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Comparison of Quantification Method for the Biomass in Mycorrhizal Fungi

ZHANG Zhi-wen, LI Chang-tian, YU Yi-zhu, QIN Zhi-heng, TIAN Feng-hua
(College of Chinese Medicinal Crop,Jilin Agricultural University,Changchun,Jilin 130118)

Abstract: Mycorrhizal fungi wa a heated topic that is being discussed nowadays,and it is also a direction of research of

people to accurately quantify the biomass of it because it and its host plant have close symbiotic relationship,and it has

important ecological significance. However, due to the special ecotype of mycorrhizal fungi, the study on it wa still

situated in the primary stage. The significance of the research on biomass of mycorrhizal fungi as well as common

measurements so as to provide scientific evidence on the selection and application of the quantification method for the

biomass in mycorrhizal fungi were summarized, discussed and analyzed.
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