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Abstract: Nutri-score labeling’s promotion, implementation
effect, algorithm, comparison with related FOP labels were elab-
orated, and then our study summarized application practice, and
put forward the enlightenment {or implementation of the FOP la-
beling in China.
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Figure 1 Nutri-score labeling and its A~E rating
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Table 1 Restricted nutrients and scores of Nutri-score labeling

o e /(10 2k » g ! Bi/(10 2g g} L FE TR / /(10 *mg + g !
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2 =670 >9.0 >2 =180
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5 >1675 =>22.5 =5 =>450
6 =>2 010 =>27.0 =>6 =>540
7 >2 345 >31.0 =7 =>630
8 =2 680 =>36.0 =>8 =720
9 >3 015 >40.0 >9 >810
10 >3 350 >45.0 >10 =900
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Table 2 Recommended nutrients and scores of

Nutri-score labeling
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Table 3 The nutritional rating corresponding to the

total score of food and drink
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Table 4 Effect comparison between Nutri-score labeling and related FOP labels
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