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ABSTRACT

There is currently no standard acceptable method used to evaluate
gloss ink holdout. Four methods are investigated to evaluate holdout.
Heat set ink is used to reduce absorption effects. The K&N ink smear
test and the Vanceometer absorption tester are both discounted as in-
appropriate tests since they look at absorption alone and have widely
varied results. The IGT printability tester is an improvement because
it involves another major influence to holdout, printing pressure, but
does not hold the ink film thickness constant. The Vandercook Proof
Press procedure is judged the most valuable since it takes into account
printing pressure and absorption, and holds the ink film thickness

constant. It also is the closest approximation to the industrial setting.
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OBJECTIVES

The objective of this study is to develop a testing procedure to predict
the gloss ink holdout characteristics of a sheet of paper that will relate
well to industrial situations. This will be accomplished by a comparative
study of tests presently used and the possible evolution of a new procedure
as a result of the laboratory findings.

1) The test must be simple and rapid.

2) The test must be free from human error and judgment.

3) The test must correlate well with industrial results (1).

A good test for gloss ink holdout must fulfill these criteria.

THEORY

The gloss of a surface may be defined as its degree of approach to a mirror
surface. A mirror surface is usually used as a standard in gloss measuring
devices. The end result of gloss depends on the light reflectance properties
of the ink film in its final dried state. Gloss is a function of the smooth-
ness and the refractive index of the surface (2). It is influenced by absorp-
tion rate, printing pressure, ink film thickness, and speed (3), as well as the
viscosity, opacity, and drying time of the ink (4).

The absorption of the specimen varies with the degree of ink transfer,
the rate of setting, and the final degree of penetration (4). Two types of
absorbency may be classified as surface absorbency and equilibrium or internal
absorbency. Surface absorbency is the absorption that takes place in the nip,

under pressure, in a period of time that may be considered null (2).



The surface absorbency alone is of significant concern. Ink layers of merely
10 U penetration are considered thick in printing circles. A piece of light-
welght airmail paper has a thickness of 60 U. Comparison of the thicknesses
indicates that we need only be concerned with the surface layers of the sheet.
The deeper layers play no significany role in ink penetration (5). The rate
of penetration due to the nip pressure is approximated by the Hagen-Poiser-

cille law for laminar flow:

where v= mean velocity of flow
r= pore radius
aP= pressure drop

n= dynamic viscosity

]
"

thickness of the penetrated layer (12).

Printing conditions also affect the gloss obtained in printing.The ink
film thickness. is the most influential factor. In J.M. Fetsko's studies
no single test could give a good correlation at all ink film thicknesses.
Since industry uses the thinnest film practical to obtain acceptable results,
thin films should be used in developing a testing procedure. Fetsko suggests
the need for research at several ink film thicknesses to study the differences
in trends. Pressure has little effect on low absorbency stock (2). Pressure
also has little effect on coated papers, but increased pressure decreases the
gloss of uncoated papers somewhat (6). Speed in itself, is believed to have
no effect on gloss, but the slower the speed the greater the amount of ink
transfer, thus giving thicker ink films at lower speeds. Ambient room conditions
can be critical. High temperatures bring a drop in gloss by decreasing the

viscosity of the ink. Drying time not only effects the degree of ink holdout



(by stopping the penetration of the ink into the sheet) but also may effect
the entire order in which a series of stocks are rated for gloss tendency (2).
The amount of vehicle which penetrates into the paper is due in part, to
the characteristics of the ink used. To produce a high gloss, the ink should
have fine sized, well dispersed pigment (2). Once on the paper the ink dev-
elops a capilary system. The papers' capilary system and the inks' capillary
system then compete for the vehicle. If the pore radius of the pigment particle
is smaller than the pore radius of the paper, then no vehicle would flow from
ink to paper. This is an oversimplified case, however, since neither the pore
size of the paper nor the pore size of the pigment system is uniform. Still,
the particle size of the ink pigment is a definite factor and one would expect
better ink holdout with a fine pigment ink that with a course pigment ink (5).
The characteristics of the ink must provide for a sufficiently short drying
time to curtail penetration, yet exibit good flow to level out into a smooth

surface (2).

TESTS CURRENTLY USED

K &N

The TAPPI suggested method for predicting gloss ink holdout is the
K & N ink wipe test. The test is designed to indicate the " rate of printing
ink varnish absorption at the surface of the paper ". (Seefppendix for pro-
cedure.)

This test has been used in a slightly modified form by Fetsko. Instead of
a "thick film" a .030 inch thick plate was used with a 1%" square opening.
This plate was placed on the specimen and filled with ink to give a uniform

and reproducible ink smear each time. This method was also used with Hull

red and black inks (4).



VANCEOMETER

Ink holdout seems to depend on a balance between the pore structure
and drying time. This suggests the use of a test of penetration with time,
the vanceometer oil absorption test. (See Appendix for procedure)

The vanceometer test has several shortcomings. The method of spreading
the oil film with the metal roller is inadequate. The film produced is too
thick and nonuniform to compare to an actual printing situation.

The transparency of the oil film permitted the base gloss of the specimen
influenced the results. A thinned ink overcomes this transparency problem
but when the ink is thinned sufficiently to be used onthe vanceometer
it is no longer representative of the composition of ink used in industrial
situations (2). Vanceometer tests to date have produced widely varied
results (4).

The results obtained from different gloss meters do not always correlate
well. When gloss values from the vanceometer were compared to the photovolt,
gloss values were rated in the same order, but the photovolt values were higher.
The vanceometer and photovolt correlated differently with different sets of points.
It could be dangerous for a customer to use a different type of gloss meter

than his supplier. (2)

VANDERCOOK PROOF PRESS

There does not seem to be any given method for using the vandercook
proof press as a testing instrument for gloss ink holdout. (See Appendix,
fig. 1.) The instrument can be used at constant pressure and speed. It is
also useful to regulate the ink film thickness from sheet to sheet. The
printed samples can then be rated for gloss on a gloss meter (9).

The proof press has been used with a clock mounted on it to be activated

at the moment of impression as a means to evaluate gloss with respect to time.



Results were disapointing however since no measurements could be taken for
the first ten to twenty seconds after printing. A gloss meter with an extremely -

rapid response time is desirable (2).

IGT PRINTABILITY TESTER

The IGT printability tester lends itself well for use as a printer for
samples in a gloss ink holdout test. This IGT procedure has been used indust-
rially to predict gloss ink holdout. (See Appendix for procedure).

When using the IGT tester, printing pressure is mainly a function of
the pressure applied by the impression cylinder and the hardness of the blanket
of packing material. The pressure is independent of the caliper of the
specimen being printed (11).

It has been suggested that a heating element could be utilized on the tester

with a heat set ink to simulate the industrial environment of rapid drying (9).

END POINT METHOD

In the end point method of determining surface tension an organic liquid
containing no pigment is brought in contact with the specimen of paper. The
time for complete penetration is measured. By taking into account the thickness,
the penetration velocity can be calculated from the strike through time. For
homogeﬁeous papers, the penetration depth and volume of liquid penetrated are

proportional to the square root of the time required (5).

BACK SIDE OPTICAL METHOD

This test registers the transparency of reflection of the back side
of a sheet during penetration. The results are difficult since the optical

properties are not wholly dependent on the volume of oil taken up. Inter-



pretation of results are even more difficult when the paper layers vary

in composition and density {5).

DISCUSSION

The literature stresses that the critical elements of gloss ink
holdout occur near the surface of the sheet. This suggests the need
for a test that would evaluate a sheet's absorbent qualities near the
surface under pressure. As noted, the work previously done on the
Vandercook proof press failed for lack of a means of immediate evaluation
after printing. If a heater were attached to the press and a heat set
ink used, the need for rapid evaluation could be eliminated and the
industrial setting more closely approximated. This could also be an
appropriate alteration of the IGT procedure. At any rate the tests must

be compared and rated with a single test emerging as the most desirable.



EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDURES

K & N (1)

Apparatus
Standard K & N ink, small spatula, stop-watch, and clean soft cloth.

Test Specimens

Flat uncreased sample of any convenient size..

Procedure
Place specimen on a flat working surface, with the side to be tested
uppermost. Work the test ink. Smear a thick film on specimen with
the spatula and start the stop-watch at the time of application.
The ink film must be thick enough to remain glossy for at least
two minutes. At the end of two minutes quickly scrape off the
excess ink with the spatula and wipe the specimen clean with the
soft clean rag.

Evaluation
The varnish which has penetrated the paper will be shown by a blue
stain of varying depth.
Deep discoloration or stain indicates rapid absorption.
Light discoloration or stain indicates slow absorption.
Record brightness of base stock and brightness of smear.

% brightness retained = (print brightness/base stock brightness) x 100
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VANCEQMETER (8)

AEEaratus

vanceometer
constant viscosity oil
paper towels
6" wide paper specimens

Set up
This tester operates on 120-volt A.C., 60 cycle current only. Place
tester on level surface using spirit level to determine best location.
To set Vanceometer, clean the glass ramp and lock in place. Adjust
meter by rurning knob on right hand side panel to a reading of 100
(check frequently). The ramp is the standard for setting the tester
and should be kept clean at all times.
CAUTION: the same grade of oil must be used on similar grades of
paper for uniform’ results. Use at 70O room temperature.

Procedure
Base gloss: This test will give a numerical reading of the light
reflection from the sheet, and thus indicate the difference in finish
between one sheet and another.
1. Select sample, 12" x 6". Cut so grain runs lengthwise.
2. Place sheet on ramp with side to be printed uppermost.
3. Raise ramp, lock in place.
4. Record number at which meter needle rests. Lower ramp.

0il drop test:

5. Leave sample sheet on ramp, with side to be printed uppermost,

so that roller will travel in the machine direction.
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Place the roller on the left hand side of the ramp against the
back guard between the two red dots.

Using recommended type of oil, drop five drops of oil from a
height of one inch above the surface with an eye dropper, at a
point directly in line with the left hand side of the oval
opening and the red dot and in the center of the path of the
roller.

Release (BUT DO NOT PUSH) roller immediately after dropping 5th
drop of oil. Let roll freely to right-hand side to set off
timing mechanism.

Raise ramp and lock in place.

Take readings at 10 second intervals.
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Schematic of VAKDEARCUUK FRUUY PRESS
Increase breaking

Vandercook ink Impression cylinder
monitor
Mechanism to raise and
Jower inked rolls

Inked rolils
Paper support

Dctor blade for
clean-up
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Roll position
control Ink resevoir

Slower-faster
speed control

Reverse~off=forwvar

ower indicator light

Trip-print lever

Power toggle switch

Paper gripper release pedal

Figure 1.
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VANDERCOOK PROOF PRESS

Two applicationsof the Vandercook proof press were explored.

1. Proof Press without a heating element to dry the samples.

2. Heating element next to the proof press.
The thinnest practical ink film thickness was used that still gave

good coverage. A series of prints were run with two different inks,

a #2 graded tack black ink and a red litho heat set ink. The procedure

follows:

1. Turn on the proof press.

2. Set needle on ink monitor to a '"zero" position with no ink on rolls.

3. Ink the rolls.

4. Use coursest paper sample in determining the thinnest possible ink
film thickness practical ( which was sample B).

For heating element next to proof press ==

S. Print the sample with heat set ink.

6. Immediately place print in frent of the heating element, a room space
heater (1500 BTU).

7. Determine and record the time necessary to dry the ink (30 seconds).

8. Evaluate prints on the Hunterlab gloss meter for base gloss and print
gloss.

With no heating element --

5. Print the sample with #2 graded tack black ink.

6. Hang in constant temperature humidity room to dry by absorption for
72 hours.

7. Evaluate the prints on the Hunterlab gloss meter for base gloss and
print gloss.

8. Clean and shut down the proof press.
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IGT PRINTABILITY TESTER

Procedure

1. Set IGT at 35 Kgf and 1.3 m/sec, constant speed.

2. Attach paper sample to rubber blanket.

3. Place small amount of heat set ink on aluminum.disk.

4. With ink spreading mechanism in place, rotate aluminum disk five
time to spread ink to a uniform thickness.

5. Remove ink spreading mechanism.

6. Move aluminum disk against sample.

7. Start motor and print sample.

8. Remove sample and hang in fromt of space heater for 1 minute.

9. Crank aluminum disk away from rubber blanket.

10. Clean aluminum disk if sample picked during printing.

11. Repeat steps 2 through 10 for subsequent samples.

12. Record base gloss and print gloss for evaluation.

rubber blanket

//’/////’

aluminum ,,—”””

disk

i

ink

spreading
mechanism

IGT Printability Tester



15

RESULTS
el E‘T_ T B _— — e | — __Ti; T —— e e
i HEAT SBT VANDERCOOK (30 SEC DRY) ! ABSORPTION VANDERCOOK
| Paant T [pesc , B e ASE \ o - INT ITeRsE
1,:).#eremt l BA«; \eo (%;m)‘c”l! ':“’” LZA::; Differznce I %;:El, o0 F:::. ID’ ' ?:Lg% GLOSS
|E 26.12 F 2.25 F 55.6 A 71.24 |A 51.24 I 15.75 | B 1.82 |B 45.29 A 64.67 |A 52.45
] I -
'F 24.97 B 2.24 | B 55.3 | B 43.64 B 19.51 |3 15.21 | F 1.55 |F 35.73 'B 33.58 | B 18.37
l '

B 24.13 D 1.89 D 46.8 [C 69.31 |C 55.11 | 12.67 |'D 1.38 |D 27.75!C 73.29 |[C 57.54
‘lA 20.0 E 1.75 _I_EE'_§2.9 D 38.90 |D 20.69 [E 12.43 E 1.30 E 23.32-'1) 35.39 | D 25.57
|D 18.21 A 1.39 A 28.0 |E 60.87 |E 34.75|a 12.22 |C 1.27 |C 21.49 |E 53,30 | E 40.87
'C 14.20 € 1.26 C 20.5 |F 44.89 |F 19.92 p 9.82 A 1.23 | A 18.89 |F 35.46 |F 22.79
G -1.206 ,98 |G 1.9 |G 63.58 |G 64.78 }5 8.8 |G 1.13 |G 11.601G 75.87 |G 67.07

HEAT SET| IGT PRINTABILITY K&N INK SMEARS
i m")——?mv ASE
Difference 1;,\_"‘2; l""‘\LP‘:M 102 gress ELDSS WMU LAB MILL MILL
SCLy o (K ”?’Trnco PaoTovoLT
Base Per Rase Ber BRIGHTLESS
F 36.19 B 2.74 |B 63.5 |A 70.58 |A 52.05 | a gg,30
E 34.36 F 2.66 | F 62.4 |B 51.84 |B 18.94 |c g5,74 | c 78.6_|C 75.0

_J B 32.90 D 2.00 |D 50.1 |C 75.05 |C 56.73 |E 84.51 |E 77.4 |E 73.0

JJ_24_.07 1.88 E 46,9 |D 48.01 |D 23.94 |G 80.75 |G 67.7 |G 59.0
la 18 c- A 1.38 A 6.5 |E 73.19 |E 38.83 |F 79.41 |F 71.7 |F 67.0

_lec1m.326 1,32 |c paq |F 58.02 |F 21.83|B 75.85
G -9.82 G 0.85 G 0.2 |G 56.49 |G 66.31|D 75.86 |D 66.2 |D 61.7

Table 1. Resul_ts_.___ o
- = _—
e




& VaLve) VanccomeTer CukvES

-

A

Y or (Aver

IRE FAMmiIL

_—

Figure 1

T Y T - aseas T T : Y =
T T T it I T 111 THI : T T 1 1
1 i T 1 ..u 8 guas SEREE 1 1 RS aE huE 1 ' i w I I I H + 1
B 1 18 e T T T 1 i aA nun 8 55 81 i T H t RSES ARETR ARSSY AP D
¥ 1 1 - t &5 fwuns sanan pai T ama 1 1 I R AT AR
T T T T
T sesh resta = £35% s3a53 EEa8T TeREy oRs Eeve asd i : i
g T T T 1 ' & T I
1 T inmms iam 1 m 11 a1 ¥
T i T + a1
rwwe T T T m
H 1 T 1 H i 1 8 pus o fran: 1 1 I
] : 3 i : 1t t
H 1 ImEaE suEEE anmg pn H : mEE wun g 1w T + t -
o b T : = nm om 1w b T
BEE B T I Ht 2 resE T 1 T + 1
1 T TR e =1 < e F
o+ [ S EEEES SEn R sas - . -
HHT t - HH + e oteh 1 T ' B " o
BEEAS $: T VAN RN e T T s e BEEE T T I
I i : a : H Hi i1 : 1 1T ¥ : 5 o
1 HH H 321388 puacapenna punsas asaniansn inasainaa:
T T T T T
i 1 T oH 1 t T N EREEE LB R ¥
T T 1 B4 iasRs ba 11 u0 Sanas . hEy 1 1
1 58 s I 1t 1 1 AR IFESN BAP R
1 1 1 1 : ]
T T +
' 1 I T 1 1 BN PR e T
¥ Hr HoT HTHT H H T -
T A e 1 1
T T THT
T t 111t 1 1 1 T
1 it T 1 I sn s
T 5 i t t 5na i I
T 1 o
i I : me s
T " Bt i+ $ 1 t i o £
i 3 1 1 i : ; T ;
e : n
THY ! . HHT ; T T T
HEss i ¥ i H URRE ) ! b
+ + 1 i
T : 1
T su=sansms e Sus pewwn su.
¥ ERand ruda b HH
T s b I
1 1 T
} Ral +t T
s =Em = H+ b shauy T 1T -
s 3 1 T T : W B
T T 1+ 1 ¥
. T
I T 1 ins T i i
1 1 T 3 T 7
31 T T T 1 T T 2 w1 1
1 T i i +
- -~ - -
+ Tt 1 I i yE AE 1
b ¢ ; : HH : 1 1 T 1 us
HE 3 ; =+ ] :
> T ¥ ; -
. t } T = sas: 1 e
a t 1 1T T THT 1
i - S i 1 reans 1988 ETES 1 T T
T - T 5 1 1 1 T
|- 4 '} i T i T 4 bl 1 & i ¥ i s T
. T 50 & 1 154 i 1T T I T i T
1 . T 1 i 1z
T ¥ i L 8 b
1 T
t HH 3 11 1T i i 1 1 =
- I T i 1 Famus i 1 s e jaeus sy pos an
I r : t I 1 i SEgmE suisy sus
T T . + 1 4 '
1 i5a ' i 11 1
3 1 1 + -4 + t -
H . T THT 1T 1 T3 1 R
T T 5 pmmw
i I I T 1 T 1 I 1 1 ¥ rh " s I 13
L : 17 I i B it W BB ‘i t T ;
T T i 1 s BH B3 1 I ' B 1 1 T
: i 1 I 1 1
3 1 T =
gazsan ! T 1 ] 2 fases naanae) 3
H T 1 T 1 I 1T T
ap s & 1 91 S
T T
- 55 T : : 1 ¥ T >
= ] T HHH A HHEH i + I H
= T3 ' i = awi - g 1
H THT T = i in i L5t
3 amaEy ans A
hi HiT R
3 1 i : ema s whaspln mmadyE iy #ﬂ. na e d hrs
= S i t o : : :
: t Pt 1 T i e
TH T T 58 he o nE T 1 1 i
5 T T a5 &y T 1 " o
' I T B A T Tt
1T  an e s it =]
1 1 T T A T T I : T
1 1 T AT 8 rwnah S
o : i 57 iRl tan et s i S =
T 1 T + HH T + v isv annab it
> da i i
1T T F 1 T T iy 5
T H TH i B I I 1 R i s
Haao T t t 58 iasa sRans daans i v) ans bt : =
= 2 —+ —+ : =+ o o - o i 1 +
23 mmn A ! T i H a ___“ } T T =T 1 ; i s
e ga b 1 1T T 1 1 b 4 T 1t imEa ww i v
7 3 i } i e +H i + = 7
T 1 s om T T .-
T i t i T s b T 1T Fai TREE A BB b t t T 1
: , “ “ S5 ats EHEER “ i
S b se 4 A5Eiasaas Han s ]
T Tt T T ve ,
et FH H HH Seas st HEH e : it 3!
I 1 13111 T B i T : n
I J His 1
1 + . =
e m aa o
{ S B3ERE fRERE LT Hyt ad =
e RSN gt -
1 1 wun -
i 3 n=d hwa: e
It n n _ i =
' T - :
= = e T
L. . T aa g ~
s we i : bua o o =
T e T T o ous
2w e 1 B 1800 3 I|:u
T - 11 + +
" bn it o I
TETH nn 5
1 M 1 1 sas
SRS A PES han t 1 g
1 mmne an H e
i T brr
iy - cen . Sus
Yy red I il o2
T
S0 jok taney panas suuw ]
=3 $ad ]
6 *oed ha s nm L
ReDSs puPY s nuuin sa RS 2
By Sy by [ e =
. ut wlm -
% Pesadnak sgpea i
i1 Sma ue ¥
$Resn bdyad fusss HH
i 5
+ H
I 4
.
v 53
e 5 3
. B8 e
s v
L T s A 15
- sRge U IRERN EFERS A PENEY EFKE FAwES
28 »; a i i
SRR Tt Rt P T IR e rm e e
poSa apbeu ERod) beinxd fo gl i T
A..LW...*...I se=s Ph3ds pobednis !
23838 (3pht P evoss biabl Rdta 1, rEaeadreeat s
< 1 i s
'

CiTADEL@R NO. €641 -

9t

.7
SCIENCE - 10 sQ

UARES TO CENTIMETER




17

e

igure 2

J———— - e =

T R SRS S

Tt

T,

b s bane

3SAmPLE A

e P

Wornag
Py
S

T e
Mt ¥ B
—

c—v..
—

VANCEOMETE R CURVES

“Ho

&

{00 | 2L
Second s

140

/€ée

v§o



VANCEOMETER CURVES

SAMPLE B

Figure 3

=7

750

1o
t
-

f &
s
. W
-
.
i
¥ 1
5] - '
h:
Y :
-n. ¥
FE T
- 9
)
-
; >

“wrgrrvann e e

. 2
AT ] T e R B i T R AR B L s T G S R TR W R p s s
3. M St e L4 R e n RS A TR 0T ) B LA S AT O YN A A DI PTG Y WD W T ATV (v h e oA 8 T PR et oo
N e
= - - = 3 .3 XY
= - - ™ o B b

(N g o) PG ) S
81 77 Z



19

Vanceomeiep (1 A )

e — = e e E A L T Tl gE T o e i I '
Figure 4707 = SARTLE-E— YATKgnerE T E—CoRyEs— — — - ]
- _‘A — N - — — e— [N _‘_6-//;3{5. Lot ]
2 . iy . ——————
R & ,y.—‘-—-da'::avw“‘“ PREED SO, N ’ £
- s Ty oy Y SET N TR T -a STEALT . -
¥ 7 B tat b bty @t 8 s ——— 4 P AT BAIIINL G o G H LR BTN e e L L . L v
gt ky
h . . - 3 (T v
I ey, ;’- Ly
F e S ‘L-.mm et ARttt LT P I
'4 / (LY '4AW“‘-’Q—-—.\-‘-“‘_‘“_
. T
i ﬂ \ y/ \"“"r‘mw‘m"t-“"‘”‘%‘h-u
5 F| I Y THe
OO | , ——
iy L‘b. ' . ;
i3 : . -t
7 -
&
b
%0 i
i
1
i
i
p
P
i
[N
Tk
&0
So
5 7 % o 30 700 72 1 i€ 5o
<
Seconds
lf.)
4
30 =
- 20 4o co o leo Lo -0 LY S



20

=€ Lin A

£ e

£

Ve

VA,

fo

G

Figure 5

l-‘
H v
i
%

B e e e S

Bl b PRSI L

TSRl Pl f b LA PP o SRt Tt = £

Vi bt

SAMPLE D VANCEOMETER CURVES

H““""lz‘.}

“3-5

e

CRNPE ¥ »
A L ST} bt emr~rr g ;
g O

1N

o g0

o0
Secon Js

140 4. \‘____b‘ Jéo 166



SAMPILE E VANCEOMETER CURVES

Figure 6

11

4+

foosns

R e

Fekgd e

Igas e

T
1

Phebtd

S

H

o]

e ines

T
b
ue

I

H

1

i

i

1
= o

e

B e

LR

-

T
il
T

1h LJL;*;,} _.

SIEEEH e

e

s

.
Liil]

!
|
T

HH

Bl
228
_.L"

I

jiaasha

VP

|l
i

Ry EESE]
T
K|
3

i

ETIEEN

|
L
=
|
!
1
i s

1
-H .

uma

mEmd g

i

T

|
|

W

i
i
{
11
i
I

A

Tveelys

15

i 1

TayE

i

ISREMIEERE RN R

1
y B g
Hh..a
§ Biby
I
[oeen fRuns
Tits

1

i

CITADEL® NO. 641 -

1c

[y A =
CIENCE - 10 SQUARES TO CENTIMETER




Fem e e . Figure 7 SAMPLE = VANLCOUOME TEK CUKRKVE O

i
i
3
~
¥
N
N
- e 3
R 1
3
19
13
3
4|
]
N\
=
53 12
~
\
N ‘ e S E -
5 § % s P F
— i " ! £y
4 by,
" g,
; ¥y
] <ty ey G
S0 Ly : o
!~1. _ " - (
ey
Triogy
o . = foc T éo
; = 4 0 5 2 Zz e e S =
i Seconds R P
7 hin o PR i =
B L
i3 &
>
~ P!
')' '

o 1w 4o [ KL fusr [ 14e iba RN



AMPLE G NANCEOMETES CueVES

s
2

Figure 8

~—

o -—
o Ny /-U
s AR
T >T T Y T T
it H ﬁ hus o T iR HH H o + e
1 I o T
T o it " 1 ' T 17 1 T = b I L
T t : 4 t
1 I T
1 1 I ' i SRAEE & T
i It T T I ) B
I 1 T 1 L5 BB I — Y T
1 T T " 1 I
T : T m==auma. 1 : " T T T s ——
Fu ! 1 I» B " =T
T 8 T 1 T ; I T 1
H B T t £3 BN ST aaE fNE AN L RRN) 1 I B - o -
> mr § 81 T T 1 3 oy
" T HTHe $ 1 I
I ' TIT ' 1 i " I T 1 I .3 I I
Ve A E TH T I I T 1 w b
+ : % : I T :
s FETRS ShiEd Fragdaatt tonss ases feacd tocaztacs: SE i R ERE : = 5 3
g o ¥ H -+ + - -
T T I o ¥ ¥ 8B 8 I I 1 Rt — — .
Ry - T 8 & S e A
1 13 Tk y Py R T I T 8 T + + T 3T + =t
1 R e R | v R T 1 159 sans sat ui w2 n 1 HH isees aa T =
! BV RS He ; : Hi T
- - N T * + T =
s B8 Wi I - im B BB B i v yumi e un
1 % i A T b g T T T T
¥ ItH T 8 i TET 1 T I T
I 1 1 ' s = T
" 1 T I 12 ams " T et
t [y T 8w ks ¥ FBasE hymes ses
thmma 4f 1 a silns I 1 1 158 #ut n; 1 I B an T 3 e
- - - L4 — - + T I
- =
T 23 T I 1 T I 1T T I s rar
1 I s 1 T 3 I 1 T
. I 1 E ¥ e T Tt 11 1 e
1 I
- 1
: + ¥ T +H I s = S
e g L e 3 1 T T 1 T 1T 1
" I 1 1 I 1 T I 1
1 T 4 + t 1 :
T T =T
T + - T 2 I 1
4 1 T T 1
- 1 SEEEE RS o Fu 1 —
1 s T T + T T 1 :
: o : R -
r - : I - :
1
¥ I T 1 1 '
x m 1 T '
- 18 e 1 I 1
= I i -
p—r— I
- - T T
i’ ' ) N B
T t 1 = o T
T I 1 e sho pus
=1t = ! 1 I Epes
T 1 BB E P 1= I
T I I T T s a0
i T I :
+ " - =
T 1 T 1 i 1 = ' =
1 I 1 S Sk 8 T
T t . ymmaE by 51 T
i 1 - S eaeathl e
I T = I 1 I
. T T -t [ 1 e
I I 11 inSns
: =a Tt
: 3= 7 re
mx . T T L pwna g T
T I =i uEi wns ==
I : pes I e
T 1 R ——
-4 ! b LA 1 " i1 b S o
=5 . I 1 T I ; e -C
+ =t + 2 aa:
8 P TTIT s
T ot gt —
suas e
T + =T o
1 ! mn s
I I 5 I SN0 N Emared e
11 1 8 e e M s -
ISSEY FERES NP RuE s o i 8 s i ':
- SR SRR I LS Sy e —— T b e -
P - 4= 3 =
T i NN S A e L R SO
rwa) s L5 IS8 Sk e
pme s anss 3 P 908 Eaard
1 I g T g -0 =
T €
8 3 b 3. SO BT I =
aa mam 1 o e
T I T
s A ——a Tt . 1 G=
S i St B =g TR TR T 1 - =
s IaEnd b e = 1 294
EEE ARRAE SR
i s
Tt i i
= T
T > T - I
- T N0 BB B
I T 13
mul ] vt 1T
b I 1 R SUTRE RSB b T = &
1 LB B
T
: < T I ¥
T i T 9 I www
T T T T I
b I . I i St i
1 rEna i i T i —t—
1 T 1 I
13 "
~] o - {5 P LI R - = e
T s I s T
I s T b B B S P e — PO Pt IR s Wi S DS -
: My 1 Bt beols shLat LEoeh Pty mee I ! ——1t B L oea pre sl b ne 5 8 pn add b
- B R e FOnE s : == = I Spes e o e el
T > pus g e = ot Sun
= o =s T —
BoeRp rnan T - = e A

SpS2S [P Pobuy
PS4 58404 bpand fng

£ O

CITADEL@ NO. 641 - SCIENCE - 10 SQ

€c

DY .

UARES TO CENTIM

ETER




s Ol

GLOS

7

1R

GGG AMD

A e

or B

OO

£

Lr.c M ‘F"f‘ j

&0

24

6 @2anbta

7 GLCSS

70

F BASE ¢L0S5 AND PRIN

CemPARISON O
OF #2 TACK INK |

VANDERCOOK ABSCRPTION

J

&o

5o

—— A w

go

i

1 .

e et S

SS019 3syg

T E2ML G Y N S L ¢

55079 1nvrad 2

20 ':

IR (o L .

v £ o R R B OO B



25

DISCUSSION
Samples

The seven paper samples used were obtained from an anonymous paper
mill. Samples A and B have the same coating; A with a gloss finish and B
a matte finish. Samples C and D have another coating; C with a gloss
finish and D a matte finish. Samples E and F have a third coatingj; E
gloss and F matte. Sample G has a gloss finish and yet another coating.

Table 2 gives the coating formulations of the four coatings.

Strengths and Weaknesses of the Tests

Through running the tests and observing the data generated it became
apparent that each test used has particular strengths and weaknesses.
K&N-- The K&N test best meets the criteria of being rapid and simple.
Several samples can be tested in the two minute interval. From the com-
parison of results of K&N tests run in the WMU lab and in the paper mill
lab, the test does not demonstrate reproducability. The samples from the
two sets of data (run on the same samples in each lab) were rated in
different orders of receptivity. The K&N test also involves human judg-
ment, especially when several samples are run at once. Does the two
minutes start when the ink first touches the paper or when the ink is
completely smoothed out over the several samples? Does "exactly two minutes"
end when the ink is beginning to be scraped off, or when the samples are
completely wiped clean, or somewhere in between? The lab person has to
make human judgments.

Vandercook Proof Press-- The strength of this test is the control the
experimenter has in holding variables constant. The print speed, ink
film thickness, and printing pressure can all be kept constant and uniform

from print to print. On thé other hand, the proof press is awkwardly
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#2 hi-brightness coating clay
precipitated CaCO3
enzyme converted starch

SBR latex

acrylic latex

Ca stearate

alginate- low viscosity

calgon

organic dispersant (polycrylate)
Tio2 (rutile)

MF resin

CMC- low viscosity

Samples
A and B

80

20

Samples
C and D

100

Samples
E and F

100

10

Sample

Table II. Coating formulations of the samples used.
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large compared to the apparatus used in the other tests. The major
weakness of the proof press however, is the inability to get any gloss
reading in the first ten to fifteen seconds after printing (due to the
time required to physically remove the sample from the press and transport
it to a gloss meter). Use of heat set inks makes it possible to deal with
this problem if a method of drying can be found to set the ink in the first
few seconds after printing. This would greatly diminish the effects of
absorption and more closely approximate the industrial setting. The
drying method employed in this experiment of using a space heater took

30 seconds to set the ink. An infared heater would probably be more
effective in setting the ink quickly and further reducing the effects of
absorption.

IGT Printability Tester-- The IGT procedure finds its strength in the
ability to look at various printing pressures. Although the pressure

was kept constant in this test it would be a worthwhile study to observe
the effects of varied printing pressures on gloss ink holdout. The fact
that the proof press involves printing pressures is in itself significant.
The largest drawback of the procedure, as used, was the inability to
control ink film thickness. The Westvaco method, using two disks instead
of one, gives better control of the ink film thickness but is too time
consuming to be practical. Running the test is also quite messy.
Vanceometer-- The vanceometer test is the only procedure that produces

a set of curves relating absorption rate to time. Unfortunately, absorp-
tion rate does not correlate well with gloss ink holdout. The test had
two other major drawbacks. The gloss measurement was effected by the base
gloss of the sample, since the standard viscosity oil was transparent.
The test also produced widely varied results. For any given sample,

the resulting curves covered a large range of values at any chosen time.

Thus, the test is not reproducable. It is also time consuming to take
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readings at ten second intervals for three minutes per sample.

Pressure and Absorption

A comparison of the samples run on the Vandercook Proof Press with
heat set ink and tack ink illustrates the relationship between absorbence
and drying time. It also indicates that with very short drying times,
as with the heat set ink, absorption becomes less important to gléss ink
holdout and printing pressure becomes more important. The influence of
the absorbence and pressure variables changes so much between the two
drying times that the samples are rated in different orders (see table

1).
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CONCLUSIONS

The four procedures used are influenced by different factors, which
explains the lack of correlation between tests. The vanceometer is in-
fluenced mainly by the absorption of the sheet as is the K&N ink smear
test. The Vandercook and IGT methods are both dependent on ink film
thickness, printing pressure, and drying time, and to a lesser degree
on absorption.

Especially with today's use of high speed drying, and heat set inks,
the absorption tests alone cannot be expected to give a good representation
of the gloss ink holdout capabilities of a sheet. The major variable,
printing pressure, must be considered in a valid test of gloss ink hold-
out. The K&N ink test then, is an inappropriate test for two reasons.
First it looks only at absorption, and secondly, it does not give reproduc-
able results from tester to tester. The vanceometer test also falls short
since it looks only at absorption and does not give reproducable values
within a specific sample.

This leaves us with the vandercook and IGT methods. Of the two, the
proof press method comes out on top since the ink film thickness is controll-
ed and can be reproduced from sample to sample. A standard maethod of

evaluating the proof press prints remains to be determined.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. A study with the IGT Printability Tester to study the effects of printing
pressure (varied) on gloss ink holdout) with heat set ink.

2. Astudy with the proof press and an infared dryer to reduce drying time
to 5 seconds or less.

3. A mathematical study to determine the best mathematical method to report

the results comparing base gloss and print gloss.
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