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Fleld Tests on Repellent Effects against Korean Goat Ticks of Aqueous Extracts of Jingyu

and Fructus Ponclirl,

Jang-Nag lLee

Department of Vcte)‘z‘pary Medicine, College of Agriculture,

It was pn.vious]y reporled “"-" thial aqueous exlracts of Radix Jingyu and Fructus pouciri,

and also of Lycaconitine, an Alkalold of Radix Jingyu.

Seoul National Unirersity

;
and also Lyca

conitine, an alkaloui of Radix ]mgyu, exhibit excellent effccts as cattle tick repellent.
The repost deals with the field tests carried out with these three drugs for their repellent  effocts (.g..ln

Korean goat ticks,

Boophilus microplus.

nearly 99 pel cent of which are composed of Haemaphysalis  bispinosum and the

reat of

The study revealed that‘Korca‘n'goat ticks are as susceptible to all three drugs tested as korean cattle ticks.
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