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Fig. 3: Structural equation models testing the importance of crop resource economics traits on the effects of organic farming (OF-effects)
on SOC stocks (a) and sequestration rates (b) in global meta-analyses. The Cohen’s d (standardized mean difference between OF and CF) is
computed as the response variable (in brown). The model also includes the influence of fertilization intensity (annual C and N inputs, in
grey), mean annual temperature (MAT, in red), and crop R:S ratio (in dark green). Continuous and dashed arrows are positive and negative
relationships, respectively. The widths of the arrows are proportional to the strength of the path coefficients. Non-significant (P > 0.05) path
coefficients are softened. Goodness-of-fit metrics for each model are: SOC stocks (Bootstrap P = 0.251; RMSEA = 0.035, P = 0.476; GFI =
0.997) and SOC sequestration (Bootstrap P = 0.472; RMSEA = 0.042, P = 0.426; GFI = 0.496). R?SOCstocks = 0.23, R?S0OCseq = 0.24
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