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A Evaluation method for the Color Preference of CRT Monitors
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This study investigated the evaluation method for DrER O, (et 2 LIE 24
the users’ color preference of CRT monitors. And #2 Zd ULSd0el 22 Myol md8
also the users’ preference of the colors displayed SH0| MSA2| 488 BIEZ) g8 =
on CRT monitor using the Park’s color = EQ5 920|2tD A OICH EZ20=

reproduction system was evaluated. Subjects
conducted a series of psychophysical experiments
to compare the colors displayed on a CRT monitor

using the Park’s system to the colors without the

system. Three evaluation methods were Ol8et S&9| THa H

investigated : comparing one color at once, 10 ADE GAIMOl THEIS
t on 1 i

colors at once and several colors of same hue with 2 0 OILIZE AP KO

diverse luminance and saturation. The results

=P/ =3 =8 R0l
showed that subjects preferred the colors = o=
reproduced using the Park’s system, and the SREHN S2& 00
evaluation methods significantly affected the color 2oLt 2ULIHe R/
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AEHN MEBE FFH= MGA Mistique _1cH 3. 80 & E9
oI HCE A A8 ECHOI® HEIH 166

21EEQ AM 700p 17inch 2LIEIE AME 0} Ms& 2M8 21510 2 DI
ACH 2LIECI contrast 2+ brightness = 9 b Ss HWoF Ml (Holl &otet EHOHX
201998)HA HAS zH +F2= HHEo E0 EZAUS2 AEBotCh HA CIOIHSt
AULCH HEAC 2AF TH2 fl= UFE o 2 HOIYEE A 845208 B2 (O
EHOIAM S8EIRACH, =AM 22 0122 =2 g 219 220, #HAl1 2 MFE HIE2 (O
E a2 D= [AgIe RE 4 =2 2 3]k 2C
MM SLH ofRLt MSTU BAHECE Rold X0t
MY =M= MIHX 240 & 50 A=XIE L0ot2I| f6td 8- 2 22 Bt
H HWEIIE AKX HHIOIALH, B= S CIOIEI CHSHY ttest B 2B
DAEXL 28 d8xdg O 8dl= O, ddt= [H 1] &0
Within subject design 22 &AAIGIRALCH &S &
e DMAEX 2LIESCI Hel 2 50cm (H M ESEUHE0 (e M= X0l24
o SIEE @2 2, ZLIH &0 =M 2 N MEAN SIDEV SE T P VALUE
KOt eHEBtH a0l MAZID DEE k= HMH 45 1.014 1.773 0.264 3.84 0.0002
TIEII|IH =82S Al2SoH MAMZE = Al 21 15 0.270 1.060 0.274 0.99 0.17
s MESTE HIl6tC=2 Y0 9t 2 15 1.453 1.782 0.460 3.16 0.0035
BFH 3 15 1.320 2,163 0.559 2.36 0.017
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Ch [H 210 LIEtY Z 042 201 Pairwise t-test

b o 1t 2, 1A 3 20l
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[ 3) WOt N 2 83T X0l Hiu

= ZAQ HIE L8 Mz LI | ALE

Z I LEEHSCH [E

N MEAN STIDEV SE T P VALUE

P 45 0.6276 0.2472 0.0368 3.46 0.0006
B 1 15 0.5227 0.2256 0.0582 0.39 0.35

gt 2 15 0.7067 0.1668 0.0431 4.80 0.0001
g3 15 0.6533 0.3067 0.0792 1.94 0.037

[E 5] oy 2ol Mz BIE Hiud

N  MEAN STDEV SE T P VALUE

gh 1-2 15 0.1840 0.2067 0.0534 3.45 0.0020
g2rE 1-3 15 0.1307 0.2681 0.0692 1.89 0,040
ghe 2-3 15 0.0533 0.2669 0.0689 0.77 0.23

N MEAN SIDEV SE T P VALUE

=13

gr8d 1-2 15 1.183 1.577 0.407 2.91 0.0057
28 1-3 15 1.050 2.077 0.536 1.96 0.035
gh 2-3 15 0.133 2.232 0.576 0.23 0.41
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