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Abstract Agroecosystem health is the comprehensive characteristics of agroecosystems, it can be assessed through the
measurements of vigor,stability and self-organization and is a very important guarantee for realizing the construction goal
of eco-agriculture. The general situation of agroecosystem health, the assessment methods of agroecosystem health, the
links between agroecosystem health and human health, the pest and the weed ecological management for agroecosystem
health are discussed in this paper. Agroecology that plays an important role in the research of agroecosystem health and

construction of eco-agriculture is presented.
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RETIXH B ZIERE AR RN T, BRIV ASETRNB ARG SERE "  EmEXE
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B AESRGERBEIFN k. EHERE A% EF% KE HESFEE¥BHFENEVES RS &
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BRGBEIRESLIER A IRMES N 4 DL WA TR E A SR M SR RBOE
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Fig.1 Linkages among pressures from human activity, ecosystem change

and degradation of ecosystem and human health
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cultural practices on the biodiversity
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