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• One of the evidence gaps in agroecology

• Policy makers are asking for it

• Farmers are waiting for proof that economically it works

• Conventional/industrial agriculture cannot show good economic 

performance in many cases (promises of green revolution do not 

hold anymore). External cost not taken into account (e.g. 

environment, water pollution).

• Farms disappearing, farms enlargement, dependence on 

agroindustry – domination of prices, costs exploding 

Context



Global study on socio-economic performance

(Mouratiadou, Wezel et al. 2024)

• more than 13,000 publications (between 2000 and 2022) screened 

to retrieve evidence on the socio-economic outcomes of the 

implementation of agroecological practices

• Evidence retrieved from 80 publications, most from the global south     



(Mouratiadou, 

Wezel et al. 2024)



Use of agroecological practices and outcome on socio-

economic metrics

(Mouratiadou, Wezel et al. 2024)



• 70% of socio-economic outcomes 

associated with agroecology surpass 

or match those of conventional 

practices 

• 30% exhibit a lower performance 

compared to conventional farming



Overall trends are positive, but there can be strong variation 
depending on the parameters analysed

Financial capital metrics

Income

Production Cost

Revenue

Income Stability

Human capital metrices 

Labour requirements

Labour costs

Financial (83%), human (16%) and social (1%) capital metrics

Inconclusive 9%



54 out of 125 cases (43%)

224 metrics analysed
AGROFORESTRY



Agroforestry

(Mouratiadou, Wezel et al. 2024)



INTERCROPPING 
23 out of 125 cases (18%)

126 metrics analysed



Intercropping

(Mouratiadou, Wezel et al. 2024)



(D’Annolfo et al. 2017)

Nine agroecological practices considered

17 studies providing 154 comparisons between conventional and 

agroecological practices



Effects of adopting agroecological practices on socio-

economic indicators

(D’Annolfo et al. 2017)



Effects of adopting agroecological practices on financial 

and human capitals 

Financial capital: Yield, farm profitability, income stability, recognition/assessment of

transition costs

Human capital: Labour productivity, labour demand, % of farmers incorporating

agroecological approaches
(D’Annolfo et al. 2017)



(van der Ploeg et al. 2019)



Case Criteria AE compared 

to CONV average

Netherlands, ‘Farming 

economically’

Labour income/100 kg of milk + 110%

Netherlands Centre for 

Research in Dairy Farming

Employment generated at volume 

of production of 800,000 kg of 

milk

+ 100%

France, grassland-based 

farming

Family income/family worker + 73%

Germany, low concentrate 

feeding

Income per dairy cow + 60%

Italy, Rossa reggiana Income per hour + 15%

Poland, dairy farming Income according to level of self-

provisioning for feed and fodder

+ 53%

Ireland, beef and milk Gross margin per hectare 75-80% in a 3-4 

year period

UK, sheep farming Gross Value Added/ewe + 10%

Spain, Mediterranean crops Gross Value Added + 35%

Portugal, vine growing Fossil energy consumption/ha - 30%
(van der Ploeg et al. 2019)



(Agroecology Europe, 2021)
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Performant farms - Assessment using OASIS



(Wezel et al. 2025)

Assessment of farms – using OASIS
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Adoption of agroecological farming practices for 

different farming systems in Belgium, France, and Italy

=conventional crops dominated
=conventional mixed crop-livestock
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=organic crop dominated
=organic mixed crop-livestock
=organic livestock dominated

(53 farms) 

(Wezel et al. 2025)



R² = 0,4021
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Stronger economic viability with higher agroecological 

overall farm score 

(Wezel et al. 2025)



(Chappell et al. 2018)



→ increase in economic viability for small-scale family farmers in all countries. Economic 

gains both through greater on-farm income and increased value of self-supply. (Chappell et al. 2018)



Conclusions

• Growing evidence for the socio-economic performance of 

agroecology. 

• Most examples from the Global South, few from Europe

• Overall trends are positive, but can be strong variation 

depending of parameters analysed

• High yield paradigm is the wrong (all type of agriculture). High 

yields do not necessarily mean higher economic benefit. Many 

opposite examples.



Thanks for your attention

https://www.centreagroecologie.fr/ 

https://www.centreagroecologie.fr/
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