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Research Progress of Plant Root Litter Decomposition in Natural Grassland
LIU Yang,LI Yu-yue, MA Yu-rong et al
Abstract
tion in grassland ecosystem.Plant root litter is an important part of plant litter, and its deposition process is the pathway of organic matter and

(School of Agriculture, Ningxia University, Yinchuan, Ningxia 750021 )
Litter deposition is a key process for element cycle and the fundamental resource of soil caobon (C) and nitrogen (N) sequestra-

nutrients return to soil. This review summarizes the processes and mechanisms of plant root litter from root quality , abiotic factors (temperature,
annual precipitation and soil nutrient) and biotic factors (soil animal,soil microorganism and soil enzyme).Based on the current studies, we
discuss the research contents and methods,and propose the future direction for plant root deposition in natural grassland ecosystem.Our review

will deeply understand the belowground process for litter decomposition in natural grassland ecosystem.
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