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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.
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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
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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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