384 g 3Ada

!
(i)
=2
o)
r 1
2
-

Equivalent Scattering Area Model
of Optical Dot Gain

Sang-Hoon Kang
Dept. of Graphic Arts Engineering, Pusan National University of Technology

Abstract

A new conception of "equivalent scattering area” is investigated as a new
approaching method for developing the ideal model of optical dot gain, regarding all
the main causes such as scattering, multiple internal reflection of light in paper
substrates and dot shapes.

It is experimentally shown that the conception of equivalent scattering area, B’ is
very useful for the analysis of optical dot gain, and it can be formulated as

msin(m A ) : 0< A L 0.5
B’ =
m'sin{n(l-A)} : 0.5 < A < 1,0
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(dot gain)g} %rth o9 e T ZAANCEE E34) FH o FH 3
A7t Ak 71AA wAESdE AHAA Fol d=Z 9 L ZA(rheology), AAAYH,
Zolo E48 So 93t Fo] o Aol WHo] WY wHEL Ao HAX
= AL wai, #3hA wAdE AdgE] FHE ﬁ%’é‘}% A A T A2 H ol A
WA W] Abgro 2 ISl AAe] WHET AA Hely AL I

b A7) Aol e oeirtx] AMzAN wet WAstE AN FHEQNE P8t
o2 Hrisly] s s wr=A] 3EA wd o] ojg EA o] MaEojofate Aol

o Apoe wygade @3 7jEe ZlEo] g E4HE BMEa olE Bos)
7] 93 shte] HE oz TAFARHA (equivalent scattering area); o N3-S
243t AzE P9 PR 228 51, 2¥S 3o I 8§34E dFF
A i a=1

2. 71 B 97 2dR 2 A4

I

B AAEANM A EE W) 42 A8 DA AT FHAEA, & FHAAE
I g e Yol FA, F dHFTEA YgEF

FAARALEE A THEFE(dot or solid density)E Ds, FHH Q4E&x ARG X3l
o8k o] A FE(tint density) & D&t shar, &9 93T Gz Wo] ALY
g A 99 WA W) whApgko] ‘ﬂ“}%"] Ho2 w3 e] wAlE(dot or solid
reflectance)2 Rs, WHF 9 FAWEALE(tint reflectance)g R.2} ¢ w43 W3 & As
t}-&7 zro] Murray-Davies® 2]o & A gt}

S

Re=1- A0-Ry) e e e e e e e (1-a)

D. = ~log { 1-A(1-10% Y e oo (1-b)
~ 1-R. _ 1-107"" _ . )

A = 1-R. = 1_10_[)5 (1 c)

a2y Murray-Davies 2olA e AFHEAE &4 dAAZ 7HASIS Folo] ¥iALE
Ro2 12 7MAstion, X3 gif-29 A4 &X oA dAstE Weo) A (scattering) S
meEkx) ek gLt mEbA o] 2]& W] Abdde] WA v FE(film)ol WA=
x—i%% oy abehg FAY F gl Folet 2 A diside 22340 4

Dl o) Fol oMol SIAME Wel A YEL ToldAsl RubAs Aol
oJste] Fol ofmelx A whAEA Y Fwe) PHAM FEHEZ BARFEANA
FAHE PV FEE Y 4 xl such 24 olsh go] Axuch e}
B 24 SEE A4Edd A1-0ZYH AT PALAE Awe A4 TERAE
Ame 2Tk AX 7] 5107 (Anp A qu o st 24sA HE el
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olg} Zro] AAHAANA LA E Lo thF Fuate A ot opr| s B3
A GASNE 2457 98 Fbe) PP oz Yule - Nielsen” & the3 o] X&
ng AH&3te Murray-Davies2S 431310}
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o] Al HAF nzkyt Mesd FJFs] A FHAHEE 7 5L Je2E F
A7kA del AbgE 3 gtk 2y o] AoA ngte FEE EHHA WAL oy
gl o3 Heoyor zetd A Agolnz 1Eete AFAFA gaE FLF 2
g2 dfE dA3 e zx] Ea Bok o} AHxAd ot 1 e AAS
= do] % HAZE EAHL G Ut 2P E EFS Fold diEd AU
45’7}01]*11_ Murray-Davies?] o] ®]&}e] H| w2 Z*i“ﬂ “”d“”i’,%é 74]’&@ Sl 4=k

&= o] wjEo) xX)F7FA] ntoll W 2 AFU FEEA AT

Ruckdeschel® 5& ZoleAo] We] 234e EXES (spread function) & ﬁ;/\] 3l n
#e BHPEAE A FrE FESIA ] Fdo w27 ngte HAH & FS
o), & 3}o]a}o] E(highlight) FGdAlA= A (Screen frequency)-t H A &

a4

athx) o E&ehA Ex 9w A Lol 2 AHE—?—(shadow) PN E olE F HHH
59 Z719 gEo] n#E AH AXE ALZ Yeldt}. o] A2 Yule-Nielsen?] ZHA|7}
dlolgtolE Aol e A9 guE AL MES G es 27X XEE E
e, ngtel tig XE7tA9 B AFdA dPHoZ T3 nghd 50%°]4e] FHY
g e AR £ #Gde guste Aol

w3k ngtoll ¥ RuckdeschelS 2] 2o 23t FololA]e] Heo] WAl Ef7l AR
AH(specular reflection)ell ZF7FIX® ngte] 16l FHZsHA =9, Ak 779X E n
zto) 26 A Hol X ZAunkrel fHsee] F7HGEH dAdEte R <l
H&X e ngte] 1~2 Apelo]l Eojof g}

22 Pearson” o AFZA e sty £ AAHA AHZANN ngte 14~
1.8 Atolell Al FHD, WA 1.78& tEFOZ A <H3A )
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o Mo Ao BEA A Fo A9 F2 AAHHAMY ©F REAL
(multiple internal reflection)® E& 3 Wel Abedel] 71%1sta ok

v G B B FEY ATEHRE ‘ule-Nielsen Eol A= &
o A A s uhe} o] EEAoR Ho] s Joz Aesta o,
Clapper-Yule” # Honjo® 59 2 Aee A ny&ta 9
o} uh &R o) 7)stetA #ate] g JE S HMEFH FASL low, £ Huntsman”
o] B E oFE WRekAte) 988 meistA) ek itk

upbA] B4 gy A4S 05 7‘3-& Aab7] g E o)ty A3 Oq?é
Hary BeHoE Beol Us Ao Aters} ohF U ERkAR #
ofbuiat - A e} 7reterA Hgg Tl 51342 e AR Jeo FHEW =
o] B AF7F SFHE slojnh

ol#ldh TAHANA B Ao 1{‘: b Abebm A (equivalent scattering area)©] 23 8=
gze Ads 293 A=e Fele] AN wdo #ete] FHE A o

<Fig.1>< FHHAE At 04"1'4“334% (1-A)9] 99 F33e 53 "ES AH&A
oo ratAIZ) Arelol A WA oMoz JAE Wel WAARE YERATH

Rpp de Rdd de

Film

/j Paper

S i QP ——

~

Fig.1 Reflectance behavior due to base scattering for a unit area halftone
pattern of dot area A, scattering area B,C and base area (1-A).
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zhe] wAlg e TeF 2ol AT 4 At

Ryp = ri(1-A-B)+(1-r)rtf (1-A-B)

R = rB+(1-rorptitsB

Ra = ra(A-O)+(1-tatdril A-C)+ | 1-re-(1-ra)ts’rs } titarp(A-C)  + « -+ « - (3)
R = raC+(1-rata’riC+ | 1-ra-(1-ralta’rs } tr,C

AZNA 1, tre BES TAF 2 FHE 1o, te= FHY WA R FRAE, e FolY W
AtEE vE T

Murray-Davies E2XE FHoz drtd RS AL F39, Pz ard o
< g Fotoiwt RAIHER o] 2de] §HALS Rwpe TS d 2ol EAECH

Rup = ri{1-A)+(1-1)rpt (1~ A)+raA+(1-ra)te’riA+ | 1-ra~(1-tate’rs } titarpA
= [ ret(1-tata’ret { 1-ra~(1-ta)ta’rs } ttare ] A+ [ o+ (1-r)rote } (1-A)
= RA + Ry(1-A) e e e (4)

714 Ry Ryt 72 We) sbgro] wAlalx 2t 299 FaH ofuoqe) A4 ¥
AFgS e
8 Aol WAL Ao AN e FHWAE, F FHY WALE R

4

thRpp+R[)d+Rdd+de ............. (5)
2 BEAHZZE 23, WE A0 ity Ay oS3 Zo] ).
R: = Ruprpté(1-ta) [ (1-1¢) B- { l-rg-(1-ttrf }C1 « = o o o o o s (5")

of HolA &AW B, Cx 44 AR vEF F7F v FAaAIIAT AHHO
e B2 DAY FEF VA HEE B Welg Aed3 B, Cw ¢A H4
Abel of@ AN FHE HA AT £ AA Dok

I 49 B, Co F2 AAHA hFAM) de) whAg A (R o])et WA E
2 B S dold IR e EHer EAY £ e @o] ohdE ¢
F Stk mehA 4dd A B, CE sz Fae dild 2509 [ ] e e
A B, Co 34 HEadE BHRY T2& FT/ME A4S e B YRy M
o] APdA B o2 diAstnaEd A3WAd g A4S B folstA & + UA
g

q71A4 7Hde g B & ARdF B, Co #A AFEA AFEHER o]t
A Belid i@ d A (equivalent scattering area)olet 2272 3ol

metA A(5)E 4—AEEA B & A& nX2d H6)ez "
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R: = Rwp - mtf(1-tdB’ e e e (6)

Sdd AgavEs B & A Jlass FHFE EedoDd oF
o THAA AW BGF Gy

)& 4@t A At H G 9Y o e
nelsh 93 emm A o RwAl SAsE 29dREvE B ¢ 494
QAN A3 hF v FEka Wk ohel

o2 FAY F¥ Yow AT HES I

el Jse §48 nels 2
o474 BA7} HE AL

R

= @,

= FREd Zdlo) " 4 gl
Folxl A xzAo =N Y FFAddd B & ogs] vt
o ool e 43 PR e FASA 49K

<Fig.2>E 238 Mot BHadgd we 3y RIS HAs) Ysio B2
Aol A A28 DupontAle) “ Dot Size Comparator - Series? ” "E9 FAL Ued
o},
% =4 (Macbeth TR ~ 927)8 AH&3le] HEAF] A4 FHPHE AneE 543}
3, Al <Figl>3 o] BES AMEA(hEX, 120g/m)el F2ste] BEH F
Aol e FHRe] WAl EE 2R om 1 2R AFE <Table 1>7 2t}

3 FEo] oA} v FEE Dyt Dy, ol fol ZE5E 423 e
Mo} o3t Il o] WA = Dot Dis 2 Fol(od)nke] whAlbis = Dol 344

= <Table.2>} e},
A71M FEH FTolo FERGEHAAMY AWy WRlEE Dy, § DE eiEkd
Murray-Davies®] 2/(1-b) 2 (1-C)& xd2w zZkzk (7)) 2 ()= "o

DDy = -log { 1-AQ-100P) e (7
1_10‘(D[’Dp)
Avp = T_W;DT— ............... (8)

<Table 1 ¥ 2>2] FAHAFEE FoldA LAste e Aoz it F3py oz
Zijg FEojuE o] Z& o]&3dle 2(8)9 Murray-Davies RA2HEH TAAHE
AmpE A4St B A BHENE (D.Gop(=Amp-Awe) & T38HH <Table 3>3% o] €
=
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1IZE COMPARATOR—SERIES I

Fig2 Test chart film of "DOT SIZE COMPARATOR-SERIES II” made by Dupont.

Table 1. Tint densities (D:-Dp) of test chart film laminated on prper
under true dot area coverage(Auue)

A Screen Frequency(lpi) A Screen Frequency(lpi)
troe 65 100 133 e 65 100 133

0.03 0.03 0.03 0.44 0.47
0.05 0.03 0.45 0.45
0.08 0.07 0.55 0.60
0.09 0.08 0.07 0.56 0.64 0.66
0.15 0.14 0.64 0.70
0.16 0.14 0.67 0.83
0.17 0.15 0.68 0.81
0.24 0.20 0.19 0.75 0.90
0.26 0.22 0.76 0.97
0.32 0.30 0.77 0.89
0.33 0.30 0.85 1.09 1.15 1.14
0.34 0.29 0.91 1.31

| 0.43 0.48 0.92 1.33 1.34

Table 2. Base and solid densities of test chart film and film / paper

combination
Dt Dits Drfp( :Dp ) Drfps( =Dg ) Drp
0.05 2.80 0.13 1.65 0.06
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Table 3. Optical dot gains(Amp ~Awme) of test chart film / paper

combination

[ A { Screen Frequency(lpi) A Screen Frequency(lpi) '
e85 | 100 133 e 65 100 133 |
0.03 | 0.04 0,04 0.44 0.24
0.05 | 0.02 B 0.45 | 0.22
0.08 | 0.07 0.55 | 0.22 | |
0.09 0.08 0.06 | 0.56 0.24 0.25
0.15 0.13 0.64 0.19
0.16 1 0.12 0.67 0.21
0.17 L 0.13 0.68 0.19 |
0.24 | 0.14 0.13 0.75 0.15
0.26 | 0.15 [ 0.76 0.16
0.32 | | | 0.20 ] 0.77 | 0.13 ]
0.33 | 0.19 0.85 | 0.10 0.11 0.11
0.34 | 0.16 0.91 [ 0.07
0.43 | 0.26 0.92 | 0.06 0.07 |

T3 <Table 2>9 SAHAFEZRYH rp, tr E taZ 73 H(6)S 222 A(6) &2
®rh

Ri = RA + Rp(1-A) - 069B" e e e e e e e e e 6"

A (6922 THEAE Agt WAy Bt AW &3 Zo] g

Ri-Rp 0.69 ,
A R.-R, = R.-R, P
1-10" PP 0.69x 10" )
12109 T T _1p @9 B’ s e e e e e e e e e e e . (9)
= Awmp - 0.96B’

aebA B3t FHENE (DQeE T ez 9t
(D@l =AMp~Ame) = 0.96B’ e e e e e e e e e (10

add 38 FHINE (DGt THRAE Add JE}nE AT ds B' &
e e AAXNE BEI o} dt.
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0:A=0
B’ = f(A) =
0: A=

1
Qe AAZAL BE3E F4E f(A) = m sin(nA)E} 7R3 9, <Fig.3>H 2o &

A7 ALY BH WEL B2, FAA AEste gFEd 1 A48 THY
A& 50% °olstlAE T X E) X (positive) o] A RE 50% o] go A= Y 7}E) B(negative) &
AHEE Rz AGARHEA B 9 rEed 544 @ f(A)e &3 o] TR E
A& £ it

m sin(na) : 0< A £ 0.5

m'sin{n(l1-A)} : 0.5< A < 1.0 » s soseeee (11)

4714 m e m & Agdos AR Asold

(a) - (b

cy (d)

Fig.3 Photomicrographs of 100 Ipi tints for dot area coverage of (a) 20%,
(b) 40%, (c) 60%, (d) 80% (x50).

el A(11)g o) &3t (1008 nH2W o3} Zo] At

[ 0.96m sin{mA) : 0< A < 0.5
(D.G)cp =
[ 0.96m’sin {m(1-A) }: 0.5< A < 1.0 + = = == = s - (12)

A714 A% m € m' & <Table 3> #&4 FYdUge) FHAZRH 238 A
9z 27 78 + Aok
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<Fig4~6>2 <Table 3> F814 FAHu)&) 29ARF LA ACEN
Fo AFHAEA o] o3 AW (s % YN PL mAFT

i
|
30 ;
o
o 207 |
. J |
= ° } o
I 10 |
&) ° |
|
|
e . } . . " .
95 50 700
A(%)

Fig.4 Comparison of optical dot gains measured and calculated by eq.(12)
at 65 Ipi tints.

30 }
v& 201 ° i
S10 |
.. Ii
I 2
Oo 50 100
A (%)

Fig.5 Comparison of optical dot gains measured and calculated by eq.(12)
at 100 Ipi tints.
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Fig.6 Comparison of optical dot gains measured and calculated by eq.(12)
at 133 Ipi tints.

TAl AFAaddd 298 7]E9 Murray-Davies ¥ Yule-Nielsen B9 3} ¥ 13}7)
At A(6') & <Table 2> HEHAHRE o] &3ty Wil xo e 2oz ay»dA
&3 Zeo] Ak

D-D, = -log { 1-A(1-10"""*P?)-069x 10" x B’ }
= -log | 1-;A(1-107%%) -093xB'} e e e e oo (13)

<Fig7>< 223y MdF 65pidlAe wAbsE ZAH X9 Murray-Davise 2 Yule-

Nielsen @32 BAZ v EA3 Ao 24 Yule-Nielsen 229 A4 ngrol ti=F 2

~3 Atold &FEE & F Jom, o]RAL Honjosol A A3 vje} o] AAZE nglol
o

g z3%n 982 BAZTh
<Fig8> 228 M+ 100pil e WSS 235 1oz EANE & AF
o) FRATAY md Mmw EAF RoZA o] A ZHAG AYNo F YA Re

% % Qo
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100 O 50 100

A%
Fig.7 Comparison of measured densities Fig.8 Comparison of measured den-
in 65 Ipi tints with Murray-Davies sities in 100 Ipi tinte with
and Yule-Nielsen egs. equivalent scattering area

mode! of eq.(13).

5 2 &

FAG 23 e odAY THEY =Y

g Fa) AP shtel Ao PHesH TARAUA, o o) W
FETE & 5 T
() 4FAEEE B e e Ho= el &

msin(tA):0< A L0.5
Lo'sin{n(1-A)} : 0.5 <A< 1.0
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