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Abstract

Background: The mosquitoes of Culicidae family are serious vectors of several tropical diseases, such as malaria, filariasis, en-
cephalitis, and nuisance. Control of mosquitoes and protection of people from their bites are of the most important ways to prevent
transmitted diseases. Although the efficacy of N, N-diethyl-m-toluamide (DEET) is high and generally used as mosquito repellent,
yet a number of biting diptera are tolerant to DEET. Furthermore, there are concerns about the safety of DEET and its allergic and
toxic effects. Therefore, it is necessary to use other repellents like plant essential oils.
Objectives: The aim of this work was to develop a safe repellent with a long-lasting protection based on micro-emulsion of eucalyp-
tus essential oil.
Methods: Eucalyptus globulus essential oil was obtained by water distillation in a Clevenger apparatus. The larvae of Culicidae were
collected and adult mosquitoes reared for the repellency test. Preparation of micro-emulsions of Eucalyptus globulus essential oil was
made by mixing the specified surfactant (Tween 80 and Span 20) and the appropriate amount of co-surfactant (propylene glycol)
under the water titration method. The laboratory method, arm in cage, was used to estimate the time of protection of essential oil
micro-emulsion against mosquitoes and DEET used as a standard repellent.
Results: Physicochemical properties of formulated micro-emulsions were appropriate and suitable for topical application. Particle
size of eucalyptus oil 15% w/w micro-emulsion was lowest. When applying eucalyptus oil micro-emulsion at concentrations of 5, 10,
and 15% w/w, time of protection against mosquitoes were 82± 15.8, 135.7± 26.4, and 170.7± 26 minutes, respectively. These times of
protection were similar to DEET at same concentrations and significantly more than eucalyptus essential oil.
Conclusions: The formulated micro-emulsion of eucalyptus oil at a concentration of 15% w/w has potential repellency to the extent
of DEET. It seems that nano-sized microemulsion is stable in terms of thermodynamics and kinetics. In conclusion, preparation
of nano-sized microemulsion could delay the volatility of eucalyptus essential oil and volatile oil release from formulations and
consequently increase protection time against mosquitoes.
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1. Background

Mosquitoes have an important role in the transmission
of diseases like malaria, dengue, chikungunya, Japanese
encephalitis and filariasis, and cause millions of deaths,
annually (1). Advantageous control of vector is an efficient
tool to prevent transmission of disease. Repellents are
an important part of these preventive actions (2). Among
developed synthetic chemicals, DEET has a wide range of
repellency to keep humans far from mosquito bites with

most persistence and effectiveness on the body (3). At first,
the US Department of agriculture developed DEET to pro-
tect army staff in 1946 and was approved for use for the
public in 1957. Estimates indicate that nearly 75 million
people in the US apply DEET, annually (4).

Human experiences and animal studies have demon-
strated that DEET is generally safe, yet other evidence
shows that use of DEET is associated with both systemic
and local adverse effects. Dermal absorption of DEET has
occurred in infants and children after applying pharma-
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ceutical formulations containing DEET. There are cases of
death and also toxicity, including encephalopathy, cardio-
vascular, dermal, and psychosis seizure (3). Although, DEET
is used widely, however it is associated with environmen-
tal problems and human health risks. Accordingly, there
are increasing efforts for the development of natural repel-
lents and eco-friendly pharmaceutical formulations. In the
past 50 years, thousands of plants have been screened for
their repellency. Some natural products and plant-based
formulations are more efficient than synthetic repellents.
Essential oil repellents have short duration of action be-
cause of their volatility. As possible sources of repellents
and insecticides, there are many preparations from natu-
ral origins that are repellent to certain insects (5). Essen-
tial oils are potentially good repellents and insecticides be-
cause of their selectivity, safety, and negligible adverse ef-
fects on the environment and non-target organisms (6).

The major component of Eucalyptus globulus is 1, 8-
Cineol (Eucalyptol) and has been recognized as a high
ovipositional repellent and mild mosquito feeding repel-
lent (7). Chemical instability, volatility, propensity for ox-
idation and poor water solubility of essential oils make
them inconvenient for extensive use (8). Consequently,
the incorporation of essential oils in nano-formulations,
such as micro-emulsions, could solve these problems
through increase in dissolution rate, water solubility, dis-
persion uniformity and stability after topical application
(9). Micro-emulsions are transparent isotropic formula-
tions, which are thermodynamically stable and are pre-
pared by dispersion of two immiscible liquids (water and
oil) containing appropriate amounts of surfactant. The
dispersed phase is composed of small nano-sized droplets
with a dimeter of 10 to 100 nm (10). Because of their
small droplet size, micro-emulsions may appear transpar-
ent, and Brownian motion prevents creaming or sedimen-
tation, hence offering increased stability (11). Accordingly,
this study was designed to evaluate the repellent activity of
nano-sized micro-emulsion of Eucalyptus globulus essential
oils.

2. Methods

2.1. Materials

The compound DEET was obtained from Sigma-
Aldrich. Tween 80, Span 20, and propylene glycol (PG)
were purchased from Merck (Germany).

2.2. Plant Material and Essential Oil Preparation

The fresh leaves of Ecalyptus glubolus were collected
during autumn from the center for medicinal plants at

college of pharmacy at Jundishapur University of Medi-
cal Sciences. The leaves were washed, dried in the shade,
and chopped. The essential oil was isolated using the Cle-
venger apparatus through water distillation for about 4 to
5 hours. The prepared essential oil was dried under anhy-
drous sodium sulfate and stored in the dark at 4°C until
use.

2.3. Nano-Sized Micro-Emulsion Preparation

The micro-emulsions were formed using five compo-
nents: eucalyptus essential oil as the oil phase, a mixture
of surfactants (Tween 80 and Span 20 1:1), and co-surfactant
(PG) and distilled water as the aqueous phase. The wa-
ter titration method was used to investigate concentration
range of ingredients in micro-emulsion regions.

2.4. Construction of Phase Diagram

Different formulated micro-emulsions were optimized
and selected based on the pseudo ternary phase diagrams
in two different phase diagrams with weight ratios of 1:1
and 2:1 of surfactant and co-surfactant, respectively. If
phase separation occurred or turbidity appeared, the for-
mulation was assigned to be biphasic. The transparent and
low viscosity sample was considered monophasic and this
implies the existence of a micro-emulsion region (12, 13).

2.5. Determination of Particle Size

The mean particle size of droplets was measured by
SCATTER SCOPE 1 QUIDIX (South Korea) at 25°C.

2.6. Determination of Viscosity

The viscosity of different formulations was measured
at 25°C using a Brookfield viscometer (DV-II + Pro Brook-
field., USA). Viscosity determination was made with spin-
dle no. 34 at the shear rate of 50 rpm in triplicates.

2.7. Measurement of pH

The pH of each formulation was determined at 25°C
(pH meter, Mettler Toledo seven easy, Switzerland).

2.8. Physical Stability of Nano-Emulsions

Ten milliliters of eucalyptus oil micro-emulsion sam-
ples was placed at room temperature. During 2 months,
samples were evaluated for phase separation and turbid-
ity.
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2.9. Mosquito

Mosquito larvae were collected from nests right near
the Jundishapur University in the fall. Culicinae larvae are
visually distinguished from Anopheles larvae by a magnify-
ing glass and a dropper drops. Culicinae larvae were trans-
ferred to plastic trays contained river water. The larvae
were held in plastic trays to mature and were transferred
to net cage and emerged as adults. Cages were placed at a
temperature range of 25°C to 30°C with relative humidity
at the range of 55% to 70%. Adults continuously provided
with 10% sugar solution in water soaked on cotton pads. In
this study 7-day-old female mosquitoes were used in the re-
pellency test.

2.10. Repellent Activity

Repellency was evaluated using the arm-in-cage
method. The arm-in-cage method refers to an environ-
ment with low density of mosquitoes per cage and unlike
a high density, more accurately reflects the typical biting
pressures (14). The repellent-treated arm of a volunteer
is exposed to constant unfed mosquitoes in a cage for
three-minute time intervals. If no mosquitoes bit or
landed during the three-minute time interval, the arm
was withdrawn from the cage and the repellency test
period was continued 30 minutes. If at least 2 mosquitoes
bit or landed during the three-minute study period, the
time of repellency test was stopped. The time between
application of formulated repellent to the arm and the
two consecutive lands or bites was considered as the time
of protection of each repellent against mosquitoes. The
right forearm, which acted as a control, was not treated
and was exposed for up to 30 seconds to the mosquito
cage. The test was conducted on three human volunteers,
who washed their arms with distilled water before testing.
Forty female mosquitoes (disease free) that were starved
for 12 to 24 hours were used in each experiment. A total of
1 gram of test repellents were applied on the left forearm
from the elbow to the wrist (15).

2.11. Statistical Analysis

Data were analyzed using the one-way analysis of vari-
ance (ANOVA) and significant differences between groups
were determined using the SPSS software (version 16.0).
Post hoc Tukey’s test and P < 0.05 were considered signif-
icant with 95% confidence intervals. All the experiments
were repeated three times and data were expressed as
mean value ± SD. Sigma plot 11 software was applied for
providing ternary phase diagrams.

3. Results

3.1. Specification of Micro-Emulsions

3.1.1. Phase Studies

The phase diagram system consisted of the oil phase
(eculyptus essential oil), surfactant (Tween80-Span20),
and co-surfactant (PG). Surfactant and co-surfactant were
chosen based on essential oil solubility, hydrophilic-
lipophilic balance values, and ability to form micro-
emulsion. The phase diagram was assigned to determine
the micro-emulsion zones. Two phase diagrams made at ra-
tio s/c of 1/1 and 2/1 have been mentioned in Figure 1. How-
ever, the weight ratio of surfactant/co surfactant as a crit-
ical and important parameter affects behaviors of micro-
emulsion phase and higher concentration of surfactant in-
creases the micro-emulsion region.

3.1.2. Physicochemical Properties of the Formulated Micro-
Emulsions

The mean particle size of formulated micro-emulsions
was at a range of 16 to 66 nm (Table 1). The pH value (5.65±
0.11) of micro-emulsion formulations was appropriate and
suitable for topical application. The mean viscosity range
of formulated micro-emulsions was from 237.6± 2.1 cps to
331.2 ± 1.5 cps (Table 1).

The physicochemical data showed that phase of formu-
lated micro-emulsions were not separated and phases re-
mained homogenous with acceptable physical stability.

3.2. The Abundance of Mosquito Species

After the repellency test, a total of 50 mosquito corpses
were collected from cages randomly and the entomol-
ogy laboratory determined their species by optical mi-
croscopy. Abundance of mosquitoes, according to species
was Culexpipiens (62%), Ochlerotatus caspius (22%), Culex
pusillus (10%) and Culex tritaeniorhynchus (6%).

3.3. Protection Time Against the Mosquito

As shown in Table 2, the protection times have been re-
ported in three formulations at the same concentrations.
These times are the time durations between application of
formulated repellent to arm and occurrence of two consec-
utive lands or bites of mosquitoes (Figure 2).

4. Discussion

Based on this study, Culex pipiens was the first and
Ochlerotatus caspius was the second abundant mosquitoes.
To achieve the desired pressure biting, repellency test was
done in darkness after at least 12 to 24 hours of starvation
of mosquitoes to increase pressure biting on the human
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Figure 1. The pseudo-ternary phase diagrams of the essential oil/surfactant, co-surfactant/water system at the 1:1, 2:1 weight ratios of Span 20 - Tween 80 / PG at ambient
temperature, dark area showing the micro-emulsion zone.

Table 1. Characterizations and Components of Selected Micro-Emulsions (% w/w), Particle Size, Viscosity and pH (Mean ± SD, N = 3)

Formulation S/C Oil, % Water, % S + C, % Particle Size, nm Viscosity, cps pH

1 2:1 5 35 60 43.6 ± 3.7 1.5 ± 331.3 5.34 ± 0.13

2 2:1 10 30 60 53.7 ± 2.2 2.1 ±237.6 5.52 ± 0.04

3 2:1 15 25 60 17.1 ± 0.7 0.9 ± 305.8 5.86 ± 0.18

Table 2. Protection Time of Mosquito Repellents (Mean ± SD, N = 3)

Number Repellent Formulations Protection Time Against the Mosquito, Min

1 Ethanola Control < 30

2 DEET 5% w/w 115.75 ± 14.3

3 DEET 10% w/w 176.25 ± 15.35

4 DEET 15% w/w 211 ± 14.85

5 Eucalyptus essential oil 5% w/w 34.75 ± 2.99

6 Eucalyptus essential oil 10% w/w 47.5 ± 15.86

7 Eucalyptus essential oil 15% w/w 59 ± 11.89

8 Water + tween 80 + span 20 + PGb Control < 30

9 Microemulsion of eucalyptus oil 5% w/w 82 ± 15.87

10 Microemulsion of eucalyptus oil 10% w/w 135 ± 26.46

11 Microemulsion of eucalyptus oil 15% w/w 170 ± 27

aControl for DEET and eucalyptus Oil.
bControl for microemulsion of eucalyptus Oil.

model. Culex pipiens is ornithophilic and the major car-
rier of West Nile fever virus in America (16). Ochlerotatus
caspius has a high anthropophilic index and is considered
an arbovirus vector in Europe, especially in Italy (17). Mi-
croemulsion of eucalyptus essential oils showed signifi-

cantly more time of protection in comparison with the es-
sential oil. Average time of protection against mosquitoes
significantly increased when eucalyptus essential oil con-
centration increased from 5% to 15% in both eucalyptus es-
sential oils diluted in ethanol and micro-emulsions of eu-
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Figure 2. Protection Time of Mosquito Repellents of DEET, Eucalyptus Oil and Euca-
lyptus oil Micro-Emulsion at Three Same Concentrations

calyptus essential oils. However, more repellent material
in the air caused greater exposure to chemical receptors
in the antennae of female mosquitoes and their hunger
for blood was reduced. For this reason, at higher doses of
essential oils, the expected duration of protection against
mosquitoes increase. A similar study on some plant es-
sential oils was performed with concentrations of up to
100%, which increased the average duration of protection
against mosquitoes (18). In the current study, three con-
centrations of eucalyptus oil 5%, 10% and 15% were used
and human skin allergy was a limiting factor in the use
of higher concentrations of eucalyptus oil. The maximum
concentration of eucalyptus oil with petroleum ether sol-
vent that should not cause skin allergy has been reported
at 20% w/w (19). Furthermore, due to the two following rea-
sons, lower doses of eucalyptus oil were used in this study,
a, ethanol facilitates skin absorption when eucalyptus es-
sential oils are diluted in ethanol; b, micro-emulsions of
eucalyptus oil with particle diameter of 10 to 100 nm in-
creases their penetration through the pores of the skin.
In all three concentrations of 5%, 10%, and 15% w/w, aver-
age duration of protection against mosquitoes when using
micro-emulsions of eucalyptus oil was significantly more
than eucalyptus essential oils diluted in ethanol. A simi-
lar study by Sakulku with formulated citronella essential
oil showed an increase in the time of protection against
mosquitoes (20). Average duration of protection against
mosquitoes when using micro-emulsions of eucalyptus oil
was less than DEET diluted in ethanol at concentrations of
5%, 10%, and 15% w/w yet the difference was not significant.
Although this solution form of DEET was not a good stan-
dard for the comparison, yet the peak of protection time of

DEET (6 to 7 hours) against mosquitoes was at a concentra-
tions of 20% to 30% w/w. Pleasant smell and odor of euca-
lyptus oil micro-emulsions at concentrations of 5, 10, and
15% w/w was acceptable for volunteers. Irritation and red-
ness of volunteer skin did not occur by micro-emulsions
of eucalyptus oil at concentrations of 5, 10, and 15% w/w.
Micro-emulsions of eucalyptus oil at concentrations of 5%,
10%, and 15% w/w caused sticky and greasy skin. However,
formulated eucalyptus oil micro-emulsions at the weight
ratios of 2:1 of surfactant and co-surfactant was more tol-
erable than the 1:1 ratio of surfactant to co-surfactant for
volunteers. In conclusion, thermodynamic and kinetic sta-
bility of eucalyptus oil micro-emulsions led to good time
of protection against Culicinae and the micro-emulsion for-
mulation resulted in a reduction in volatility of eucalyptus
essential oil, delay in release of essential oil from formula-
tion and reduction of evaporation. Furthermore, repellent
materials remain for a longer duration in the air and sub-
sequently the antennae of female mosquitoes are exposed
to this material for a longer period and ultimately the du-
ration of protection against mosquito bites is increased.

Acknowledgments

This paper was part of Ali Navayan’s Pharm. D. The-
sis and financial support was provided by the student re-
search committee of Ahvaz Jundishapur University of Med-
ical Sciences, Ahvaz, Iran (Grant No GP-93052). All rights of
thesis reserved for research and technology development
department of Medical Sciences, Ahvaz, Iran.

Footnote

Conflict of Interests: The authors declare that they had no
conflicts of interest.

References

1. Sritabutra D, Soonwera M. Repellent activity of herbal essential oils
against Aedes aegypti (Linn.) and Culex quinquefasciatus (Say.). Asian
Pac J Trop Dis. 2013;3(4):271–6. doi: 10.1016/s2222-1808(13)60069-9.

2. Demirci B, Tsikolia M, Bernier UR, Agramonte NM, Alqasoumi SI, Al-
Yahya MA, et al. Phoenix dactylifera L. spathe essential oil: chemical
composition and repellent activity against the yellow fever mosquito.
Acta Trop. 2013;128(3):557–60. doi: 10.1016/j.actatropica.2013.08.003.
[PubMed: 23948523].

3. Qiu H, McCall JW, Won Jun H. Formulation of topical insect repel-
lent N, N diethyl m toluamide (DEET), vehicle effects on DEET in vitro
skin permeation. Int J Pharm. 1998;163(1-2):167–76. doi: 10.1016/s0378-
5173(97)00379-7.

4. Osimitz TG, Murphy JV, Fell LA, Page B. Adverse events associ-
ated with the use of insect repellents containing N,N-diethyl-
m-toluamide (DEET). Regul Toxicol Pharmacol. 2010;56(1):93–9. doi:
10.1016/j.yrtph.2009.09.004. [PubMed: 19751786].

Jundishapur J Nat Pharm Prod. 2017; 12(4):e55626. 5

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s2222-1808(13)60069-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2013.08.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23948523
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0378-5173(97)00379-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0378-5173(97)00379-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.yrtph.2009.09.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19751786
http://jjnpp.com


Navayan A et al.

5. Nerio LS, Olivero-Verbel J, Stashenko E. Repellent activity of es-
sential oils: a review. Bioresour Technol. 2010;101(1):372–8. doi:
10.1016/j.biortech.2009.07.048. [PubMed: 19729299].

6. Pavela R. Larvicidal property of essential oils against Culex quinque-
fasciatus Say (Diptera, Culicidae). Ind Crops Prod. 2009;30(2):311–5. doi:
10.1016/j.indcrop.2009.06.005.

7. Klocke JA, Darlington MV, Balandrin MF. 1,8-Cineole (Eucalyptol),
a mosquito feeding and ovipositional repellent from volatile oil
ofHemizonia fitchii (Asteraceae). J Chem Ecol. 1987;13(12):2131–41. doi:
10.1007/BF01012562. [PubMed: 24301652].

8. Moretti MD, Sanna Passino G, Demontis S, Bazzoni E. Essential oil for-
mulations useful as a new tool for insect pest control. AAPS Pharm-
SciTech. 2002;3(2):13. doi: 10.1208/pt030213. [PubMed: 12916950].

9. Lai F, Wissing SA, Muller RH, Fadda AM. Artemisia arborescens L es-
sential oil loaded solid lipid nanoparticles for potential agricultural
application, preparation and characterization. AAPS PharmSciTech.
2006;7(1):10–8. doi: 10.1208/pt070102.

10. Rao Y, Deepthi K, Chowdary KP. Microemulsions, a novel drug
carrier system. Int J Drug Deliv Technol. 2009;1(2):39–41. doi:
10.25258/ijddt.v1i2.8838.

11. Mehta S, Kaur K, Kaur G, Bhasin K. Microemulsion, properties and appli-
cations. Boca Raton, Florida: CRC; 2009. Percolating phenomenon in
microemulsions, effect of external entity; p. 59–76.

12. Tiwari N, Bajaj A. Formulation development of eucalyptus oil mi-
croemulsion for intranasal delivery. Indian J Pharm Sci. 2007;69(5):731.

13. Montefuscoli AR, Werdin Gonzalez JO, Palma SD, Ferrero AA, Fer-

nandez Band B. Design and development of aqueous nanoformu-
lations for mosquito control. Parasitol Res. 2014;113(2):793–800. doi:
10.1007/s00436-013-3710-y. [PubMed: 24292544].

14. Fradin MS, Day JF. Comparative efficacy of insect repellents against
mosquito bites. N Engl J Med. 2002;347(1):13–8. doi: 10.1056/NEJ-
Moa011699. [PubMed: 12097535].

15. Logan JG, Stanczyk NM, Hassanali A, Kemei J, Santana AE, Ribeiro
KA, et al. Arm-in-cage testing of natural human-derived mosquito
repellents. Malar J. 2010;9:239. doi: 10.1186/1475-2875-9-239. [PubMed:
20727149].

16. Molaei G, Andreadis TG, Armstrong PM, Anderson JF, Vossbrinck CR.
Host feeding patterns of Culex mosquitoes and West Nile virus trans-
mission, northeastern United States. Emerg Infect Dis. 2006;12(3):468–
74. doi: 10.3201/eid1205.051004. [PubMed: 16704786].

17. Bisanzio D, Giacobini M, Bertolotti L, Mosca A, Balbo L, Kitron U, et
al. Spatio-temporal patterns of distribution of West Nile virus vec-
tors in eastern Piedmont Region, Italy. Parasit Vectors. 2011;4:230. doi:
10.1186/1756-3305-4-230. [PubMed: 22152822].

18. Barnard DR. Repellency of essential oils to mosquitoes (Diptera: Culi-
cidae). J Med Entomol. 1999;36(5):625–9. [PubMed: 10534958].

19. Tisserand R, Young R. Essential oil safety, a guide for health care profes-
sionals. Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: Elsevier Health Sciences; 2013.

20. Sakulku U, Nuchuchua O, Uawongyart N, Puttipipatkhachorn S, Soot-
titantawat A, Ruktanonchai U. Characterization and mosquito repel-
lent activity of citronella oil nanoemulsion. Int J Pharm. 2009;372(1-
2):105–11. doi: 10.1016/j.ijpharm.2008.12.029. [PubMed: 19162149].

6 Jundishapur J Nat Pharm Prod. 2017; 12(4):e55626.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2009.07.048
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19729299
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2009.06.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01012562
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24301652
http://dx.doi.org/10.1208/pt030213
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12916950
http://dx.doi.org/10.1208/pt070102
http://dx.doi.org/10.25258/ijddt.v1i2.8838
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00436-013-3710-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24292544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa011699
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa011699
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12097535
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1475-2875-9-239
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20727149
http://dx.doi.org/10.3201/eid1205.051004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16704786
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1756-3305-4-230
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22152822
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10534958
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2008.12.029
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19162149
http://jjnpp.com

	Abstract
	1. Background
	2. Methods
	2.1. Materials
	2.2. Plant Material and Essential Oil Preparation
	2.3. Nano-Sized Micro-Emulsion Preparation
	2.4. Construction of Phase Diagram
	2.5. Determination of Particle Size
	2.6. Determination of Viscosity
	2.7. Measurement of pH
	2.8. Physical Stability of Nano-Emulsions
	2.9. Mosquito
	2.10. Repellent Activity
	2.11. Statistical Analysis

	3. Results
	3.1. Specification of Micro-Emulsions
	3.1.1. Phase Studies
	Figure 1

	3.1.2. Physicochemical Properties of the Formulated Micro-Emulsions
	Table 1


	3.2. The Abundance of Mosquito Species
	3.3. Protection Time Against the Mosquito
	Table 2
	Figure 2


	4. Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	Footnote
	Conflict of Interests

	References

