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ABSTRACT

This paper reviews the topics of mycorrhiza, mycorrhizal symbiosis and their use for the
treatment of environmental pollutants. Mycorrhizal fungi and plants’ roots form a favorable
symbiosis which is advocated for its benefits to plant growth and in agricultural production. The
rhizosphere formed with these fungi and bacteria is a proven media in remediating polluted ground.
Most literature reviewed point to the suitable or superior capabilities of mycorrhizal fungi in the
degradation of persistent organic pollutants such as aromatics, PAH, DDT, TNT, chlorinated
aromatics, and PCB. Added to their degradation capability, mycorrhizal fungi and their host
symbioants are also resistant to heavy metal contaminations. Carrying these abilities, mycorrhiza
should be reexamined for their role in enhancing the phytoremediation technique. This paper

reviews the basic abilities of mycorrhizal fungi and the advantages of using plants and mycorrhiza
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symbiosis in the area of pollution remediation. Based on these facts and data, it is hoped that the

keys to the development or redevelopment of phytoremediation will be clearly shown and the
technique will be successful.
Key Words. mycorrhiza, mycorrhizal fungi,

persistent organic pollutants, heavy metal,

bioremediation, phytoremediation
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