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Figure 1. Schematic representation of the gene construct used for potato transformation. RB: Right border; LB: Left
border; Pnos: Nopaline synthetase gene promoter; nptll: Neomycin phosphotransferase gene, Tnos: Nopalme
Synthetase; LacZ ": N terminus (146 amino acids) beta-galactosidase gene; MCS: Multiple site
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Figure 2. Schematic representation of a potato seedling showing the location of explants
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Table 1. Analysis of variance of callus formation of explants
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Table 2. Mean pomR/?rison of explantx mediumx antibioticx cultivar_concentration interaction effects on callus

formation. Means with at least one common letter are not significantly different (P<0.05).
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Figure 4: Effect of different levels of the media on specific levels of antibiotics: D1, D2 and C, types of media levels.
Al and A2 are concentrations of 50 and 100 mg/| of antibiotics, respectively
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Figure 5. The effect of different levels of the media on speci:i‘ic levels of the sample: D1, D2 and C, types of levels of
the media. E1 and E2 are leaf and internode explants, respectively
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Figure 6. Callogenesis in different potato explants, (A) Marfona leaf explants in D2 medium (B) Marifona cultivar
internode explants in D2 medium. (C) Plant regeneration from Marfona cultivar. (D) Four-week-old Marfona
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Abstract

To obtain a higher percentage of callogenesis and consequently the maximum number of
plantlets, plant tissue culture conditions must be optimized prior to any transformation protocol.
To this end, a factorial experiment using completely randomized design (CRD) with four
replications was carried out to assess the effect of cultivar (Marfona and Agria), type of
explants(leaf and internode), Kanamycin concentration (50 mg/l and 100 mg/l) and medium (A,
B, C, D1, D2) on callogenesis. Explants were transformed with pBIN19 construct harboring
nptll. Analysis of variance of percentage of callogenesis trait showed that effect of tissue culture
medium, type of explants, cultivar, type of explants x cultivar, type of explants x medium x
kanamycin concentration and type of explants x cultivar x tissue culture medium were
significant (P<0. 05). Results of this study suggested that D2 tissue culture medium containing 2
mg/I zeatin produced a higher amount of callus (92. 5 percent). The lowest percentage of callus
formation was observed in medium C with internode explants. When zeatin was the only growth
hormone regulator, a higher percentage of callogenesis was observed. Moreover, leaf explants
exhibited superiority over internode and marfona cultivar over agria counterparts, respectively.
Results of these experiments showed that callus tissues from internode explants responded
better to shoot regeneration in comparison to leaf driven calli. In conclusion, results of this
study suggest, marfona leaf explants in the pretense of zeatin can be used for callus induction.
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