lines).
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⊲ Compared to the method called Conic, which is the method that consists in computing the
implicit equation of the conic interpolating the points {Pj , j = i−2, . . . , i+2} and calculating
from this equation the tangent at one point [1], Algorithm 1 needs fewer computations. The
computational cost of Conic is 164 flops, since it requires to solve a system of 5 linear
equations and to compute the equation of the tangent line to the conic at Pi.

If we assume that the data P1, . . . , Pn represent a closed convex polygon, then we estimate the
tangent in each point Pi by taking as input for the algorithm the points Pi−2, Pi−1, Pi, Pi+1,
Pi+2, where P−1 = Pn−1, P0 = Pn, Pn+1 = P1, and Pn+2 = P2. On the other hand, if they
represent an open convex polygon, the same procedure is followed except for the extreme points
P1, P2, Pn−1, and Pn. To find r1 and r2 , the points P1, P2, P3, P4, P5 are reordered so that P1 and
P2 are, according to the respective case, the third point in the input of the algorithm. Similarly,
to find rn−1 and rn, Pn−4, Pn−3, Pn−2, Pn−1, Pn are reordered conveniently for each case. In the
implementation, it is convenient to work with projective coordinates, so it makes sense to consider
the point of intersection even for parallel lines (that intersect at an improper point , i.e., a point at
infinity) and take advantage of the duality in the computation of ri ∧ rj (ri, rj straight lines) and
Pi ∧ Pj (Pi, Pj points), having just one method for both operations.
Since Algorithm 1 is based on finding intersections of lines, it is invariant under affine transforma-
tions. By assigning at each point the tangent of the conic that interpolates it together with its 4
closest neighboring points, it can be concluded that the exact tangent directions are recovered if
the data are sampled on a conic.

2.2. Convexity analysis of the data. The method of estimating tangents using Algorithm 1
may lead to erroneous results if the polygon P = {Pi, i = 1, . . . , n} is non-convex [1]; see Fig.
3. The solution to this problem is to split P into convex sub-polygons. In this way, tangents
can be estimated independently in each sub-polygon. This splitting can be done by means of two
approaches. The first approach, proposed in [2], consists in inserting an inflexion point, P , at the
midpoint of the inflection edge PiPi+1, as shown in Fig. 3. Then, the left tangent direction, tP,l, and
the right tangent direction, tP,r, at P are estimated associated to the corresponding sub-polygons,
that is to say, taking the points {Pi−3, . . . , Pi, P} and {P,Pi+1, . . . , Pi+4}, as entries for Algorithm
1, respectively. Finally, the bisector of the acute angle between them is defined as tangent vector
at P ; see Fig. 3. This can be obtained as a convex linear combination of these two tangent vectors.

Pi−3

Pi−2
Pi−1

Pi

Pi+1 Pi+2

Pi+3

Pi+4tP,l tP,r

P

Figure 3. Nonconvex polygon divided into two sub-polygon inserting the inflection
point P . The assigned tangent is drawn with discontinuous lines.

To avoid inserting more data than the user proposes, a second approach consists in dividing the
initial polygon into independent convex sub-polygons, considering the inflection edge PiPi+1 as
belonging to the two sub-polygons that contain it as a final or initial edge, respectively; see Fig. 3.
At each point, the tangent is estimated considering only the sub-polygon to which it belongs.
Algorithm 2 illustrates the proposal, with Rπ

2
denoting a rotation of π

2 radians, 〈·, ·〉 the usual

scalar product, and sign(x) = |x|
x

the sign function (discarding the case x = 0, as there are not
three consecutive collinear points in P).
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Input: P = {Pi, i = 1, . . . , n}
1: j = 1;
2: while (|P| ≥ 3) do ⊲ The smallest amount of vertices in a sub-polygon is 3.
3: PCj(1 : 3) = P(1 : 3);
4: s = sign( 〈P1 − P2, Rπ

2
(P3 − P2)〉 );

5: i = 3;
6: n = |P|;
7: while ( i < n ) and ( sign( 〈Pi−1 − Pi, Rπ

2
(Pi+1 − Pi)〉 ) == s) do

8: PCj(i+ 1) = P(i + 1);
9: i = i+ 1;

10: end while

11: P = P(i− 1 : n);
12: j = j + 1;
13: end while

Output: {PC1,PC2, . . . ,PCj}
Algorithm 2. Splitting the initial polygon P into convex sub-polygons {PCj}
(second approach).

There are cases in which there is an insufficient amount of input data for the Algorithm 1, that is,
there may be sub-polygons with less than 5 vertices. To solve this, in [16] the strategy followed
by Albrecht et al. has been generalized, collapsing at a certain point a pair of points (selected
in a convenient way) and considering as a straight line joining the points of each pair, a tangent
assigned a priori by the designer. This method is also based on finding solutions of systems of 2
linear equations of and does not require the calculation of the implicit equation of the conic.
Only two cases considered in [14] should be additionally considered: when a sub-polygon has 3 or 4
points. The case of 2 points is discarded, because the convexity is analyzed in polygons of at least
3 points. Alternatively, in [2] a way of inserting new points in the polygon is proposed, so that
each sub-polygon has at least the 5 points necessary for the estimation of the tangents. This is a
rule for automatic point insertion and it is not dependent on the design. It differentiates the cases
of 3 and 4 points and ensures that the convexity of the sub-polygon with the new points remains
unaffected.

3. Curvature computation

In this section we show how to efficiently estimate the curvature of a smooth curve c at a sample
of points {Pj} using the set {rj} of tangent lines associated to {Pj} by ABFH.
Based on a general theorem of E. Cartan [10], which states that two curves are related by a group
transformation if and only if their signature curves are identical, in [8] the differential invariant
signature curve paradigm was introduced for the invariant recognition of visual objects. In visual
applications, a group transformation G (typically either the Euclidean, affine, similarity, or pro-
jective group) acts on a space E representing the image space, whose subsets are the objects of
interest. A differential invariant I of G is a real-valued function, depending on the curve and its
derivatives at a point, which is unaffected by the action of G. Consequently, to construct a nu-
merical approximation to a differential invariant I, that approximation should be computed using
appropriate combinations of the coordinates of the sample points. This idea draws a bridge between
the discrete and continuous invariant theory. The first example discussed in [8] are the Euclidean
plane curves (where the simplest differential invariant of the Euclidean group is the Euclidean
curvature) and the 3-points invariant numerical approximations to the Euclidean curvature.
For any three noncollinear points in the plane P1, P2, and P3, let us denote by A[P1P2P3] the signed

area of △P1P2P3, i.e., A[P1P2P3] =
(Pi−Pj)∧(Pi−Pk)

2 (the area is positive if the triangle is traversed
in a clockwise direction). The quantity A[P1P2P3] is the simplest invariant under the action of
the special affine group SA(2) consisting of all area-preserving affine transformations of the plane.
According to [30], every joint affine invariant I(P1, . . . , Pn) depending on the n points Pi is a
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function of these triangular areas. It its well known that five points P0, . . . , P4 in general position
in the plane determine a unique conic section that passes through them. The implicit formula for
the 5-points interpolating conic in terms of the invariants A[PiPjPk] is a classical result that may
be found in [8, 29]. In a similar way, given three points Pi, Pj , Pk and tangent lines associated
to two of them, we can establish the SA(2)-invariant form of the unique conic interpolating these
points and the associated tangent directions.

Lemma 3.1. Let Pi, Pj , Pk be three points in general position in the plane and let ri, rk be the
tangent lines associated to Pi, Pk, i 6= k, respectively. Let Q = ri

∧
rk. Then, the unique conic C

interpolating Pi, Pj , Pk as well as the tangent directions associated to Pi, Pk, i 6= k, satisfies the
quadratic SA(2)-invariant implicit equation

A[xPiPk]
2A[PjQPi]A[PjPkQ] = A[PjPiPk]

2A[xPkQ]A[xQPi], (3.1)

where x = (x, y) is an arbitrary point on C.
Moreover, if △PiPkQ is nondegenerate, the curvature of the unique conic C at Pi, κ(Pi), has the
SE(2)-invariant formula

κ(Pi) = 4
A[PiPkQ]A[PjPkQ]A[PjQPi]

A[PjPiPk]
2 ‖Q− Pi‖3

. (3.2)

Proof. We write x = (x, y) and Pj in barycentric coordinates with respect to △PiQPk ,

x = (x, y) = uPi + vQ+ wPk and Pj = ujPi + vjQ+wjPk,

with u + v + w = uj + vj + wj = 1. Since x = (x, y) is an arbitrary point on C, its barycentric
coordinates satisfy the implicit equation

v2 = 4Ω2 uw, (3.3)

with

Ω2 =
v2j

4uj wj
. (3.4)

Recall the geometric interpretation of the barycentric coordinates with respect to △PiQPk

u =
A[xPkQ]

A[PiPkQ]
, v =

A[xPiPk]

A[PiPkQ]
, w =

A[xQPi]

A[PiPkQ]
,

uj =
A[PjPkQ]

A[PiPkQ]
, vj =

A[PjPiPk]

A[PiPkQ]
, and wj =

A[PjQPi]

A[PiPkQ]
.

(3.5)

Substituting (3.5) in (3.3), we obtain the SA(2)-invariant implicit equation (3.1) of the unique
conic C determined by the 4-points Pi, Pj , Pk and Q.
Given a rational conic C in Bernstein-Bézier form with control polygon Pi, Q, Pk and parameter Ω,
then the well known formula of the curvature of C at Pi, κ(Pi), is [17]

κ(Pi) =
A[PiPkQ]

Ω2 ‖Q− Pi‖3
. (3.6)

Substituting the expressions for uj, vj and wj from (3.5) in (3.4), according to (3.6) we obtain the
SE(2)-invariant formula (3.2). �

Given a sample of points {Pj} on a smooth curve c and the set {rj} of tangent lines associated
to {Pj} by means of ABFH, we denote by ci−1,r the unique conic interpolating the points Pj , j =
i−1, i, i+1 and the tangent vectors τj at Pj corresponding to rj , j = i, i+1. Analogously, we denote
by ci,l the unique conic interpolating the points Pj , j = i− 1, i, i+1 and the tangent vectors at Pj,
τj, j = i− 1, i. To each point Pi are associated two auxiliary points Qj = rj+1

∧
rj , j = i− 1, i.

According to the previous Lemma 3.1, in order to compute the curvatures at Pi of the interpo-
lating conics ci,l and ci−1,r it is only necessary to compute the auxiliary points Qi−1, Qi, the
distances ‖Qi−1 − Pi‖, ‖Qi − Pi‖ and the areas A[Pi−1PiPi+1], A[PiPi+1Qi−1], A[Pi−1Pi+1Qi−1],
A[Pi−1Qi−1Pi], A[PiPi−1Qi], A[Pi+1Pi−1Qi], A[Pi+1QiPi].
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Definition 3.1. Let κi,l(Pi) and κi−1,r(Pi) be the curvature values of the interpolating conics ci,l
and ci−1,r at Pi. Our estimator κ̃(Pi) for the curvature of the curve c at Pi is defined as

κ̃(Pi) =
κi,l(Pi) + κi−1,r(Pi)

2
. (3.7)

Input: j, P(j − 3, . . . , j + 3)

1: for i = j − 1, j, j + 1 do

2: ri = Algorithm1 (Pi−2, . . . , Pi+2);

3: end for

4: Qj−1 = rj−1
∧

rj ;

5: Qj = rj
∧

rj+1;

6: Compute A[Pj−1PjPj+1];

7: ComputeA[PjPj+1Qj−1], A[Pj−1Pj+1Qj−1], A[Pj−1Qj−1Pj ], and ‖Qj−1 − Pj‖;
8: κl(Pj) = 4

A[PjPj+1Qj−1]A[Pj−1Pj+1Qj−1]A[Pj−1Qj−1Pj ]

A[Pj−1PjPj+1]
2 ‖Qj−1−Pj‖3

;

9: Compute A[PjPj+1Qj], A[Pj−1Pj+1Qj], A[Pj−1PjQj ], and ‖Qj − Pj‖;
10: κr(Pj) = 4

A[PjPj+1Qj ]A[Pj−1Pj+1Qj ]A[Pj−1PjQj ]

A[Pj−1PjPj+1]
2 ‖Qj−Pj‖3

;

11: κ̃(Pj) =
κl(Pj)+κr(Pj)

2 ;

Output: κ̃(Pj)

Algorithm 3. Curvature estimation κ̃(Pj) with ConicCurv method.

The pseudocode in Algorithm 3 is a sketch of an algorithm to estimate curvatures with ConicCurv.
For any sample of n points, the computational cost of data preprocessing and ConicCurv is clearly
O(n). In particular, for one run, (i.e., estimating the curvature in the center point of 7 ordered
points), the computational cost of Algorithm 3 is 304 flops. An efficient implementation should
reuse the intermediate computations of the estimations of tangent lines and curvatures at the
previous points obtained with ABFH and ConicCurv.

Pi−1

Pi

Pi+1

Qi

(a) ci−1,r

Pi−1

Pi

Pi+1

Qi−1

(b) ci,l

Figure 4. Interpolating conics.

4. Curvature approximation order

Now, we show that, given a discrete sample {Pi} of points on a sufficiently differentiable parametric
curve c(s), the average of the curvatures at Pi of the interpolating conics ci,l and ci−1,r, i.e., κ̃(Pi),
provides a good numerical approximation to the curvature of c at the point Pi.
Let Pj = c(sj) and tj be the unitary tangent vector of c(s) at Pj . Our extension of ABFH exposed
in Section 2.2 provides vectors τj, that are good approximations to tj, in the following sense: the
tangent vector τj corresponding to the tangent line assigned by ABFH to Pj satisfies

τj = tj +O
(
h4

)
nj, as h → 0, (4.1)
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where h = max|k−j|≤2 {|sk − sj|} and nj is the unitary normal vector of c(s) at Pj [1].

Theorem 4.1. Let c(s) be a parametric curve, C3-differentiable in a neighborhood of Pi = c(si)
and denote by κ(Pi) the curvature of c at Pi. Then, for h → 0, the curvature estimator κ̃(Pi)
defined by (3.7) satisfies

κ(Pi)− κ̃(Pi) = O(h3).

Moreover, if the points Pi−1, Pi, and Pi+1, are uniformly arc-length distributed, it holds

κ(Pi)− κ̃(Pi) = O
(
h4

)
.

Proof. Let be Pj = c(sj), j = 1, 2, . . . points on the curve c(s), tj the unitary tangent vectors of
c(s) at Pj, and τj the vectors associated to the points Pj by our extension of ABFH exposed in
Section 2.2. If hmax|k−j|≤2 {|sk − sj|} is very small, for any fixed index i we may assume that for
j ∈ {i, i+1} the arc-length from Pj−1 to Pj on the three curves c, ci,l and ci−1,r are equal; see Fig.
4. Hence, we may arc-length reparametrize c, ci,l and ci−1,r, in such a way that it holds

ci−1,r(−si−1) = c(−si−1) = ci,l(−si−1) = Pi−1, (4.2)

ci−1,r(0) = c(0) = ci,l(0) = Pi, (4.3)

ci−1,r(si+1) = c(si+1) = ci,l(si+1) = Pi+1, (4.4)

where si = 0.
Recall that for any arc-length parameterized function r(s), if it is smooth at s = 0 and, denoting

by ′ the differentiation with respect to the arc-length s, then t(0) = r
′

(0) and n(0) = t(0)⊥ is the
Frenet basis at s = 0, where v⊥ denotes the vector orthogonal to vector v. According to the Frenet
formulas it holds

r
′′

(0) = t
′

(0) = κ(0)n(0) and n
′

(0) = −κ(0)t(0).

Both interpolating conic curves ci,l and ci−1,r have the same tangent vector at Pi, τi. Therefore,

substituting ti = c
′

(0) in (4.1) we have

c
′

i,l(0) = c
′

i−1,r(0) = τi = c
′

(0) +O
(
h4

)
ni, as h → 0. (4.5)

Moreover, let ni,l and ni−1,r be the unit normal vectors of ci,l (respectively of ci−1,r) at Pi. Since

ni,l = ni−1,r = τ⊥i , from (4.1) it holds

ni,l = ni−1,r = ni +O
(
h4

)
ti, as h → 0.

Consequently, the principal curvature vectors of the three curves c, ci−1,r, and ci,l, at Pi are c
′′

(0),

c
′′

i−1,r(0), and c
′′

i,l(0), respectively, with

c
′′

(0) = κ(Pi)ni,

c
′′

i−1,r(0) = κi−1,r(Pi)τi
⊥ = κi−1,r(Pi)ni +O

(
h4

)
ti,

c
′′

i,l(0) = κi,l(Pi)τi
⊥ = κi,l(Pi)ni +O

(
h4

)
ti,

(4.6)

as h tends to 0, where κ(Pi), κi−1,r(Pi), and κi,l(Pi), denote the curvature values at Pi of the curves
c, ci−1,r, and ci,l, respectively.
Expanding c(s) by its Taylor series around s = 0, as si−1 and si+1 tend to 0, we get

c(−si−1) = c(0)− si−1 c
′

(0) +
si−1

2

2
c
′′

(0) − si−1
3

6
c
′′′

(0) +O
(
si−1

4
)

(4.7)

and

c(si+1) = c(0) + si+1 c
′

(0) +
si+1

2

2
c
′′

(0) +
si+1

3

6
c
′′′

(0) +O
(
si+1

4
)
. (4.8)

In a similar way, expanding the interpolating conics by their Taylor series around s = 0, as si−1

and si+1 tend to 0, we obtain

ci−1,r(−si−1) = ci−1,r(0)− si−1 c
′

i−1,r(0) +
si−1

2

2
c
′′

i−1,r(0)−
s3i−1

6
c
′′′

i−1,r(0) (4.9)

+O
(
si−1

4
)
,



CONICCURV 9

ci−1,r(si+1) = ci−1,r(0) + si+1 c
′

i−1,r(0) +
si+1

2

2
c
′′

i−1,r(0) +
si+1

3

6
c
′′′

i−1,r(0) (4.10)

+O
(
si+1

4
)
,

ci,l(−si−1) = ci,l(0)− si−1 c
′

i,l(0) +
si−1

2

2
c
′′

i,l(0) −
s3i−1

6
c
′′′

i,l(0) +O
(
si−1

4
)
, (4.11)

ci,l(si+1) = ci,l(0) + si+1 c
′

i,l(0) +
si+1

2

2
c
′′

i,l(0) +
si+1

3

6
c
′′′

i,l(0) +O
(
si+1

4
)
. (4.12)

From (4.2) we deduce that 2c(−si−1)− ci−1,r(−si−1)− ci,l(−si−1) = 0, which together with (4.3),
(4.5), (4.6), (4.7), (4.9), and (4.11), as h, si−1, and si+1 tend to 0, leads to

0 = −si−1
3

6

(
2 c

′′′

(0)− c
′′′

i,l(0)− c
′′′

i−1,r(0)
)
+ 2 siO

(
h4

)
ni

+
si−1

2

2
(2κ(Pi)− κi,l(Pi)− κi−1,r(Pi))ni + si

2O
(
h4

)
ti +O

(
s4i−1

)
.

(4.13)

Analogously, with (4.4) on one side showing that 2c(si+1) − ci−1,r(si+1) − ci,l(si+1) = 0, and
substituting on the other side (4.3), (4.5), (4.6), (4.8), (4.10), and (4.12), as h, si−1, and si+1 tend
to 0, we obtain

0 =
si+1

3

6

(
2 c

′′′

(0)− c
′′′

i,l(0) − c
′′′

i−1,r(0)
)
− 2 si+1O

(
h4

)
ni

+
si+1

2

2
(2κ(Pi)− κi,l(Pi)− κi−1,r(Pi))ni + si+1

2O
(
h4

)
ti +O

(
s4i+1

)
.

(4.14)

Simplifying the term
(
2 c

′′′

(0)− c
′′′

i,l(0) − c
′′′

i−1,r(0)
)
in (4.13) and (4.14), and collecting coefficients

of the normal vector we find

2κ(Pi)− κi,l(Pi)− κi−1,r(Pi)

2
= 2

si−1 − si+1

si−1si+1
O
(
h4

)
. (4.15)

Being si−1 = O(h) and si+1 = O(h), if h → 0, it holds

si−1 − si+1

si−1si+1
O
(
h4

)
= O(h3). (4.16)

Hence, after (4.15) and (4.16) we get

κ(Pi)−
κi,l(Pi) + κi−1,r(Pi)

2
= O(h3), as si−1, si+1 → 0.

Moreover, if the points {Pj , j = i − 1, i, i + 1} are arc-length uniformly sampled, i.e., si−1 = si+1,
from (4.15) and (4.16) it holds

κ(Pi)−
κi,l(Pi) + κi−1,r(Pi)

2
= O

(
h4

)
, as si−1, si+1 → 0.Λ

�

Recall that the general 3-points curvature approximations have first order approximation order.
In the particular case when the three points are uniformly arc-length distributed, the curvature
approximation of the general 3-points curvature approximations is of second order [6, 7, 8].
Note that in addition to the third order approximation of the curvature estimator, which is ob-
tained by averaging the curvatures at Pi of the interpolating conics (numerical experiments in the
next section show that in fact the approximation order may be very close to O

(
h4

)
), this numer-

ical approximation has another advantages. These include invariance with respect to the special
Euclidean group of transformations SE(2) and a low computational overhead using the output of
ABFH.
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5. Numerical experiments

One important objective of the proposed method is to assign curvature values to a set of points, as
an intermediate step for free design of curves, where only a small sample of unevenly distributed
points are available and small variations in the curvature values do not appreciably affect the shape
of the corresponding curve. ConicCurv is not supposed to be used to approximate data from
image processing or another applications, which are affected by noise or discretization errors. In
[22, 26, 31] and in the references contained therein, there is a fairly complete study of the methods
to estimate curvature in the case of digital spaces, i.e. curves extracted from images.

5.1. Comparison of curvature estimators. We tested the following four curvature estimation
methods by measuring the relative error between the exact curvature value and the corresponding
curvature estimates computed on the benchmark of representative curves given in [1] to test tangent
estimations. The graph of the curves, the corresponding parametrization and the parametric values
of the selected points are shown in Figures 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, and in Table 1.
Let c(t) be the parametrization of any of the representative curves below. For five parametric
values tj, j = 1, . . . , 5 the points Pj = c(tj) on c(t) are computed and, depending on the curvature
estimation method, either set of points {Pj , j = 2, 3, 4} or {Pj , j = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5} is interpolated in
order to obtain an estimation of the curvature at point P3 = c(t3).
In our comparison we consider the following curvature estimation methods

⊲ Circle: the estimate of curvature value at P3 is the inverse of the radius of the circle
interpolating {Pj , j = 2, 3, 4}.

⊲ Poly4: the estimate of curvature value at P3 is the curvature at P3 of the fourth degree poly-

nomial curve interpolating {Pj , j = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5} at Chebyshev’s nodes cos
(
(5−2j)π

10

)
, j =

−2, . . . , 2.
⊲ Conic: the estimate of curvature value at P3 is the curvature of the conic interpolating
{Pj , j = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5}.

⊲ ConicCurv : the estimate of curvature value at P3 is the average of the curvature values
at P3 of the conics interpolating the points {Pj , j = 2, 3, 4} and the tangent directions
assigned by means of ABFH to {Pj , j = 2, 3} and to {Pj , j = 3, 4}, respectively.

The results from the tests are given in Table 2. We can observe that ConicCurv shows a better
performance than the standard curvature estimation methods in the case of planar convex data.

Table 1. Curves tested: curve type, parametrization, and parameter values.

Curve c(t) = (x(t) , y(t) ) (t1, t2, t3, t4, t5)

Polynomial
(
t , 1

5 − 1
5 (1− t)5

)
(0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4)

Witch of Agnesi
(
t , t

1+t2

)
(−2.25, −2, −1.5, −1, −0.75)

Folium of Descartes
(

3t
t3+1 ,

3t2

t3+1

)
(−0.1, 0.1, 0.3, 0.5, 0.7)

Bicorn
(
sin (t) , cos2(t)

2−cos(t)

)
(0.139, 0.278, 0.417, 0.556, 0.626)

Tear Drop
(
cos (t) , sin (t) sin2

(
t
2

))
(1.867, 1.934, 2, 2.034, 2.067)

Exponential
(
t , e−2 (t−0.5)2

)
(0.2, 0.4, 0.5, 0.8, 0.9)

Ellipse (5 cos(t) , 2 sin(t)) (0.539, 0.843, 1.222, 1.6, 1.904)

5.2. Approximation order: numerical experiments. The previous numerical experiment shows
that using a sample of unevenly distributed points, Conic and ConicCurv have a substantially bet-
ter performance compared to another classical curvature estimation schemes.
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(a) Parameterization:
(
t, 15 (1− (1− t)5)

)
(b) Curvature graph and center point

Figure 5. Test curve: polynomial.

(a) Parameterization:
(
t, t

1+t2

)
(b) Curvature graph and center point

Figure 6. Test curve: Witch of Agnesi.

(a) Parameterization:
(

3t
t3+1 ,

3t2

t3+1

)
(b) Curvature graph and center point

Figure 7. Test curve: Folium of Descartes.

The next experiment focuses on the comparison of the approximation order of Conic and ConicCurv.
Recall that both methods are SE(2) invariant, have conic precision, and depend on five data (either
5 points or 3 points and 2 tangent directions).
Let f : Ik → R be the C3-continuous function

f(t) =
4
√

1− t4

in a neighborhood of t3 = 0.7093 and let {hk = 0.4√
k+2

, k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , 7} be a strict monotonic

decreasing sequence. The exact value of the curvature of c(t) = (t, f(t)) at P3 = (t3, f(t3)) =
(0.7093, 0.9296) is κex = 1.9199; see Fig. 12.
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(a) Parameterization:
(
sin (t) , cos2(t)

2−cos(t)

)
(b) Curvature graph and center point

Figure 8. Test curve: Bicorn.

(a) Parameterization:
(
cos (t) , sin (t) sin2

(
t
2

))
(b) Curvature graph and center point

Figure 9. Test curve: Tear Drop curve.

(a) Parameterization:
(
t, e−2 (t−0.5)2

)
(b) Curvature graph and center point

Figure 10. Test curve: exponential.

We estimate the approximation order of the curvature values at t3 obtained with 2 methods, Conic
and ConicCurv, when the values of ti are selected in the interval

Ik = [0.7093 − hk , 0.7093 + hk],

for k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , 7, and tk3 = t3; see Fig. 13.
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(a) Parameterization: (5 cos(t), 2 sin(t)) (b) Curvature graph and center point

Figure 11. Test curve: ellipse.

Table 2. Relative error between the exact curvature value for the parameter value
t3 and the corresponding estimates.

Curve Circle Poly4 Conic ConicCurv

Polynomial 0.059 0.123 0.049 0.049

Witch of Agnesi 0.008 0.002 0.007 0.006

Folium of Descartes 0.029 0.110 0.003 0.0001

Bicorn 0.029 0.185 0.006 0.006

Tear Drop 0.030 0.027 0.00008 0.00006

Exponential 0.245 0.790 0.017 0.0006

Ellipse 0.326 0.032 0.000 0.000

(a) Parameterization:
(
t,

4
√
1− t4

)
(b) Curvature graph and center point

Figure 12. Graph of chosen function to compare the methods: Conic and Conic-
Curv.

Conic. For k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , 7, it is computed the implicit equation of the conic interpolating the 5
points {P k

j = (tkj , f(t
k
j )), j = 1, . . . , 5}, with tkj ∈ Ik. The condition number of the 5 × 5 matrix

of the linear system of equations whose solution are the coefficients of the implicit equation of the
interpolating conic is stored in Condk and the relative error between the curvature at tk3 of the
interpolating conic and the exact curvature value is assigned to REk.
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−2 −1.8 −1.6 −1.4 −1.2
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log (hk)
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)

(a) Condition number plot

−2 −1.8 −1.6 −1.4 −1.2
−10

−8

−6

−4

log (hk)

lo
g
(R
E
k
)

(b) Relative error plot

Figure 13. Experiments with the methods Conic (square red data) and ConicCurv
(circle blue data). (a) Order of condition number for Conic ≈ O(h−5) and for
ConicCurv ≈ O(h−2). (b) Convergence order of Conic ≈ O(h4) and for ConicCurv
≈ O(h4).

The line fitting the points (log(hk), log(Condk)) for k ≥ 2 has the slope −4.831, hence the order
of the condition number of the 5 × 5 matrix is close to O(h−5); see Figure 13a (red data: square
points and dashed lines).
The line fitting the points (log(hk), log(REk)) for k ≥ 2 has the slope 4.084. Therefore, the approx-
imation order of the curvature estimation with Conic is close to O(h4). See Figure 13b (red data:
square points and dashed lines).
ConicCurv . For k = 0, 1, . . . , 7, seven points {P k

j = (tkj , f(t
k
j )), j = 1, . . . , 7}, with tkj ∈ Ik are

computed. Tangent lines are assigned to the points {P k
j , j = 2, 3, 4}, by means of ABFH applied to

the points P k
j−2, P

k
j−1, P

k
j , P

k
j+1, P

k
j+2 for j = 3, 4, 5, which requires the solution of seven 2×2 linear

systems of equations. Then, the auxiliary points Qk
34 = rk3

∧
rk4 and Qk

45 = rk4
∧

rk5 are computed
as the solutions of two 2× 2 linear systems of equations. The maximum of the condition numbers
of the previous nine 2× 2 matrices is assigned to Condk.
The line fitting the points (log(hk), log(Condk)) for k ≥ 2 has the slope −2.105, hence the order of
the maximum of the condition numbers of the 2 × 2 matrices necessary to compute the curvature
estimate by means of ConicCurv is close to O(h−2); see Figure 13a (blue data: circle points and
dotted lines).
The estimate of curvature value at P3 is the average of the curvature values at P3 of the conics
interpolating the points {P k

j , j = 2, 3, 4} and the tangent directions assigned by means of ABFH

to {P k
j , j = 2, 3} and to {P k

j , j = 3, 4}, respectively. The relative error of the curvature value at
P3 estimated with ConicCurv and the exact value is assigned to REk.
The line fitting the points (log(hk), log(REk)) for k ≥ 2 has the slope 4.09. Thus, the approximation
order of the curvature estimation with ConicCurv is close to O(h4).; see Figure 13b (blue data:
circle points and dotted lines).

Remark 5.1. ⊲ In a neighborhood of point P3 the parametrization c(t) = (t, f(t)) behaves
very close to the arc-length parametrization.

⊲ The computational overhead and the numerical condition of Conic are mainly determined
by the solution of the linear system of equations of size 5× 5, that provides the coefficients
of the implicit equation of the interpolating conic. The computational overhead and the
numerical condition of ConicCurv are mainly given by the solution of nine linear systems
of equations of size 2× 2.

⊲ The relative error of the curvature value at P3 estimated with ConicCurv and the exact
value is smaller than the relative error between the curvature at tk3 of the interpolating conic
and the exact curvature value.
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α = 0.1249

α = 1.5565 × 10−4

α = 5.4947 × 10−6

α = 1.9397 × 10−7

α = 6.8475 × 10−9

‖Axα − b‖2

‖x
α
‖ 2

Figure 14. Graph of a L-curve and some parametric values.

6. Application to corner estimation of L-curves

There are applications where the given set of points has no geometrical meaning for a curve design
or a curve approximation, instead they represent data obtained from a particular problem, such as
the residual and solution norms of computed solutions dependent on a parameter. The choice of
such a parameter is crucial to obtain accurate solutions to ill-posed problems.
Let us consider for instance the linear least-squares problem

min
x

‖Ax− b‖22.

When the matrix A is ill-conditioned, i.e, its singular values decay rapidly to zero without a
significant gap, it is an ill-posed problem for which the solution x = A†b is not stable, where A†

is the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse. One of the best-known solution strategies is the Tikhonov
regularization, defined by

min
x

‖Ax− b‖22 + α2‖L(x− x0)‖22, (6.1)

where α is the regularization parameter chosen by the user. The vector x0 is an a priori estimation
of the solution. If x0 is unknown, then it can be set equal the null vector. The regularization (6.1),
in its standard form with L = I (identity matrix), reduces to

min
x

‖Ax− b‖22 + α2‖x‖22. (6.2)

There are several strategies to locate the optimal value of the parameter α, one of them is to
find the point of maximum curvature (corresponding to the best regularization parameter) of the
parametric graph of the norm of the solution versus the corresponding residual norm.
The shape of this curve suggests the letter L (see Fig. 14), therefore, it is called the L -curve. It
is customary to process the L-curve in log-log scale

c(α) = (log‖Axα − b‖2, log‖xα‖2) (6.3)

for the calculation of the optimal parameter [21, 19].
Since the evaluation of points on the L-curve is computationally expensive, it is then preferable
to estimate the corner point from a small sample of points on the L-curve. In [9, 11, 23] are
proposed algorithms to estimate the location of the corner point of a L-curve. In this context,
if ConicCurv is applied to assign curvature values to the sample points and to find among them
the one corresponding to the maximum curvature, then it happens to be a successful corner point
estimation method. Recall that in this case ConicCurv furnishes us a derivative-free L-curve corner
location method, since we do not need to estimate derivatives as in [19].
In order to validate this proposal, numerical experiments are performed with the test problems of
the MATLAB package regutool (Regularization Tools) [20]. For each problem, several samples of
points were selected on the respective L-curve (6.3), considering such points in log-log scale. The



16 R. DÍAZ-FUENTES ET AL

10−3 10−2 10−1 100
100

101

102

103

104

105
1

2
3

4

5

6
7 8 9 10

‖Axα − b‖2

‖x
α
‖ 2

(a) shaw(32)
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(b) heat(64)

Figure 15. Sample values to estimate α

obtained results show the reliability of the algorithm based on ConicCurv to obtain the point of
maximum curvature and thus, the optimal parameter for regularization. For simplicity, only results
associated with two test problems are exposed below: shaw(32) and heat(64), representatives of
problems identified as easy and problematic, respectively [21]. From these two test problems we
take the matrix A and the vector b of (6.3), being xα solution of (6.2).
In fact, for the points shown in Fig. 15a, selected from the L-curve of the problem shaw(32)

the estimated values are obtained with ConicCurv and shown in Table 3. If such estimates are
compared with Fig. 15a, the correctness of selecting the point with label 6 as corner point is
verified.
In the case of the problem heat(64), considering the points shown in the Table 4 in log-log scale
and shown in Fig. 15b, the existence of two points with local maximum of curvature (in the
respective neighborhoods of the points labeled 3 and 8) can be visually checked.

Table 3. Points on the L-curve (shaw(32)) and estimated curvature values. The
identified corner is highlighted in boldface.

point index (log(‖Axα − b‖2), log(‖xα‖2)) Estimated curvature values

1 (−5.3084, 11.2838) 1.1732 × 10−5

2 (−5.3077, 9.2848) 8.2412 × 10−5

3 (−5.3075, 8.3401) 8.7799 × 10−4

4 (−5.3022, 6.5855) 3.487 × 10−4

5 (−5.2748, 4.3874) 3.9532 × 10−3

6 (−5.2621, 1.7596) 39.773

7 (−4.6403, 1.7241) 8.2219

8 (−2.8107, 1.7089) 1.2114 × 10−3

9 (−1.1266, 1.6699) 7.8662 × 10−4

10 (−0.3058, 1.6152) 1.0444 × 10−5

For the chosen data, it can be seen in Table 4 that the local curvature extremes are correctly
detected and that point 8 may be considered a global extreme.
As mentioned in Section 2, in order to estimate tangent directions on the data (using Algorithm 1),
each convex sub-polygon must have at least 5 points. In this specific application, it is not necessary
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Table 4. Points on the L-curve (heat(64)) and curvature values estimated. The
identified corner is highlighted in boldface.

point index (log(‖Axα − b‖2), log(‖xα‖2)) Estimated curvature values

1 (−6.7722, 6.3001) 2× 10−4

2 (−6.7722, 4.0542) 7.56× 10−2

3 (−6.7569, 3.7114) 28.51

4 (−6.2239, 3.1644) 4.256 × 10−1

5 (−5.9314, 2.8339) 1.877 × 10−1

6 (−5.5260, 2.1960) 1.786 × 10−1

7 (−5.3267, 1.7511) 3.49× 10−2

8 (−4.9590, 0.7627) 153.4

9 (−4.4674, 0.5786) 2.812 × 10−1

10 (−3.5849, 0.4102) 6× 10−3

to use any of the two variants presented above, which are based on inserting new points (see [2]) or
tangent directions (see [16]) if necessary. Instead, the necessary additional points can be generated
on each sub-polygon by varying the regularization parameter and finding few new points on the
L-curve.
The authors believe that the curvature estimation method ConicCurv may be advantageously
combined with the algorithm discrete L-curve criterion in [21]. Let us use the same notations
of Adaptive Pruning Algorithm in [21]. If for each pruned L-curve with p̂ points (assumed to be
convex) we compute with the aid of ConicCury estimates of the tangent lines and curvatures at the p̂
points of the pruned L-curve, then we may locate the corner by comparing the curvatures estimated
with ConicCurv (observe that the slopes φj in [21] associated to the candidates of corner points
are already computed as intermediate result of applying ConicCury to each each pruned L-curve,
i.e., the tangent vectors τj obtained from ABFH method). Certainly, considering the curvature
estimates obtained with ConicCurv instead of the angle between subsequent line segments of the
pruned L-curve is a more robust and accurate approach, especially in the case of non-uniform
arc-length distributed points.
Compared to the algorithmic discrete L-curve criterion, the combination of ConicCurv and the
algorithmic discrete L-curve criterion is more computationally expensive, but the computational
cost remains in both approaches of the same order, since estimating tangent lines and curvatures
at the p̂ points for each pruned L-curve is of order O(p̂).

7. Application to subdivision snakes

A very popular technique in curve design and Computer Vision is to construct a spline curve that
interpolates a sequence of points on the plane. There are infinitely many smooth curves that
satisfy these interpolation conditions, so it is desirable to select the one that best fits the data.
In the context of image segmentation, a popular approach is to start with an initial user-provided
curve configuration that automatically deforms itself to delineate the boundary of the object of
interest. The deformation is driven by the minimization of an energy functional [3]. In this sense,
it is introduced the notion of elastica, which is the curve that minimizes a certain functional from
the Theory of Elasticity [25]. This functional depends on the coordinates of the points, and some
magnitudes that typically are computed from the curve and its derivatives, such as tangent vectors,
arc lengths and curvatures.
The present work may be included in a recent trend for curve and surface subdivision schemes,
that consists in taking advantage of the hierarchical nature of subdivision schemes (allowing to
generate increasingly dense samples of points on the limit spline curve) to propose algorithms for
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the computation of energy functionals; see, for instance, [3, 4, 13, 15]. In this section, we show that
it is possible to efficiently compute elastica with interpolatory subdivision snakes.
For the sake of simplicity, we sketch how to compute approximations of the functional E + λS,

where E =
∫ L

0 κ2(s) ds and S =
∫ L

0 ds, for a smooth curve arc length parameterized, with total
arc length L. This linear combination of the bending energy E and stretching energy S happens
to be a popular energy functional in computer vision and image segmentation.
Given an initial control polygon P = {Pi ∈ R

d, i = 1, . . . , n}, we can generate a sequence of
polygons by doubling their amount of points in each iteration but preserving the points already
defined. In such a setting, a binary interpolatory subdivision scheme F : Pj → Pj+1 is a rule that

generates recursively polygons Pj+1 = F(Pj) = {P j+1
i , i = 1, . . . , 2j+1n} that refine the previous

ones. For instance, we can consider a two-point interpolatory subdivision scheme:
{
P

j+1
2i−1 = P

j
i

P
j+1
2i = F (P j

i−1, P
j
i ),

for certain F : Rd × R
d → R

d and initial condition P0 = {P 0
i = Pi, i = 1, . . . , n}. For a suitable

choice of F the sequence of polygons converges uniformly to a smooth curve, the so-called limit
curve [28]. In general, a boundary rule have to be proposed (for i = 2jn); however, in the context
of our use, we just discard that last point and |Pj+1| = 2|Pj | − 1.
Without loss of generality, we may restrict the presentation to the approximation of E and S

for a convex arc of the limit curve with endpoints P 0
i−1 and P 0

i+1. Given j ≥ 1, iterating j-

times the subdivision scheme F with initial polygon P0 = {P 0
i−1, P

0
i , P

0
i+1} a refined polygon

Pj = {P j
m,m = 2j(i− 1), . . . , 2j(i+ 1)} is obtained.

The 2j+1 − 1 chords P j
mP

j
m+2, m = 2j(i− 1), . . . , 2j(i+ 1)− 2, have their end points on the arc of

the limit curve. Then, the length of the curve section (stretching energy) can be approximated by
the sum

Sj =
2j−1∑

r=0

∆j

2j(i−1)+2r
with ∆j

m = ‖P j
m+2 − P j

m‖. (7.1)

On the other hand, the mid point quadrature formula provides an approximation to the bending
energy

Ej =

2j−1−1∑

r=0

κ
(
P

j

2j(i−1)+2r+1

)2
∆j

2j(i−1)+2r
, (7.2)

where κ(·) denotes the curvature at the specified point.

Recalling that P
j
m = P

j+2
4m , if 2j+2(i − 1) + 3 ≤ 4m ≤ 2j+2(i + 1) − 3 holds, then the set of 7

consecutive points Cj
m = {P j+2

l , l = 4m−3, . . . , 4m+3} is contained in Pj+2 and we may compute

an approximation to the curvature at point P j
m, i.e., κ̃(P j

m) by applying Algorithm 3 to Cj
m. It is

straightforward to check that if m = 2j(i − 1) + 2r + 1 with r = 0, 1, . . . , 2j−1 − 1, then it holds
2j+2(i− 1) + 3 ≤ 4m ≤ 2j+2(i+ 1)− 3 . Hence the bending energy (7.2) may be approximated by
the formula

Ẽj =
2j−1−1∑

r=0

(κ̃(P j+2
2j+2(i−1)+8r+4

))
2
∆j

2j(i−1)+2r
,

where κ̃(P j+2
2j+2(i−1)+8r+4

) denotes the curvature at P
j

2j (i−1)+2r+1
= P

j+2
2j+2(i−1)+8r+4

estimated by

applying Algorithm 3 to Cj

2j(i−1)+2r+1
.

Let j∗ > 1 be a fixed maximum number of iterations of the subdivision scheme F . Without
much computational effort, we can achieve estimations of the energy functionals S and E with the
accuracy required by Computer Design and Computer Vision applications for relatively small values
of j∗. For fixed j∗ (usually with j∗ equals 4 or 5) sufficiently accurate estimations are obtained. For
those applications requiring estimates of high order of accuracy, the remarkable effective procedure
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called Richardson extrapolation may be used; see [18]. The pseudocode in Algorithm 4 shows a
very simplified algorithm for a derivative-free estimation of the elastic energies (7.1) and (7.2).

Input: j∗, P0 = {Pi−1, Pi, Pi+1}
1: for j = 1, . . . , j∗ do

2: Pj = F(Pj−1);
3: end for

4: S = 0;
5: for r = 0, . . . , 2j

∗ − 1 do

6: m = 2j
∗

(i− 1) + 2r;

7: ∆j∗

m = ‖P j∗

m+2 − P
j∗

m ‖
8: S = S +∆j∗

m ;
9: end for

10: E = 0;
11: for h = 1, . . . , 2j

∗−1 − 1 do

12: δ
j∗−2
h =

4h−1∑

r=4(h−1)

∆j∗

2j∗(i−1)+2r
;

13: m = 2j
∗

(i− 1) + 2h;

14: κ
j∗

h = κ̃(P j∗

m ) = Algorithm3 (P j∗

m−3, . . . , P
j∗

m+3);

15: E = E + (κj
∗

h )
2
δ
j∗−2
h ;

16: end for

Output: S , E

Algorithm 4. Stretch and bending energy estimation with ConicCurv method.

The computational cost of applying Algorithm 4 with bounded j∗ to the subdivision curve arc
with initial control polygon {Pi−1, Pi, Pi+1} is O(1). Hence, if applied to a control polygon with n

vertices, the computational cost is O(n).
The following numerical experiment illustrates the performance of ConicCurv to estimate the
stretch and bending energy of an ellipse arc by generating increasingly dense samples of points
with the binary interpolating subdivision scheme presented in [4, 14]. Consider the ellipse from
the benchmark of representative curves given in Table 1. Let be P 0

i−1 = (2.7015, 1.6829), P 0
i =

(0.3536, 1.994), P 0
i+1 = (−2.0807, 1.8185) points on the ellipse, the Table 5 shows the relative errors

of the estimations of stretch and bending energy for the ellipse arc with end points P 0
i−1 and P 0

i+1,
applying Algorithm 4 with j∗ = 2, 3, 4.

Table 5. Relative errors of energies S and E estimated with ConicCurv for in-
creasing maximum number of iterations j∗.

j∗ Error of estimated S Error of estimated B

2 0.0071 0.2057

3 0.0018 0.0665

4 0.0004 0.0089

8. Conclusions

We have presented ConicCurv, a new derivative-free and SE(2)-invariant algorithm to estimate
the curvature of a plane curve from a sample of data points. This algorithm has conic precision
and is based on a known method to estimate tangent directions, that is grounded on classic results
of Projective Geometry and Bézier rational conic curves.
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Our theoretical study corroborates the results of the presented numerical experiments: in convex
settings ConicCurv has approximation order 3, while classical 3-points curvature approximations
that are invariant with respect to the special Euclidean group of transformations have approxima-
tion order 1. Further, if the sample points are uniformly arc-length distributed, the approximation
order is 4.
The performances of ConicCurv were shown by comparing it with some of the most frequently
used algorithms to estimate curvatures. Finally, its effectiveness was illustrated as a derivative-free
estimator of the elastic energy of subdivision curves and of the location of L-curve corners. An
open source implementation is available at https://github.com/RafaelDieF/ConicCurv.
As a completion of the previous researches, a future direction can be pointed out: to extend the
curvature estimation method to data on a curve in the space E

3; see [13, 27].
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