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Callus growth of two rice varieties Abasyaa and Manathera at ‘pifferent salt

levels

Abd Al Kareem Kasim , Methal Star Muhammed , Nora Sahib Abid
Directory of Agricultural research and food Technology, Ministry of Science & Technology, P.O. Box 765, Baghdad, Iraq

Abstract:
Immature embryos of Abassya and Munathera rice varieties were cultured on MS medium supplemented with four
levels of salt (6,12,16 and 20 dS/m). The effect of salt on Fresh callus weight/embryo, dry callus weight/embryo and
callus water content were studied. Results revealed a significant effect between varieties calluivdry weight/embryo.
Salts affected callus growth significantly, while the interaction between varieties and salt levels was not significant in
all parameters.
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