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Mechanism of Enhancing Salt Resistance of Plants by Mycorrhiza

LI Jing
Abstract
on the host plants’ saline tolerance is discussed from the following aspects: increasing K* level and keeping K*/Na™ balance in the host

(School of Computer Science and Technology, Henan Polytechnic University, Jiaozuo, Henan 454000 )
The researches on mycorrhiza improving the salt resistance of plants in recent years have been reviewed. The effect of mycorrhiza

plants; improving the absorption of nutrients; strengthening moisture absorption to relieve physiological drought caused by salt stress in host

plants; adjusting osmotic balance in the host plants’ tissue to reduce the absorption of Na® and Cl™ ; improving the ability of antioxidant

stress.
Key words Mycorrhiza; Salt stress; Salt resistance
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