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Abstract

Offset lithography is the most widely used printing process in domestic printing
industry, but there are no industry-wide specifications for press confrol to assure
consistent quality across printing plants. As printing becomes more of a commodity
and less of an art, it is necessary to develop a print quality specification standard
suitable for Korea offset printing field.

This study aims to contribute to improving the quality of domestic offset color
prints by comparative study on color reproduction properties of 3 kinds of domestic
process color ink composed of C(cyan), M(magenta), Y(yellow), and K(black), and of

3 kinds of domestic coated paper, using densitometric color measurement method.
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o QIzke] A4 WSS BHOE e A FUORE ol §H Yrk 2ZA oA
Bopol e Fersh Aol BEH A4 T B Wyt du glov), nEdY P
A42o) B #Yol Fysin ek

Ty o= :

A A dFNAE A2 FZAHEE HTgF ol AHAZAQ dlolgo] &&

4 o, 94 ZFPAe sdxd 93] <
FHo] AAE = AAolr), 2HEZE ¢ AAHoln F&AQ FRAIYE M=
A3tE ABAHQ dolgl2 A QB thE FFFAL 4R ot Jgl?

B Ao es gudA AT e A dzg AHLAE AL A 2482
F3td & WA vn - 7oz FAF LITA JAHES A FEA o H
E37 Rk B A7 JA4FANNE S LA A AFNAM F2 ALEHT
= 24 Z2A2~ 48 93 Clcyan), M(magenta), Y{yellow), K(black) 353 =43 &
XA(120g/m') 3% A3t M 7371 B AR 10329 A3 AN AR

A Eo FTAL HAl=EE =AY oM FE(solid print density)®} =& Edj
(dot gain), 2 E& 2= E(contrast) ¥ A4 LAk hue error)E 9 AP SAHE ¥ - H
7}t o

2. 4

2-1. d1FEv] 2 A

APl g A MFE 2 )7l Table 13 Fig. 1¢ JYepuidch. 95422 A4
o] ARAH HIE Ao C, M, Y, K Z+z}tel] g 0~100%2 H3HAE HAE 5%
Az 2094 Y Z "G C, M, Y, K 4802 1485719 A ;A7 235
o] 9 “ECI2002” Al £ AEE AE H(control strip) 2.2 FASAH “Quark Xpress
3.3"% “Photoshop 6.0”, “lllustrate 7.0 AZEoZ H2E A& A2 .

CTPE A #He Kodak “ELECTRA Excel’® 5%¢] A3|Aloll A AMR3F% 5L, Agfa
“Thermostar” 370AF 2 Fuji “LP-N" 27§Alel A &3] A&, &80 A& d
CTPE Dainippon Screen “PlateRite 8000"2.2 429 QA 3AtoA  ALESHH T,
“PlateRite 8600” 47§A} 2 Fuji “Luxel Vx9600” 17}A}, Heidelberg “Prosetter 102"% 1
29 A3l EHll AHEsEA T

CTP%} °‘aﬂ-’ﬂr-?: Mg, 7471 L FAF 1029 A 3AAA BE3 7179 ARE Al

gaton, 29 AREE 2540dpi, 22AVAS 17502 BRS¢, M, Y, K 4402
=49 '5“}9&':}.

_ 78 -



A 2 EA U] HAH S| T PHI) - B

Table 1. Prepress system used in pnnting test

Aol o3 B}

Manufacturer Product Name
PC IBM Pentium 4 3.2 GHz
Apple Power Mac G4
Quark Quark Xpress 3.3
Software Adobe Photoshop 6.0
Adobe Mustrate 7.0

Plate Setter

Dainippon Screen

PlateRite 8000

Dainippon Screen

PlateRite 8600

Fuji

Luxel Vx9600

Heidelberg Prosetter 102

Kodak ELECTRA Excel
Plate Fuj LP-N

Agfa Thermostar

Fig. 1. Test target combination used in printing test.
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2-2. 91 4

Aol ALEE AFAE S 7]7]& Table 29 2ok Mg, 471 € 54 1029 <93
Aboll A o]-&3t @ Al ujd7]= Heidelberg “CD 1027E- 5329 QI3 ALo) A AMRElg o
o, Heidelberg “SM 74" 17/0A}, MITSUBISHI “D3000LS-4" 2/0A}, KOMORI
“LITHRONE32" 17§JAF ¥ Shinohara “New shinohara”® 13%¢] ¢l 3] AL A A&} o},

LIA AL Z2 A2 FY Jas FueAy AdEHT Y Iddam, Egga, st
FEFTLR RIA C M, Y, K 422 A9, ZF Qi3 Aol A -‘?i *}%‘5'}
I e daz A A AAEA= 1022 A3 A BF AFA X, FEA A,
AEBA A 3MALY] EEX(120g/m)E FU3HA AHR AT

A £x& 28 vtFd o3 2SS U7 A3l FES FIH F 10,000pme
2 fFASEeH, 24 422 0.1lmE ARGt 59 pH 55 €% 98T,
[PA 13£1%E FASHH I, AU+ 256C+3C, % 50%+5%E HAASAT. 4 &
ME 1~4 R E A3 9 Black—Cyan—Magenta—Yellow €A 2 23 H 3sgoen,
10X 9] AH Aol A bzl A A SAE R 50034 15000382 Aot

Table 2. Printing presses and materials used in printing test

Manufacturer Product Name
Heidelberg CD 102
Heidelberg SM 74
Press Mitsubish D3000LS-4
Komon Lithrone 32
Shinohara 75VH
Daihan Plus KleenTec CMYK
Ink Dongyang ArononT CMYK
Korea Special Best One CMYK
Hansol Hi-Q Duo Art(120g/m’)
Paper Hankuk Double Art(120g/m’)
Shinmoorim Neo Art(120g/m’)
2-3. ¢ E9 T 54 € Hrb 4y
FU Mgt A7 2 BA 1029 AR APE AHBL Y2 Az A w1,
L, 2 &7 33dth I} 34 43 E A&l AES A il G2 BEFsgeH I, 3
Ab 432 AET A3 C~-Cy B I3 A 22 AF dA3Ae G~ G2

RSt 2ze) Q43N Y EXA1Ag/m) 33L P, P, PZ EReGOR,
102 1 3AF [T L 283 b I A Y3E Mol A4 2%l AREE A
& oA 82 AABANM AATARE 22 53 F 12089 4ES 355
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FAF QXA B MY EAdo] tig WIKI) - F3s= SHH o3 At

=gto]th & (dry down)oll &3k FRslE 12dte] FAAZE H3l 48

3l Q59 =AHHEYE [HARA "R730" e ¥ALFE=AIE ALE3std 33 ¥HE

2ve] Ho 2 A&t TY. SAHA A4 E $HY & ISO(International Organization for
Standardization) 5-3:1995(E)?¢ll w2} ‘black backing’& AH&3dte] &3 st

% Al (Densitometer)e] W3le ISO

: 7
A FasA AREEI 3 X &
AAEFH ZE& WA= SAH ALgHE

3
5-3:1995(E)ell A He] glor, ISOAA=
‘Status TZEHE Al {325 Al Ut

ISO 5-3:1995(E)ell 9 Asleg ME Zzhe] A4 E slddd C, M, Y, K 100% 433
E F 89 7AEE 2EYE MFEAZ S @S Udd 22 o/ &3

9 ETX(solid density)E D, U-&x]9] vletEE(paper density)E
o] Z3to] 23 wHE e F§AMHFEE D(tint density)st stx, &
o] Hol gxtdiyn St T WA WO girlgFo] E wAlg o] FH

2 A E ) vkA}-&(solid reflectance) & Rs, A F 2 A HFALE (tint reflectance)<
Rigt 59 FAHAE AE 27 2o Murray-Davies® 2102 At}

—(D~D,)

1—10
— —(D,~D,) (1)

A (DAL olgsty FAHFNE 39 (2)2ex Tt 9714 DGy HHE,
&, 281 Ars E50A e BAEgES YERAT
2t 48 50% HY e FEE MAFEAZ 33 £F B8 2D YT@e A
34 s

(D3 @)= Atet] B3 FdigFs ToAT

2-3-3. SETLE
A2y ZEHZES WAY o dd 5% FH s5Y AGH = zAolE o
Al

El7] $lste] AL Eth SEZAE HAdsty s ofwo] Al A ol M
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27} Bolnth A48 FEGAE K= dBdoz g How HAHH, o714 D,
g D 727 N sE9 FHAAG] 5% FPAZ] FES YA S

K=[(D,—D)/DJx100(%) (3)
2 g VA T BY% FHFLY FEE WAFEAL 38 0 4G o
A7 A((3) 02 AMste] AHEBe ZEFrEE Targ

2-3-4. YA el 4 5§

el et 22 ZAHENY 1AM 02 ALE3s ZEA A Y Clcyan), M(magenta),
Y(yellow)= R(red), G(green), B(blue)Z & Ao tjs} H X (complimentary color)e] %=
2, 7 "‘"°ﬂ st 3702l Yol 9 3FFY TEFAA FoA AT EE ‘H, T+

TE M, HAFEE Tolgt 84, zdojvs, AP 2 588 474 v§ A=
_{{/‘]%Ur.

Grayness : (L/H) x 100 (%) (4)

Hue Error : {(M-L)/(H-L)} x 100 (%) (5)

Efficiency : {1-(L+M)/2H} x 100 (%5) (6)

a3 4 R, G, B ZHE ARt #AEEA Y 234U R, G, BY =& SA5tH 4

2 HE "= ZF Mo dist H M, L 59 23 9vjry} g2xlnz A x9}
EEE g2 FAHook 3t} o] Ffdv A= W 3942 R, G, B A
FaHolok sl F FF HH M)o] o= A2 T3 & o|F=ufo] 93t ZdAH
o 882 EFHool 3t F F/79 UM, Mol dislgd BE S48 H(L)9 v &9
g3l AR LR Z+z}t oS A3 o] 1A 2x ged ¢ @k’

Hue Error : {(H-M)/(H-L)} x 100 (%) (5')

Efficiency : {1-(2L)/(H+M)} x 100 (%) (6')

2t B9 WA FES MASEAL 38 £F B8 2R BFEAL AD~6)2
TS

T2} SWOP(specifications for web

2z
i
o2
et
O
=
ot
~
g
. o
2
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offset publications)®] %I¢ls] FEZE Table 37 Fig. 2 vellidct A A= C,
M, Y, K Z+z}¢) " 74 F=Mean)E= SWOP 72 H|£3d o, MYINA
0073 Kd=ZAA 0048 =pol7F Wt = AR 3AE = L A 4271 SWOP
T2 7HE vlxstsion, I 3AF d39 e MYIAdA 023, YIdRAA 0238=
71 & ZolE YER R Uk Qi SAPEE S L AP 439 Ps A Fol2 A4 T
Cys 214 3ALY KYA A 11388 7} 2kon Iz 3AL a9 P 3AF Fol2 ¢4
g Cs A ALY KU w5 1949 vlusiis w 0818 B zo|E Heoli Ut} °
= U9 AP BER F5E AstA Zn Tu AHALANNA ddHZ e adiE A
7] ol dAnt dZAFFF B2 ol HQl Aoz AN, #dd £2 9
AHEES A7l A U] A A L= Ag7[Eo] B3y Az,

Table 3. Solid print densities of domestic offset prints with SWOP

Printing Solid Print Density
Ink Paper Com

pany|( Cyan Magenta | Yellow Black

P Ci 1.29 118 0.78 1.36

1 P2 C 1.29 1.16 0.77 1.33

P Cy 1.37 1.18 0.80 1.44

Mean 1.31 1.17 0.73 1.37

Co 1.48 1.31 0.94 1.48

P, Cs 1.16 1.22 1.00 1.59

C4 1.31 1.33 1.00 1.35

Co 1.49 1.32 0.93 153

I, Ps Cs 1.17 1.27 1.01 1.59

C4 1.30 1.30 1.00 1.23

Co 1.48 1.33 0.93 1.57

P3 Cs 1.12 1.07 1.01 1.65

Cs 1.32 1.32 1.03 1.13

Mean 1.31 1.28 0.98 1.46

Cs 1.27 1.34 1.04 1.82

P, Ce 1.09 1.41 1.07 1.39

Cr 1.23 1.36 0.96 1.68

Cs 1.41 1.41 1.00 1.60

Cs 1.27 1.34 1.04 1.82

P, Ce 1.17 1.43 1.07 1.39

I3 ) Cy 1.19 1.30 1.02 1.74

Cs 152 1.57 1.00 1.67

5 1.41 1.38 1.09 1.94

P, Cs 1.12 1.46 1.08 1.42

Cr 1.34 1.46 0.99 1.80

Cs 1.43 1.46 1.01 1.61

Mean 1.29 141 1.03 1.66

Mean 1.30 1.33 0.98 1.55

SWoP 1.29 1.4 1.01 1.59
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2.0 =

1.8

I Ink
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1.0
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0.8

0.4
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0.0 e | .
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Fig. 2. Comparisons of solid print densities of domestic offset prints with SWOQOP.

3-2. B3 4
0~100%7A] 5% BHBAER o|Foizl 20248 ZHel A F 50% SAS HA B
gl SWOP 7123 wlwste] Table 49 Fig. 3o YJebliglch dA A€ C, M, Y,
K Ztzte] ¢ 23 SFh(Mean)= SWOP ARG C, M, Y¥ A= o +3A%, K
A= SWOPH w3l RidAssEe RedE ety 4 ol 4% o =7 YERG.
3 Az AE B U= L A d37 SWOP a3 7HE Blxsiy, I $AHY
AN 9%= 7t B2 AolE Holx ok A A Bd Hd=C M Y, K
YA EF 14% o|li& Aot kit SWOPP»I MAH FEEG $A" ¢ ¥2 K93
£ £0°17] ddA DA FEE SWOP 5= HAZA =olA HWA 432
Ale @ FobAAl "vh a8 d3 iﬂa—‘%vﬂ 7b zohd w}a} % %ﬂ gzt o
24T Ja %E-‘%—vﬂ% adiz A EA Ndd FEE ¥¢ 7 UAEF K39

3-3. EEg2E

0~100%7t Al 5% WHHHEZ o|FojA 20kAlel ZHe WX F 75% FHHAE
ol ZEFAEE Table 59} Fig 40l SWOP wZ& 7 vlw3dte] el dA A4
9 C, MY, K Ztzte] #d ZEgA2E(Mean)s= SWOP w+Z3HXY C, M, YHZANA
= 6% oJUWz2 EXe K43+ 17%% vl-$ @A el

dA Az A FEHGLEEE [ A 437t SWOP w4 7 vl x| v 1, I,
I S|A 43 BF 5% o2 HlxsAt 15 L A 439 I A KYAAA 17%
B zolE Holm on A IAE FH Fdl=C M, Y, KYdZ BF 15% o}
o] zpolrt i} IAF I EY ZERIAEE SWOPY 134 vla] & AdolAe

S

Wt
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A, K92l A% AAIAT A9 296 A dsiseh 44 428 we Aed U
g REY WPFEe] gage) A REFAES PFasn, JAFe] god B ¥
2ol mEGAEA} pafne KYag 448 A%el 9astn 47w,

Table 4. Comparison of dot gain calculated from measured optical densities

Printing Dot Gain

nk Paper Company Cyan Magenta | Yellow Black
P, Cy 1 | 1 | 8 22

I P2 Cy 12 13 12 23
P3 C 11 7 8 21

Mean 12 10 9 22

Cy 17 15 21 28

P: Cs 10 13 15 21

Cy 16 19 19 28

Cs 18 16 22 29

I, P- Cs 10 14 15 23
Cq 14 14 18 27

Co 17 14 22 28

P3 Cs 10 9 14 19

Cq 16 17 21 27

Mean 14 15 19 26

Cs 15 15 17 27

Cs 18 16 21 27

P C 15 21 21 30

Cs 17 15 17 30

Cs 15 13 19 27

Cs 16 13 18 25

I5 P Cy 11 15 17 25
Cs 15 16 15 29

Cs 13 12 17 26

P, Cs 17 17 21 21

Cy 15 21 19 31

Csg 15 15 17 27

Mean 15 16 18 28

Mean 14 15 17 26

SWOP 203 20+3 18+3 22+3
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Fig. 3. Comparison of dot gain of domestic offset print with SWOP.

3-4. G, Yoy, &8

200A41¢] B8 #x F RAH FEo} st 12480 C, M, Y& ol€9 2342 R,
G, BE &A% R, G B ZH =9 24), B), 6) € (B), (6)&F o83t ALT A
22 2} (Hue error), 13 o]y 2 (grayness) B & &(efficiency)S Table 60 eIt
714 AR} aFolUses REFE, EE&L FEFE AAYE EAol 54EL 9
2 lia=3

Table 69 23 Z X E ‘GATF Color Hexagon'S Al&3te 32HF9 MEH SWOP
A9 AL Fig. 5o Yttt AR AAE C, M, Y, K, R, G, B 479 H7F N
d(Mean)2 SWOP 743 v|xd ARE BIJoy GA ¥ FEE YEYL I 3
A} dAe M B XolE Holx on CE AYE YA A E E2 A
FER A FE& AGE Yl gtk I 3A dA32E dAIHeE SWOP w3+ 7}
2 Hlstd ot M3 RollA A velwtth I 314} 3+ Mean® M 93 v 3%
oo, I, L Iz A 43 BEF M3 ReA vBludy & FE xo|E W 124 C,
M, Yo EAMH] I} T3 3A} A= SWOPS A Fofl vl WojL} lomz ¢J3
Ta @ 2Ho] e, AAHLE MY Ro] EFSEE MY /% 2 RYAL9
Mpdol At AzhE

Table 62} Z3ZF g MAdxae} adolya 2 F&-3 Fig. 69 UYetdA . AL
AE C, M YZE L 319 YA 58002 718 5 d9er, I 3rtel MY A7}
252%= 713 BF stk 43 A Aol= FHd 4.07%E Z Aol AR &
Adtt. R, G, BallA+= R BolA 53 ZA(E Yehd o, GolA 71E EZF3In
I 3A} 437} 65.63%E 7HY B3t

el a= C, M, YE L 3AMY] YHAZNA 11.20%E 71 5 3t on I3 3A}
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o] MA A 26.07%=E 7V EF dd. d2 3AME zole HO 282%E Z Aol
7b 2AskA] st 224 R, G, BIA £ RoA 58 AFdE Yehdiglen, I A}
39 BollA 5348% =2 7}A EZFstAth

2& 9A C, M, YF L 3AtY YA ARNA 884%E 7HE 3oy, MY
60.53% = 714 E=ZsATh 23 A= I3 AL 439 Ro] 7BIS%E 7HE 3R L
i}, Bolld 4356% 2.8 713 EFsich daAdes 14444 E C, Y, 23444 E R
o] 7bd ¢t 1aM Y FAE Eoll A= MYAZY AZFF 234 G BY
Agg AAEL Y E A 4 (color correction)”o] Qs A

Table 5. Companson of print contrast calculated from measured optical densities

Ink Paper Printing Print Contrast
Company| Cyan |Magenta| Yellow | Black
P, Ci 44 46 33 24
I P, Ci 43 44 31 22
’ P; Ci 46 46 32 25
Mean 45 45 32 24
Co 44 42 26 22
P; Cs 40 40 34 25
Cy 38 39 22 20
Cs 41 41 26 22
I P Cs 39 42 33 21
Cy 38 37 20 18
Co 43 42 25 21
Ps Cs 36 38 34 26
Cy 38 37 19 18
Mean 40 40 26 21
Cs 43 43 31 22
P, Cs 29 41 20 21
Cy 40 36 23 16
Cs 44 45 32 19
Cs 43 44 30 21
p Ce 32 45 22 21
I3 ? C; 38 41 28 22
Csg 46 49 34 22
Cs 45 47 32 25
P, Ce 31 41 19 20
Cq 41 38 25 16
Cs 45 47 33 22
Mean 40 43 27 21
Mean 41 42 27 21
SWOP 35+5 35+5 2515 38+5
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Print Contrast(%)

Cyan Magenta Yellow Black
Color

Fig. 4. Comparison of domestic offset print contrast with SWOP.

Table 6. Comparison of color reproduction properties with domestic offset prints

Color Symbol R-Filter | G-Filter | B-Filter | Hue error|Grayness |Efficiency

I; 1.40 0.46 0.18 22.74 13.10 77.02

C I 1.27 0.43 0.18 23.51 13.80 76.07
I 1.32 0.45 0.19 23.15 14.43 15.66

Mean 1.31 0.45 0.18 23.22 14.02 75.99

I; 0.31 1.32 0.72 40.59 23.48 60.98

M I 0.31 1.25 0.67 38.45 25.07 60.53
I3 0.33 1.45 0.81 42.52 22.50 61.02

Mean 0.32 1.36 0.74 40.91 23.50 60.85

I 0.11 0.15 0.80 5.80 14.11 83.40

v I 0.11 0.17 0.98 6.49 11.29 85.84
I 0.12 0.19 1.04 7.14 11.45 85.39

Mean 0.12 0.17 0.99 6.77 11.66 85.35

I 0.30 1.26 1.27 1.03 23.82 76.08

R I 0.31 1.23 1.43 17.69 21.43 76.97
I 0.32 1.38 152 11.48 20.85 78.15

Mean 0.31 1.31 1.46 12.66 21.39 77.49

I 1.36 0.50 0.80 65.63 37.10 53.25

G I, 1.30 0.52 0.97 42 47 39.88 54.28
I 1.32 0.55 1.00 41.84 4153 52.68

Mean 1.32 0.53 0.96 45.31 40.35 53.35

I; 1.38 1.28 0.68 14.22 49.03 49.12

B I 1.33 1.28 0.67 7.69 50.17 48.85
I 1.32 1.47 0.79 22.53 53.48 43.56

Mean 1.33 1.38 0.73 7.01 52.95 46.16
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Fig. 5. Comparison of GATF color hexagon of domestic offset print with SWOP.
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Fig. 6. Comparisons of color reproduction properties calculated from measured optical densities.

2 A7 24 eTAAMRY FAPAL Asel Fu 0T A4 Al
@ol Alg3T gk FA EXTX) 3FF T4 oZ AHE T AL B 93 3Fo
: |2 - 9o A% oew 2 2L Ak

of

K
Yl
o
<
ro
X
i
=
fuj
ol
ke
8
1=
2
wd
Mm
o,
o
just

f—
H!
2
-
o
i
o
O
=
=
2
A
N
N
i\
o,
£l
¢d
r o

d == SWOP w43 vlRsRe

- 90 -



T QA B MAY S digt oK) - F3tEx S Y o3 HI}

B, 3%9 43 FAA L A 427 SWOP & #H 7HF SAeA el 4
IANE 2= CYAANA 043, 18] MY oA 050, YHZAA 0329 HEZH & F
ExtolE BRon, KYZAAM= 0814 vi¢ & ¥&= Aol7t YeErytt.

2. 22 AMES C, M, YIZ zZtzte] B BA Huls SWOP 73l us $53%

o, KYa: SWOPd vt 9els) $EE BedE E78n FHGYE o 2

A Uehdth 93 HAEEE I 34 dae HASYsE SWOP #2A% sb s
sonl, A4 HAE Atolol: 14%<] 2 xpolZ vbehuiglch.

Fl

3. A AH2e C, M, YIS EEf2E
g, KYZE 17%4 24 depgd. 4=
sewdun B4 et

SWOPS] s&HART A 4HErk
°

E< o
Al R = [ 3Ale] Y3yl AAHo=R

4. AAZe] YoE YU Y $4 sgov, MYAE W 23 stack 2%
S Rt B7b vlzd 5% 278 dehigdou, Gl 24%9) e 2 4
FeAE vehiglch

5. adlelu2E C YYart ¢4 stgouh, MIaE vl B3 stdoh 2340 s
Rol $439 01, G} BE B%d 202 vehdoh Ja slAbd adeys ol
1A 23 RR A Had He Row v

6. 439 & CY YYA vuEd ¢
oAM= Rel vy Ssiony, G
&9} apol= 1M 3} 23 RFEA HlWH A2 Ao= eyt
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