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Animal protein production systems are reaching production capacity limits due 
to their associated ecological detriments.  Therefore, a shift towards an 
ecologically sustainable alternative is vital, and hence exploring the scope of 
market for such alternatives.  “Cultured Meat”, or ex-vivo cultivated meat, may 

CONCLUSIONS 

University Sample 
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1) Individuals who currently eat more conventional meat are 
generally more favorable towards cultured meat. 
 
2) Individuals who were exposed to treatments underwent 
attitudinal escalations. 
 

3) Among University undergraduates and U.S. Adults the 
concept of eating cultured meat was seen as quite favorable, 
hence suggesting potentiality of a large market for ex-vivo 
cultivated meat. 
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Fig. 1. Displaying of Consumer interest of 
futuristic technologies including cultured meat 
as found by Pew Research Center in 2014.	  
 	  

serve as this viable alternative. This 
type of meat production would 
consist of obtaining cells from 
livestock, and culturing them in 
suitable media eventually leading 
to comestible meat without the 
slaughter of animals.  This protein 
production system is apart of a 
developing field called cellular 
agriculture, which aims to harvest 
agricultural products through the 
cellular level rather than the, 
organismal level.  However, 
although this method aims to aid  
environmental woes, one drawback 
is the ambiguity of consumer 
acceptance.  Prior to this study, 
only one other project explored the 
market interest of cultured meat in 
the United States -- completed by 
Pew Research Center Center(Fig.1) 

Expanding upon this, our novelty was analyzing why individuals’ qualms with 
the technology were as such, and perhaps more critically, determining if 
potential benefits of cultured meat lead to attitudinal persuasion. Overall, 
exploring market potential of cultured meat is vital if funding aimed at 
catalyzing foundational research from governments, academia, and private 
industry is to commence in a meaningful fashion. 

of the University Sample at FAU, 
61% of participants expressed 
interest in eating cultured meat 
(either “probably” or “definitely” 
eating cultured meat), and Post-
treatment, 77% of individuals 
were interested in eating cultured 
meat. In the Pre-treatment of the 
United States Adult Sample, 62% 
of participants expressed interest 
in eating cultured meat (either “probably” or “definitely” eating cultured meat), 
and Post-treatment, 72% of individuals were interested in eating cultured meat.  
Most of the subjects (over 90%) in the United States Adult and University 
sample claimed to be “uneducated” on the topic of cultured meat with no 
statistical significant variation between the two.  Additionally, a strong 
correlation is present between conventional meat consumption and cultured 
meat favorability. Ultimately, the novel results of this study ought to serve as a 
foundational framework for catalyzing funding towards governmental, 
academic, and privatized research of cultured meat. 
	  


