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Research progress of botanical mosquito repellent and antipruritic products
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Abstract: The research progress of botanical mosquito and insect aversion agents such as lemon eucalyptus,

citronella, diego rosemary and sweet basil and botanical insect and mosquito bites driving agents such as elsho-

lizia,dogwood, tea polysaccharide, cardamon amomum and caltrop were summarized. It was pointed out that

the priorities in the trend of developing botanical mosquito repellent and antiprutic product was the strengthe-

ning of mosquito aversion effect, the lengthening of protection time, the evaluation of botanical material safety

and effect and the relevant factors of product transfer.
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