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An analysis of color value transformations in multiple coordinate spaces

using multivariate linear regression
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ABSTRACT

I explore the mathematical transformation that occurs in color coordinate space when physically

mixing paints of two different colors. I tested 120 pairs of 16 paint colors and used a linear regression

to find the most accurate combination of input parameters, both in RGB space and several other

color spaces. I found that the fit with the strongest coefficient of determination was a geometrically

symmetrized linear combination of the colors in CIEXYZ space, while this same mapping in RGB

space returns a better mean squared error.

1. INTRODUCTION

From childhood, we are taught a simple model of col-

ors: red plus yellow makes orange, yellow and blue make

green, and so on. However, the scientific theory of colors

has been found to be more complicated (Newton 1704).

Namely, we know that light is merely the visible portion

of the electromagnetic spectrum and that different wave-

lengths of light are absorbed by specialized receptors in

the eye and interpreted as color (Young 1802). This

model of light is known as additive color and is well un-

derstood by even premodern physics (Grassmann 1853;

Maxwell 1857).

One example of the additive color model is the mod-

ern RGB system common in electronic screens. Each

color in this system is described as a combination of red,

green, and blue light, each able to take a value from 0

to 255 in intensity. This simple model can differentiate

224 ∼ 1.7×107 colors, each taking no more than 3 bytes

of storage.

Contrary to the additive framework, there exists what

is called subtractive color mixing. In this model, colors

arise from the combinations of pigments which absorb

certain wavelengths of light and reflect others. Thus,

colors are not determined by the mixture of light but

the lack thereof. This is further affected by various real

world factors that range from mundane to quite compli-

cated. For instance, paints with identical RGB values

can mix with other paints to produce entirely different

colors due to the chemical and physical properties of the

paints themselves.

An example of subtractive colors is the CMY model.

In this system, colors are represented as mixtures of pig-

Figure 1. A comparison of additive (RGB) and subtractive
(CMY) color spaces. The overlap of two circles indicate the
combinations of the colors involved. In these cases, the pri-
mary colors of one model are the secondary colors of another.
Image taken from Canon (2023).

ments, whose “primary” colors are cyan, magenta and

yellow. Interestingly, these three colors correspond to

the secondary colors of the RGB system, as shown in

Figure 1. Technically, the combination of the first three

pigments should absorb all visible light, showing black

(called “key”), which can be included as its own pig-

ment. This is known as the CYMK model, which I will

examine in depth in Section 2.2, along with other sys-

tems.

This paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, I

discuss how the paints are mixed and applied to the

canvas. I also give the mathematical conversions from

the RGB color space to various others. In Section 3,

I explain how the resulting colors are read in as RGB

coordinates and what kind of mathematical tests I will

apply to the data. In Sections 4 and 5, I give the results
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of the analyses and determine what is the most accurate

predictor of color mixing.

1.1. Mathematical Notation

Note that throughout this paper, I use vector and

matrix arithmetic in line with how arrays and matri-

ces function in the NumPy package (Harris et al. 2020)

of Python (and most coding languages), where opera-

tions are performed element-wise on a data structure.

That is, for the vector/array v⃗ := (v0, v1, v2), then

v⃗2 := (v20 , v
2
1 , v

2
2)

log v⃗ := (log v0, log v1, log v2)
, (1)

where log refers to the natural logarithm (base e). I

will also use the broadcasting rules of NumPy, which

are summarized as follows:

• Operations between objects of the exact same

shape are performed element-wise

• If one object can be “stretched” (duplicated) along

one or more higher axes to match the shape of

another, operations can be performed (element-

wise with respect to the “stretched” object)

Here, the term “higher” refers to the order of the axes,

beginning with the rightmost index in coding structures.

For examples of broadcasting:

v⃗+1 := (v0, v1, v2)+(1, 1, 1) = (v0+1, v1+1, v2+1) (2)

For the matrix

M =

M00 M01 M02

M10 M11 M12

M20 M21 M22


M + v⃗ =

M00 M01 M02

M10 M11 M12

M20 M21 M22

+

v0 v1 v2

v0 v1 v2

v0 v1 v2


=

M00 + v0 M01 + v1 M02 + v2

M10 + v0 M11 + v1 M12 + v2

M20 + v0 M21 + v1 M22 + v2


(3)

As such, the multiplication of appropriate matrices oc-

curs element-wise, rather than a traditional matrix mul-

tiplication. For this reason, traditional matrix multipli-

cations are represented with the ‘@’ operator (apologies

to the annoyed mathematicians).

Mv⃗ =

M00v0 M01v1 M02v2

M10v0 M11v1 M12v2

M20v0 M21v1 M22v2


M@ v⃗ =

M00 M01 M02

M10 M11 M12

M20 M21 M22


v0

v1

v2


=

M00v0 +M01v1 +M02v2

M10v0 +M11v1 +M12v2

M20v0 +M21v1 +M22v2


(4)

2. PROCEDURE

2.1. Painting

I begin with sixteen unique colors of acrylic paint, all

of which were produced by Apple Barrel craft paints. I

used the same brand of paint for all colors so that phys-

ical properties such as density, viscosity, water content,

etc. were relatively uniform. The colors are listed in

Table 1 alongside their respective expected RGB val-

ues according to Praegressus (2023), an online catalog

containing data pertaining to various paints and colors.

Table 1. Paints Used in Analysis

Name Code (r, g, b)enc

Fuchsia 20216E (251, 93, 177)

Purple Pansy 21488 (64, 20, 103)

Admiral Blue 21484 (35, 62, 153)

Too Blue 20771 (9, 40, 104)

Tropical Blue 20348 - - -

Holly Branch 21478 (1, 96, 91)

Lime Tree 21476 (176, 194, 54)

Yellow Flame 21474 - - -

King’s Gold 20760 (254, 195, 57)

Jack-o-lantern 21472 (247, 148, 30)

Flag Red 21469 (183, 44, 38)

Barn Red 20577 (128, 0, 15)

Melted Chocolate 20258 (85, 59, 35)

Black 20504 (0, 0, 0)

Pavement 21490 (55, 50, 78)

White 20503 (255, 255, 255)

Note—A table giving the name, product code, and
RGB values reported by encycolorpedia for each of
the paints used in this study.
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Figure 2. The final version of the painted canvas used for
analysis.

Next, I divide an 8” by 10” canvas panel into 256

equal rectangles (measuring 1/2” by 5/8” each). Given

16 colors, there are 120 different combinations of paint

that can be made with a simple 1:1 ratio (excluding self-

combinations). Each of these derived colors is created

by adding one drop from the bottle of each parent paint

to a palette and mixing until homogeneous. Unfortu-

nately, this introduces variety into the ratio of paints

used in each combination as it is unlikely that each drop

containing the same volume.

Regardless, each paint and combination thereof are

systematically applied to the canvas. I paint the diago-

nal cells of the canvas with the sixteen original paints,

and every off-diagonal element is a mix of the two cor-

responding diagonals. For example, if admiral blue is in

the third diagonal cell and white is in the last, then the

cell corresponding to last element of third row is painted
with a roughly equal mixture of admiral blue and white.

To avoid redundancy and to leave room for further ex-

perimentation, only the upper right portion of the can-

vas is painted in this phase, thus the column index will

be greater than or equal to the row number. Each cell

receives at least two coats of its respective paint with

some receiving more based on visual inspection.

At this point, I perform a rudimentary analysis of the

colors present, the details of which are given in Sec-

tion 3.1. From this analysis, I am able to determine a

standard deviation of the RGB values for the pixels in

each cell, giving an objective standard of homogeneity. I

chose to paint an additional layer for each cell for which

||σRGB || ≳ 15. The final results of the painting process

are shown in Figure 2.

2.2. Conversions from RGB

Along with the RGB system, there are additional color

spaces worth considering, like the previously mentioned

CMY(K) model. Unfortunately, many of these conver-

sions can be equipment dependent, both in recording

and creating colors, so I will use näıve conversions when

possible. Many of these conversions were taken from

RapidTables (2023). For mathematical purposes, it is

convenient to write the RGB values (as with other color

values) as a vector,

c⃗RGB := (R,G,B). (5)

Similarly, I can define a vector for the uncertainties:

σ⃗RGB := (σR, σG, σB) (6)

2.2.1. CMY and CMYK

The näıve conversion from RGB to CMY can be done

easily with the following formula:

c⃗CMY := 255− c⃗RGB (7)

As such, the uncertainties follow simply from

σ2
f =

∑
i=R,G,B

(
∂f

∂i
σi

)2

, (8)

σ⃗CMY = σ⃗RGB (9)

Note that sometimes, these values are normalized to

unity rather than 255, but this does not affect the anal-

ysis, so I chose to disregard this.

A conversion to CMYK is dependent on which color

has the highest value. The “key” value is the comple-

ment of the highest value normalized to one. The re-

maining colors are then defined and re-normalized by

this maximum value m = max(c⃗RGB).

c⃗CMYK := 1−

(
c⃗RGB

m
m
255

)
=


1− R

m

1− G
m

1− B
m

1− m
255

 (10)

By definition, at least one of the resulting values for C,

M, or Y must be zero, since any nonzero combination of

all three would ideally result in black. Accordingly, the

uncertainties are given by:

σ⃗2
CMYK =

((
σ⃗RGB

m

)2
+
(
c⃗RGB

m2 σm

)2
(σm/255)

2

)

=


(
σR

m

)2
+
(

R
m2σm

)2(
σG

m

)2
+
(

G
m2σm

)2(
σB

m

)2
+
(

B
m2σm

)2
(σm/255)

2


(11)

.
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Figure 3. The HSV color wheel, with axes labeled. Note
that red, green, and blue are equidistant, as opposed to a tra-
ditional color wheel where red, yellow, and blue are equidis-
tant. Image taken from Datumizer (2023).

2.2.2. Hue-Saturation-Value (and Projection)

The Hue-Saturation-Value model for colors is a cylin-

drical model, similar to a familiar color wheel. Hue is the

azimuthal angle with red, green, and blue at 0, 2π
3 , and

4π
3 radians, respectively1. The radial distance represent

saturation, or the color’s “intensity”. Finally, the height

represents the value, or “brightness”. This is shown in

Figure 3. Mathematically, this conversion is done as

follows (with m = max(c⃗RGB) once again):

∆ := max(c⃗RGB)−min(c⃗RGB) (12)

H :=


0, ∆ = 0

π
3
G−B
∆ , m = R

π
3

(
B−R
∆ + 2

)
, m = G

π
3

(
R−G
∆ + 4

)
, m = B

(13)

S :=

0, m = 0

∆
m , m > 0

(14)

V :=
m

255
(15)

Typically, the angle H is taken modulo 2π so that it falls

in the range [0, 2π), but this only complicates further

calculations, so I will ignore it here. Unfortunately, the

if-then nature of these definitions makes the calculus

of uncertainty propagation particularly atrocious here.

The values for ∆ and H depend on which colors have the

1 For a typical color wheel, red, yellow, and blue are equidistant,
as they are the “primary” colors.

highest and lowest values, making derivation tricky. The

different cases can be summarized with a few matrices.

First, I define a base matrix depending on which color

is the maximum value (assuming m ̸= 0 and ∆ ̸= 0):

MHSV :=




0 π

3S − π
3S

−S 0 0

m
255 0 0

 , m = R


− π

3S 0 π
3S

0 −S 0

0 m
255 0

 , m = G


π
3S − π

3S 0

0 0 −S

0 0 m
255

 , m = B

(16)

From there, the columns vector v⃗ is added to the

column corresponding to the maximum color and sub-

tracted to that of the minimum color, then the entire

matrix is divided by the maximum value.

v⃗HSV :=




−H

S

1

0

 , m = R


1
S (

2π
3 −H)

1

0

 , m = G


1
S (

4π
3 −H)

1

0

 , m = B

(17)

For example, for the case R < G < B ̸= 0:

MHSV+ := 1
m

[ π
3S − π

3S 0

0 0 −S

0 0 m
255


+

− 1
S (

4π
3 −H) 0 1

S (
4π
3 −H)

−1 0 1

0 0 0

]

= 1
m

H−π
S − π

3S
1
S (

4π
3 −H)

−1 0 1− S

0 0 m
255


=


π
3

B−G
(B−R)2 −π

3
1

B−R −π
3

R−G
(B−R)2

− 1
B 0 R

B2

0 0 1
255



(18)

Finally, this matrix is squared element-wise and right

multiplied by the RGB uncertainties to give the HSV
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uncertainties:

σ2
HSV =

σ2
H

σ2
S

σ2
V

 = M2
HSV+@σ2

RGB (19)

Typically, when color mixing is done on a color wheel,

it is by averaging the positions of the initial colors on

the wheel, a task which is easier done in Cartesian coor-

dinates. From this cylindrical system to Cartesian, we

can simply use the following:

c⃗XY V =

X

Y

V

 =

S cosH

S sinH

V

 (20)

where ‘Y’ represents the Y-position, not to be confused

with the yellow value in the CMY(K) system. Just as

with the HSV uncertainties, the uncertainties of these

new coordinates are mathematically arduous. There are

nine cases, but they can be summarized with a few ma-

trices, similar to the previous conversion but with more

steps. First,

Λ :=




−S 0 0

0 π
3 −π

3

m
255 0 0

 , m = R


0 −S 0

−π
3 0 π

3

0 m
255 0

 , m = G


0 0 −S

π
3 −π

3 0

0 0 m
255

 , m = B

(21)

Then the vector v⃗XY V is added to the column corre-

sponding to the maximum value and subtracted from

column corresponding to the minimum value, where

v⃗XY V :=




1

−H

0

 , m = R


1

2π
3 −H

0

 , m = G


1

4π
3 −H

0

 , m = B

(22)

For example, for the case R < G < B ̸= 0 :

Λ+ = 1
m


0 0 −S

π
3 −π

3 0

0 0 m
255

+

 −1 0 1

H − 4π
3 0 4π

3 −H

0 0 0




= 1
m

 −1 0 1− S

H − π −π
3

4π
3 −H

0 0 m
255


= 1

B

 −1 0 R
B

−π
3
G−B
B−R −π

3 −π
3
R−G
B−R

0 0 B
255


(23)

From here, the resulting matrix is left multiplied by

the matrix RZ(H) corresponding to a rotation an angle

H about the z-axis, later divided by the maximum color

value:

MXY V+ := RZ(H)@Λ+, (24)

where

RZ(H) :=

cosH − sinH 0

sinH cosH 0

0 0 1

 . (25)

Finally, the matrix is squared element-wise and matrix

multiplied by a vector containing RGB variances to pro-

duce the X and Y variances.

σ⃗2
XY V =

σ2
X

σ2
Y

σ2
V

 = M2
XY V+@ σ⃗2

RGB (26)

This all seems very complicated, but luckily it is sim-

ple logic to code, significantly easier than performing

the calculus on each case separately and coding in the

results (I checked).

2.2.3. CIE Color Spaces

The CIELAB (also known as L*a*b*) system and its

parent CIEXYZ are color spaces defined by the Interna-

tional Commission on Illumination (CIE). They are in-

tended to be perceptually uniform color spaces, meaning

a change in numerical space yields a similarly perceived

change in color. Unlike other color systems, the conver-

sion from RGB to the CIELAB system is not dependent

on equipment, but the “standard observer” (more or less

convention).

First, the RGB values must be converted to CIEXYZ.

This can be done by first gamma-expanding (a process

called “linearizing”) each color, then multiplying by a

matrix:

Clin =

 C
3294.6 C ≤ 10.31475(
C+14.025
269.025

)2.4
C > 10.31475

(27)
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c⃗XY Z = M65@ c⃗RGB,lin =X65

Y65

Z65

 =

0.4124 0.3576 0.1805

0.2126 0.7152 0.0722

0.0193 0.1192 0.9505


Rlin

Glin

Blin

 (28)

M65 is the matrix for the BT.709 primaries defined

by the Radiocommunication sector of the International

Telecommunication Union (2023). The ‘65’ refers to

the CIE standard illuminant D65, an illumination con-

vention roughly corresponding to average midday light

in Northwestern Europe. The uncertainties are fairly

straight forward:

C ′
lin =

 1
3294.6 C ≤ 10.31475

24
2690.25C

7/12
lin C > 10.31475

(29)

σ⃗2
XY Z = [M65c⃗

′
RGB,lin]

2@ σ⃗2
RGB (30)

The CIELAB space converts these coordinates onto

axes corresponding to lightness and two color gradients

(green to red and blue to yellow).

L∗ = 166f

(
Y

100

)
− 16 (31)

a∗ = 500

[
f

(
X

95.0489

)
− f

(
Y

100

)]
(32)

b∗ = 200

[
f

(
Y

100

)
− f

(
Z

108.884

)]
(33)

where

f(t) =

 t
3δ2 + 4

29 , t ≤ δ3

3
√
t, t > δ3

(34)

and δ = 6
29 . The uncertainties are then:

σ2
L =

[
166

100
g

(
Y

100

)
σY

]2
(35)

σ2
a =

[
500

95.0489
g

(
X

95.0489

)
σX

]2
+

[
5g

(
Y

100

)
σY

]2
(36)

σ2
b =

[
2g

(
Y

100

)
σY

]2
+

[
200

108.884
g

(
Z

108.884

)
σZ

]2
(37)

where

g(t) = f ′(t) =

 1
3δ2 , t ≤ δ3

1
3 t

−2/3 = f(t)
3t , t > δ3

(38)

Figure 4. A 3-D plot of the resulting RGB values for the
sixteen base colors.

3. ANALYSIS

3.1. Determining Colors

I scanned the canvas using an HP DeskJet 2652 (The

Hewlett-Packard Company 2009) and saved the data as

a PNG file. The image was pre-processed (rotated and

cropped to be 1600 by 2000 pixels), and divided into its

256 cells, each 100 by 125 pixels. To account for border

spillover (i.e., painting outside of the lines), each cell was

given a pixel buffer along its perimeter. I tested various

buffer sizes, and for each, I calculated the magnitude of

the standard deviation of the RGB values in each cell

and found the maximum. I then selected buffer size to

minimize this maximum standard deviation, resulting in

a size of 20 pixels.

Having applied this buffer, I analyzed the remaining

pixels inside each cell. The mean and standard devia-

tion of the RGB values are calculated and recorded as

vectors. After this initial analysis, I repainted any cells

for which the magnitude of this standard deviation was

above 15, as mentioned in Section 2. I then re-scanned

and processed the image, repeating the same color anal-

ysis. Even after this repainting, there still remained a

handful of cells for which ||σRGB || ≳ 15. The final RGB

coordinates for the base colors are plotted in Figure 4,

and the RGB values and standard deviation magnitudes

are shown in Figure 5.

3.2. Mathematical Exploration

I explore a few possibilities for the transformation

from two input colors, represented numerically, to their

corresponding output.
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Measured and Näıvely Predicted RGB Values

Figure 5. An image showing the color coordinates for all of the colors analyzed. Cells along the diagonal (encased in black
borders) depict the sixteen base colors, and off-diagonal colors show the mix of the corresponding diagonal colors. The upper
right triangle (including the diagonal) shows the final measured RGB values for the resulting color and the magnitude of the
standard deviations thereof. Cells in the lower left are colored according to the expected RGB values (assuming a simple mean)
and show the difference between the measured and predicted values.

First, I test if the output color is a linear combination

of their inputs, that is:

R3 = α1RR1 + β1RG1 + γ1RB1 + α2RR2 + · · ·
G3 = α1GR1 + β1GG1 + γ1GB1 + α2GR2 + · · ·
B3 = α1BR1 + β1BG1 + γ1BB1 + α2BR2 + · · ·

(39)

or more succinctly:

c⃗3 = Θ1@ c⃗1 +Θ2@ c⃗2 (40)

where c⃗i = (Ri, Gi, Bi) and

Θi =

αiR βiR γiR

αiG βiG γiG

αiB βiB γiB

 . (41)

The other main framework I explore is that the result-

ing color is a geometric combination of the inputs.

R3 = Rα1R
1 Gβ1R

1 Bγ1R

1 ×Rα2R
2 Gβ2R

2 Bγ2R

2

G3 = Rα1G
1 Gβ1G

1 Bγ1G

1 ×Rα2G
2 Gβ2G

2 Bγ2G

2

B3 = Rα1B
1 Gβ1B

1 Bγ1B

1 ×Rα2B
2 Gβ2B

2 Bγ2B

2

(42)

There is no convenient matrix equation in this form,

but I can take the logarithm of both sides to get:
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logR3 = α1R logR1 + β1R logG1 + γ1R logB1 + · · ·
logG3 = α1G logR1 + β1G logG1 + γ1G logB1 + · · ·
logB3 = α1B logR1 + β1B logG1 + γ1B logB1 + · · ·

(43)

or

log c⃗3 = Θ1@ log c⃗1 +Θ2@ log c⃗2 (44)

An unfortunate side effect of this notation, however,

is that it can only handle positive values. This means

that it does not work without modification for zeros.

To avoid this problem, I introduce an arbitrarily small

number ϵ = 10−16 to replace every instance of zero prior

to testing. This does not, however, solve the problem

for negative values (such as the XYV and CIELAB sys-

tems), so these cannot be used with geometric fitting.

It is worth noting that in the RGB system, both

the arithmetic and geometric means of mathematically

combining colors have agreements and disagreements

with traditional intuition. For instance, if one were to

take the arithmetic mean of the two input colors, red

(255,0,0) and blue (0,0,255) make a medium-dark pur-

ple (128,0,128) as one might expect, but red and cyan

(0,255,255), green (0,255,0) and magenta (255,0,255),

and blue and yellow (255,255,0) make the same dull grey

(128,128,128). Taking the geometric mean yields even

stranger results: any combination of the primary col-

ors or any combination involving black (0,0,0) can only

produce black.

Additionally, there are a few conditions I choose to

impose:

1. Symmetry: c⃗3 = f(c⃗1, c⃗2) = f(c⃗2, c⃗1)

2. Completeness:
∑6

i=1 aij = 1

In other words, there is no physical reason that the

order of inputting paints should affect the outcome; red

and blue should produce the same color as blue and red.

Mathematically, this symmetry can be imposed several

ways, so I choose to test linear or geometric symmetriza-

tion:

c⃗sym,lin :=
c⃗1 + c⃗2

2
(45)

or

c⃗sym,geo :=
√
c⃗1c⃗2 (46)

so now

c⃗3 := Θ@ c⃗sym (47)

Just as with the case with geometric fitting, geometric

symmetrization breaks down for negative values (since

they can result in imaginary components), and so it can-

not be used with the XYV and CIELAB systems.

The second condition imposes that the sum for the co-

efficients in any aforementioned equation is unity. This

way, the mathematical range [0,255] remains the same

before and after transformation, for both the arithmetic

and geometric cases. This condition is less physically

motivated, so I examine the results with and without

completeness imposed. Mathematically, this can be im-

posed with γi = 1− αi − βi:

c⃗3 =

αR βR 1− αR − βR

αG βG 1− αG − βG

αB βB 1− αB − βB


R

G

B


sym

(48)

which can be rewritten as

c⃗3 −Bsym =

αR βR

αG βG

αB βB

(R−B

G−B

)
sym

(49)

Though the equations above are notated with R,G,B

values, this same mathematical framework can be used

for any of the color systems we analyze. For the CMYK

case, Θ becomes a 4×4 matrix, but all other calculations

remain the same. Nevertheless, I use the LinearRegres-

sion function from scikit-learn to fit each system I wish

to analyze. This is a ordinary least-squares regression

that returns a coefficient matrix and prediction score. In

order to get a distribution of scores, we repeatedly sam-

ple the data from a normal distribution centered around

the reported value and whose standard deviation is equal

to the reported uncertainty.

4. RESULTS

I use coefficients of determination (r-score) as measure

for the wellness of a fit. The results for all of the different

tests can be seen in Table 2.

The color set that had the best overall scores, both

in mean and magnitude, corresponds to a geometrically

symmetrized linear combination (GSLC) of the CIEXYZ

color space. In other words:

c⃗3,XY Z = ΘXY Z@
√
c⃗1,XY Z c⃗2,XY Z (50)

where ΘXY Z = 0.882± 0.078 0.095± 0.085 0.044± 0.026

−0.058± 0.089 1.021± 0.100 0.098± 0.037

0.211± 0.096 −0.307± 0.105 1.037± 0.042


(51)

Analyzing the rows of this matrix, we see mathemati-

cally that the largest contributor to each output “color”
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is the input value itself (X vs. X, etc.). With the excep-

tion of the bottom row, all off-diagonal elements have

a magnitude less than 0.1 and all diagonal elements

but the first are within 0.1 of unity. The resulting Z-

coordinate, however, is more dependent on the other

values, as evidenced by the bottom row of the matrix.

Because coefficients of this fit were free and not com-

plete, the output values can exceed the accepted range

for the system and will need to be dealt with (usually

with a cap).

5. DISCUSSION

Similar to the best overall result, the best fit (by mean

score) that was achieved without converting from RGB

space is a GSLC of the input colors:

c⃗3,RGB = ΘRGB@
√
c⃗1,RGB c⃗2,RGB (52)

where ΘRGB =0.812± 0.023 0.292± 0.042 0.077± 0.041

0.065± 0.014 0.917± 0.029 0.108± 0.031

0.096± 0.015 −0.075± 0.031 0.955± 0.032

 (53)

This scheme has a mean square error (MSE) of 2208.1

compared to the best overall fit with 0.0158. However,

scaling the RGB values to unity yields a much improved

MSE of 0.0340. Interestingly, if one were to use the re-

sults of the overall best fit and convert the predicted

mixed colors back to RGB space, one would arrive at an

MSE of 0.0407. Because this MSE is actually smaller,

then for the purposes of predicting RGB values, a geo-

metrically symmetrized linear combination of the RGB

values is a better predictor than the so-called “best-fit”.

The results of these predictions on the color mixtures

can be seen in Figure 6, which can be compared with

Figures 2 or 5 for the real color values. In particular, if

one were to calculate the MSE for the individual colors,

one would see red is consistently the most difficult value

to predict. For the GSLC of the CIEXYZ values con-

verted back to RGB, the MSEs are 0.0253, 0.0065, and

0.0089 for red, green and blue respectively. For the best

RGB fit, the MSEs are 0.0218, 0.0058, and 0.0064. This

difference in MSE between colors would indicate that

both fits had more difficulty predicting the resulting red

value accurately.

Analyzing the result of each color system individually,

we see fitting without conversion resulting in moder-

ately successful predictions (r ≳ 0.5) in 3 combinations,

though the best was the GLSC as previously mentioned.

In the CMY space, the arithmetically symmetrized

linear combination (ASLC) performed the same as the

RGB values, which makes sense since they themselves

are a linear combination of the RGB values (albeit with

an intercept). Both the ASLC and arithmetically sym-

metrized geometric combination (ASGC) of CMY values

performed decently, with the ASGC fitting slightly bet-

ter. Adding the key value actually decreasing the mean

score for all cases, with several individual scores below

0.1 (a very poor fit).

None of the HSV tests performed well, though this

could have been expected since it is a cylindrical space

which does not transform linearly or geometrically any-

way. Interestingly, all of the free tests were able to pre-

dict the V coordinate (“value”) somewhat accurately.

Because the projection of this system onto 3-D space

resulted in negative values, the XYV space could only

be tested as an ASLC. This test performed well enough

when the coefficients were free.

Finally, all of the tests in the CIEXYZ space with free

coefficients had scores above 0.6, indicating decent to

good fits. Neither test in the CIELAB space performed

particularly well.

Overall, none of the tests with complete coefficients

performed well, notably for the final coordinate. The

best score for a final coordinate with complete coeffi-

cients was a GSLC of CMY values whose Y score was

0.253 which would indicate a weak correlation at best.

This problem did not occur categorically in the free-

coefficient tests; only 3 of the 17 scores for the final

coordinates are less than 0.5.

6. CONCLUSION

I made 120 mixed colors by pairing together sixteen

base paints with roughly equal proportions, all of which

were applied to the same canvas panel. This canvas was

analyzed for its RGB values, which were then compared

against the RGB values for each input pair. I then tried

to find the most accurate mathematical mapping from

input to output colors from a small list of options. I

also converted the color values into other color spaces to

test if this would improve accuracy. In terms of mean

squared error, the best performing mathematical opera-

tion to predict the outcomes of mixing two paint colors

is a geometrically symmetrized linear combination of the

input RGB values.

R

G

B


out

=

0.812 0.292 0.077

0.065 0.917 0.108

0.096 −0.075 0.955



√
R1R2√
G1G2√
B1B2

 (54)

However, the strongest correlation overall was for a

geometrically symmetrized linear combination of the
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Best Fit Predicted Colors

Figure 6. An image showing the predicted outcome of the different color combinations. Once again, the diagonal cells represent
the sixteen base colors numbered 0 through 15, while the off-diagonal elements represent the predicted color. Cells in the upper
right depict the predicted outcomes from the overall best fit (GLSC of CIEXYZ values), while cells in the lower left correspond
to the best fit found without conversion (GLSC of RGB values). In both cases, we give the numerical error (the difference
between the observed and predicted values).

CIEXYZ values.X

Y

Z


3

=

 0.882 0.095 0.044

−0.058 1.021 0.098

0.211 −0.307 1.037



√
X1X2√
Y1Y2√
Z1Z2

 (55)

In fact, the CIEXYZ demonstrated many of the

strongest correlations found in this study. Perhaps a

follow-up paper examining transformations in this co-

ordinate space could find a more accurate fit. I would

also recommend spending less time on the mathemat-

ics of coordinate transformations and their associated

uncertainties and simply trusting color space conver-

sions built into various coding packages; the Gaussian

re-sampling process I mentioned in Section 3.2 can sim-

ply be done before any conversions; there is no need to

convert uncertainties. More precision during the mixing

steps could be achieved with a set of sufficiently small

syringes or a sufficiently large canvas. Finally, I would

also suggest better means of photographing and record-

ing the colors than a desktop scanner, but I received no

funding for this project.
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