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Abstract: The purpose of this study is to study the effect of boric acid (BA) on the avoidance behavior of Armadil-
lidium vulgare (Latreille, 1804 ) and evaluate the effectiveness of boric acid in the behavior test. Using the soil where the
animal lives as substrate, the dual-control tests was conducted to investigate avoidance behavior of the animal by setting
boric acid of different concentrations of 250, 500, 750, 1 000, 1 250, 1 500 mg/kg. The result showed that avoidance
rate of the animal increased continuously with the increase of boric acid concentration in soil. The animal displayed avoid-
ance behavior when the concentration of boric acid was 1 500 mg/kg. It can be concluded that boric acid could be used as
a reference substance for avoidance behavior test of the animal, and Armadillidium vulgare could be used as an alterna-
tive indicator species of soil environment.
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