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Research Advances in Endophytic Fungus Piriformospora indica

to Improve Plant Stress Resistance

HAN Fei, LI Junkai

( Institute of Pesticides, College of Agriculture, Yangtze University, Jingzhou, Hubei 434025, China)

Abstract: An endophytic fungus Piriformospora indica is a mycorrhizal fungus that can be cultured in a pure
manner. It can colonize a variety of plants and has a good growth promoting effect and the ability to improve
plant stress resistance. The recent researches of P. indica in promoting plant abiotic stress and biotic stress were
reviewed, which provides reference for the research and application of P. indica in agricultural applications.
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