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Repellent Activity of Bitter Almond Oil Against Aedes albopictus
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Abstract: The repellent activity of bitter almond oil with and without HCN and toilet water (with the main
component of DEET) against Aedes albopictus were studied with human body. The results showed that
both of bitter almond oils had strong repellent activity against A. albopictus, after 8 h the repellent rate of
bitter almond oil with and without HCN was 96. 76 % while the repellent rate of toilet water was 58. 28 %3.
The available protective time of two types of bitter almond oil was 6 h and 7 h, respectively, higher than
that of toilet water, indicating the potential of bitter almond oil to be developed as a new mosquito repel-
lent agent.
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Table 1 Repellent effect of bitter almond oil
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Table 2 Variance analysis of repellent activity
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Table 3 Repellent effects of different reagents
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Table 4 Effect of time on repellent effects
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