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Abstract: As one of the important phenomena of global change, nitrogen deposition impact on ecosystem is now being taken seriously into

consideration, especially its effect on grassland ecosystems. Therefore, it has become one of key research areas in grassland ecology to reveal

the effects of nitrogen deposition on grassland litter decomposition which has already shown the influence. Litter decomposition is a key pro—
cess of nutrients cycling and energy flowing in grassland ecosystem. Advanced N deposition can cause the change of phytocoenosium struc—
ture, litter quantity, soil fertility, soil microorganism and animals, and finally affect litter decomposition. Based on the domestic and interna—
tional progress of latest study, this paper reviewed main progresses on litter quality, chemical composition and environment of litter decompo—
sition in the areas. Some topics should be focused on future in order to expand the research scope, analyze the problems comprehensively and

evaluate the effect of global change on grassland ecosystem.
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