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Environmental Benefit Assessment of Organic Agriculture

XIE Biao, W AN G Xiao—+ong, DING Zhu-hong
(State Key Laboratory of Pollution Control and Resource Reuse, College of the Environment,
Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, Jiangsu Province, China)

Abstract Harmful environmental impacts induced by conventional farming have been recognized by more and
more people. Organic agriculture, a new model for farming development, has set itself the goals of environ—
mental pollution minimization and sustainability of agricultural production. In recent ten years, organic agri—
culture deve loped and extended rapidly around the world. Comparing to conventional agriculture, risks of
environmental damage brought by organic agriculture are much less. The objective of this paper is to give an
overview of the organic agriculture status and its benefits on water, soil and atmospheric environment, biodi-
versity and human health.
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