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Abstract; The materials and information about Facts up Front la-
beling from the official website were collected. The practice expe-
rience was summarized in terms of the characteristics, types.,
comparison to the base case of a similar FOP labels, and compari-

son of implementation effects with other FOP labels.

Consequently some advices were provided to start and develop the
FOP labeling in China.
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Table 2 Overview of FOP labeling related to the specific nutrient systems
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