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Effects of Organic Farming and Special Farming on the Yield and Quality
of Four Kinds of Vegetables
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(1. Research Institute of Organic Farming and Organic Food, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China; 2. Jiangsu Academy of Agricul-
tual Sciences, Nanjing 210014 , China)

Abstract: The effects of different farming patterns (organic farming, special farming and conventional farming) on
the yield and quality of celery, lettuce, radish and broccoli were evaluated under field conditions. Data of the second year
showed that four kinds of vegetables had the highest yields in organic farming system and the lowest yields in conventional
farming system. Compared with conventional farming system, the increased rate of yield in organic farming system reached
57.13% -3717.46% . There were significant differences between organic farming and conventional farming for the yields of
four kinds of vegetables. In conclusion, the yield and quality of four kinds of vegetables in organic farming system were bet-
ter than that in conventional farming system, with higher V., dry matter and soluble sugar, and lower soluble protein and
nitrate.
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Tablel Yield of celery, lettuce, radish and broccoli in different farming systems
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Table 3 Vitamin C contents of four kinds of vegetables in different Table 6 Nitrate contents of four kinds of vegetables in different
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