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Likes and Dislikes of Fish Meat

Part 3. Comparison between Japanese and Americans

Keiichi OisH1, and Ayako OKUMURA

Abstract

In Parts 1 and 2 of this series, American and Japanese preferences for fish
were surveyed. In Part 3, both results were compared to show their common pre-
ferences. First 19 common items were chosen based on both research results..
They were studied in three couples, i.e., (1) staff of the Fac. of Fish., Hokkaido
Univ. as. that of the Dept. of Food Tech., Univ. of Mass., (2) girl students of
the Hakodate Nutritional Coll. vs. those of the School of Home Economics, Univ.
of Mass., and (8) girl students of the Hakodate Chubu High School vs. those of
the Amherst High School. The comparison between both nations was illustrated
graphically as shown in Figs. 1, 2, and 8.

Many consistencies in evaluation between Japanese and Americans were found
in the case of staff, whereas the consistencies of high school students were least
among the above three. The items which were preferred by Americans were beef,
chicken, tunas, and so on; Those preferred by Japanese were red salmon, shrimps,
tunas, and so on. The preference for tunas was almost the same for six groups
of Japanese and Americans.

When the seafood is tested in the most desirable form, it is liked by Americans
as highly as livestock and poultry. This investigation shows that Americans like
seafood better than Japanese when it is supplied in desirable condition.
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Fig. 1. Showing the comparison of fish preference between staff of the Fac. of Fish.,
Hokkaido Univ. and that of the Dept. of Food Tech., Univ. of Mass. Abscissa: 0,
1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 show the grades of ‘‘no answer,” ‘dislike,”” ‘‘neither like nor
dislike,” *‘like slightly,” ‘‘like moderately,”” and ‘‘like extremely,” respectively.
Ordinate: percentage of the persons who responded of all the persons who were

questioned.
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Fig. 2. Showing the comparison of fish preference between girl students of the Hakodate
Nutritional Coll. and those of the School of Home Economics, Univ. of Mass.
The explanation of abscissa and ordinate is the same as that in Fig. 1.
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Fig. 3. Showing the comparison of fish preference between girl students of the Hakodate
The explanation of

Chubu High School and those of the Amherst High School.

abscissa and ordinate is the same as that in Fig. 1. .
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