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Tablel-Type of regeneration media used for wheat coleoptile segment explants
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Table 2- Variance analysis of 2,4-D different levels and cultivar on callus induction from coleoptile segment explants
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ns,*,** : non significant, significant at 5% and 1% probability level, respectively.

25 8BS 5 BBAIY MS e (59, Ju il Lulypd (0 00,5 0l sloazals 1A, 55 Glabad aigaisy; 5l pauS olS o155k 5 ollS Wl g s Jolpe —) IS0
555D L (S,b 0 cunS wian O 5w MLIGL Lss (59, Sy Olakad 1 GuollS WIHC ol iS5 a5 50 b V=Y Sladad a4y ugllS W (6l sy gelS
Wl Wl G Ly b wollS O 5l Soo 5 sles :F o wellS 5l Sos5 oles £ MLIC2 Lo (55, 5 Slakad 5l sawlcwsds ol slouglls
sloazals Jasl J oo willS 5l Jolbs slsa ddle G 5l Soop ol 1 g H MLIR3 Lise ;0 5y Slabsd 5l eoslccwsas [ouim slougls 51 olsn

sk Ll a4 GblS )l 5 SBaead ety laazel s Jnl K gljass, ciS buxe 4 25k 51 Jol>

Figure 1- Different stage of culture, callus induction and regeneration from wheat coleoptile explants.

a) Growth of seedling under sterile condition on 2 MS media b) Leaves under coleoptile divided into 1-2 mm segments for
culture c) calus induction from coleoptile segments on ML1G1 media after 5 weeks from culture. d) proliferation of
embryogenic callus obtained from coleoptile segments on ML1G2 media €) Magnification view from embryogenic callus f)
Magnification view from non embryogenic callus g) Shoot induction from embryogenic callus on ML1R3 media h&i)
Magnification view of shoot resulted from embryogenic callus ) plantlet transfer to shoot induction media k) seedling transfer
to sterile soil for accumulation to the environment.
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Figure 2 -Mean comparisons of cultivar*2,4-D on callus induction percent
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Table 3- Factorial variance analysis of AgNO3 and cultivar different levels on callus induction from coleoptile segment

explants
bl ae)s @3l az o et ol
SIEYYY™ \ (AgNO3) o ,i5 &l i
YAIYA** Y oY
VIYE* Y (AgNOB) 0,85 ol s x Y
</YFY \# Uas
VV/YE (JCV ) Ol yts o o

el 1Y D Jlesa ] e 5o o gie BB lo jxe jué ossao L o 5 4

g9 % NS

ns,*,** : non significant, significant at 5% and 1% probability level, respectively.
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Figure 3 — Mean comparison of cultivar*t AgNO; media on callus induction percent
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Table 4- Factorial variance analysis of media and lines different levels on regeneration from col eoptile segment explants
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ns,*,** : non significant, significant at 5% and 1% probability level, respectively.
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Figure 4 — Mean comparison of cultivar*MS media on regeneration percent
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