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Comparative study on regulations and standars on nutrition labeling at home and broad/ Zhao Danyw// Chinese
Journal of Food Hygiene. — 2000, 12(2): 12~ 19

The regulations and standards on nutrition labeling selected from Codex, EU, USA, Japan and Chinese M ain-
land as reference were compared with each other, in the aspect of their contents and forms. Differences and similari-
ties were illustrated which could be important background information for the future legislative control of food nutri-
tion labeling in China as well as for the promotion of compatibility with international practice.
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