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Abstract The research progresses on ecosystem health and its assessments were mainly introduced in this paper, includ-
ing the concept of ecosystem health, the assessment methods and indexes, etc. As a case study, agroecosystem was spe-
cially discussed. Finally, the main problems and the research directions were pointed out for the future study.
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Tab.l Classification of methods of ecosystem health assessment
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Tab.2 Classification of ecosystem health assessment indexes
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