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Fig. 1. Effect of sodium azide treatment on growth from callus and decapitated plantlets of

G. 'Hilda'. (A) The dead callus (bar = 2 mm). (B) Lethal dose (from left to right): 2.0
mM, 60 min; 0.5 mM, 60 min; 0 mM, 90 min (bar = 25 mm). (C) A mutant with
chimerical leaves induced from treatment with 0.5 mM sodium azide for 60 minutes
was cultured in vitro (bar = 5 mm). (D) A mutant with chimerical leaves cultivated ex
vitro (bar = 13 mm).
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Fig. 2. Effect of different concentrations and soaking time of sodium azide on survival rate

of decapitated plantlets of G. 'Hilda' cultured on 1/3MS basal medium
supplemented with 3.0 mg I"" BAand 0.5 mg I" NAA for 12 weeks.
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Fig. 3. Effect of different doses of ¢ -ray irradiation on survival rate of decapitated plantlets

of bromeliads cultured on 1/3MS basal medium supplemented with 3.0 mg I BA
and 0.5 mg I" NAA for 12 weeks.
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