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Abstract: The types and contents of proteins are different in different foods, and the composition and proportion of amino
acids are different, as a result, their contribution to meeting the nutritional needs of the human body is different. As the most
basic nutrient component of food, protein has a direct impact on human health. With the rapid increase of global population
and limited resources, a scientific and reasonable protein quality evaluation method is very important for investigating
reasonable diet, obtaining adequate nutrition, and effectively developing new protein resources and so on. Therefore, this
paper reviews the research process of protein quality evaluation methods in food, and elaborates the protein digestibility
corrected amino acid score (PDCAAS) and digestibility indispensable amino acid score (DIAAS), including the
applications, advantages and limitations of these two evaluation methods. It is hoped to provide some theoretical basis for
exploring high-quality protein sources and protein complementarity, and developing high-quality protein foods.
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AT AT S A% 38 |« P8 ARl B ey g 45
A ERARHLU(FAO) . A TIAEZHZI(WHO) Fllk
G ERE(UNU) $E T, 7R3 AR A Z OV 19 75
SR, AR AHEFEREA R S R ER BTN 0.8 g/kg/dP;
JLEE PR ARG SR F BT AR IR F 1.5 g/kg/d
oAy o BERAA Bl ok b . LR BBz ik 20
LU . TN, IR, S E R Sy E =, G
FerEartl, AR AT AL Z L i B R G, i
PGS, WA O MBI . B BT ATT R
2 R S i, MERMIIE AR U SR A R S
S LA S AR R T S R R =

Bt A T3 A A SR A IR B = 45 nl i H
ot S M, FRIDE TR BT A T i — B2 Pk
M. BT a4, S i R
FI A B e b s JBr i a1 D), 4 R 240 W)
I RS e 2R RR IR NR, SR B I
F BN e OB . (FZER PP R
PSS e 5 ISR 3R, andl 1 BT 19 U R 20 I,
PN %N e & Vi NN e = Wit DB = ot R PES U s
1 BIRERIAE, — A SER & U BT B TN AR
T A BN E AT ERE., a8 f s DR G 1
AEIR BB AR IS & 5, X R E A E
Al BRI T R RS IR SRR R B
faRET, . Bl SRS E R A auE™ ., H
I, S T IEREHENEE AR AL, HE S AR IR,
(R SRR USSR M T & FHbER v R R R, 5
LT 1 B B s VPN s T O, AN R-AS— 17
fE A E . EPRIAAT I H AR Bl FH PN 7.

ASSCAEA T LR DL 2R B BT PR ik, I1
R H BT AL A IE S FE IR PE S5 (protein digestibility
corrected amino acid score, PDCAAS) Fl 1] JH b & 3k
i - 43 ( digestibility indispensable amino acid score,

DIAAS) AR 7y 347 T IR AR, 348 A Ay
EHEA WIS R BRI, v s B E AN R
A e, ARSI A B R R S v T R AR
M B R AR AR
1 £ EE

H WA T A A i (nitrogen balance,
NB) . ¥4 (biological value, BV )P FI%E [ 5T
2 Z b (protein efficiency ratio, PER) ', H: v NB
MR TR A (E 1), e A&
MRS HE S 2, (AR ERIME . RSN
Wyt BV 3@ E R B AR P 4ERZE R
Ao hE, RCWABIUAXT 28 75T R AR B, (H R 25 AR
MR TS 103, SR R AN . PER LIBY
Jn A EE P B T e, {2 O R ERIAS,,
ZAT KBRS N i B 77 K28 5, I LA
PSR A BRI M SR I AR T T, HEE M
22, KB K, %35 1 L (net protein ratio, NPR)!!T|
2 1 BT A FH 2 (net protein utilization, NPU ) 2 43
) e Yk 2R Ay AL f R 10 B A B T B R AR
M) B A R B A R, YA R R
JBR L R, %88 i A5 1 R FH 22 (postprandial protein
utilization, PPU)P! A& f5 1§45 A >R (net postpran-
dial protein utilization, NPPU)!" S35F|F B C-1 J8&
FR AN N ARic 8 FH 5 I 2 ORI %2, 15 B TR
AR & BT AR BRI S 233 il B8R BT O TR,
T3 PPU SR ANHERR, B3 FH TPl s TH bR i &
F1J5T; NPPU Il i B b K S ddi B oR, A3l BAE
I
2 EEYFEITENAE

AE 2 W 52 VP M O 1 AL FiE Ak 22 T 43 ( chemical
score, CS) . ZHLAL T4 (amino acid score, AAS) ., %
e EAFPRFTEE (essential amino acid index, EAAI) . &
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Fig.1 Metabolism model of proteins in human body™*
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P2 FUAH F2 %% (ratio coefficient, RC)M! &5 X JLFP T
IR AR BT AR R . A i s — [n] i,
FAO Fll WHO TE&FEFR I 3Eah 27 5% 18 T4
FTAERIT 42 ) PDCAAS, {Hi% 5 1R P & 15
PRI AR (e 2 45 SR A v, DR R A B 7 A AR
PTE AL AR TR e /N, SRS TR R I Wk, LA R
TR T AE, TEAE 2013 4FJuEflif] DIAAS
AL PDCAAS!®, i, PDCAAS HETMGENINZE K
SEPY T E PN AR H SRR B RO R, BA — 2 BIEST
=N B .

2.1 PDCAAS

2.1.1 PDCAAS WA I L7515 PDCAAS
BARNRILZE 1, e W) PDCAAS MR 240 B
JLE W EIERR T R, RS AE NS EA, i@
T R BRI i LSBT A%, Horh SR TS AL AT
Fe LT A 3 m] 3 G PR R AR FH 5 R 2 FE IR iR 0 i Ak
PR

AN [T 275 2 LR 1 77 SR ASTH], FAO
1 AR K PDCAAS 5324 4 FriP o= (L3R 2),
SRR )L(0.5 2 SR ETLEE (1~2 7)) | AP ER
KL TG A4E(3~18 ) (=18 £) .
2.1.2 PDCAAS 7EE SN i PDCAAS AN{Y
"L RS TR R AR B, e U TR S EA
JE ) T AR =, 3R B 8 H . Pehlivanoglu 25
ifiid PDCAAS P A A= T2 FLIE R A E

P BT BT, FH = O 0 50 S B R 2H i, AR MR
FATH AL R B A BT AL R, SR BT A R S AT
SAEER B A AL R BLIN, PDCAAS 2k 0.08~0.71,
PUL T I EEZLUEED, RAEARE S T 26
IRK IR, PDCAAS AJfE R LRI FE PR e #E T2
Wk LLARAS i BT s AR A BT i o Nosworthy £5017
>R FH PDCAAS M 5E AN [F] 0 T 07 =X 88 8 o B 1 ot
JR BB, KB AR S A I A S SR 4 A,
FITHE AR A A B AR, BY RIS 19 & 2 PDCAAS
el 0.84, T HARSME LS54 N1 A0 B 1R 451
ARG, FRBHIN T =S5 i B8 (s T i, 1 HER A
ARAMEAEIIE PDCAAS J&n[1THY. Poelaert S50 il
FE IR A H R R e B 1 T T Ak 3R Y s e ST A
PDCAAS, &5 i /R in A B XS 28 P BT 7 A6 55 i)
#2508, i H. A FVEE 5B PDCAAS R 0.69~0.84, J&
FHRBER B, PIVE AR AT IR & N . [6]
FE, Wang 5P I AN [FITEEE PDCAAS, #EJSAR
EHE RN 40%~55%, PDCAAS 244 0.6, 38 i 41
O 2 AR Bh T4 = 8 T SR R AT L3R, {H
PDCAAS J} & = 0.7~0.8. F ik, PDCAAS £ —
FhEE 5B PPN 7 o T R B R A T
852 X, [AET PDCAAS 1E N H R B 248 hn A
BFeaEE AR AR T 2S5k, it E A
AR
2.1.3 PDCAAS KI5 PDCAAS J5 ik iy H AH

IS4
52

1S PA
52

£ 1 EABRFEEITFN
Table 1 Assessment methods of protein quality
Fik THRT s JryBR
v = : RAEIRIME, REUERDT; Sk
BT #i(nitrogen [BAREARG | e e SBBURIGRE T !
s S E AR R AR
AW gy = [ZE-Fo)-U-Uo) MR RUE L 2 BRI IOR A AU R,
s (biological value, BV) I-(F-Fy) PR BRI PR WA % R A B R
M KB SRR A TR b
WiReS )\%’é%‘ﬂfﬂﬁuﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ
EEURACE L (protein e R ER  A R T
efficiency ratio, PER) TONEEAT Q) BITE T ; HRAE R oSl NV
LR S MR B B IR
SHe AR iy S LA 1 B
H#3753 (chemical WA 1R IR 2 ik mg /) ERUBMARE T ARSHEL! TR AN
CS(%) = 100 2% GHEGERREE: AR AR
score, CS) (%) PEEOTRNEER S Rng/g) X Egg?jé}ghf“ ENER 2 [;Eﬁ)ﬁﬂ’hﬁﬂ:
SRS (amino TR 1P R & it (me /) e e
. AAS = R SR L (42 3 = £y %
acid score, AAS) B O T AR ER 7 B(mg/g) RO AR SISt
LY & AR iE R e e s
:%,L»ﬂ%ﬁr %W?ﬂzﬁ(protem PDCAAS(%) = lg/)”\Uu\E HEE EP EE%UE%%ZQE(mg) X ﬂ*"’&ﬂ}‘%ﬁltlﬁﬂ’ﬂ%’ %J”ﬁ{%ﬁ%ﬁé(ﬁ“ﬁ’%%ﬁ?ﬁ
Jrid: digestibility corrected 1gZHE AR EMEER S B mg) ??WH Y :‘JTEIE#‘:' FH 05 By AT TE ik X
amino acid score, FLHE LR (%) ’ THER T R AR A LA
PDCAAS) )
AT LSRR T 4 1 g B (o rp o 75 R IR 5 B (mg) ROy g
(digestble DI = T AR A T e Ao e T Syt 15 A 7 1
indispensable amino &z o =R A meg ’ﬂE%JE[E] %é\ ﬂ)’:‘?‘ Pn2s; TR 2%, A &4
acid score, DIAAS) HLIR] i T AL ER (%) HEH A

TE: NBAS P, SR AT ARYON AL S, M SET Y T AR A B REEIBL 75 AT MO G DR A AR AL (¥ R DRGE B S 7 M MO L B2 Bk R AL A
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Table 2 Amino acid scorning patterns of PDCAAS
(mg/g protein)'¥

ANFAE
AR
2IL0.5%) JLE(2F) 3~18% >18%

2H 2% (His) 20 18 16 15
PR (Thr) 31 27 25 23
Frs iR (1le) 32 31 30 30
2R (Trp) 8.5 7.4 6.6 6.0
SR (Len) 66 63 61 59
iR (Val) 43 4 40 39
2R (Lys) 57 52 48 45
TR (SAA) 28 26 23 22
FFE AR (AAA) 52 46 41 38

T AR EIR (R 2R -+ FBEER ) ; 77 T IR 2 R (R R - RN R

FERTIR A IR K S . PDCAAS HHES T CS ANHF-
EEDARMER A QYEE . BEIDE NS, M
FAR N BLIE R IR TR, 37500 T AR T
M, M T AAS B T & MR ARSI
O, I3 o 2 i LR AR T AAS AT T AL
1E. 74, PDCAAS 7EME o F2 vl AR HEAL D 2
TR ST /> T SR EE 2 [a) i 25 5 P2, BILRE -
& R R TR 6.25, AR PG4 7, b
Fo T AR IR AT a5, G E nT A
FE RSB R UMM S 4, IXAEAR R AR
i A= Vi ta e 2 WIRCENI Oy N

2.1.4 PDCAAS M JRIFRTE  PDCAAS iy Jm BR P4 ==
FEARIAE 3 J7 I, SR SR FH 2 U LR T fh AL
TEZAEERRVE 43, AR 2% TEER 1A BT A W0 R FH B 9 AR A i
1 PDCAAS s EHRE S 127,

25—, Tome S5 3@ if [ R B R B, 2SR
S EYIEAL R NETE S JA LS, 53 £
TR H LS B, PR E AT E B 3
FUHALRT I W, SRR L R R e Al . S,
BRI T R A & S AR P U IR R P S REIC
AT AR D, FRE S A SR R T AL, 56
=, YIAEIER R A BN PDCAAS>1 B, iZE AT
AL PDCAAS=1, KT 1 BIF 8 ar .
XJZE A2 PDCAAS MG 2 FL R 1 L R A AE 224
{BE(BV) B [ s s &, BV i K(EN 100%,
AR i 19 8 BT 28 A fr AR IR AN 234 T AL
i, IR}, PDCAAS <1 Fon &AL 2/0EH —FPR
HIPEEILRER, PDCAAS > 1 Fon & i g BREIPESE
FPRPY, XIEBR TR0, KRS EEEAEYNESR
2550 ARAL T i R AR T S SR, il T A
AR ETRME.

2.2 DIAAS

2.2.1 DIAAS WJiTH3 71k K iV45315 DIAAS il
T IR B R ATH AR AR SRS 5], DA IRAS 5y
TEMIZEYIN) DIAAS 1H, [FIBPE B AR 2 IE R

VENRR W IENR . T IAR TR A REA R
0.66 g/kg/d, 43 HMIE 9 Fh b 75 L FETR 1A FE R 53
B, AR s AL Bz AR5

[d] PDCAAS, FAO k5 DIAAS 43 AASFEITES 5L
KL 3), 239 0% JL(0~0.5 %), 41)L(0.5~3 %),
SRR LR . T AMERIBRA (3 2L 1), HiER
7S WA, AR PRI 6 T2 LG 5
BRI (0.5 2 DA FE H FrE HoAb & 5 A0
N5 (0.5~3 %) .

73 DIAAS 143 (mg/g & (5!
Table 3 Amino acid scorning patterns of DIAAS

(mg/g protein)!'!
NGRS
AR . ; o 3% ILE,
BIL0.5FLIF) JLE(0.5~3%) A T
2054 (His) 21 20 16
JRE R (Thr) 44 31 25
Sese R (1le) 55 32 30
{45 % (Trp) 17 8.5 6.6
5544 (Leu) 9 66 61
HE IR (Val) 55 43 40
J1 %R (Lys) 69 57 48
SR (SAA) 33 27 23
FFEIEEILR (AAA) 94 52 41

T AR (R ILER); J7 A R SR (R R+ R EIR) o

2.2.2 DIAAS fEE SN A DIAAS Jrikxt+
A AR A B SIS AP, B LA DIAAS
UL 4, L) DIAAS Al 56 R 6925 H B B AM)
FETFTE IS
Bailey 4520 38 1< 2 A [R5 RIS A AS IR T

214 T 1) DIAAS & B A 1) DIAAS #B KT 100,
JESBIATE 0.5~3 2 PE R DIAAS f i, iR IATE
3 2L EMJLE . FAE RN T DIAAS
s 39 M K R EE R E I K BR (1Y) DIAAS &1, Ui
BRI 4514 . AN TR AN LA KA R P oA 23y 2
FLNE A 1 5B . Herreman 2500 Y52 7 5 Fhahdy
B R 12 RIS F 0 DIAAS, $R)5 i BRI 2
FEMR B A MY T AR IR S B b A B L LU B 3R
1Y) DIAAS,, o S Y 9 Fhulbds sl
iR A3 B =, 5 A E R 545 DIAAS £ HH o
P BT 75, Bi G B S KA A S WEMR
GRS DIAAS. XKW DIAAS 70 a2 i #2
T AP E L A BR R S LR, HERfTE T AR S
PEATEIER B AN, A B F A B G R IR RS
F R

TRA EYINDIAAS(%)

_ SR R x T H x 8 T R R (g

KERIVE A B F 56 1 T R AR RR & B (mglg)
X U L (%)
Han 4581 MEaiges ). R MIRE)AHI DIAAS,

R EYIATE IR RIPE IR, K2 MfEE. 445
F/NK . 2/ NG FEAIREG /51 DIAAS B #mH
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Table 4 DIAAS of common foods?”
o zﬂiﬂ& SRR ER WaER O EEAER CETRZE 7 HElR  EER S SER DIAAS Bﬁﬂ%ﬂ‘f%
(His) (Ile) (Leu) (Lys) (AAA) (SAA) (Thr) (Try) (Val) FILR
A 197+13.6 153111 122492 157£10.7 128+10.7 148+10.4 145+10.1  144£17.1  117£9.0 117 7
XE  101£11.7  129+255  103:16.2  133+58.4 123+53.2 144+18.9 106£14.1  129+49.7  105+32.3 101 0
BRI 147£9.4 153443 141£6.6 134443 117+5.0 20148.0 130443 159+13.4  148+27 117 o
FUHHEM 85+10.8  166+232 1384229  131+252 132421.6 101+14.0 1744228 180+47.0 116143 85 HaEm
K 119494 124+8.3 10246.1 96+9.0 91£11.5 147+8.3 105+6.0  132+21.1 95473 91 I EMGEILRR
M 91x114 100+4.2 94+4.9 57+5.8 151452.9 13549.2 85£5.9  110+17.2 102434 57 Wi
+5  100£7.3 15649.2  143£112 122446 115+6.0 210+18.2 165£12.0  128+13.7  138+5.1 100 ¥
EA O 110£29.7  90+14.6 1624582  36+14.9 1264222 140+42.8 86+10.2 524354 90144 36 s
KK 93+7.0 89+17.4 80124 47423 104+11.0 119+29.6 75+4.1 1144286 95180 47 s
NEE 1184217 91£10.5 87+11.1  48+10.6 127+19.4 109+16.9 78+7.1  127+17.8 92498 48 s

T % T BRI T 0.5~3 8 TR TSI . 4 DIAAS<1000F, 4 PR LR, 24DIAAS = 1000, ToRR I HEE IR

/NF 100, I THF 2R 5 B A MRS R HPOAS BT aRE
SR KA A S R B LA S i, R, A5 S8R
o B AN T ARSI T E— IR A
2.2.3 DIAAS WL TEEZEEMRIEALE 7, 2%
12 = A [ iz bl T A, SR [ 2 T A3 ] 3k
B[R i A g PN TR b= 2 2 F SR TS AR 2 i s A3l
SR N NIEE RO R T = B S Ll (O I 8 Ty N NG <
H KR REN AL — 2 A\ AT AL 2R R, S8k
ALK . A KAE T A R G A i 3] 25 Rl A= B
5 AR AARR, T L B [ AT AR EAA —EK
PE. Deglaire 250 57 T LAAE K AE 04 [ i & L 1R TH
AFEE TS [ S SR TE AR RIS A2, 12
Ty RN S5 VT IRl D BN SIS B IR 2, $R S AEHY
HERATE. 2011 AR EIBR PR RSl i — R SRS MNE b
ALY INFOGEST™, 5 vERSHI AR B 1B 1 1k,
A BT AATTHEAA E S I RTHE S viEma I 2 i 2
LRI . FIBRHZARALBAT R AT RiE . &5F
FODIE A, AT KHESH DIAAS J5 39500

DIAAS HI{E AT LIS 100, AEALZR B & iR
FA 5T, ) b SR A0 2R S IR E . AR
DIAAS {H P8 USRI 53 AN R S5 4%, 2T B A4
SERPRTSRABTHE T, DIAAS = 100 MU BRE E P,
DIAAS=75~99 JJy& it & [ i, DIAAS<75 “RAIU5T
HEMAR. 2565 KE, DIAAS J&— P H Bl 2E i
Tiff . 4T BRI 2R T T S v, BT RS
R RS

AALAn ik, DIAAS AT 30 S AR A &
EAR, FES PR S —FlUEEIARA DIAAS
>75 WEY), WA XS REEURE R, 55—
Fh g (Al 424% A DIAAS>75 (04, B i34 e P A
i ZFh DIAAS<75 B, IR &G EwWEA
=T R I DIRR, TNRORFI NG & /NSRRI SR
GWERT,
2.2.4 DIAAS =R
2.2.4.1 FH-FEARFAHRE TN ARESNAE-E
PB4 AN [R], A 2R A 45 1ol 5.3~5.8,

B SRR Th 5.85~6.150%, AL T A
FYFEA R T8 DIAAS, Wk KR T4 5.95,
53 DIAAS L 6.25 7 5%, 4 W58E E RN T
6.38, 53 DIAAS b 6.25 ik, Nitt, fiHERE &Y
HEE R TS Al A ) B ) DIAAS {8, (IRAh sh i
1 DIAAS H, I, LT LT 6.25 SRITAEE A
JoE L, W Z2 A0 T AN RIS AR T i 25 5

2242 WETEAG — HTPERBMAIEN

Ja AR AL, DIAAS 38 ik [ )5 77 F DA A K A% T
A0 [P 2 SR TH A%, TP bS8 ikt sy

FRARRETER S S 4h, P WO RR 5 RAEVE AN

—FE, 3 EE T HLUE R, AR R T 4Ry

AR EPRIRE R ALY . B RvE i FA FoR g

BN THE ST S AR R AR T AR, Hon)

FHT ASEIHALRGEST, (AT AR S AR A A BRI ES A

NBEFEAIE . P58 1 sh AR B AR AL Y T

ARSI T i LAt AT e — 19 B9 i SRR T 1k

BRI R TEEN

2.2.43 HHAEFRAR EERERHAZLAOM) Hi

AR A I 0.84 g/kg/d™Y, AT L 2 97.5%
AR I M 2E, (H & DIAAS 3L T A8 A+
0.66 g/kg/d 1321, ANEIHLIX FNARET T A RN T
SRARFE ., ESR DIAAS RYEAS [F A LH A AN H
MIPF o, (R R AR A AP LR AP AE 22 55

AR D AR T 2T AN R, FAE . I i Iy XA

FITIX 53, 3wl 530 DIAAS AREE AME—iG P A
SRR PEN . BRI O B R E B AR, ik

JH PDCAAS W&

2.2.4.4 EMAYFIHFERAE DIAAS FEGNTER
BT, 200 T B R R A AR X AR

FRISAERAIFEN . 4N, Mariotti 2558 % SRS AE R
THALRE BTN TR, SRR E S i) R MGHE 2=, 412

E R UM AERE . BR/K A 1 85 10T 90

SRR A BTN, ok A& YI1E S 2 REE
SN, sy B H R I TEAE . AEYIEE Y R RS
Y. PUEFEHE TS B USRI DIAAS ST
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SR AR A ERIE S
2.2.4.5 ZWSEWINT AR FEE &R
SRR AR &, A ARE B A RE, I Tad #2
SR PR TH AR D RER e & A el . AR AT
AT AR P T A 550 AR 3G P, S T mT s DA R L AT
EPUBEFER TS, BYRACER R R (AR, AR
H B Z2 (R AR FHASE A 1344, 4y AT $ v 2 P B TR Ak
SR A, T AR K A B SE R A N (S S R A
FHRFEAIC, 2GR Ta G HE A, FEUNERT
[543, Hodgkinson 451 348 & /K 78 X 85, 141 JoT 1) il
VB B0, /K RN R T T At TRERS R
A
2.2.4.6 ANFEFEAXT AMEBIIGEARR DIAAS
M T 2R AR/ M T AR S R, (ERR S5 R
W i 2 SR A T AR BN AR O, AR W ER
DIAAS {EAR =5, {H 558 A R 205 B 1 K ER (X
WLPAER 1 AV E AR RIS A8 P S S P UA
ReEA AL, $50 T vIVEML R L R, BRE R E N
HEEHOR IR T8 . . B3 5s, nl it ig gk . 3k
HRAE &L, /b AR R . PR T ERE A, A 25 T B AR .
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