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Callusogenesis investigation of lemon balm (Melissa officinalis L.)
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Table 1. Analysis of variance results for treats
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Figure 2. Callus production from cutted site of leaf explants

and explant degeneration (0.5 2,4-D + 1 BAP hormonal
treatment)
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Figure 1. Callus initiation from cutted places
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Figure 4. Callus induction from petiol explants in light
condition (1 2,4-D +1 BAP hormonal treatment)
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Figure 3. Callus induction in leaf explants in dark condition
(1 2,4-D +1 BAP hormonal treatment)
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Figure 5. Callus induction from internode explants in light
condition (1 2,4-D +1 BAP hormonal treatment)
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Table 2. Kruskal-Wallis test for callus induction and callus bulk

\
P o2 45 o Sl o a5 BAP 24D 90 30, R 7 s,

Callus bulk rank  %ACallus induction rank (mg/l) (mg/l) Explant Ecotype light
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