— — 543 —

( , 100191)
5390 , 1407 (26.1%) 653 (12.1%) %4
(1. 7%) 605 (43.2%) ,

557 (30.7%) 7 (7.2%)

Survey on the Nutrition Labeling of Domegtic Prepacked Food in Hangzhou
WANG Shengfeng, CHEN Yong, LIU Qingmin, REN Yanjun, LUdun, LI Li-mng
(Department of Epidemiology and Biodatigics, School of Public Hedth , Peking Univerdty , Beijing 100191, China)

Abgtract : Objective To survey the prevalence o the nutrition labeling of prepackaged food in the supermarket in Hangzhou.
Methods We ocopy out the nutrition facts label , nutrition claims and nutrient function claim of prepacked food in a supermarket
with prepared quedionnaire and finish normetive judgment. Results 5390 kindsof domegtic prepackaged food were invedigated.
The prepacked food which labeled regectively with nutrition facts label , nutrition claims and nutrient function claim were 1407
(26.1%) , 653 (12.1%) and 94 (1.7 %) . The nutrition facts label which labded energy , protein, fa , carbohydrate and
dumwas 605 (43.2 %) , only 557 (39.7 %) o which labded nutrition reference vaue proportion. 7 (7.2 %) kinds of
prepackedfood had a nutrient function dam that hinted or expressed the role of treating ©me illness. Concluson  The
prevaence of the prepackaged food which was appropriately labeled with nutrition labeling was low. Therdfore , the adminidration
o nutrition labeling need to be grengthened to build a hedthy nutrition environment for the population.
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