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Legible Configuration of Elements for 5*%7 Dot—Matrix

Alphanumerics

Kazuo ISHIKAWA

The legibility of alphanumeric characters presented by dot-matrix were psychophysically
evaluated by backward masking added to tachistoscopic presentation. Considered with expe-
rimental results of subjective evaluation, the configuration improving the legibility of dot-

matrix alphanumerics were discussed.
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Table 1 Specification for CRT display.

Item Value

9 inch

raster scan

Screen Size

Scanning method

Phosphor P4 (Amax 960 nm)
Character Size 23.6x39.2 mm
Dot luminance 5 ¢d/m?
Surrounding luminance 0.03 cd/m?
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Table 2 Characters showing a significant
difference in recognition rate when
the masking size is changed.
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