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Table 1. Variance analysis of effect of BA and NAA on bulblet regeneration from

microscale
MS Sl (Kl
Dl e ENHESY S pulBlda FENPRNY
S.0.V. df. Number of bulblet Number of root
BA o1 s 2 13.74” 0.20™
AA NWHRENEI N |7 2 0.69 114.10™
NAAxBA 4 0.03™ 0.21™
Error sileiT sl 18 0.09 0.11

ns and **: Not significant and significant at 1%.
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Table 2. Comparison of main effect of NAA on number of root and regenerated bulblet
from microscale

ol &Szl ol Slale S g 3l 4o sl
NAA concentration Number of bulblet Number of root
0.00 40b 1.5¢
0.01 40b 6.1b
0.10 4.6 a 85a

iz 3 g Y e 53 (S5 0 g05T bl s O 250 U5 ST13 O g 2 55 S ola L
Means in each column followed by similar letters are not significantly different at 1% level by
HSD test.
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Table 3. Interaction of BA and NAA on characteristics of regenerated bulblets
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Means in each column followed by similar letters are not significantly different at 1% level

by HSD test.
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