





rated the sound quality, picture quality and overall quality
of television presented in stereo or high fidelity as
superior to mono or low fidelity television.

One group of respondents who demonstrated
particularly strong (and significant) patterns were those
subjects who own high quality television sets. These
respondents liked programming with stereo sound more
and found it both more involvirig and more interesting
than programming with mono sound. This is particularly
interesting because it suggests a pattern of particularly
discriminating tastes among early adopters. The question
is raised whether such a group represents a small outlier
subset or whether there tastes and discriminatory capacities
will influence other consumers and ultimately help to
“educate” their friends, relatives and neighbors.

Results from the comparison tests, in which
side-by-side comparisons were made between identical
visual and varied audio conditions, indicate that

respondents are willing to report the overall quality and
sound quality of one set as better than another, but do not
provide clear support for the hypothesis that respondents
prefer “high” quality over ”low” quality sound. Lessthan
one-third of the sample reported no difference between the
two clips when asked "Which was better?”, or when asked
to compare the sound quality of the two sets. Thirty-two
to 44 percent of the sample reported a difference in picture
quality between the two sets.

Across the entire sample, the mean score for
sound quality was significantly different from zero only
when comparing low to high fidelity, both overall and
within stereo and mono conditions. Means on other
comparisons and on other variables were not found to be
significantly different from zero, though they tended to be
positive rather than negative. As with the conservative
test, there was not significant variation in the ratings for
different groups of respondents.

Figure 1
The Conservative Test

Mono Vs. Stereo Lo Fi Vs. Hi Fi
Like Programming 46 48 45 48
Program Involving 4.1 44 40" 4.4*
Picture Quality Evaluation 42 43 42 4.3
Sound Quality Evaluation 43 44 43" 4.5*

’ LoFiMono Vs. HiFiStereo
Like Programming 4.4 5.0"
Program Involving 3.8* 4.6™
Picture Quality Evaluation 4.2 4.4
Sound Quality Evaluation 43" 4.6*
Means on 7-point evaluation scales, higher score = positive evaluation
* T-Test Significant at .05
** T-Test Significant at .01
Figure 2
Comparison Test

Mono No Stereo

Preferred Difference Preferred
Overall 34% 24% 41%
Miami Vice 28% 23% 49%
Cheers 33% 35% 31%
Baseball 31% 16% 53%
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Lo Fi No Hi Fi

Preferred Difference Preferred
Overall 27% 30% 43%**
Miami Vice 26% 22% 52%*
Cheers . 24%, 29% 47%*
Baseball 31% 40% 29%

* Significant at .05
** Significant at .01



