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Mg١
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mM
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: Percentage
: Micro liter
: Micro molar
: 2,4- Dichlorophenoxy Acetic Acid
: Activated Charcoal
: Base Pair
: Cultivar(s)
: Coconut Water
: Dry Weight
: Embryogenic Callus
: Fresh Weight
: Hours
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: Kinetin
: Molar
: Milligram per liter
: Milliliter
: Milli molar
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