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Studies on the Carrier State of Dermatophytes in Canine
and Feline in Taegu
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Taegu Veterinary Service Laboratory
Won-Pil Choi

College of Veterinary Medicine, Kyungbook National University
Abstract

This study was performed to examine the distribution of dermatophytes in asymptomatic
454 dogs and 106 cats and in 19 dogs with skin lesions in Taegu.

The results obtained were summarized as follows :

1. The isolation rates of dermatophytes were 10.1%

0%1(35 /106) in asymptomatic cats.
2. The isolation rates of dermatophytes in dogs and cats were lower at house than that at

pet cannel and animar care center, and that in females were higher than that in males,

3. From dog, 43(93.5%) of M canis and 3(6.5%) of M gypseum, and from cats, 33(94.2%) of
M canis, 1(2.9%) of M gypseum and M nanum were isolated.
Key word : dermatophytes, dogs and cats, carrier state, ringworm

5(46 /454) in asymptomatic dogs and 33.
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1wn(1.2%)01, ol M= M canis 435(93. + M canis 335(94.2%), M gypseum 3+ M nanum
5%), M gypseum 37(6.5%)°]1%11L, 1eFolola  °] Zt 13(2.9%) ol At} (3 4, Photo 1, 2, 3)

Table 1. Isolation rates of dermatophytes from asymptomatic dogs and cats

No of animals No of positive Percentages
Animals examined( 3 /%) culture( 3 /%) (8/%)
Dogs 454 (207 /247) 46 (12 /34) 10.1 (5.8 /13.8)
Cats 106 (46 /60) 35 (13/22) 33.0 (28.2/36.6)
Tatal 560 81 14.5

Table 2. Distribution of dermatophytes from asymptomatic dogs and cats

Specification of No of animals No of animals

Animals breeding condition examined positive(%)
Dogs A 323 25 ( 7.7)
B 131 21 (16.0)
Cate A 54 11 (20.4)
B 52 24 (46.2)

A : House
B : Pet shops and animal care center

Table 3. Distribution of dermatophytes(81 isolates) from asymptomatic dogs and cats

by ages
Ages(years)
Animals geey
>1 1 2 3 4 <5
Dogs 10(21.7)* 12(28.3) 10(21.7) 6(13.1) 3( 6.5) 4( 8.7)
Cats 12(23.3) 4(11.4) 4(11.4) 7(20.0) 3( 8.6) 5(14.3)
Total 22(27.2) 17(12. ) 14(17.30 13(16.0) 6( 7.4) 9(11.1)

* : Paretheses are percentages
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Table 4. Dermatophytes isolated from asymptomatic dogs and cats.

Dermatophytes isolated

Animals - Total
M canis M gypseum M nanum
Dogs 43(93.5) 3( 6.5) 46
Cats 33(94.2) 1( 2.9) 1( 2.9) 35
Total 76(93.8) 4( 4.9) 1( 1.2) 81
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Legends for Figures

Photo 1. Thick and verrucous walls macroconidia of M canis, potaato dextrose agar 25C,
Tday, X 400.

Photo 2. Echinulate and moderately thick-walled macroconidia of M gypseum.

Photo 3. Ovid or clavate microconidia and pyriform macroconidia with two cells of M nanum
from slide culture, potato dextrose agar, 25C, 7day, x400.
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