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Figure 1. Arrange of rock samples and color charts for each scale :
{a) 30x30cw, (b) 20X 20cr and (c) 10X 10cr scale.
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Table 1. RGB values for each patch in the ColorChecker (McCamy et al, 1976).

No. Name R G B
1 | Dark skin ' 94 28 13
2 Light skin 241 149 108
3 Blue sky 97 119 171
4 Foliage 90 103 39
5 Blue flower 164 131 196
6 Bluish green 140 253 153
7 Orange 255 116 21
8 Purplish blue 7 47 122
9 Moderate red 222 29 42
10 | Purple 69 0 68
11 Yellow green 187 255 19
12 Orange yellow 255 142 0
13 Blue 0 0 142
14 Green 64 173 38
15 | Red 203 0 0
16 | Yellow 255 217 0
17 Magenta 207 3 124
18 Cyan 0 148 189
19 | White(.05") 255 255 255
20 | Neutral 8(.23") 249 249 249
21 | Neutral 6.5(.44") 180 180 180
22 Neutral 5(.70) 117 117 117
23 | Neutra} 35(1.05) 53 53 53
24 | Black(1.507) 0 0 0

* Optical density

5. 4% #4 2 £

e A4 BepAe] A A4S $HY ARUC-2)e 20 X 20 af 2AY FAo
t}. Table 2= 24 3 Q49 4ot} R RGB 4% 9 HT FFaHmean residual error)
7 €42 g ¥£F RGB gol vlstad @A & EF ZARD o5 Jio] LoHLS
& 4 ek
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Table 2. Measured RGB values and residual errors for sample UC-2 20 X 20 coof

image before color calibration.

Patch Standard Measured Residual errors

No. Name R G B R G B R G B
i3 | Blue 203 0 01 156| 32| 36| 47| 32| 36
14 | Green 641 173 38| 33| 133 33| 31} 404 -5
15 | Red 0 0| 142 0| 31| 113 0| 31] 29
16 | Yellow 25b | 217 01 2071 198 0] -48 | -19 0
17 | Magenta 207 311241 165| 60| 126} -42| 57 2
18 | Cyan 0| 148 | 189 01 105 | 145 0| -43 | -44
19 | White 0 0 0 12| 24| 18 121 24| 18
20 | Neutral 8 531 53 B3| 42| 60! 48| -11 71 -5
21 | Neutral 65} 117 | 117 | 117 | 81 106 90| -33 | -11} -27
22 { Neutral 5 180 | 180 | 180 | 131§ 155 | 134! 49| -25| -46
23 | Neutral 35| 249} 249 | 249 174 | 197 | 178 | -75| 52| -71
24 | Black 2051 2551 265 | 213 | 230 | 212 -42 | -25| -43
Mean error -31 5| -18

Figure 29 (a), (0& 244 RGB A& i@ 14 P43 23442 37 2=
olm, Figure 32 RA A 943 134 2 2x4doz wAd J4S HoEe
Table 3¢ F Aoz 248 AR ox& ¥lwd Aol

1) 1&% M8 A vs 2K4

ueprt deirAel QolA 13 Aol 244 vls] Bk A Aoz wd
HAatk BEE g 9dEe] didte] o9t Feo] ATEHULH, UC-29 94& <=
2 2AE 49sd o3 2o

Figure 3(b), (09 1x2 3 2242 o8¢ 2 54 A F4L vasys o
(c)9] 222 BA o] AYAA vow, ME dhr = Mz XA W59
A3t ok,

Table 32 & o 24 A g4ate) FARRY FoT Z7)o vlaf 1247 2244
o] a7k zpo)7b wlM &t oli= Table 48 2 W !-g 293ttt o] A% B T
T 124 S o] &35t AR APS FaAste o] uiga s
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Standard value

0 20 40 60 80 100120140160180200220240
Measured value
(a)

Standard value

0 20 40 60 8010012014016018020022024
Measured value
(b)
Figure 2. Regression graphs for R, G, B of sample UC-2 20X20cr

image are plotted together : (a) lIst-order linear and (b)

Znd-order regression graph.
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Figure 3. 20x20cr images of sample UC-2 : (a) image before
calibration, image after calibration by (b) lst-order linear
equation and {(c) 2nd-order equation.
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Table 3. RGB values and residual errors for sample UC-2 20X 20crt
image calibrated by lst-order linear and 2nd-order equation.

Standard 1st-order equation 2nd-order equation
values Calibrated Errors Calibrated Errors
R|G|BJ| R G| B|R|{G|B]|] R G| B|R|Gi{B
2031 0O O] 201 8 32| -2| 8 32| 208 11 331 5 1] 33
64| 173| 38| 45| 146| 29|-19|-27; -9 49| 162| 29|-15|-11| -9
0| 0]142 4 70 1374 4 7 -5 0 Of 138] O] O -4
255| 217) 0] 255 235 O 0| 18 O 254 233 of -1/ 16| O
207 3| 124 212| 46| 155 5| 43| 31| 217 50| 156] 10| 47| 32
0| 148 189 3| 107] 181 3|-41| -8 0| 121 182 0|-27| -7
o 0o 0of 18 0 8 18| 0O 8§ 15 0 8 15 0 8
53| 53| 53| 56| 46] 49 3| -7, -4 61| 50} 50| 8 -3| -3
117/ 117) 1177} 110{ 110] 106 -7 -7(-11| 121 124 1071 4| 7|-10
180] 180| 180y 169 177| 166} -11| -3|-14| 180} 189; 168, 0Ol 9[-12
2491 249| 249 224y 234| 226| -25| -15|-23F 226| 232| 226|-23:-17|-23
200] 200 205] 255] 255] 2By 0] 0] 0Of 255 255 2551 0 0 O
Mean error -3| -2 0O Mean error 0 2 0

Figure 2(a)¢l 12t d&@A el 29 Blue A%l thd o2 Holu AFHoz
A 2 Zzr A9 Hdsin fAE FHAS € 5 Add 2y (b9l 234 AS
Blue®| Z$-7F 53 & =3 dA3 2@ A9 el 77te FehE RAF
gl (bye] zefx2g AHrd FI FE2AM Red, Green 4 & ©3} Blue 4
ol AdHeE & g& ZAHY ARAHozE = Mx7 AL 44T
+ Qo AAZ Figure 3c)olA 2213 A2 FHEHY. of Axs 2EHL
Z A7t R, G, Be xHO0F o] FojArtE Hel ZAEY A 2 R, G B 4
zboll diste] ofF-z F& B Aol o]FojHTL % o5 HA Z2THAUS W
o] BASGAE A3 AP 2Ao) 2 5 qurh

gAg #4 Fule 540 £ & 277 ok A2 #FF A9 AF F,
o #rgsled dAE AILE vEANT WAl AP s wEolg
(Chang and Reid, 1996).
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Figure 3(a)e] B3 A 94& AAAZ olFn HHE &4, ol& Table 22
Ay vt Zon] AFA W 2y o @} 2 Ho|t} 8k (b), (0)9 FAL B
Aol os @ R diviz 2A ALdEINEE BRAEH

Table 4= UC-29] A JA4Eol i3 HABAH oxF4 Adoltd. & ¢
A Algel diste 23 A Jde] AT AT Azt 2 F ¥F IAE
9] Folp} F& & & Q) ol FW AAEY Hwhgltel BA A AN B
o =27 qEY = o, 2 Boge 24 W gAY A HE gE #39 =Y
o] 1tjg wrgdEo] vEd Axetn AddEY vA F P FAENe At F
oE AL HFE AT JMAAE FAld YU} WA FGAEY FEHinst

7bestte Zlolt. ol 2RY AT HAC] ofFojd Aoz AdHY

]

Table 4. RGB mean residual errors for sample UC-2’s initial image and

images calibrated by lst-order and 2nd-order equation.

Cycle _ Mean residual error
(day) Initial image 1st-order eqn. 2nd-order eqn.
R G B R G B R

0 -44 | 14 | -29 | -3 -2 -1 -1

5 -50 | -19 | -33 ] -3 -3 -1 0
30x30| 10 | -37 ] -5 | -19 | -3 -2 0 0
i5 | b5 | -25 | -38| 4 -3 -2 0
20 | -9 | -30 | -42 | -4 -3 -2 -1
0 -31 ] -5 | -18 | -3 -2 0 0
5 -50 | -11 | -29 | -3 -3 -1 -1
2020 10 | -34 0 -9 -3 -2 1 -1
15 | 64| 17| 3| 4 -3 -1 0
20 | =70 | -21 | -36 | -4 -3 -2 0
0 =45 | -11 | -22 | -3 -3 -1 -1
5 -61 | -23 | -35 | -4 -3 -2 0
1010 10 | -56 | -17 | =27} -3 -3 -1 0
15 | 661 29| -38| -4 -3 -2 -1
20 | -63 1 -19 | -28 ] -4 -3 -1 -1

Scale

— (a = co (o oo o [ta oo oo oo | o | po 6o [ |5
o~io|loc|o|lolocie|c|lo|o|c|e|cllm
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