
Subject: Re: Why does flawed vintage amp sound so good
Posted by Wayne Parham on Tue, 22 Jun 2004 15:21:23 GMT
View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Hi Dave,Thanks for the link, that's cool.I couldn't see it very well, but maybe if I downloaded it and
put it in an image viewer it is high enough resolution it would be crystal clear.  Still, from what I
could see, it looked like the basic amplifier was a pretty clean push-pull circuit and the
"spaghetti-looking mess of circuitry" was mostly tone control circuits.  When set flat or disabled,
they wouldn't impact the sound at all.  So it may be that the design is actually pretty basic and not
alarming even to the low-parts-count purist.Then there is also the issue that a filter isn't
necessarily made more pure by having a low parts count.  If the components are linear and the
load perfectly resistive, that's one thing.  But if the load is not resistive, particularly if it is also
non-linear, then a simple filter is often horribly wrong.  In that case, a more pure filter is one that is
more complex and compensates for load variations.  I don't see that as being much of the case
here, because it's really more of a loudspeaker issue than anything else.  It's something to
consider when making passive crossover components.  But I thought it worth mentioning in the
context of "circuit simplicity" verses "response purity."  These two things aren't necessarily
related.And then there's one more thing.  This one makes me wince, but I think it's still important
to say.  Think about how many people make comments about a sound system they are
particularly fond of, saying it sounds better than live, or words to that effect.  If something sounds
"better" than the original source, then it must be "different" than that source.  If the goal is
accurate reproduction, then this would seem to be a bad thing.  Something was added that
enhanced the original, or something that wasn't particularly good in the original was removed.  But
the enhancement was a change, and kept the reproduction from being true to the original.I really
like what Siegfried Linkwitz says about the job of a good sound system being its ability to provide
an illusion of reality.  For many years, I strived to keep things as close to the original as possible,
and I still think that's a worthy goal.  But after reading his comments, I realized that he's right - No
matter how much effort is placed in maintaining "accuracy," it's all an illusion.  And being so, the
fact is that the best facsimile is the one that is perceived as being best.  This is where objective
measurement and subjective perception meet.I guess the bottom line is that if this amplifier has
done it for you, then the engineers have met their goal.  Whatever inaccuracies are present don't
seem to be noticable to you, and the things it does right, it must do very right.  So maybe it isn't
flawed after all.  Wayne
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