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Abstract
There is evidence that anthropogenic nitrogen (N) deposition enhances carbon (C) seques-

tration in boreal soils. However, key underlying mechanisms explaining this increase have

not been resolved. Two potentially important mechanisms are that aboveground litter pro-

duction increases, or that litter quality changes in response to N enrichment. As such, our

aim was to quantify whether simulated chronic N deposition caused changes in above-

ground litter production or quality in a boreal forest. We conducted a long-term (17 years)

stand-scale (0.1 ha) forest experiment, consisting of three N addition levels (0, 12.5, and 50

kg N ha-1 yr-1) in northern Sweden, where background N deposition rates are very low. We

measured the annual quantity of litter produced for 8 different litter categories, as well as

their concentrations of C, N, phosphorus (P), lignin, cellulose and hemi-cellulose. Our

results indicate that mosses were the only major litter component showing significant quan-

titative and qualitative alterations in response to the N additions, indicative of their ability to

intercept a substantial portion of the N added. These effects were, however, offset by the

other litter fractions where we found no changes in the total litter fluxes, or individual chemi-

cal constituents when all litter categories were summed. This study indicates that the cur-

rent annual litter fluxes cannot explain the increase in soil C that has occurred in our study

system in response to simulated chronic N application. These results suggest that other

mechanisms are likely to explain the increased soil C accumulation rate we have observed,

such as changes in soil microbial activity, or potentially transient changes in aboveground

litter inputs that were no longer present at the time of our study.

Introduction
Combustion of fossil fuels, production of fertilizers, and agricultural intensification have sub-
stantially increased the global emissions of reactive nitrogen (Nr) released into the atmosphere
in the forms of NHx and NOy [1,2]. A portion of these Nr emissions eventually enter the
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biosphere through deposition, and there is an increasing interest in understanding how anthro-
pogenic Nr deposition alters the global carbon (C) and nitrogen (N) cycles [2–6]. Nitrogen is
one of the most limiting nutrients for primary production in many terrestrial environments
such as boreal and temperate forests, due to slow soil mineralization and biological N2 fixation
rates [7–9]. The increase of anthropogenic Nr deposition has been proposed to alleviate N limi-
tation, and thus enhance tree productivity and aboveground C storage in these ecosystems
[10,11]. Results from long-term N addition studies indicate that in tropical, temperate and
boreal forests, the quantity of C sequestered in standing vegetation per unit of N deposition
ranges from 5–30 kg C kg N-1 [11–16]. In addition to enhanced C storage in standing biomass,
a few long-term N addition studies have also shown that sequestration of C into soils can
increase in the range of 10–25 kg-1 C kg N-1 in boreal, temperate and tropical forests
[13,14,17,18]. This finding has significant implications for the global C cycle, because boreal
soils represent a larger and more stable C pool than boreal vegetation (3–6 fold greater C pool
size) [19,20].

While there is increasing evidence that anthropogenic Nr deposition enhances C sequestra-
tion in forest soils, key mechanisms driving this increase have not been resolved [21]. One spe-
cific mechanism by which N addition has been proposed to enhance soil C sequestration is by
increasing plant growth, thereby potentially increasing aboveground litter inputs to soil
[21,22]. Nitrogen fertilization has been shown to increase canopy leaf area and reduce needle
life span in coniferous forests [23–26]. In addition to canopy litter, understory vegetation such
as ericaceous dwarf-shrubs (e.g. Vaccinium myrtillus) and bryophytes are also important
sources of litter in boreal forests, and these inputs may also change in response to N [27,28],
through shifts in plant species composition or biomass [29]. For instance, Gundale et al. [30]
and Palmroth et al. [31] showed that N enrichment caused a decrease of V.myrtillus and bryo-
phyte biomasses in response to N, likely resulting in reduced understory litter inputs that
might offset increases of canopy litter. A meta-analysis by Janssens et al. [21] showed that high
dose (37–290 kg N ha-1 yr-1) N fertilization experiments have highly variable effects on above-
ground litter inputs, suggesting that substantial uncertainty remains regarding the impact of N
deposition on aboveground litter production.

In addition to changing litter production rates, N enrichment could also alter the quality of
litter entering the soil, which in turn could influence litter decomposition rates, and soil C
accumulation and stability [32]. In boreal forests, N fertilization typically increases foliar N
concentrations, as well as concentrations of other elements [33]. For example, elemental ratios
such as C:N are well known to control litter decomposition rates [34,35]. Enhanced N acquisi-
tion by plants may also lead to increases in N:P ratios, which may stimulate phosphorus (P)
uptake and turnover through litter, as plants attempt to balance their stoichiometry [36,37].
Further, lignin and its ratio with N or cellulose have been shown to be good predictors of litter
decomposition rates [35,38–40], and some studies have shown that N can cause a reduction in
lignin concentrations [41,42], thereby potentially accelerating decomposition and reducing soil
C accumulation rates through mineralization and respiration processes [40,43]. In contrast,
more recent studies argued that these shifts in litter stoichiometry may instead enhance soil C
accumulation, through increased degradation efficacy of microbes [44,45]. Microbes may
increase the proportion of litter products being processed and incorporated into their microbial
biomass, which potentially accumulate and further stabilized within the mineral soil layer
[44,46]. These studies demonstrate that uptake of anthropogenic N by trees and understory
vegetation may not only impact the quantity of litter produced, but also its chemical quality,
both of which have been poorly investigated within experimental settings using chronic low-
dose N experiments designed to simulate atmospheric N deposition.
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In this study, we used a long-term (17-year) replicated N addition experiment maintained
since 1996 in northern Sweden to assess how atmospheric Nr deposition affects both the quan-
tity and quality of annual litter production in a northern boreal forest. We established control
plots and two N addition treatments consisting of 12.5 and 50 kg N ha-1 yr-1 (low and high N
treatments, respectively) [47,48], with the low N treatment representing upper level Nr deposi-
tion rates currently observed in the boreal region [49,50], and the high N treatment level serv-
ing as a useful comparison with many previous long-term forest fertilization experiments in
the boreal region (e.g. [11,12]). We tested the following hypotheses: 1) That chronic N addition
will cause litter quality to change, such that N concentration will increase in all litters, and lig-
nin, C:N, lignin:N, lignin:hemi-cellulose/cellulose ratios will decrease. Further, we expect an
increase of P concentration in litter tissues, and reduction in C:P and lignin:P ratios. 2) That
long-term N addition will have a positive effect on annual quantity of litter produced by trees;
whereas, we anticipate a negative effect on bryophyte and shrub litter production, particularly
in the high N treatment, because previous work from this study system has revealed lower
abundances of these species in high N plots than in control plots [16,30]. 3) That total annual
soil input of C, N, P, lignin, cellulose and hemi-cellulose via all types of aboveground litter
combined (i.e. quantity x quality) will increase in response to N addition, with a greater
increase occurring in response to the high N addition relative to the low N addition treatment.
We expect increases to occur for all litter chemical variables (even lignin), because we expect
that increases in litter quantity will be more pronounced than any changes in litter quality that
may occur. By testing these three hypotheses, we explicitly address one potential mechanism
that may help explain the significant increase in soil C induced by the N treatments that we
previously described in this study system [18].

Materials and Methods

Site characteristics
The study was carried out at Svartberget Experimental Forest (64°14´ N, 19°46´E) in the mid-
dle boreal zone of northern Sweden [51]. No specific permission was required, and the field
study did not involve endangered or protected species. The background atmospheric Nr depo-
sition in this region is approximately 2 kg N ha-1 yr-1 [52] and the mean annual precipitation
for the experimental site is 583 mm. The forest is a late successional (~120 years old) Norway
spruce forest (Picea abies (L.) Karst) with occasional Scots pine (Pinus sylvestris L.), Birch
(Betula pendula Roth.) and Aspen (Populus tremula L.) throughout. The understory layer is
dominated by ericaceous species, Vaccinium myrtillus L. and to a lesser extent by V. vitis-idaea
L. and the grass species, Deschampsia flexuosa (L.) Trin [16]. The moss-mat consists primarily
ofHylocomium splendens (Hedw.) B.S.G, Pleurozium schreberi (Bird), and Ptilium crista-cas-
trensis (Hedw.). Soils are podzols formed from glacial till [53].

Experimental design
In 1996, we established a randomized block design experiment, consisting of six blocks, with
each containing three 31.6×31.6 m plots (0.1 ha) randomly assigned a N addition treatment (0,
12.5, or 50 kg N ha-1 yr-1; as control, low, and high, respectively) [47,54]. Each 0.1 ha plot had a
surrounding buffer zone of�32 m. For the current experiment, we excluded a priori one of the
six blocks because it exhibited significantly different soil characteristics (i.e. poorly drained
soil) [18]. The long-term N addition treatments have been manually applied every year since
1996 by spreading solid granules of ammonium nitrate (NH4NO3) directly after snow melt.

Effect of Nitrogen Deposition on Litter in Boreal Forest

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0162086 August 31, 2016 3 / 16



Estimation of vascular plant and moss litter production
We estimated the annual litter produced by the vegetation present in each plot during one
complete year, 17 years after the start of the experiment. We assume this sampling year was
representative of current litter because, a) litter production is closely linked to plant produc-
tion, b) both tree and understory plant production have remained very stable in response to
experimental treatments in the past 5 and 7 years across the plots, respectively [16,48,55]. In
spring 2012, six litter tray traps were systematically established on the forest floor five meters
from the plot center (i.e. in the N, NE, NW, S, SE and SW direction). We collected litter
between the start of June 2012 and the end of May 2013. Litter traps were emptied once a
month during the growing season until October, and emptied again following snow melt at the
end of May. Each litter tray trap had a surface area of 0.22 m2 and was raised at ca. 2 cm above
the forest floor to avoid direct contact with the soil. Small drainage holes covered in nylon
mesh (1 x 1 mm) were present in the base of the litter traps in order to prevent water accumula-
tion. These tray traps were used to collect litter fall from the following categories: P. abies nee-
dles, P. sylvestris needles, deciduous tree leaves, V.myrtillus leaves, coniferous reproductive
organs (male cones, seeds) and twigs with a diameter< 0.5cm.

In addition to litter tray traps, we also systematically established six 2 x 2 m sub-plots within
each plot designed to estimate the input of dead branches� 0.5cm. These sub-plots were
placed seven meters from the plot center (i.e. in the N, NE, NW, S, SE and SW direction),
marked with stakes, and cleared of any pre-existing branches within this diameter class. This
allowed us to identify and collect any new branch material that landed in these plots.

Within each plot, litter collected from different sub-plots and collection period was com-
bined in order to provide an estimate of annual litter production for each plot. The litter was
dried at 60°C for 72h, sorted into each litter category, and the mass was measured. Finally, we
estimated the annual litter produced in each plot 17 years after the start of the experiment by
scaling up the mass of each litter category to a surface area basis (kg or Mg ha-1 yr-1).

Because the litter tray traps were not an effective design to quantify litter production of V.
myrtillus (a dwarf-shrub) or mosses, we instead quantified their litter production indirectly by
estimating their annual aboveground production, which is approximately equal to their litter pro-
duction since their biomasses have remained relatively stable for the last 10 years of the experi-
ment [48]. For V.myrtillus, we estimated aboveground annual production by harvesting leaves in
late June 2013 from five sub-plots sized 0.20 x 0.60 cm distributed within each treatment plot.
The collected plant material was dried (60°C for 72h), and biomass from the five sub-plots were
pooled, resulting in a single measurement per treatment plot. Vaccinium myrtillus leaf litter pro-
duction per unit area (i.e. assumed to be approximately equivalent to V.myrtillus biomass pro-
duction) was estimated by scaling up the total biomass from all sub-plots to a per hectare basis.

Litter production of the moss layer was estimated indirectly by evaluating vertical moss pro-
ductivity [56,57]. This indirect measurement of moss tissue production could be used because
moss biomass has remained stable in the different N treatments for the past 7 years [48], which
means that apical moss growth is balanced by distal moss litter production [57,58]. The annual
moss production was estimated by systematically selecting five intact moss patches within each
plot 12 meters from the plot center, on which we established 20×20 cm quadrats (i.e. 5×0.04
m2 sub-plots per plot). For each of these sub-plots we positioned a plastic mesh screen (1×1cm
mesh size) horizontally on the moss carpet to serve as a time zero reference. Mosses were able
to freely grow through the mesh material, and in June 2014 (2 years after setting up the mesh
quadrats), all moss biomass above the mesh quadrats was harvested, in order to estimate moss
production. The collected moss material was dried (60°C for 72h), and biomass from the five
sub-plots were pooled, resulting in a single measurement per plot. Moss litter production per
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unit area (i.e. assumed to be approximately equivalent to moss biomass production) was esti-
mated by first scaling up the total biomass from all sub-plots to a per hectare basis. These val-
ues were then multiplied by the percent cover of mosses in each plot, as previously reported by
[16,30]. These values were further converted to moss litter production per year by accounting
for the two years over which moss biomass production was measured.

Chemical analyses
For each litter type collected from litter traps, the dried composite samples for each plot were
homogenized, and sub-samples were used for chemical characterization. For mosses, we used
the newly produced biomass for chemical analysis because mosses do not exhibit discreet
senescence as vascular plants do; whereas senesced tissues were used for all other litter catego-
ries. Sub-samples of each tissue type from each plot were ground using a ball mill (Retsch MM
301; Haan, Germany) and analyzed for C and N content by dry combustion using an elemental
analyzer (LECO TruSpec CN analyzer; St. Joseph, MI, USA), and total P content by acid diges-
tion using nitric-perchloric acid analyzed by inductively coupled plasmography [59]. Tissues
were also analyzed for lignin, cellulose and hemi-cellulose contents by acid digestion and calci-
nation all performed by the Soil, Water and Plant Testing Laboratory, Colorado State Univer-
sity, USA [60]. The C, N, P, lignin, cellulose and hemi-cellulose concentrations were expressed
as mg g-1. For all litter categories, we estimated their annual chemical (i.e. lignin, cellulose,
hemi-cellulose) and elemental (i.e. C, N and P) fluxes by multiplying the annual mass per unit
area of tissue type by their corresponding chemical and elemental contents.

Statistical analyses
All response variables were tested for normality and homoscedasticity prior to statistical analy-
ses. Data were Box-Cox transformed when these assumptions were not met [61,62]. Variables
that did not comply with these assumptions after transformation were tested using Kruskal-
Wallis non-parametric test. For all other response variables which met standard parametric
assumptions, we used one-way analysis of variance (ANOVAs), with N addition serving as a
fixed factor and block as a random factor whenever necessary. Tree species abundance was ini-
tially used as a covariate factor but all analyses were subsequently re-run without this co-variate
because it never improved the analysis. When significant differences between N addition levels
were detected (α = 0.05), post hoc pairwise comparisons between treatments were conducted
using the Student-Newman-Keuls test (for ANOVA) or Wilcoxon Ranks tests with Bonferroni
correction (For K-W non-parametric test) were conducted [63]. All univariate analysis
described above were performed using SPSS (Chicago, Illinois, USA; version 20.0). Data trans-
formation was performed using XLSTAT (Addinsoft, 1995–2015; version 2015.2.02).

Results

Litter chemistry
The N treatments had significant effects on element stoichiometry for 2 of the 8 litter categories
including mosses, and reproductive organs (Table 1); whereas, there were no differences for
the carbon chemistry variables (S1 Table). Moss N concentrations significantly increased by
~18% and ~81% in the low and high N treatments relative to the control, respectively; whereas,
moss P concentration decreased significantly by ~32% in the high N treatment relative to the
control (Table 1). We also found that the moss C:N ratio was significantly reduced by ~14% in
the low N treatment and by ~45% in the high N treatment relative to the control. In contrast,
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Table 1. Litter stoichiometry.

Nitrogen deposition (kg N ha-1yr-1)

0 12.5 50 F-value DF P-value

Moss

%C 49.72 ±0.09 49.98 ±0.06 49.89 ±0.11 2.32 2,12 0.141

%N 0.90a ±0.04 1.06b ±0.04 1.63c ±0.05 71.10 2,12 <0.001

%P 0.19b ±0.01 0.16ab ±0.01 0.13a ±0.02 5.83 2,8 0.027ᶲ

C:N 55.50c ±2.26 47.68b ±2.15 30.75a ±1.01 44.56 2,12 <0.001

C:P 267.11a ±11.77 313.74ab ±32.73 440.81b ±79.66 4.77 2,8 0.043ᶲ

N:P 4.85a ±0.30 6.68a ±0.85 14.60b ±2.91 8.70 2,12 0.005

Vacciniummyrtillus
leaves

%C 52.12 ±0.76 51.14 ±1.37 51.25 ±1.15 0.23 2,12 0.801

%N 1.01 ±0.33 1.33 ±0.39 1.29 ±0.21 0.31 2,12 0.742

%P 0.09 ±0.03 0.13 ±0.05 0.12 ±0.02 0.43 2,12 0.658

C:N 140.82 ±87.76 53.71 ±14.05 44.75 ±7.83 1.06 2,12 0.376

C:P 1347.79 ±786.23 695.61 ±221.85 470.94 ±83.56 0.92 2,12 0.424

N:P 10.92 ±1.25 11.99 ±1.35 10.50 ±0.29 0.51 2,12 0.612

Reproductive organs

%C 54.10b ±0.39 51.20a ±0.99 51.47a ±1.20 4.56 2,12 0.048ᶲ

%N 1.30b ±0.31 0.60a ±0.23 0.66a ±0.09 6.64 2,12 0.020ᶲ

%P 0.13b ±0.03 0.06a ±0.02 0.06a ±0.01 4.42 2,12 0.019ᶲ

C:N 54.84a ±15.77 139.89b ±39.03 86.46ab ±15.04 4.52 2,8 0.049ᶲ‡

C:P 560.76 ±176.25 1571.75 ±462.76 1025.18 ±222.77 2.61 2,12 0.115

N:P 10.22 ±0.81 10.97 ±0.62 11.56 ±0.59 0.99 2,12 0.401

Twig litter

%C 52.44 ±0.49 52.27 ±1.56 51.63 ±1.51 0.11 2,12 0.895

%N 1.23 ±0.33 0.81 ±0.21 0.97 ±0.27 0.62 2,12 0.557

%P 0.10 ±0.03 0.07 ±0.02 0.10 ±0.03 0.25 2,12 0.781

C:N 58.63 ±16.52 85.18 ±20.38 90.52 ±39.70 1.28 2,12 0.527

C:P 799.10 ±214.05 981.73 ±278.29 1029.89 ±512.02 0.12 2,12 0.892

N:P 15.03 ±4.11 11.19 ±0.77 10.35 ±0.70 1.03 2,12 0.385

Branch litter

%C 51.25 ±1.10 51.03 ±1.19 51.47 ±1.13 0.04 2,12 0.965

%N 1.43 ±0.38 1.44 ±0.28 0.85 ±0.40 0.73 2,12 0.506

%P 0.10 ±0.04 0.15 ±0.03 0.05 ±0.03 2.19 2,12 0.154

C:N 46.49 ±10.44 42.81 ±10.17 92.07 ±33.21 2.40 2,12 0.141

C:P 944.06 ±435.82 422.82 ±97.07 2426.49 ±932.72 2.87 2,12 0.085

N:P 31.39 ±21.35 9.90 ±0.28 10.40 ±0.49 0.19 2,12 0.400

Deciduous tree leaves

%C 50.95 ±1.02 50.97 ±1.72 52.08 ±1.38 0.21 2,12 0.814

%N 0.79 ±0.34 0.92 ±0.23 0.87 ±0.23 0.06 2,12 0.946

%P 0.07 ±0.03 0.09 ±0.03 0.08 ±0.03 0.16 2,12 0.854

C:N 139.79 ±44.49 68.18 ±13.13 77.87 ±19.41 1.79 2,12 0.209

C:P 1638.83 ±573.06 792.02 ±192.48 1023.31 ±321.65 1.23 2,12 0.328

N:P 11.75 ±0.98 11.13 ±0.84 12.41 ±1.20 0.39 2,12 0.684

Picea abies needles

%C 51.42 ±1.02 51.57 ±1.36 51.53 ±1.18 0.00 2,12 0.996

%N 1.12 ±0.26 1.71 ±0.35 1.76 ±0.34 0.96 2,12 0.410

%P 0.10 ±0.01 0.17 ±0.03 0.12 ±0.04 1.47 2,12 0.268

C:N 55.18 ±10.04 36.55 ±7.91 76.33 ±33.49 2.58 2,12 0.275†

(Continued)
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we found significant increases of both C:P and N:P ratios in the moss in the high N treatment
relative to the control (Table 1).

For coniferous reproductive organs (male cones and seeds), we found a significant decrease
in %C, %N and %P for the two N treatments relative to the control, and a significant increase
in the C:N ratio of the low N treatment relative to the control. No significant differences were
found for twig tissues, except a nearly significant increase in the lignin:N ratio for the low and
high N treatments relative to the control (S1 Table). For tree branch litter, we found a nearly
significant increase in the C:P ratio in the high N treatment relative to the control. Finally, P.
sylvestris needle tissues showed marginal difference for the lignin:N ratio towards a decrease in
the high N treatment relative to the control (S1 Table). These decreases were mainly due to a
non-significant downward trend in the %lignin of P. sylvestris needle tissues.

Litter quantities
Our data did not reveal any significant differences in litter quantities, except for moss litter,
which was non-significantly reduced by ~33% (0.21 Mg ha-1 yr-1) in the low N treatment, and
significantly reduced by ~73% (0.47 Mg ha-1 yr-1) in the high N treatment relative to the control
(Fig 1, S2 Table). The total annual litter biomass ranged between 2.29 and 2.86 Mg ha-1 among
all plots, where P. abies and P. sylvestris needles in combination accounted for ~60% of the total
litter produced annually (Fig 1, S2 Table). For this needle litter, we found that the N treatments
caused a nearly significant increase of ~53% (0.61 Mg ha-1) in the low N treatment and ~40%
(0.46 Mg ha-1) in the high N treatment, both relative to the control (F = 3.38, P = 0.068).

Element and C chemistry fluxes
In addition to total annual litter production, estimates of annual litter fluxes of C, N, P, lignin,
cellulose and hemi-cellulose were also not significantly different among treatments for most

Table 1. (Continued)

Nitrogen deposition (kg N ha-1yr-1)

0 12.5 50 F-value DF P-value

C:P 565.42 ±67.01 361.69 ±72.13 794.69 ±359.29 1.01 2,12 0.392

N:P 10.94 ±0.99 10.10 ±0.38 10.15 ±0.29 0.56 2,12 0.588

Pinus sylvestris needles

%C 52.27 ±1.07 50.30 ±1.16 51.10 ±1.03 0.83 2,12 0.460

%N 0.80 ±0.32 1.14 ±0.38 1.01 ±0.34 0.25 2,12 0.779

%P 0.08 ±0.03 0.11 ±0.04 0.10 ±0.04 0.18 2,12 0.838

C:N 109.02 ±33.07 155.02 ±112.71 93.08 ±42.98 0.96 2,12 0.619†

C:P 1084.41 ±281.47 1589.86 ±1138.07 1310.52 ±752.25 0.10 2,12 0.906

N:P 10.28 ±0.74 10.51 ±0.22 11.81 ±2.78 0.96 2,12 0.410

Mean (±SE) concentrations of carbon, nitrogen and phosphorus (mg g-1) and associated ratios for 8 litter categories in response to chronic nitrogen

deposition (0, 12.5, and 50 kg N ha-1 yr-1). Each variable was estimated in replicated (n = 5) 0.1 ha plots 17 years after treatments were initiated. The F- and

P-values were derived from a one-way ANOVA for each variable, and the letters a, b or c indicate significant differences determined by using Student-

Newman-Keuls post-hoc analyses.

† Kruskal-Wallis non-parametric test was used, and in case of significance pairwise post-hocWilcoxon Ranks test was conducted using the letters a or b.

‡ Statistical analyses were performed on box-cox transformed data.

ᶲ Block was used as a significant factor.

Values in bold indicate statistical significances at P < 0.05.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0162086.t001
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litter categories, except for the moss and V.myrtillus leaves litter (Fig 2, S2 Table). We found
that the moss C flux non-significantly decreased by ~34% (0.11 Mg ha-1 yr-1) in the lower N
treatment and significantly decreased by ~74% (0.24 Mg ha-1 yr-1) in the high N treatment rela-
tive to the control (Fig 2A, S2 Table). For the moss N flux, we found a significant decrease in
the high N treatment relative to the control. Concerning the moss P flux, we found significant
decreases by ~81% (0.96 kg ha-1 yr-1) in the high N treatment relative to the control (Fig 2B, S2
Table). We also found a marginal downward trend of the moss hemi-cellulose flux towards a
decrease in the high N treatment relative to the control. Finally, the C flux in V.myrtillus leaf
litter significantly increased by ~36% (0.40 Mg ha-1 yr-1) in the low N treatment relative to the
control, while the high N treatment showed no differences with the control (Fig 2A, S2 Table).

We found few differences in total fluxes when individual litter categories of C, N, P, lignin,
cellulose, and hemi-cellulose fluxes were summed into understory, overstory, and total fluxes,
except for the understory C, N and P fluxes (Table 2). We found that the high N treatment
caused a significant decrease by ~59% (0.23 Mg ha-1 yr-1) for the understory C flux. We also

Fig 1. Mean annual litter biomass in response to nitrogen addition.Mean (Mg ha-1 yr-1) biomass of 8 litter categories
(moss tissue, V.myrtillus leaf, reproductive organ, tree twig, tree branch litter, P. abies needle, P. sylvestris needle and
deciduous tree leaf litter) in response to long-term N addition (0, 12.5 or 50 kg N ha-1 yr-1; n = 5). The total bar height
represents the total (+SE) litter biomass (Mg ha-1 yr-1). Different letters (a or b) across bar segments with the same shade
indicate significant differences pair-wise difference using Student-Newman-Keuls post-hoc tests.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0162086.g001
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found the high N treatment caused a significant decrease by ~33% (2.37 kg ha-1 yr-1) for the
understory N flux. Finally, the understory P flux showed a significant decrease in the high N
treatment relative to the control and the low N treatment (Table 2).

Discussion
Our data derived from a unique long-term experiment indicate only minor effects of chronic N
addition on the contemporary quantity and quality of annual litter produced by boreal forest
vegetation, even at a relatively high N addition rate (50 kg N ha-1 yr-1). We show that under-
story litter C, N and P fluxes were the most responsive to chronic N addition, whereas litter
production of multiple categories of canopy litter was largely unresponsive to N addition.

Inconsistent with our first hypothesis, our data showed that long-term N addition did not
increase the litter N concentration for a majority of the litter types we measured, except for
moss tissue. The unresponsiveness of litter N concentrations to treatments sharply contrast
previous measurements of green leaves in our experimental system (e.g. [15,42]), where signifi-
cant increases of N concentrations of P. abies and V.myrtillus were found in the high N

Fig 2. Litter element and carbon chemistry fluxes. Total mean (+SE) litter carbon (a), nitrogen (b), phosphorus (c), lignin (d), cellulose (e) or hemi-
cellulose (f) fluxes in response to long-term N addition (0, 12.5 or 50 kg N ha-1 yr-1; n = 5) for each litter category: moss, V.myrtillus leaves (V. m.),
reproductive organs (Rep. org.), deciduous tree leaves (Dec. L.), P. abies needles (Spruce), P. sylvestris (Pine), twigs and branches. V. m and Dec. L.
litter categories are missing from panels (d), (e) and (f) because insufficient litter material was available for these analyses. Different letters (a or b) next
to each group of bars indicate significant differences between treatments (α = 0.05) determined using Student-Newman-Keuls post-hoc tests. Nearly
significant difference at (0.05 < P < 0.10) are indicated by a star (*). Non-significant differences are indicated by n.s.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0162086.g002
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treatment relative to the control. The absence of elevated N concentrations in the litter of these
vascular plant species indicates that they effectively resorb N prior to litter senescence [33,64].
This suggests that plants remain N limited at our experimental site, even when subjected to the
high N treatment for 17 years. A previous study in the same system showed that approximately
50% of the total N added for each N treatment after 16 years remains in the organic soil hori-
zon [18]. Persistent N limitation despite a large increase in soil N suggests a majority of the N
added to the soil is largely unavailable for plant uptake, which could occur as a result of abiotic
(e.g. reaction between N and phenolics) or biotic soil retention [65].

Also contrary to our first hypothesis, coniferous reproductive structures showed a decreases
in N concentration in response to N addition as well as a significant increase of the C:N ratios
in response to N addition. While it is generally expected that N addition should increase the
decomposability of plant litter due to increase in litter N concentrations [32], our data suggest
that the stoichiometry of many types of plant litter is not always responsive, and sometimes
even becomes less N enriched. These findings highlight that litter may not be as impacted by N
deposition as it is sometimes suggested to be [33], which subsequently may have little effect on
decomposition.

Consistent with our first hypothesis, we found that the N concentration of moss tissues
increased, which is indicative of their ability to intercept a substantial portion of N deposition.
Because mosses produce very recalcitrant litter, they are able to convert this reactive inorganic
N into a stable soil organic N pool, and thus also limit its uptake by vascular plants [9,50,66].

Table 2. Total litter fluxes.

Nitrogen deposition (kg N ha-1yr-1)

0 12.5 50 F-value DF P-value

Understory fluxes

Understory C flux (Mg ha-1 yr-1) 0.39b ±0.05 0.32b ±0.05 0.16a ±0.02 7.78 2,12 0.007

Understory N flux (kg ha-1 yr-1) 7.09b ±0.61 7.30b ±1.29 4.72a ±0.57 5.50 2,8 0.031ᶲ

Understory P flux (kg ha-1 yr-1) 1.32b ±0.18 1.02b ±0.21 0.41a ±0.07 7.95 2,12 0.006

Overstory fluxes

Tree C flux (Mg ha-1 yr-1) 0.79 ±0.09 1.15 ±0.04 1.07 ±0.17 2.73 2,12 0.105

Tree N flux (kg ha-1 yr-1) 18.36 ±4.89 31.81 ±4.96 25.92 ±9.81 1.47 2,12 0.277

Tree P flux (kg ha-1 yr-1) 1.60 ±0.35 3.10 ±0.45 2.50 ±0.74 1.94 2,12 0.187

Tree lignin flux (Mg ha-1 yr-1) 0.20 ±0.07 0.76 ±0.47 0.90 ±0.24 1.52 2,9 0.283

Tree cellulose flux (Mg ha-1 yr-1) 0.42 ±0.10 0.72 ±0.16 0.61 ±0.21 0.83 2,11 0.467

Tree hemi-cellulose flux (Mg ha-1 yr-1) 0.30 ±0.09 0.33 ±0.12 0.45 ±0.17 0.33 2,11 0.728

Total fluxes

Total C flux (Mg ha-1 yr-1) 1.18 ±0.13 1.48 ±0.08 1.23 ±0.16 1.47 2,12 0.267

Total N flux (kg ha-1 yr-1) 25.46 ±5.05 39.12 ±4.49 29.39 ±6.86 1.60 2,12 0.242

Total P flux (kg ha-1 yr-1) 2.92 ±0.38 4.12 ±0.43 2.91 ±0.78 1.53 2,12 0.255

Total lignin flux (Mg ha-1 yr-1) 0.30 ±0.07 0.90 ±0.46 0.96 ±0.22 1.57 2,9 0.274

Total cellulose flux (Mg ha-1 yr-1) 0.64 ±0.20 0.89 ±0.23 0.65 ±0.20 0.44 2,11 0.656

Total hemi-cellulose flux (Mg ha-1 yr-1) 0.30 ±0.09 0.33 ±0.12 0.44 ±0.17 0.33 2,11 0.728

Mean (±SE) of carbon (C), nitrogen (N), phosphorus (P), lignin, cellulose and hemi-cellulose total fluxes for understory, overstory, and total fluxes in

response to chronic nitrogen deposition (0, 12.5, and 50 kg N ha-1 yr-1). Each variable was estimated in replicated (n = 5) 0.1 ha plots 17 years after

treatments were initiated. The F- and P-values were derived from a one-way ANOVA for each variable, and the letters a or b indicate significant differences

determined using Student-Newman-Keuls post-hoc analyses.

ᶲ block was used as a significant factor.

Values in bold indicate statistical significances at P < 0.05.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0162086.t002
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Further, bryophytes were the only tissue type evaluated to show a decreased C:N ratio in
response to the low and high N treatments, which is potentially important because bryophytes
are known to have very slow decomposition rates relative to vascular plant litter [66,67], and
thus are considered as important contributors to soil C accumulation [9,68]. Further, bryo-
phytes have been reported to have very low N losses due to their efficiently to recycle nutrients
in their tissues, with N residence times in mosses estimated to range from 3 to 10 years [68].
While N resorption during moss tissue senescence reduces these ratios somewhat [68,69],
lower C:N ratios of moss litter as a result of atmospheric N deposition could potentially
diminish their recalcitrance [66,67], and thus reduce their contribution to soil C accumulation
[9].

Inconsistent with our first hypothesis, we found a decrease of P concentration in reproduc-
tive structures. This result contrasts with other studies that have shown increased plant P con-
centrations in response to N addition, which has been proposed to occur as a result of
increased root and microbial phosphatase activities, that allow plants to achieve a more bal-
anced N:P stoichiometry when N is in surplus [70,71]. Further, we found a decrease of P con-
centration and an increase in C:P ratios in moss tissues. This could be indicative of their
inefficiency to take up P. Feather mosses gain P mainly through precipitation and canopy
throughfall rather than from the soil [68,72]. This finding is consistent with Phuyal et al. [73],
where they did not find any change in moss tissue P assimilation in response to N addition,
despite higher phosphatase activity in their tissues.

Regarding our second hypothesis, we found only marginally significant evidence that
annual tree litter (coniferous or deciduous) production increased after 17 years of N addition.
The two most abundant sources of aboveground litter, Picea and Pinus needles, did not show
any change with N addition when considered individually; however, when considered together
they showed a nearly significant increase in response to both low and high N addition rates.
This result is consistent with Frey et al.[17], where high N addition rates (50–150 kg N ha-1 yr-1)
caused an increase of needle litter by 18% in a long-term northern pine forest experiment
(20 years), which the authors attributed to higher tree mortality as well as a reduction of nee-
dle life span [25]. This result is also consistent with Krause et al. [26], who showed a relatively
low N addition rate (23 kg N ha-1 yr-1) caused an increase of needle biomass and area in a
long-term alpine spruce forest experiment (14 years).

In support of our second hypothesis, our data showed that 17 years after N addition,
moss litter production decreased by ~73%, but only in response to the high N treatment
(50 kg N ha-1 yr-1). We did not find a similar decrease for the other major fraction of under-
story litter that derived from V.myrtillus. Several other N fertilization studies have observed
decreases in moss biomass [50,74–76], which have coincided with increases in moss tissue N
concentrations, as shown in our experimental system [18,30]. This decline in moss biomass
has been attributed to a direct toxicity of NH4

+ on bryophyte tissues [74,75] and light competi-
tion with vascular plants [76].

Contrary to our third hypothesis, our data showed that 17 years of N addition did not
increase the total aboveground litter fluxes of C, N, P, or C chemical forms (i.e. lignin, hemi-
cellulose, or cellulose). Instead, we found that the nearly significant increase in conifer needle
production was diluted by the unresponsiveness of other overstory litter categories; and fur-
ther, was offset by significantly lower understory litter fluxes in the N treatments. The signifi-
cant decrease in the total understory C, N and P litter fluxes occurred because mosses were
significantly less abundant in N treated plots compared to the control plots, where they con-
tributed between 53–82% of the understory litter annually produced at the experimental site.
The decline in moss litter production had an over-riding effect on V.myrtillus, which increased
by ~36% in the low N treatment relative to the control. These data highlight that the element
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fluxes of some specific litter categories can be highly responsive to N addition, whereas the
total fluxes may be largely unresponsive due to off-setting responses of some litter categories.

Conclusions
Our results have substantial implications for better understanding the mechanisms through
which atmospheric N deposition can influence soil C sequestration in boreal regions. We show
that litter chemistry was generally not affected by N addition, suggesting a continued presence
of N limitation to plant growth even after 17 years of substantial N addition. A recent meta-
analysis has shown that anthropogenic N addition sometimes has positive or negative effect on
plant litter inputs (average effect was neutral) [21]. However, a majority of the data underpin-
ning this meta-analysis were derived from experiments using much higher N doses than the
upper N deposition limit in the regions of study, leaving some uncertainty regarding the
impacts of more realistic chronic N deposition rates. Our result is the longest running experi-
ment simulating realistic Nr deposition levels in the boreal region (12.5 kg N ha-1 yr-1), and
show a minimal impact on contemporary aboveground litter C inputs; whereas, higher N addi-
tion rates (50 kg N ha-1 yr-1) caused understory litter C inputs to decrease, especially for
bryophytes.

Previous work from our study system has shown that the long-term N addition treatments
have caused soil C to increase at a rate of 10 kg C kg-1 N added [18]. Thus, a 30% increase in lit-
ter production (0.69 Mg ha-1 yr-1) would be required to explain the observe increase of the soil
C pool. Therefore, our current study provided little evidence that enhanced contemporary litter
production was unlikely to explain this observed increase in C, and suggests other mechanisms
are responsible. Our measurements of litter inputs are representative of current vegetation pro-
duction in our plots, which have remained stable in response to the N treatment for 5 or 7
years for trees and understory, respectively. However, higher tree production in response to the
high N treatment was observed during the first 10 years of the experiment, which may have
corresponded with higher litter production rates during that period that may have contributed
to the increased soil C observed in these plots today. An additional mechanism that likely
explains enhanced soil C in both the high and low N plots is a change in microbial mediated
soil processes. For example, N enrichment may have changed the activity and abundance of
soil biota [18,77–79], resulting in slower decomposition and reduced soil respiration rates
[18,80–82], and thus higher rates of soil C accumulation. Further, belowground litter inputs
(e.g. exudates, fine roots, fungal tissues) may be important for understanding soil C accumula-
tion rates, which we did not consider in the current study[21]. Complementary work on these
additional mechanisms are needed in order to provide a more complete understanding of how
net ecosystem C exchange responds to atmospheric N deposition.

Supporting Information
S1 Deposited Data.
(ZIP)

S1 Table. Mean (±SE) concentrations of lignin, cellulose and hemi-cellulose (mg g-1) and
associated ratios for 8 litter categories in response to chronic nitrogen deposition (0, 12.5,
and 50 kg N ha-1 yr-1). Each variable was estimated in replicated (n = 5) 0.1 ha plots 17 years
after treatments were initiated. The F- and P-values were derived from a one-way ANOVA for
each variable, and the letters a or b indicate significant differences determined using Student-
Newman-Keuls post-hoc analyses.
(DOCX)

Effect of Nitrogen Deposition on Litter in Boreal Forest

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0162086 August 31, 2016 12 / 16

http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0162086.s001
http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0162086.s002


S2 Table. The F-values, degrees of freedom (df), and P-values from one-way ANOVAS com-
paring litter biomasses and litter fluxes across three nitrogen deposition treatments (0,12
.5, and 50 kg N ha-1 yr-1).
(DOCX)

Acknowledgments
We thank Clydecia Spitzer and Mehdi Maaroufi for assistance with field and laboratory work.

Author Contributions

Conceptualization: AN NIMMJG KP.

Formal analysis: NIM.

Investigation: NIM.

Resources:MJG KP AN.

Writing – original draft: NIMMJG KP AN.

References
1. IPCC. Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the Fifth

Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Stocker TF, Qin D, Plattner G-
K, Tignor M, Allen SK, Boschung J, et al., editors. Cambridge University Press, United Kingdom and
New York, NY, USA; 2013.

2. Galloway JN, Townsend AR, Erisman JW, Bekunda M, Cai Z, Freney JR, et al. Transformation of the
nitrogen cycle: recent trends, questions, and potential solutions. Science. 2008; 320: 889–892. doi: 10.
1126/science.1136674 PMID: 18487183

3. Gruber N, Galloway JN. An Earth-system perspective of the global nitrogen cycle. Nature. 2008; 451:
293–6. doi: 10.1038/nature06592 PMID: 18202647

4. Schlesinger WH. On the fate of anthropogenic nitrogen. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2009; 106: 203–8.
doi: 10.1073/pnas.0810193105 PMID: 19118195

5. de Vries W. Nutrients trigger carbon storage. Nat Clim Chang. 2014; 4: 425–427.

6. BassiriRad H. Consequences of atmospheric nitrogen deposition in terrestrial ecosystems: old ques-
tions, new perspectives. Oecologia. 2015; 177: 1–3. doi: 10.1007/s00442-014-3116-2 PMID:
25407615

7. TammCO. Nitrogen in Terrestrial Ecosystems: Questions of Productivity, Vegetational Changes, and
Ecosystem Stability. Springer London; 1991.

8. Vitousek PM, Howarth RW. Nitrogen limitation on land and in the sea: How can it occur? Biogeochem-
istry. 1991; 13: 87–115.

9. Lindo Z, Nilsson M-C, Gundale MJ. Bryophyte-cyanobacteria associations as regulators of the northern
latitude carbon balance in response to global change. Glob Chang Biol. 2013; 19: 2022–35. doi: 10.
1111/gcb.12175 PMID: 23505142

10. Reay DS, Dentener F, Smith P, Grace J, Feely RA. Global nitrogen deposition and carbon sinks. Nat
Geosci. 2008; 1: 430–437.

11. de Vries W, Du E, Butterbach-Bahl K. Short and long-term impacts of nitrogen deposition on carbon
sequestration by forest ecosystems. Curr Opin Environ Sustain.; 2014; 9–10: 90–104.

12. Högberg P, Fan H, Quist M, Binkley D, TammCO. Tree growth and soil acidification in response to 30
years of experimental nitrogen loading on boreal forest. Glob Chang Biol. 2006; 12: 489–499.

13. Hyvönen R, Persson T, Andersson S, Olsson B, Ågren GI, Linder S. Impact of long-term nitrogen addi-
tion on carbon stocks in trees and soils in northern Europe. Biogeochemistry. 2008; 89: 121–137.

14. Pregitzer KS, Burton AJ, Zak DR, Talhelm AF. Simulated chronic nitrogen deposition increases carbon
storage in Northern Temperate forests. Glob Chang Biol. 2008; 14: 142–153.

Effect of Nitrogen Deposition on Litter in Boreal Forest

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0162086 August 31, 2016 13 / 16

http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0162086.s003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1136674
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1136674
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18487183
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature06592
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18202647
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0810193105
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19118195
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00442-014-3116-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25407615
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12175
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12175
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23505142


15. de Vries W, Solberg S, Dobbertin M, Sterba H, Laubhann D, van Oijen M, et al. The impact of nitrogen
deposition on carbon sequestration by European forests and heathlands. For Ecol Manage. 2009; 258:
1814–1823.

16. Gundale MJ, From F, Bach LH, Nordin A. Anthropogenic nitrogen deposition in boreal forests has a
minor impact on the global carbon cycle. Glob Chang Biol. 2014; 20: 276–286. doi: 10.1111/gcb.12422
PMID: 24115224

17. Frey SD, Ollinger S, Nadelhoffer K, Bowden R, Brzostek E, Burton A, et al. Chronic nitrogen additions
suppress decomposition and sequester soil carbon in temperate forests. Biogeochemistry. 2014; 121:
305–316.

18. Maaroufi NI, Nordin A, Hasselquist NJ, Bach LH, Palmqvist K, Gundale MJ. Anthropogenic nitrogen
deposition enhances carbon sequestration in boreal soils. Glob Chang Biol. 2015; 21: 3169–3180. doi:
10.1111/gcb.12904 PMID: 25711504

19. Malhi Y, Baldocchi DD, Jarvis PG. The carbon balance of tropical, temperate and boreal forests. Plant,
Cell Environ. 1999; 22: 715–740.

20. Lal R. Forest soils and carbon sequestration. For Ecol Manage. 2005; 220: 242–258.

21. Janssens IA, DielemanW, Luyssaert S, Subke J, Reichstein M, Ceulemans R, et al. Reduction of forest
soil respiration in response to nitrogen deposition. Nat Geosci.; 2010; 3: 315–322.

22. Lu M, Zhou X, Luo Y, Yang Y, Fang C, Chen J, et al. Minor stimulation of soil carbon storage by nitrogen
addition: A meta-analysis. Agric Ecosyst Environ. 2011; 140: 234–244.

23. Schaberg PG, Perkins TD, McNulty SG. Effects of chronic low-level N additions on foliar elemental con-
centrations, morphology, and gas exchange of mature montane red spruce. Can J For Res. 1997; 27:
1622–1629.

24. Nohrstedt H-Ö. Response of Coniferous Forest Ecosystems on Mineral Soils to Nutrient Additions: A
Review of Swedish Experiences. Scand J For Res. 2001; 16: 555–573.

25. Bauer GA, Bazzaz FA, Minocha R, Long S, Magill A, Aber J, et al. Effects of chronic N additions on tis-
sue chemistry, photosynthetic capacity, and carbon sequestration potential of a red pine (Pinus resi-
nosa Ait.) stand in the NE United States. For Ecol Manage. 2004; 196: 173–186.

26. Krause K, Cherubini P, Bugmann H, Schleppi P. Growth enhancement of Picea abies trees under long-
term, low-dose N addition is due to morphological more than to physiological changes. Tree Physiol.
2012; 32: 1471–1481. doi: 10.1093/treephys/tps109 PMID: 23135740

27. Misson L, Baldocchi DD, Black TA, Blanken PD, Brunet Y, Curiel Yuste J, et al. Partitioning forest car-
bon fluxes with overstory and understory eddy-covariance measurements: A synthesis based on
FLUXNET data. Agric For Meteorol. 2007; 144: 14–31.

28. Lindo Z, Gonzalez A. The bryosphere: An integral and influential component of the Earth’s biosphere.
Ecosystems. 2010; 13: 612–627.

29. BassiriRad H, Lussenhop JF, Sehtiya HL, Borden KK. Nitrogen deposition potentially contributes to
oak regeneration failure in the Midwestern temperate forests of the USA. Oecologia. 2015; 177: 53–63.
doi: 10.1007/s00442-014-3119-z PMID: 25407618

30. Gundale MJ, Bach LH, Nordin A. The impact of simulated chronic nitrogen deposition on the biomass
and N2-fixation activity of two boreal feather moss–cyanobacteria associations. Biol Lett. 2013; 9:
20130797. doi: 10.1098/rsbl.2013.0797 PMID: 24196519

31. Palmroth S, Holm Bach L, Nordin A, Palmqvist K. Nitrogen-addition effects on leaf traits and photosyn-
thetic carbon gain of boreal forest understory shrubs. Oecologia. 2014; 175: 457–470. doi: 10.1007/
s00442-014-2923-9 PMID: 24705693

32. Knorr M, Frey SD, Curtis PS. Nitrogen additions and litter decomposition: a meta-analysis. Ecology.
2005; 86: 3252–3257.

33. Berg B, Matzner E. Effect of N deposition on decomposition of plant litter and soil organic matter in for-
est systems. Environ Rev. 1997; 5: 1–25.

34. Zhang DQ, Hui DF, Luo YQ, Zhou GY. Rates of litter decomposition in terrestrial ecosystems: global
patterns and controlling factors. J Plant Ecol. 2008; 1: 85–93.

35. Aerts R. Climate, leaf litter chemsitry and leaf litter decomposition in terrestrial ecosystems: a triangular
relationship. Oikos. 1997; 79: 439–449.

36. Vitousek PM, Porder S, Houlton BZ, Chadwick OA. Terrestrial phosphorus limitation: Mechanisms,
implications, and nitrogen-phosphorus interactions. Ecol Appl. 2010; 20: 5–15. PMID: 20349827

37. Peñuelas J, Poulter B, Sardans J, Ciais P, van der Velde M, Bopp L, et al. Human-induced nitrogen-
phosphorus imbalances alter natural and managed ecosystems across the globe. Nat Commun. 2013;
4: 2934. doi: 10.1038/ncomms3934 PMID: 24343268

Effect of Nitrogen Deposition on Litter in Boreal Forest

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0162086 August 31, 2016 14 / 16

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12422
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24115224
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12904
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25711504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/treephys/tps109
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23135740
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00442-014-3119-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25407618
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2013.0797
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24196519
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00442-014-2923-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00442-014-2923-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24705693
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20349827
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms3934
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24343268


38. Entry JA, Backman CB. Influence of carbon and nitrogen on cellulose and lignin degradation in forest
soils. Can J For Res. 1995; 25: 1231–1236.

39. Berg B, McClaugherty C. Plant litter: decomposition, humus formation, carbon sequestration. Second
edi. Springer Berlin Heidelberg; 2008.

40. Scott NA, Binkley D. Foliage litter quality and annual net N mineralization: comparison across North
American forest sites. Oecologia, 1997; 111: 151–159.

41. Haukioja E, Ossipov V, Koricheva J, Honkanen T, Larsson S, Lempa K. Biosynthetic origin of carbon-
based secondary compounds: cause of variable responses of woody plants to fertilization? Chemoe-
cology. 1998; 8: 133–139.

42. Waring RH, McDonald AJS, Larsson S, Ericsson T, Wiren A, Arwidsson E, et al. Differences in chemi-
cal composition of plants grown at constant relative growth rates with stable mineral nutrition. Oecolo-
gia. 1985; 66: 157–160.

43. Cornwell WK, Cornelissen JHC, Amatangelo K, Dorrepaal E, Eviner VT, Godoy O, et al. Plant species
traits are the predominant control on litter decomposition rates within biomes worldwide. Ecol Lett.
2008; 11: 1065–1071. doi: 10.1111/j.1461-0248.2008.01219.x PMID: 18627410

44. Cotrufo MF, Wallenstein MD, Boot CM, Denef K, Paul E. The Microbial Efficiency-Matrix Stabilization
(MEMS) framework integrates plant litter decomposition with soil organic matter stabilization: Do labile
plant inputs form stable soil organic matter? Glob Chang Biol. 2013; 19: 988–995. doi: 10.1111/gcb.
12113 PMID: 23504877

45. Cotrufo MF, Soong JL, Horton AJ, Campbell EE, Haddix ML, Wall DH, et al. Formation of soil organic
matter via biochemical and physical pathways of litter mass loss. Nat Geosci. 2015; 8: 776–779.

46. Kaiser K, Kalbitz K. Cycling downwards—dissolved organic matter in soils. Soil Biol Biochem.; 2012;
52: 29–32.

47. Nordin A, Strengbom J, Witzell J, Näsholm T, Ericson L. Nitrogen Deposition and the Biodiversity of
Boreal Forests: Implications for the Nitrogen Critical Load. Ambio. 2005; 34: 20–24. PMID: 15789514

48. Nordin A, Strengbom J, Forsum Å, Ericson L. Complex Biotic Interactions Drive Long-Term Vegetation
Change in a Nitrogen Enriched Boreal Forest. Ecosystems. 2009; 12: 1204–1211.

49. Dentener F, Drevet J, Lamarque JF, Bey I, Eickhout B, Fiore AM, et al. Nitrogen and sulfur deposition
on regional and global scales: A multimodel evaluation. Global Biogeochem Cycles. 2006; 20: 1–21.

50. Gundale MJ, Deluca TH, Nordin A. Bryophytes attenuate anthropogenic nitrogen inputs in boreal for-
ests. Glob Chang Biol. 2011; 17: 2743–2753.

51. Ahti T, Hämet-ahti L, Jalas J, Annales S, Fennici B. Vegetation zones and their sections in northwestern
Europe their. Finnish Zool Bot Publ Board. 1968; 5: 169–211.

52. Pihl-Karlsson G, Akselsson C, Hellsten S, Karlsson P, Malm G. Övervakning av luftföroreningar i norra
Sverige—mätningar och modellering. Stockholm, Sweden; 2009.

53. Ishida TA, Nordin A. No evidence that nitrogen enrichment affect fungal communities of Vaccinium
roots in two contrasting boreal forest types. Soil Biol Biochem.; 2010; 42: 234–243.

54. Strengbom J, Nordin A, Näsholm T, Ericson L. Parasitic fungus mediates change in nitrogen-exposed
boreal forest vegetation. J Ecol. 2002; 90: 61–67.

55. From F. Long-Term Effects of Nitrogen (N) Fertilizer and Simulated N Deposition on Boreal Forest
Growth. Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences. 2014.

56. Nakatsubo T, Uchida M, Horikoshi T, Nakane K. Comparative study of the mass loss rate of moss litter
in boreal and subalpine forests in relation to temperature. Ecol Res. 1997; 12: 47–54.

57. Skre O, Oechel W. Moss production in a black spruce Picea mariana forest with permafrost near Fair-
banks, Alaska, as compared with two permafrost‐free stands. Holarct Ecol. 1979; 2: 249–254.

58. Callaghan T V, Collins NJ, Callaghan CH. Photosynthesis, growth and reproduction of Hylocomium
splendens and Polytrichum commune in Swedish Lapland. Oikos. 1978; 31: 73–88.

59. Sundqvist MK, Wardle DA, Olofsson E, Giesler R, Gundale MJ. Chemical properties of plant litter in
response to elevation: subarctic vegetation challenges phenolic allocation theories. Funct Ecol. 2012;
26: 1090–1099.

60. Kumordzi BB, NilssonM-C, Gundale MJ, Wardle DA. Changes in local-scale intraspecific trait variability
of dominant species across contrasting island ecosystems. Ecosphere. 2014; 5: 26.

61. Osborne JW. Improving your data transformations: Applying the Box-Cox transformation. Pract
Assessment, Res Eval. 2010; 15: 1–9.

62. Box GEP, Cox DR. An analysis of transformations. J R Stat Soc. 1964; 26: 211–252.

63. Zar JH. Biostatistical analysis. Pearson Ed. 1999.

Effect of Nitrogen Deposition on Litter in Boreal Forest

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0162086 August 31, 2016 15 / 16

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2008.01219.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18627410
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12113
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23504877
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15789514


64. Flanagan PW, Van Cleve K. Nutrient cycling in relation to decompostion and organic-matter quality in
taiga ecosystems. Can J For Res. 1983; 13: 795–817.

65. Johnson DW, ChengW, Burke IC. Biotic and abiotic nitrogen retention in a variety of forest soils. Soil
Sci Soc Am J. 2000; 64: 1503–1514.

66. Du E, Liu X, Fang J. Effects of nitrogen additions on biomass, stoichiometry and nutrient pools of moss
Rhytidium rugosum in a boreal forest in Northeast China. Environ Pollut.; 2014; 188: 166–171. doi: 10.
1016/j.envpol.2014.02.011 PMID: 24602847

67. Turetsky MR, Bond-Lamberty B, Euskirchen E, Talbot J, Frolking S, McGuire AD, et al. The resilience
and functional role of moss in boreal and arctic ecosystems. New Phytol. 2012; 196: 49–67. doi: 10.
1111/j.1469-8137.2012.04254.x PMID: 22924403

68. Eckstein RL. Nitrogen retention by Hylocomium splendens in a subarctic birch woodland. J Ecol. 2000;
88: 506–515.

69. Eckstein RL, Karlsson PS. Recycling of nitrogen among segments of Hylocomium splendens as com-
pared with Polytrichum commune: Implications for clonal integration in an ectohydric bryophyte. Oikos.
1999; 86: 87–96.

70. Treseder KK, Vitousek PM. Effects of soil nutrient availability on investment in acquisition of N and P in
Hawaiian rain forests. Ecology. 2001; 82: 946–954.

71. Marklein AR, Houlton BZ. Nitrogen inputs accelerate phosphorus cycling rates across a wide variety of
terrestrial ecosystems. New Phytol. 2012; 193: 696–704. doi: 10.1111/j.1469-8137.2011.03967.x
PMID: 22122515

72. Chapin FS, Oechel WC, Van Cleve K, LawrenceW. The role of mosses in the phosphorus cycling of an
Alaskan black spruce forest. Oecologia. 1987; 74: 310–315.

73. Phuyal M, Artz RRE, Sheppard L, Leith ID, Johnson D. Long-term nitrogen deposition increases phos-
phorus limitation of bryophytes in an ombrotrophic bog. Plant Ecol. 2008; 196: 111–121.

74. Van Der Heijden E, Verbeek SK, Kuiper PJC. Elevated atmospheric CO2 and increased nitrogen depo-
sition: Effects on C and Nmetabolism and growth of the peat moss Sphagnum recurvum P. Beauv. var.
mucronatum (Russ.) Warnst. Glob Chang Biol. 2000; 6: 201–212.

75. Nordin A, Strengbom J, Ericson L. Responses to ammonium and nitrate additions by boreal plants and
their natural enemies. Environ Pollut. 2006; 141: 167–174. PMID: 16199116

76. Van Der Wal R, Pearce ISK, Brooker RW. Mosses and the struggle for light in a nitrogen-polluted world.
Oecologia. 2005; 142: 159–168. PMID: 15490246

77. Demoling F, Ola Nilsson L, Bååth E. Bacterial and fungal response to nitrogen fertilization in three conif-
erous forest soils. Soil Biol Biochem. 2008; 40: 370–379.

78. Treseder KK. Nitrogen additions and microbial biomass: a meta-analysis of ecosystem studies. Ecol
Lett. 2008; 11: 1111–20. doi: 10.1111/j.1461-0248.2008.01230.x PMID: 18673384

79. Meunier CL, Gundale MJ, Sánchez IS, Liess A. Impact of nitrogen deposition on forest and lake food
webs in nitrogen limited environments. Glob Chang Biol. 2015; 22: 164–179. doi: 10.1111/gcb.12967
PMID: 25953197

80. Franklin O, Högberg P, Ekblad A, ÅGren GI. Pine Forest Floor Carbon Accumulation in Response to N
and PK Additions: Bomb 14C Modelling and Respiration Studies. Ecosystems. 2003; 6: 644–658.

81. Bowden RD, Davidson E, Savage K, Arabia C, Steudler P. Chronic nitrogen additions reduce total soil
respiration and microbial respiration in temperate forest soils at the Harvard Forest. For Ecol Manage.
2004; 196: 43–56.

82. Olsson P, Linder S, Giesler R, Högberg P. Fertilization of boreal forest reduces both autotrophic and
heterotrophic soil respiration. Glob Chang Biol. 2005; 11: 1745–1753.

Effect of Nitrogen Deposition on Litter in Boreal Forest

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0162086 August 31, 2016 16 / 16

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2014.02.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2014.02.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24602847
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2012.04254.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2012.04254.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22924403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2011.03967.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22122515
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16199116
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15490246
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2008.01230.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18673384
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12967
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25953197

