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Resumo            

; A redução do contato humano-vector é de importância epidemiológica no controle da malária. Repelentes podem ser usados para 

adicionais para mosquitos é de grande importância como ferramentas de proteção pessoal contra vetores da malária. Este estudo avaliou a 

 Os experimentos foram 

de meias usadas e meias não usadas; ii) comparação de 10 horas de meias desgastadas tratadas com MR08 contra meia usada sozinha, e iii) de comparação 

de 10 horas meias desgastadas tratados com LG contra meia usado sozinho. Armadilhas luminosas tipo CDC miniatura foram usadas para recuperação de 

mosquitos liberados usando ambos os repelentes e atrativos. Após os ensaios iniciais, a concentração de 500 ppm foi selecionada para todas 

as repelentes. Entre 1800 mosquitos liberados na sala experimental, 1.230 foram recuperados por armadilhas luminosas CDC. Entre os dados recolhidos 

pelas armadilhas luminosas, 1.185 foram recolhidos por armadilhas com meia usada sozinha. A meia desgastada tratada com MR08 ou Lemon grass repeliu 

Os resultados deste estudo demonstram que o MR08 e o capim-limão 

selvagens de Na gambiae com menor Moshi utilizando o método de liberação lenta.

            

Reduction of human-vector contact is of epidemiological importance in malaria control. Repellents can be used to complement the existing 

personal protection tools against malaria vectors. 

and Lemon grass (LG) against Anopheles gambiae. Experiments were performed in a room which was 7.8 meters by 3.9 meters in dimension. 

Three experimental set ups were performed, i) comparison of 10 hours worn sock and unworn sock;  ii) comparison of  10 hours worn sock treated with 

MR08 against worn sock alone, and iii) comparison of  10 hours worn sock treated with LG against worn sock alone. CDC miniature light traps were used to 

evaluate the recovery of released mosquitoes using both repellents and attractants. After initial trials, a concentration of 500 ppm was selected for 

all repellents. Among 1800 mosquitoes released into the experimental room, 1230 were recovered by CDC light traps while the remaining 570 were found 

within the experimental room. Among those collected by light traps, 1185 were collected by traps with worn sock alone. A worn sock treated with either 

An.gambiae compared to worn sock alone. 

An.gambiae at lower Moshi using slow release method.

Anopheles gambiae s.s., Repellents, Odours, CDC-light trap, Worn sock, Unworn sock, Lemon grass, MR08 
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