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Abstract Six essential oils (EOs) from Cinnamomum cassia, Citrus sinensis, Mentha piperita, 

Syzygium aromaticum, Zingiber cussumunar, and Zingiber officinale at 10% in soybean oil 

were evaluated for their repellent activities against Periplaneta americana L. and Blattella 

germanica L. adults and compared to that of naphthalene (1 g of sublimating ground powder), a 

common insect repellent. All six EOs exhibited a significantly higher effective repellency 

against B. germanica than against P. americana. Among all EOs tested, C. cassia EO exhibited 

the highest repellent activity against adult B. germanica (90.0%) and adult P. americana 

(76.0%). Naphthalene, on the other hand, showed 88% repellency against B. germanica and 

98% against P. americana. It can repel P. americana better but repel B. germanica worse than 

C. cassia EO. C. cassia EO has a good potential to be developed into an effective, and safe 

insect repellent for controlling P. americana and B. germanica populations.  

 

Keywords: Cinnamomum cassia, Periplaneta americana L., Blattella germanica L., 

Repellency 

 

Introduction 
 

 In Thailand, American cockroach (Periplaneta americana L.) and 

German cockroach (Blattella germanica L.) are two common insect pests in 

residential buildings (Dingha et al., 2016; Ubulom et al., 2021). They are one 

of the major sources of potent allergens against sensitive populations, 

especially children. In addition, they carry pathogens of cholera, diarrhea, and 

dysentery (Etim et al., 2013; Chang et al., 2017; Lee et al., 2017). Cockroach 

allergens and pathogens found throughout a house, such as in the kitchen, are 

associated with the saliva, feces, secretions, and fragments of their body parts 

(Chang et al., 2017). These pathogens are some of the most serious global 

public health problems (Dingha et al., 2016). To control American and German 

cockroaches, several repellents and contact synthetic insecticides, such as 
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pyrethroids, carbamates, and organophosphates, have been used. However, 

these insecticides have many serious side effects to human health, cause 

environmental pollution, and are susceptible to insect resistance after an 

extended use (Chang et al., 2017; Lee et al., 2017). Therefore, safe and 

effective cockroach control agents have been continuously developed.  

Among natural plant products, plant essential oils (EOs) and their 

constituents are good candidates for controlling cockroaches (Chooluck et al., 

2019; Lee et al., 2017; Yeom et al., 2015). They are eco-friendly and potent 

insecticides and repellents. Moreover, insect pests are not likely to develop 

resistance against them as easily as against synthetic insecticides (Pavela and 

Benelli, 2016). Good repellency activities against P. americana and B. 

germanica of several EOs and constituents from Anethum graveolena, Citrus 

hystrix, Cymbopogon citratus, Cymbopogon winterianus, Eucalyptus globulus, 

Cyperus rotundus, Rosmarinus officinalis, and Trachyspermum ammi have 

been reported (Zibaee et al., 2016; Chang et al., 2017; Lee et al., 2017; 

Chooluck et al., 2019).  

All six EOs (Cinnamomum cassia, Citrus sinensis, Mentha piperita, 

Syzygium aromaticum, Zingiber cussumunar, and Zingiber officinale) in this 

study have been reported previously to exhibit insecticidal activity against 

cockroaches and other insect pests. Namely, C. cassia exhibited an adulticidal 

activity against Aedes aegypti and Ae. albopictus (Aungtikun and Soonwera, 

2021). C. sinensis EO exhibited a strong oviposition deterrent activity against 

Musca domestica (Sinthusiri and Soonwera, 2014). M. piperita and Z. officinale 

EOs showed a strong insecticidal activity against B. germanica (Sittichok et al., 

2013b). S. aromaticum EO showed a repellency activity against P. americana 

adults (Sittichok et al., 2013a). Z. cussumunar EO exhibited a strong 

insecticidal activity against M. domestica (Sinthusiri and Soonwera, 2014). In 

addition, these EOs have been used as medicine for humans, with the following 

activities: antioxidant, anti-bacterial, and anti-flammatory (Sinthusiri and 

Soonwera, 2014; Pavela and Benelli, 2016; Aungtikun and Soonwera, 2021).  

 The objective of this study was to determine the repellent activities of 

six EOs from C. cassia, C. sinensis, M. piperita, S. aromaticum, Z. 

cussumunar, and Z. officinale against P. americana and B. germanica adults 

under laboratory conditions. 
 

Materials and methods 
 

Plant materials  
 

Dried barks of C. cassia and dried fruits of S. aromaticum purchased 

from Nguan Soon pharmacy, 156-158 Soi Charoen krung 16, Samphantawong, 
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Bangkok 10100, Thailand. Fresh fruits of C. sinensis and fresh leaves of M. 

piperita were collected from an organic farm in Nakhon Ratchasima province, 

Thailand. Fresh rhizomes of Z. cussumunar and Z. officinale were collected 

from an organic farm in Chumphon province, Thailand. All parts of plant 

species were collected during September 2019 to June 2020. They were 

positively identified by a plant scientist at the Faculty of Agricultural 

Technology, King Mongkut’s Institute of Technology Ladkrabang (KMITL). 

Parts of these plants were cleaned and cut into small pieces. Then, they were 

extracted by a water distillation method for 5-8 h. At the end of that time, the 

EOs were collected and stored at 4ºC. Each EO was diluted to a 10% solution 

in soybean oil and kept under general laboratory conditions (25.5±3.0ºC and 

76.5±3.5%RH) for later uses.  

 

Chemicals  

 

 The positive and negative controls in this study were 99.60% (w/w) 

naphthalene, a common insecticide, and soybean oil. Naphthalene was 

manufactured by Power Melan Co., Ltd., Soi Chokchai 4, 72, Lat phrao, 

Bangkok 10230, Thailand, while soybean oil was manufactured by Thai 

Vegetable Oil Public Co., Ltd., 149 Ratchadapisek Rd (Thapra-Taksin), 

Thonburi, Bangkok 10600, Thailand. 

  

Adult cockroach rearing 

 

  Nymphs and adults of P. americana and B. germanica were obtained 

from The National Institute of Health, Department of Medical Sciences, 

Ministry of Public Health, Thailand. The cockroaches were reared in a 

laboratory under the environmental conditions of 31.5±2°C and 64.5±4% RH, 

with a photoperiod cycle of 12-h light:12-h-dark, at the Department of Plant 

Production Technology, Faculty of Agricultural Technology, KMITL. Nymphs 

and adults of P. americana and B. germanica were fed with 50 g of dog pellets 

and 50 g of powdered milk in glass jars (22.5 cm diameter × 35 cm) for food as 

well as 10% glucose solution soaked in cotton sheets for drink. Eight-month-

old P. americana and two-month-old B. germanica adults, were used in a 

subsequent repellent bioassay.  

 

Repellency test 

 

An 18.5x26x10.5 cm, open-top, plastic box was used as a cockroach 

cage for the repellent test called filter-paper choice assay (Chang et al., 2017; 
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Sittichok et al., 2013a). All four walls of the box were pasted with a layer of 

greasy Vaseline to prevent cockroach escaping. A piece of filter paper 

(Whatman
®
 No.1, 18.5x26 cm) that filled the whole area of the base of the box 

was placed at the bottom of the box. It was divided into 2 equal areas, a 

treatment area and a control area. The treatment area was dropped onto with 

two ml of the treatment EO, while the control area was dropped onto with two 

ml of distilled water. For the positive control treatment, since naphthalene was 

a solid substance at room temperature and exerted its action through its 

sublimated vapor at room temperature, it was ground into powder, and one 

gram of the powder was placed on the treatment area on the filter paper. Food 

and drink for the cockroaches, available for all time in the cage, were placed in 

containers. Each of two identical sets of food and drink containers was placed 

in the treatment area and the control area to ensure that none of the cockroaches 

would die from starvation. For each treatment, five adults of P. americana or B. 

germanica of both sexes were released at the middle of the filter paper in the 

box. Repellency was observed and recorded as the number of cockroaches that 

situated away from the treatment area, or in other words, the number of 

cockroaches situated on the control area of the filter paper, while attractancy 

was observed and recorded as the number of cockroaches that situated on the 

treatment area, compared to the number of cockroaches that situated on the 

control area. After 24 hours, the outcomes of the repellency test were observed 

and recorded. Each experiment was repeated ten times. The outcomes were 

converted into repellency indices (RI) by formula (1) (Thavara et al., 2007; 

Sittichok et al., 2013a) below, 

 

RI = (NS–NC)/(NS+NC),             (1) 

 

where NS was the total number of insects situated in the treatment area on the 

filter paper at the time of observation, and NC was the total number of insects 

situated in the control area. In general, RI ranges from -1 to +1. A positive RI 

indicates that the treatment (or control) was an attractant, and conversely, a 

negative RI indicates that the treatment (or control) was a repellent, while a 

zero value indicates a neutral response. 

 The percentage repellency (PR%) (i.e., percentage of insects situated in 

the control area on the filter paper) for each essential oil was calculated by the 

following formula (2),  

 

PR = [1- (NS)/(NS+NC)] x 100%,         (2) 
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where NS was the total number of insects situated in the treatment area on the 

filter paper at the time of observation, and NC was the total number of insects 

situated in the control area. 

  The percentage attractant (PA%) (i.e., percentage of insects situated in 

the treatment area on the filter paper) for each essential oil was calculated by 

following formula (3), 

 

PA = 100% - PR.           (3) 

 

Statistical analysis 

 

A paired t-test (in SPSS software for Windows, version 16.0) was used 

to analyze the significant difference at p<0.05 in the mean numbers of 

cockroaches in the treatment and control areas. 

 

Results  

 

 All six plant EOs exhibited a significantly higher percentage of 

effective repellency (PR) against B. germanica than against P. americana 

adults (Figure 1). The repellency activity of six plant EOs at 10% in soybean oil 

and 1 g of sublimating ground powder of naphthalene against P. americana 

adults are presented in Table 1. C. cassia EO showed the highest percentage of 

effective repellency (PR) against P. americana at 76.0%, with repellency index 

(RI) of -0.52. On the other hand, EOs from C. sinensis and Z. cussumunar 

showed a lowest PR against P. americana at 52.0%, with an RI of -0.04. 

Moreover, all EOs showed a lower PR% against P. americana than that of 

naphthalene, a positive control (PR = 98.0% and RI = -0.96). 

The repellency activity of six plant EOs at 10% in soybean oil and 1 g 

of sublimating ground powder of naphthalene against B. germanica adults are 

presented in Table 2. C. cassia EO and Z. officinale EO showed excellent 

repellency against B. germanica adults at the highest PR of 90.0% and an RI of 

-0.80. On top of that, they also showed a higher percentage repellency than that 

of a common synthetic repellent naphthalene against B. germanica adults (PR = 

88.0% and RI = -0.76). At the other end of the spectrum, S. aromaticum EO 

showed the lowest PR against B. germanica adults at 78.0%, with an RI of -

0.56. 

To conclude, ranked according to their PR values against P. americana 

and B. germanica adults, the six plant EOs can be ranked as follows: C. cassia 

EO> Z. officinale EO> M. piperita EO> C. sinensis EO> Z. cussumunar EO> S. 

aromaticum EO. 
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Table 1. Repellency activity against P. americana adults of six plant EOs at 

10% in soybean oil and naphthalene 
Treatment Number of cockroaches ±SD PR% PA% RI 

1 

Treatment Control 

C. cassia EO 1.2±0.7
* 

3.8±2.0 76.0 24.0 -0.52 

C. sinensis EO 2.4±0.5
*
 2.6±0.5 52.0 48.0 -0.04 

M. piperita EO 2.2±0.4
*
 2.8±0.4 56.0 44.0 -0.12 

S. aromaticum EO 1.7±1.8 3.3±1.3 60.0 40.0 -0.21 

Z. cussumunar EO 2.4±0.5
*
 2.6±0.5 52.0 48.0 -0.04 

Z. officinale EO 2.2±0.4
*
 2.8±0.4 56.0 44.0 -0.12 

Naphthalene (1 g of sublimating 

ground powder; positive control) 

0.5±0.3
*
 4.5±1.1 98.0 2.0 -0.96 

Soybean oil (negative control) 4.8±0.5
*
 0.2±0.5 4.0 96.0 0.92 

*
 Significant difference between the treatment and the control by paired t-test (P< 0.05). 

1 
RI ranges from -1 to +1. A positive RI indicates that the treatment (or control) was an 

attractant, and conversely, a negative RI indicates that the treatment (or control) was a 

repellent, while a zero value indicates a neutral response. 

PR% = Percentage repellency; PA% = Percentage attractancy. 

 

Table 2. Repellency activity against B. germanica adults of six plant EOs at 

10% in soybean oil and naphthalene 
Treatment Number of cockroaches ±SD PR% PA% RI 

1 

Treatment Control 

C. cassia EO 0.5±1.3
* 

4.5±1.3 90.0 10.0 -0.80 

C. sinensis EO 0.9±1.4
*
 4.1±1.4 82.0 18.0 -0.64 

M. piperita EO 1.0±1.9
* 

4.0±1.9 80.0 20.0 -0.60 

S. aromaticum EO 1.1±1.9
* 

3.9±1.9 78.0 22.0 -0.56 

Z. cussumunar EO 1.0±1.9
* 

4.0±1.9 80.0 20.0 -0.60 

Z. officinale EO 0.5±1.3
* 

4.5±1.3 90.0 10.0 -0.80 

Naphthalene (1 g of sublimating 

ground powder; positive control) 

0.6±0.7
*
 4.4±0.7 88.0 12.0 -0.76 

Soybean oil (negative control) 4.8±0.5
*
 0.2±0.5 4.0 96.0 0.92 

*
 Significant difference between the treatment and the control by paired t-test (P< 0.05). 

1 
RI ranges from -1 to +1. A positive RI indicates that the treatment (or control) was an 

attractant, and conversely, a negative RI indicates that the treatment (or control) was a 

repellent, while a zero value indicates a neutral response. 

PR% = Percentage repellency; PA% = Percentage attractancy. 
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Figure 1. Percentage repellency activity of six plant EOs against P. americana 

and B. germanica 

 

Discussion 

 

C. cassia EO exhibited a better-than-positive-control repellency activity 

against P. americana and B. germanica adult, as compared to the other EOs. 

Findings from Chang et al. (2006) support our findings. They reported a good 

repellency activity of C. cassia EO against adults of Ae. aegypti. Five percent 

of C. cassia EO in ethyl alcohol showed a high adulticidal activity against Ae. 

aegypti and Ae. albopictus, with a KT50 of 8.6-9.6 min (Aungtikun and 

Soonwera, 2021). Our results are also supported by a study by Khan (2021), 

which reported that C. cassia EO exhibited a strong insecticidal activity against 

one-day-old pupae of M. domestica, with an LC50 of 298 ppm. Chang et al. 

(2006) and Aungtikun and Soonwera (2021) reported that their GC-MS 

analysis of C. cassia EO indicated that cinnamaldehyde was its major 

constituent. They also reported its strong adulticidal and repellency activities 

against Ae. aegypti. Against insect pests, the mode of action of C. cassia EO 

was permeability inhibition of cell membrane and disruption of intracellular 

enzymes (Aungtikun and Soonwera, 2021; Benelli et al., 2018).  For 

Cinnamaldehyde, the mode of action against insect pests was respiratory 

system inhibition caused by inhibition of enzymes involved in cytokinesis. It 

also reduced cell membrane’s ATPase activity (Aungtikun and Soonwera, 

2021). Furthermore, it causes loss of membrane integrity and membrane 

depolarization (Benelli et al., 2018). Historically, C. cassia EO has been widely 

used as an insecticidal, antifungal, and anti-bacterial agent, as a treatment for 

stomach disorders and for controlling glucose in the blood (Jyoti et al., 2019). 
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In this study, naphthalene was able to repel P. americana better but 

repel B. germanica worse than C. cassia EO. Regarding its toxicity and side 

effects, it has been reported to have an acute oral LD50 of 2649 mg/kg against 

male and female rats and an inhalation LC50 of > 0.4 mg/L (77 ppm) against 

albino rats (USA EPA, 2008). Long time exposure to naphthalene by 

inhalation, ingestion, or dermal contact may result in hemolytic anemia, liver 

toxicity, and neurological damage in infants (Thavara et al., 2007; Zibaee et al., 

2016). Furthermore, naphthalene is highly toxic to soil organisms as well as 

other terrestrial and aquatic animals (USA EPA, 2008). In contrast, EOs are 

quickly degraded in the environment and relatively harmless to non-target 

organisms. They are also non-persistence and non-mobile in soil (Benelli and 

Duggan, 2018). 

 As demonstrated by the findings in this study, the potential of C. cassia 

EO as a commercial green repellent and adulticide against P. americana and B. 

germanica is great. A further study on its long-term toxicity and a development 

into a spray-formulation repellent are strongly recommended.   

 

Acknowledgments 

 
This work was supported by the Faculty of Agricultural Technology, King Mongkut’s 

Institute of Technology Ladkrabang (KMITL), Bangkok 10520, Thailand. We thank The 

Department of Medical Sciences, National Institute of Health, Thailand’s Ministry of Public 

Health, for providing the nymphs and adults of P. americana and B. germanica. Finally, we are 

grateful to Mr. Pratana Kangsadal, a KMITL Proofreader, for reviewing the manuscript. 

 

References  

 
Aungtikun, J. and Soonwera, M. (2021). Improved adulticidal activity against Aedes aegypti 

(L.) and Aedes albopictus (Skuse) from synergy between Cinnamomum spp. essential 

oils. Scientific Reports, 11:4685. 

Benelli, G. and Duggan, M.F. (2018). Management of arthropod vector data-social and 

ecological dynamics facing the one health perspective. Acta Tropica, 182:80-91. 

Benelli, G., Pavela, R., Giordani, C., Casettari, L., Curzi, G., Cappellacci, L., Petrelli, R. and 

Maggi, F. (2018). Acute and sub-lethal toxicity of eight essential oils of commercial 

interest against the filariasis mosquito Culex quinquefasciatus and the housefly Musca 

domestica. Industrial Crops & Products, 112:668-680. 

Chang, K. S., Tak, J. H., Kim, S. I., Lee, W. J. and Ahn, Y. J. (2006). Repellency of 

Cinnamomum cassia bark compounds and cream containing cassia oil to Aedes aegypti 

(Diptera: Culicidae) under laboratory and indoor conditions. Journal of Applied 

Pharmaceutical Science, 62:1032-1038. 



International Journal of Agricultural Technology 2021Vol. 17(5):1995-2004 

 

2003 

 

 

 

Chang, K. S., Jeon, J. H., Kim, G. H., Jang, C. W., Jeong, S. J., Ju, Y. R. and Ahn, Y. J. (2017). 

Repellency of zerumbone identified in Cyperus rotundus rhizome and other constituents 

to Blattella germanica. Scientific Reports, 7:16643. 

Chooluck, K., Teeranachaideekul, V., Jintapattanakit, A., Lomarat, P. and Phechkrajang, C. 

(2019). Repellency effects of essential oils of Cymbopogon winterianus, Eucalyptus 

globulus, Citrus hystrix and their major constituents against adult german cockroach 

(Blattella germanica Linnaeus (Blattaria: Blattellidae). Jordan Journal of Biological 

Sciences, 12:519-523. 

Dingha, B. N., Neal, J. O., Appel, A. G. and Jackai, L. E. N. (2016). Integrated pest 

management of the german cockroach (Blattodea: Blattellidae) in manufactured homes 

in rural north Carolina. Florida Entomologist, 99:587-592. 

Etim, S. E., Okon, O. E., Akpan, P. A., Ukpong, G. I. and Oku, E. E. (2013). Prevalence of 

cockroaches (Periplanata americana) in households in Calabar: public health 

implications. Journal of Public Health and Epidemiology, 5:149-152. 

Jyoti. Singh, N. K., Singh, H., Mehta, N. and Rath, S. S. (2019). In vitro assessment of 

synergistic combinations of essential oils against Rhipicephalus (Boophilus) microplus 

(Acari: Ixodidae). Experimental Parasitology, 201:42-48. 

Khan, H. A. A. (2021). Toxicity, repellent and oviposition deterrent effects of select essential 

oils against the house fly Musca domestica. Journal of Asia-Pacific Entomology, 24:15-

20. 

Lee, H. R., Kim, G. H., Choi, W. S. and Park, I. K. (2017). Repellent activity of Apiaceae plant 

essential oils and their constituents against adult german cockroaches. Journal of 

Economic Entomology, 110:552-557. 

Pavela, R. and Benelli, G. (2016). Essential oils as ecofriendly biopesticides? challenges and 

constraints. Trends in Plant Science, 21:1000-1007. 

Sinthusiri, J. and Soonwera, M. (2014). Oviposition deterrent and ovicidal activities of seven 

herbal essential oils against female adults of housefly, Musca domestica L. Parasitology 

Research, 113:3015-3022. 

Sittichok, S., Phaysa, W. and Soonwera, M. (2013a). Repellency activity of essential oil on 

Thai local plants against american cockroach (Periplaneta americana L.; Blattidae: 

Blattodea). International Journal of Agricultural Technology, 9:1613-1620. 

Sittichok, S., Soonwera, M. and Dandong, P. (2013b). Toxicity activity of herbal essential oils 

against german cockroaches (Blattella germanica L.: Blattellidae). International Journal 

of Agricultural Technology, 9:1607-1612. 

Thavara, U., Tawatsin, A., Bhakdeenuan, P., Wongsinkongman, P., Boonruad, T., Bansiddhi, 

J., Chavalittumrong, P., Komalamisra, N., Siriyasatien, P. and Mulla, M. S. (2007). 

Repellent activity of essential oils against cockroaches (Dictyoptera: Blattidae, 

Blattellidae, and Blaberidae) in Thailand. The Southeast Asian journal of Tropical 

Medicine and Public Health, 38:663-673. 

Ubulom, P. M. E., Yaro, C. A. and Udoh, U. A. P. (2021). Repellency and insecticidal 

properties of seed oil of Jatropha curcas L. against american cockroach, Periplaneta 

americana L. The Journal of Basic and Applied Zoology, 82:8. 



2004 

 

 

 

USA EPA, The Unite States Environmental Protection Agency (2008). Reregistration eligibility 

decision for Naphthalene. ID EPA 738-R-07-010. Retrieved from https://nepis.epa.gov. 

Yeom, H. J., Jung, C. S., Kang, J., Kim, J., Lee, J. H., Kim, D. S., Kim, H. S., Park, P. S., 

Kang, K. S. and Park, I. K. (2015). Insecticidal and acetylcholine esterase inhibition 

activity of Asteraceae plant essential oils and their constituents against adults of the 

german cockroach (Blattella germanica). Journal of Agricultural and Food Chemistry, 

63:2241-2248. 

Zibaee, I., Khorram, P. B. and Hamoni, M. (2016). Evaluation of repellent activity of two 

essential oils and their mixed formulation against cockroaches (Dictyoptera: Blattidae, 

Blattellidae) in Iran. Journal of Entomology and Zoology Studies, 4:106-113. 

 

 

 

(Received: 28 June 2021, accepted: 30 August 2021) 

 

https://nepis.epa.gov/

