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Analysis on Quality Evaluation Method of Scanner Profile
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jing 210037, China; 2. Henan Institute of Engineering, Zhengzhou 451191, China)

Abstract: On the basis of generating scanner profile, three kinds of evaluation methods of scanner profile were
introduced and compared, such as comparison, rainbow test image, and color difference methods, and the im-
plementation process of each method was described. The purpose was to provide helpful reference to select ap-
propriate quality evaluation methods of profile according to the process conditions and accuracy requirement of

printing. so as to determine and use the effective scanner profile.
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Fig. 2 The original target image after scanning
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Fig. 3 The target image after assigning scanner profile
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Fig. 4 GrangerRainbow test image
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Fig. 5 The test image after assigning scanner profile
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Fig. 6 Display of RGB values in scanner profile
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Fig. 7 Display of RGB values after filling neutral grey
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Fig. 8 Evaluation result of AE method
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