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Abstract

Microsporum canis is one of the most common pathogenic fungi of superficial mycoses. As a zoo-
philic dermatophyte, the morbidity of M. canis is increasing with the prevalence of raising pets in
recent years. The fungal drug-resistance has gradually increased since the nonstandard use of an-
tifungal drugs. Nowadays, antifungal resistance mechanisms of M. canis generally include biofilm
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formation, modification of the drug target, decreased intracellular drug levels, stress responses
and so on. In response to this threat, drug combination, development of new drugs and other an-
tifungal treatments are proposed and discussed. Studying the drug resistance mechanism of M. ca-
nis and exploring more therapeutic strategies will provide a basis for the development of antifun-
gal drugs and clinical treatment in the future.
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1. 51§

R/ B (Microsporum canis) & — Mg s PE Je ke, A\ 282 e fil #8571y 3 i 78 1 B 2 B 1 30
VI R ARG, HAR 7 R 50% I N R GYw il o, ToRER SR S0 (6 3% 1 M 1] SIS oL R
WA LUK AE NBRIEAEHRE, BRI 18 ZAE DY IR BRIAME 3R R R BUwR PE[2]. 3, RT3
PRIAAFEFEEERIBEE . 2 M B3], EARFZRIAFM. RRIEGL, kg, Aok,
JEREA FRURE, 5 DUAR L CE 3252 K S 2 I 7 FH 8 A% M D R B 1 i 55 AR IR 1 9 (Caspase recruitment
domain-containing protein 9, CARD9)E P it i f) £ 2 v, T R B2 R P M HE DA ) FO AR 48 0 T R 4k [4] [5]
[6] [7]o R/ RAMFIEE N Z 040, ZE MM R WEBURE, KW EN 40%~100%A55(8].
PikiE, R BRI, 3. A6, RPN, A4p 002 75 B FE AT r 45 [ 5% Skt (1) L3
T2 —[9] [10] [11]. #5—WI5CT 2000~2019 4 H [ BN Sk (1) [ BV BH 7 o, RN T BT SSUe) ik
NSkt 7 LEIAF 21.4%, AR T4 (B8 14 (35.7%) [12]. JLEE RGeS ThEEMC T IAMA R BN . %1
A AT Bl TR B A LA 51D R JEREE R ) NSRRI 1995 AR, RRARA 2 i IE 2R [13].
FE[14]. T FRBE (15155 N IR AR 0 R AR A R R

ITAER, BEEATR YR NBRER 2, RN T B AR R B ETH[16]. R E ST 60 4 1R
JR AR RS N SR R SR A PE BB AR, AR R/ INEL T B AE SR B SR B0 i R S A [17]

H A H IR EE 0 RN T8 PSR RS S BB VR I T BR T AN Z RSN, A HIRPTE 2, anssiReme .
KPR PR R AR L AR 25 [18] [19] R/METF IR G SR, WmATHERZIRIT M EHE
H 25%~40%[1) B I0TT R [20], R JE KT RE T B E B ZAKME . WRESIE 2. 4k
VIR FH B2 AR AL AN 25 50 S . EPTEBIRIT 2GSRI, SCT 250t 52 14 4B 46 52 5T

PEARE , TR B R B PR G I T 2 LR s 19% [21]. EARAHEL T AL B S
(Trichophyton rubrum)-5j 25 8% 14 (Trichophyton mentagrophytes), R/Nf-- B it 24 (A e iE &b, =
5 RN T AE I R [22] I 25 UG [23] [24] [25] HoR 1 E BRE T IR R A, 5 R A] RE S T 256 9K
B PPl A HREE U R S R 2 P AR A, tIRIEEIESE TR/ B AT BEAE AR 250 R [26]. T 2411
TELE R KR A2 TT PR, IR B R BT SR P B 2 . SR SCERR I TLAE R/
o RO I R AP SR 2 AR A MBURME T RN B AT BRI 25 0L, IR /N TR i 24
PRIVR T TR AL SN S LR
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2. TS
2.1. ImpRIZ51%

5 AR 1 7E IR FH BRI PL L R 200 5 4 A AT HE B S IR B S R, 8 YO AR AE IR IR
i 24 [27] 0 B 5 2 T 2 2 AT Bk e o A0S T T A 2 I e A A, R e v
BT BB 2 PEAR CHROE D, ZHUER R FELL (B R [21] [28]. AUMEEEER[29], EARIEIR b ek
TP R ISR 2 ) BRRE LU S SR T IR T R R A, B LT8R R/ INEL T B 0 SR 2 W P it 24 B0 5 1)
Rl . 2018 FETE B UKRIE T — B AR A & b0 B8 S B RN T, TEIRIRIR YT I R A4 Ah 2k
RIS (MICAE > 32 pg/ml)¥RI 7 RFRF H 2855 it 21 [22]

2.2. MEEZHYEIMIURTLE

S0 LB X P B 29 P R A A MBUE M 2 A RT A LGS [R) 25 ot R e BB R A I e 7T, X I
PRAE BRI B DT A 2552 L H8 3 [30].  H RTET 0T RN 18 IR 4h 25 ORI 525 77 100 I8 FRifEAG[31],
BREMRS . BB E-test 155 2 M7 VE T30 UE 1% B AE R AN R 25 I BUBE, Xt T8
ANTR S5 = AR S 2 ORI B 2 M = — @ T bt . i TR, 2 AN AR TE RN 1 1)
PRANGBORI F,  SR0RE MR T B B 1 M PG [23] [24] [28] [30] [31] [32] i e R o 25 A ) e ARG 400 B 94 3
(Minimum inhibitory concentration, MIC) 7 FEl U 2K, £ — T & 208 kK /N 18 A S 258505
P JEE T R o S AT B 9 PSR T JBURE L (0.016~32 pg/ml) [33] K 5 85 2 A N J LR VA T Sk g8 (1) 1 ik
2z —, BIRAEMR ARG TRk 2 R I B PR A P [33] [34] [35], tHICAK B B 3 25 K /Ml
PRI RN, H & — TS SR 5 A7 BA Y 16 R R /N7 I BF 7T 75, MIC B 7E 0.03~256 pg/ml 2 [H][36].
HeAh, Rl REPELE B AN SR R /N B R g J1350MIK[24] [26] [37] R 250t K /N B PR B
JEME— T T W] BE A2 B T IX S G WA NG IR TR L V2, S B A G P AR ARG R 25 B R [18], S — T T
H A R B R UL R 2 S RIS 2, ARYE DL B TR IR, IR MR BT BB 29I AN RE O IR TT R/
PR G IR B AR IR PR [25] o AR ST B M FIVRE LG 2% 25 3R T HE A0 O sl R mae N K 38 5 3 A (M DL B B V5 P [ 25] [32],
TEVRIT R/NBLT B BT B0 0 L R RSB A L34 o I 28 — W b LB 2t e T, R — ARk
259, 40 p5 57 FE M (Luliconazole) i % 5 M (Lanoconazole) < 2 4 5% & (Efinaconazole) A1 & K BE M
(Ravuconazole)f R/t~ B A6 5 i (1 B0 B 1 B 15 7 [23] [33] [38] [39], MIC AV BE /)y, i By el 38 %2,
AT REXH N 25 K /Mt B S B R T

R ARSI BV T S I R TR YT R A LEAE SR [32], B TR IR 8E B (1 2 MR 03 5 TR
PR EUR 1, 5 AR RAGI MIC B AH L, BLAE R /N B 7E P IR R JER8% B 0 3 1 24 X0 2 A BR
X R EABPEAS 1A S 2 B Se eE E IR R 1 R

3. TZ5HLE
3.1 EWIRRBIF R

A PRI T R B A i 2 AL ) B L DR 3R . VR B R, R BB AR I TR B 2 T 8
ZIRIEYEAL . 1EIT R R ERNIG R R R I EE IR R [41]. CRILE Rl B B AR, b s R
T o RN B AR P R AE 4 48 H 1 SR 4 (Scanning electron microscopy, SEM) T H k45 1) 5 1) =
YETR L2 AR5, T &ANTT PIRAE, BB 22 (8] & 7 22 05 (10 48 i 7155 )5 (Extracellular matrix, ECM) 7% 7%
FHIE[40]. IXFPASRAMNE AR AL, BHIEPUE A RNEIE, SR AR A toh, YL
Wb T RS B R RS FIAHEAER, (E/MERIRIATER, M 250 E T [42]. 7EXF E & Tk
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BRI AE BT 24 (A F 78 R R I A PR 2 80 ERGL FKSL SR NRAE TR, BURZyMfE e s, S8
M 25[44]0 5 HAb R PSR & R AP LA, R/ BAEVIE I A D, (HX TR 2 AN UK [43]
— TR B T A MR TE AR BN, SURE AR R R AR AE RS, B A Y
Yo BEIAF 50 i1 MIC BN, AR AAQUIHE P 4 By Ge vt 5 L(P < 0.05) [43]o XM EVE T
HEMIB T RO AZ RO AR GEHT R R 25036 )T AU SRR 22— o R/MET BRI SRR R 25 4L 1 A 5%
WA FHANBE T

3.2. ZHMERN RAYRE

W 2T L 2459 5 B &5 1 14a-25 F 3L 4L (Sterol 14a-demethylase, CYPSL)HEYE, k=2 f &
WL TR A= 5 P, DT 502 10 0 A 4 PR R P35 1 5 B L B AE T2 [45] . ERG J [RITE S i (0 475 £ B 14025 FH Ik
TR P I 38 S I AE 6 BRI B R R S VE 460 v, Rz JOss il 1Y ki 265 R A8 % 5 ERG3.
ERG6. ERG11 H:[H[1) s ARG K[47]. EAEM 24 (1) 2k B & [49] R0 73 Bz et i [48] 7, MR v
Fl4xfd ERG £:FIFik L, # ERG J:F 1l RIAR KR LIRS AR 4R & . i
HAAE — i 8 0 i SR 2L P Wt e IR W o R /NP BV E AL I 7 rh, % ERG6 SERI I8 B R F i
[50], Xt —EFRRE FR ERG J Rl R /INET B 0 MR 25 2L 2 —

RRLEZEIFE )12 B TR S B o B 259, LA & 4 R S8 AL B (Squaleneepoxidase, SQLE) M 4E
MR EIEA[G1]. £ TR 17 PREFLU A SR 2 1) BB 5o, 3wk 2L T SQLE %
(1) 25 GRAR [29], 255 FLADARE S AT 5T, B JRJ8E B 6 4R LU 23 25 BT 24 PEAT L 5 SQLE & 1 4 /M7 £ (Leu393.
Phe397. Phe415 Fll His440) — (K4l X 584845 55[52]. SQLE 2K [ R LR B 7] RE 2> 51 % Mg (1 ) S 24
A%, I FEA DT R, F=AEMFZi[29]. BT RE H 15X K/ 18 B it 72 S IR PR AR/, H Rl
ZH A K SQLE R AR S EUM 258 CRIE, FERFHL A SFE S — 3. B H BT CA R R
5 EE R 25 I RN 25450 R AT PR T, AN 2L T R /N 7 B P 1 R IR AR K

3.3. HKAZMIK T HIBER

1T 259 75 B B A AR A RE R A RV, T 0 T 40 B3 5 25 A HE B 1 BRI 4T P 1 2
YK, WS BLE B AP RN AL 8, AT 5 80 24 M D B I [53] « X SeAMHEZR R IA A AR 1R YT RN
(1) = R R [54]

HAr S aMERE EEAERZ, SR 2FH ATP KIEIENGEERIER ATP 454 & (ATP-binding
cassette, ABC)#% izt [ A1 A s A7 Bk Bl 7 HE 1 3 220 [F) iz 2 1 HE KO (Major facilitator superfamily,
MFS) [55]. FH %} ABC iz s AWt i) 2 - TEAWIEERITEN T, ABC #izl A HilidRIA,
XATRE S SRNZ . gl R FEE B AR A3E B 1 I CHEse & 51 e SRRk &8 [56 A B h (i &/ [5 711
M. TR EY, AT ANERAE ABC #igEAmaiiE, HLhaFs pdrl. mdrl. mdr2, mdr4
L[RG5 [58], ik Hk DA (1 e i R AT 5 B R 1R e BB 2 BRURR S A DG, X SRR R 9T O 4y
SR TE BB ER A o T FE RN B R IR I FH LA A HE S 00 ) P P 24 (S5 TR VR SRR M e ) R a4
HWZjJE, 1E5 MICAERIR /MM BE R T PSSR W AR, BD MR 5 R 42 = e 2
T 247 PR R 7N PR B 0T e B B 2 P R BB P [26] o X AR R AMHE SR B BRI AT BB TE IR B R b I ik, M F 8
WK i 245 TR 5

5 L AR SR 245 K /Nt B R i 24 WL A ik — 2D i e 45 SR i 24 B Ak pdrl. mdrl. mdr2 I mdrd4 J&
R IE B BT, % i 251 540t ABC #1858 A Z R LR it R IA M55 [59]. 27 LATik, ShE
IR EU AR N 2P0 7K B AR R/ B AN VR 7 P 2180 2 075 TR I S0 L TR 24700 P 7 A i 24 1k 1 o 2
MUl JFH, MR BAG ST 250 -SRI 2 A 7= A8 2 S 24 1Y g
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3.4. MBI

FLFEIEZ S B IR AR, 2GR aRRT, Ber E— RANERIVERIRI, W R BRI M)
AR B R ARG AR SRAN BT 1 e S RIEA R A R IAEAERE 1. X, V2 3 (Ubiquitin,
Ub)1E R — e Bt 1 i B A AR P RS E I B 1, 78 SRR T I AR RE I B S 2P, 2 3
Fiksmgl, Z R L[60]. Kano 25 A[61]4 RT-PCR HiARKIIEBEMAEH T, R/UT7HEEZ KIEK
Mok %, RODSRMGINZ & - SEABHANETE, ST DUER/INET B SR R U RS . T
— 151 S50 R WAL i 247 F1 4% €4 B 08% B (Trichophyton violaceum) & B Ubl JE [R5t R IA[62], 2 B B ISt B Xt 4mt
FREME (i 25 AR T R iz RS RIE A K.

R JER 8 T A UIE B e % 43 W 22 o B 11 0 LA Ko PR B R 24 4 2 i I . HG R AR PR B 2 1 (Heat: Shock
Proteins, Hsp)90 7 & 2k 5 J& A1 it 25 11 J& 7 DO e S v] AR EMN 24 [63] - 76 B2 KRB, hsp70. hsp90 &4
o B A NEE R TR FEAEF, o hsp90 4t % B -5 40 €6 6 g 1 A7t i M AR 2 2534 O B v A %
[64], {HIXEEHE [ 5 R/ B 25 P A DM R G 2 B I IR o (R4RAS, ROBUR S TE 2 A7 1E
MG OL N AR TR,  FRAEILKE A I 8] FRHERS & H B R Z1 B 25 PEATL )

BEAN, BB 2P AN A R EE M 2 KA S e (R AR I S R, FF 7T e S 4l A . 2454
HMAERE G DR (3 BE ek, T 3R 24 PE[55] . o, R/NF 18 7l 1 1 48 A0 U (Catalase, Ca) Flig
IfiL Kl -¥-(Hemolytic factors, Hz) 7t iy B5U R U R A AR TE PR S I 22 S [25] 03X 5 40 €0 Tk B i 245 AL 1)
FEORWEFL—H[65] [66], i B M 25 AH DB A AT e/ R /N 18 Bt 25 WL R FEVE T . H RTXT R/
TR R 2 HE P8 R PRI EUR I b, S 12 5 i 2 5 i 24 P ST AN 7 Bl 32 IRy T (RO 7
RFKMF AT L2 Gy Tk

4, RIXRBE
4.1. G5 R ERNBEE M A

FI R 24 1 BB 7Rt SN ) H 35047, R TSR R AR A I, B B2 IR R SR
T RIAK . N T NI — g, BRI R AT R R AR A LN . KRG s STk
(Antimicrobial photodynamic therapy, aPDT)# I\ Ay R ik R R 4y . JCHZ B w0 — M RUaIT 5%
[67]. FLBE I J197 2 5P 250 FH AN AT A 250055 S AT R E 3k B B[R] R A i 25 B IR ¥ e
71[68] [69]. {HJ2 1% J5 i %L i AR v] R B FEAtE T (IBE T

A BUE T 25900 2 — PR A BT W PT E B G T KBS [70]. AMHEZE M55 (Efflux pump modulators,
EPMs) 547135 B 25 W) (I &8 F 7 RO 25 T ik b VAR K st,  HnTRERAE FAMLAZBET MDR1/p ¥
FEHA ABC s E AR FIA[71], FRE ABC 5518 R 2R [ H35 M PR AR it 241

4.2. FBHABRHMMGHANT L

N T ORRERT B M B B B, BT R R A R B U N R, e R RO M
BB E B2 i, Hr, M (Efinaconazole) Mt A il 2 (Tavaborole) 7E 3£ [F . Wi A1 22 HoAth [H 5
WA T e, HRIE R, (HIA R EMK[72]. A7 BEME(Luliconazole) & —Fh /b 254, SR
NFET R B B AR N AN BT E TS TE[73] . 2B = AR MRS 259 tn v b BE M (Posaconazole) . R 37
(Voriconazole) F1 3L ¥b M (Isavuconazole) 7 Bz JHk sk 12 44 41 25 038 1) MIC B 33K [33], HoR/MEF B
o HLAHUR M T S L AR S AR G SE [74], (B PR F 3R GE B SR R [ 75]

8-F2 JL kAT £ 4 (8-Hydroxyquinoline derivatives)fF v —28 A5 RIFTIE RIS L 255 Bl [76], #E
FEAt DA =PRI 0 LUB I ) 8-F2 L mk-1,2,3- = MefiT 2E 5 (8-Hydroxyquinoline 1,2,3-triazole)id id #5117
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L A 4T B T R /N R 5 22 Tl R J i R R R R A R R AR ELVZ IPL R TS E[7 7] [FIRE, BT A T
— JRIEMAT AR A RN B R I T s B B TR v Y AR [ 78] 2 M R BE B HE B B 44 1) K
J&, fRRETEIESIRE R il 2 IRIE T ME .

AESR, AEVRITVENFT R YT T BN T RN B UL TE A 1) 3 B B M i (VR 7 . SRR 45
(Pythium  oligandrum) 7 4 #h 2 G50 [80] AL J8 . HH 8 AR 3 [81] H X R /N 7 B R I H T 41 57 I b B vl
P oAb 2 AUAT R (Bacillus subtilis) R R A U =431 g Ik (Cyclic lipopeptides, CLPs) i] G it 5] i R /Ml
T A AR A B 22 AR ORI /R [79] . BR AL 1 1815 (Beauveria bassiana) ™ 4= 1) 4=
DR TR I M R S U0 A RN B A B P T F M i 2% B (1) 24 D U [82]) . IR AR YA YT RE B8 M B2 Ik
R 1) JR R E T B LB R i 4

4.3. REEM SR

H 1944 ELICK, FT ARSI R B2 0T 5T — BAEEAT[83], 4ATM HATie A v U T AKERE
RGPS T o B0 RN B IR 2 B F 9 22 DO R Al PR i 7y [84] )@ B T F[85] (Metallopro-
tease, MEP3) Ak 5 i 2% 25 (A 1#5[86] (Subtilisin, SUB3)ENAMNEMERR, SEARTT LLE SN 5RZ AR R
YR G NI, (HRHERZ 24 AR R IR E R o 3 B IR /INEL T AT PN AR 8 ) 1 2 S
I K F(Zinc-responsiveness transcriptional activator, ZafA)Z& (A 7] ft B A 15 N PR 0 71[87]. [FIRT,
925 B PRI A PT LA B ASE PRI Ve 7) s B 4 245 7 R o BRI R AP A PR 28

B bR Gy ERh A, A6 FH AR BB E AR S P IRE  ARIE,  RBIETE A HE S M) B 0 B VR F I RIS
T B 5 4083 A B G AR B A T 77 A R R SR [88] 0 BAR: /N1 T 200 B 1l 40 e JER 11 B 5 B A 5 40
KARKE T [89] (Silver nanoparticles, AQNPs) sl ML A AW [ 781X IR I J7 VETEAR A 5256 vh ) 3R AL

4.4. EPRBIS P EHIRTT

IV, XRIUIE T — P in e 7 Hwia 7 ding, Hrb, gk 57 (Trachyspermum ammi)
FEHI[90]+ <=JE K 4R (Pothomorphe umbellata)#&HU4[91]. WK £ FEHRHUYI[90] HHAREE fif (Mentha x
piperita)fE i [92]. T 7 (Eugenia caryophyllus) g i S HAT A W[ 931 it Ha £ . b DNA. ] & (1 B 1
FOH AR PRI B 0 60— D o R B 2 %) A R S L ) R /N BT B Al iz ki v 7 AR B S AR
AN KN 2k B R BT &G [94]. IR AR L 75 Bk — 20 58 3%, DAVPA IR
PR FHAME -

HHELZE R E AR G IR A TR, BASRIET . AR LB A G P AR 2 R s [95], e
HIE AR EER SRR HERERNKINGT . 55, Ak, LR &97]. XSie[98]. &
fi% 7 5k [99] &5 B Hh B 24 X0 R /N - B BB RO AR S BT LB E I . BEAh, TRREZGE T T 453 [100]
TR ECA YT BRI [96 0 ¢ 8 BT B s 55 BN, TRIAS [R) Hh B 245 B 40 (] PR Bl (R 470 3 1 1 P — e R B 1 R 8 1 2%
LR 2 A RHE T ELGT G U5 45 S e R e B (1) R 07 3R [101] o P45 & ¥R T T AR ELAR,
FAREERIVER, 4a%iasr B, AR .

5. MESRE

BEA SR BDRAT, RN BBy — RN B LB B, I 2 4 rp 1 R AR FR B B I,
FLH RN TR B At R J i R T 24 PR i T P8 HE AN, I 5 SR FH 24 DA R A B A PR
PLREE AV . T NI — MG, 3SR RN 1 BT 29 WL AR IR e AT e s 2R 22 31 2R
FR IS8 i S5 LA B AT T, FETERCERAE FIRR T H YL W a7 Ik BARIX L2k 24
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R AR Z AT R SN S e, RO 25— 2D SE B I R SE S0 P S LI R (. AV e P ST i 24
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