
Citation: Olabode, I.R.; Sachivkina,

N.; Karamyan, A.; Mannapova, R.;

Kuznetsova, O.; Bobunova, A.;

Zhabo, N.; Avdonina, M.; Gurina, R.

In Vitro Activity of Farnesol against

Malassezia pachydermatis Isolates from

Otitis Externa Cases in Dogs. Animals

2023, 13, 1259. https://doi.org/

10.3390/ani13071259

Received: 6 March 2023

Revised: 24 March 2023

Accepted: 4 April 2023

Published: 5 April 2023

Copyright: © 2023 by the authors.

Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland.

This article is an open access article

distributed under the terms and

conditions of the Creative Commons

Attribution (CC BY) license (https://

creativecommons.org/licenses/by/

4.0/).

animals

Article

In Vitro Activity of Farnesol against Malassezia pachydermatis
Isolates from Otitis Externa Cases in Dogs
Ifarajimi Rapheal Olabode 1, Nadezhda Sachivkina 2,* , Arfenia Karamyan 1, Ramziya Mannapova 3,
Olga Kuznetsova 4, Anna Bobunova 5, Natallia Zhabo 5 , Marina Avdonina 6 and Regina Gurina 7

1 Department of Veterinary Medicine, Agrarian Technological Institute, Peoples’ Friendship University of
Russia (RUDN University), 117198 Moscow, Russia

2 Department of Microbiology V.S. Kiktenko, Institute of Medicine, Peoples’ Friendship University of
Russia (RUDN University), 117198 Moscow, Russia

3 Department of Veterinary Medicine, Russian State Agrarian University, Moscow Timiryazev Agricultural
Academy, 127434 Moscow, Russia

4 Department of Biochemistry T.T. Berezov, Institute of Medicine, Peoples’ Friendship University of
Russia (RUDN University), 117198 Moscow, Russia

5 Department of Foreign Languages, Institute of Medicine, Peoples’ Friendship University of Russia
(RUDN University), 117198 Moscow, Russia

6 Department of Linguistics and Intercultural Communication, Moscow State Linguistic University,
119034 Moscow, Russia

7 Department of Technosphere Safety, Peoples’ Friendship University of Russia (RUDN University),
117198 Moscow, Russia

* Correspondence: sachivkina@yandex.ru

Simple Summary: Despite the discoveries of new therapeutic antimycotics, the development of drug
resistance is still the main clinical challenge in the treatment of mycoses. Data on the presence of new
phytopreparations, along with the direct fungicidal effects that interfere with the resistance of fungal
pathogens located in the biofilm, are of great interest. Our research focused on four investigations:
(1) study M. pachydermatis as a biofilm infection; (2) the search for the strongest biofilm producers
and the most resistant strains to antimycotics; (3) check if there is a correlation between the resistance
of strains to modern antimycotics and the ability to form biofilms; and (4) study of the effect on
three of the best biofilm producers under the action of several concentrations of Farnesol. These
experiments confirmed related applications of Farnesol and its research progression in antifungal
therapy of otitis externa.

Abstract: Chronic otitis externa of dogs is a significant problem due to the prevalence and complexity
of the treatment of such animals. There is evidence that in 60–80% of cases of infectious diseases
microorganisms located in the biofilm phenotype play the main role. Microorganisms in the biofilm
phenotype have a number of advantages, the most significant of which is considered to be increased
resistance to various external factors. Among them, a special place is occupied by resistance to
antibiotics. In recent decades, research has been conducted at an increasing scale on the role of
biofilm infections in various pathologies in veterinary medicine. The etiology and therapy of dog
otitis externa caused by Malassezia pachydermatis biofilm has not been fully studied. This is why
we consider relevant the scientific and practical aspects of research on the etiology and therapy
of dog otitis externa from the position of biofilm infection. In this work, it has been statistically
proven that there is a relationship between the optical density of Malassezia pachydermatis biofilms
and their sensitivity to drugs, and this relationship is statistically significant. In addition, we have
demonstrated that Farnesol has a good antibiofilm effect at a concentration of more 1.6 µM/mL
(24% OD decrease of biofilm), and its highest antibiofilm effect (71–55%—more than a half) was
observed at a concentration of 200–12.5 µM/mL.

Keywords: Farnesol; dogs; Malassezia pachydermatis; antifungal susceptibility; quorum-sensing
molecules
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1. Introduction

The basidiomycetous yeast (BY) Malassezia pachydermatis is a commensal but is also
the most isolated pathogenic yeast in veterinary medicine [1,2]. The mechanisms of the
transition of M. pachydermatis from a commensal to a pathogen are not fully understood.
Generally, treatment of Malassezia-associated diseases is based on topical application of an
antifungal drug combined with antibiotics to control bacterial infection and glucocorticoids
to reduce inflammation [3–5].

Inflammatory processes of the middle ear, complicated by a fungal infection, are a
frequently diagnosed pathology. According to literature data, otitis externa account for
20% of all diseases encountered in veterinary practice. It has also been found that otitis
externa of the outer ear in dogs and cats are five times more common than in other animal
species [6–8].

Currently, there is a tendency to increase the incidence of opportunistic mycoses in
animals. Dermatomycoses (Microsporia, trichophytia) are replaced by diseases caused by
opportunistic fungi. One of these are yeast-like fungi (YLF) of the genera Candida and BY
Malassezia [9–11].

Although fungi of the genus Malassezia are the most common etiological agents of
infectious animal otitis externa, it must be borne in mind that these diseases can also be
caused by other types of fungi and yeast. This indicates the need for qualified species
identification of microorganism isolated from animals suspected of having Malassezia
infection.

The pathogenic properties of BY of the genus Malassezia and their clinical role in
the infectious diseases of animals are still topics of discussion. The factors relating to
the transition of a microorganism from a non-pathogenic to a clearly pathogenic form
capable of causing a disease has not been fully clarified. There is no consensus on whether
Malassezia infections can be considered as an independent disease, or whether they are only
an aggravating factor against the background of other pathologies [12–14].

In veterinary mycology, the clinical role of BY Malassezia in animal skin diseases has
only been established relatively recently. Intensive research in recent decades has made
a significant contribution to the understanding of the pathogenesis of Malassezia infec-
tions. Currently, most researchers share the opinion that the pathogenicity of Malassezia is
“opportunistic” in nature, i.e., BY is able to exhibit pathogenic properties only against a
background of certain predisposing factors. Therefore, in favorable conditions (increased
sebum secretion and humidity, violation of the epidermal barrier), they actively multi-
ply, the yeast form of the fungus turns into mycelial, and Malassesia is introduced into
the epidermis, showing pathogenic properties. However, according to another theory,
the transformation from the yeast phase to the mycelial phase is not due to the special
pathogenicity of the latter but is only a consequence of lipid metabolism disorders in the
host body. This is based on the fact that the M. pachydermatis species is not able to transform
into a mycelial form [15,16].

The development of the pathological process in Malassesiosis is associated with a
multiple increase in the population of microorganisms in the lesion. The population of BY
in sick animals increases by 100–10,000 times. Moreover, an increase in the number of cells
of the genus Malassezia is noted, not only on the surface of the skin, but also on the mucous
membranes of the nasal cavity, vulva, and prepuce, i.e., the factors predisposing to this are
systemic [11,12,17].

On the one hand, the primary factor for increasing the BY population is a violation of
the physical, chemical, and immunological mechanisms of host defense, which normally
limit the fungal colonization of the skin [18,19]. On the other hand, communication of
microorganisms within the population, carried out by means of “signaling molecules”,
plays a key role in starting the pathological process. It is assumed that when a population
reaches a certain number, a “sense of quorum” arises in it, which serves as a starting signal
for the activation of pathogenicity factors and, as a consequence, leads to the development
of an infectious process [20].
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The mechanism of intrapopulation communication of microorganisms is associated
with such a phenomenon as the formation of biofilms—supra-organizational structures
that provide protective and trophic functions. Biofilms are differentiated communities of
microorganisms formed by a single microbial agent or a mixture of fungal and bacterial
species. Biofilms are attached to biotic or abiotic surfaces, and their structure contributes to
the innate physical and chemical resistance of microorganisms [21]. It is known that the
ability to form biofilms is one of the pathogenicity factors of the Candida genus [22], and in
2007 it was found that BY of the genus Malassezia are also capable of forming biofilms on
the surface of various substrates [23].

Researchers have found that the symbiotic relationships of BY and skin-dwelling
bacteria (in particular, Staphylococci) play an important role in the pathogenesis of the
disease. Staphylococci also produce lipase, which disrupts the secretory function of the skin
and creates favorable conditions for the growth of both organisms, while such conditions are
unfavorable for other competitive microorganisms [24]. In addition to Staphylococci, other
types of bacteria and microscopic fungi can play a role in the pathogenesis of the disease.
Therefore, from dogs with external otitis caused by M. pachydermatis were also isolated
bacterias such as: Staphylococcus spp., Pseudomonas spp., Proteus spp., and Streptococcus spp.,
as well as fungi—Candida spp. and Aspergillus spp. [25,26].

Significant virulence factors of BY Malassezia are hydrolytic enzymes that cause the
invasion of the fungus into host tissues. Lipolytic enzymes are able to hydrolyze skin
secretion lipids to free fatty acids. In turn, free fatty acids inhibit the growth of other
microorganisms, increasing the competitiveness of BY [27].

Recently, in the scientific literature, close attention has been paid to the study of
herbal medicines and the possibility of their use for the treatment of infectious (fungal
and bacterial) diseases [28]. According to the literature and our own research, Farnesol
(C15H26O)—Far—has proven its antimycotic efficacy in in vivo and in vitro models [29–31].
Chemically, Far is an acyclic sesquiterpene alcohol; it is a thermally stable molecule. It is
not exposed to extreme pH values, which is especially important in the development of
YLF infection. Farnesol, as a quorum-sensing (QS) molecule, participates in the regulation
of various physiological processes in unicellular fungi, including filamentation, biofilm
formation, drug susceptibility, and apoptosis. This compound is produced by many
microorganisms and is also contained in various essential oils of plants, for example, in
the flowers of Tilia europaea [32]. Despite a large number of scientific articles and our own
studies proving the antibiotic effect of Far against Candida spp., the effect of this molecule
in relation to BY of the genus Malassezia has not yet been studied.

Today, in veterinary medicine, only a few doctors recommend phytopreparations
for the treatment of otitis externa and dermatitis, and there is still relatively little data
on their effectiveness in the scientific literature, especially in Russian. Therefore, the
development of targeted therapy using alternative means can become one of the directions
in solving global problems of infectious animal diseases, as well as the increased resistance
of microorganisms [10,17,33]. Essential oils of herbal origin, such as tea tree oil, lime oil,
and rosemary oil, have gained global importance in dermatology. These oils are rich in
aromatic secondary metabolites, especially terpenes and phenolic components that impart
substantial antimicrobial properties and resisting biofilm production [34–38].

Our research focused on four investigations: (1) study M. pachydermatis as a biofilm
infection; (2) the search for the strongest biofilm producers and the most resistant strains to
antimycotics; (3) check if there is a correlation between the resistance of strains to modern
antimycotics and the ability to form biofilms; and (4) study of the effect on three of the best
biofilm producers under the action of several concentrations of Far. These experiments
confirmed related applications of Far and its research progression in antifungal therapy of
otitis externa.
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2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Animals

At the Center of Veterinary Innovative Medicine of the RUDN (Moscow) for the
period 2021–2022, 76 cases of dog otitis externa were investigated, of which 30 cases were
confirmed otitis with Malassezia pachydermatis etiology (C1–C30).

The study involved 30 dogs of different breeds, gender, and age, from 1 to 14 years.
All the animals had apartment maintenance with walking. Their diets consisted of dry
food. Treatments for ectoparasites (external) and endoparasites (internal) were carried out
in all participants of the experiment regularly and on time. According to their anamnesis,
there was itching in the ears and an unpleasant smell for several weeks. At the reception,
the following were noted: hyperemia of the auricles, stenosis of the auditory canal, in some
cases alopecia, and a large amount of yellow-brown discharge with a sharp sour smell
(Figure 1a–f). We did not conduct any animal experiments; all this work was only with
microbial strains and did not require authorization from the Ethics Committee.
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In our work, several clinical forms of external otitis were noted. Erythematous otitis is
accompanied by erythema and edema, and the degree of itching varied. Erythematous-
ceruminous was manifested by erythema, itching, and the release of abundant ear secretions
(cerumen) of a yellow-brown color, often with an unpleasant odor. Ceruminous otitis
was characterized by abundant discharge of earwax, but without signs of inflammation.
The proliferative form was characterized by hyperplasia of the sebaceous glands, the
formation of papules merging in the form of “cauliflower”, which is typical in chronic cases.
With purulent otitis, purulent discharge was observed, palpation of the ear was painful,
and sometimes crepitation was heard. In most cases, we observed Malassezia-otitis with
erythematous-ceruminous form.

2.2. Strains

For our experiments, BY received clinically was used. Preliminary identification of
strains to the genus Malassezia level was carried out by phenotypic signs using microscopy
of an ear smear contents and staining with Gentian violet. Ear exudate was applied to the
surface of the nutrient medium Sabouraud dextrose agar (Difco, Bordeaux, France) and
cultured at 37 ◦C for 48–72 h. Then identification of microorganisms was carried out using
the matrix-activated laser desorption/ionization technology “Bruker Daltonik MALDI
Biotyper” (“Bruker Daltonik Inc.”, Bremen, Germany). Identification with a Score of more
than 2000 was considered reliable. The obtained spectra were compared with the library of
mass spectrum profiles of Biotiper3 MALDI [39]. The strains were stored at −80 ◦C [40].

2.3. Reagents

Farnesol (farnesol) (trans, trans-farnesol; Sigma-Adrich, Darmstadt, Germany), molar
mass = 222.37 g/mol, mass of the substance = 0.886 g/mL, the amount of the substance in
moles = 0.886:222.37 = 0.004 M/mL, or 4000 µM/mL (Figure 2).
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For M. pachydermatis cultivation, Sabouraud dextrose agar (SDA) or Sabouraud dex-
trose broth (SDB) were used (Difco, Bordeaux, France). BY of the genus Malassezia have
a special metabolism; therefore, their growth requires the presence of fatty acids in the
nutrient medium with a chain length of 12–14 carbon atoms. They are not able to synthesize
such fatty acids on their own, except for M. pachydermatis, which is able to grow on simple
nutrient media such as SDA and SDB.

2.4. Densitometric Indicators of Microbial Biofilms

Colonies of four-day cultures of M. pachydermatis from SDA were washed with physio-
logical solution (PhS) (pH 7.0). The concentration of BY was 0.5, according to McFarland,
which corresponded to 1.5 × 108 cells/mL. The tested samples were added to the wells of a
96-well plate (Medpolymer Company, Russia), cultivated in a constant aerobic environment
at 37 ◦C; for 72 h. The liquid was discarded, and the wells were washed with 200 µL
of phosphate-buffered solution (PBS) three times (pH 7.3). The plates were shaken for
5 min at each stage of washing. The samples were fixed with 150 µL of 96% ethanol for
15 min and dried at 37 ◦C for 20 min. The microbial biofilms were stained by adding
0.5% stain solution—crystal violet (HiMedia™ Laboratories Pvt. Ltd., Mumbai, India)—in
each well and subsequent cultivation at 37 ◦C for 5 min. The optical density (OD) of
the biofilm was measured by the degree of binding of crystal violet at a wavelength of
580 nm (OD580) in an Immunochem-2100 microplate photometric analyzer (HTI, North
Attleboro, MA, USA) [28,30]. That is, for weak biofilm producers, the optical density of the
sample or the culture of microorganisms (density of the sample, ODs) is less than two times
(ODs ≤ 0.194) greater than the optical density of the control, i.e., nutrient medium without
inoculum (density of the control, Dc); the optical density of the sample exceeds the optical
density of the control by 2–4 times (ODs = 0.194–0.388) for moderate or average biofilm
producers; the optical density of the sample exceeds the optical density of the control by
more than four times (ODs ≥ 0.388) for strong biofilm producers. Density of control (Dc)
was 0.097 ± 0.005. For statistical analysis (Chi-square), the optical density (factorial sign)
indicators were converted into numbers—degree OD. A weak biofilm producer was given
1 point, average—2 points, and strong—3.

2.5. Preparation of M. pachydermatis Cultures and Assessment of Their Susceptibility
to Antimycotics

The sensitivity of BY M. pachydermatis to antimycotic drugs was investigated using the
Kirby–Bauer’s disk diffusion method, exactly as described in our previous study [41–43].
The antimycotics tested were nystatin (NS; 50 µg), amphotericin B (AP; 10 µg), ketoconazole
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(KT; 10 µg), clotrimazole (CC; 10 µg), voriconazole (VOR; 10 µg), fluconazole (FU; 25 µg),
miconazole (MIC; 10 µg), and intraconazole (IT; 10 µg) (HiMedia™ Laboratories Pvt. Ltd.,
Mumbai, India). All strains recovered from animals with otitis externa were classified as
susceptible (S)—1 point, intermediate (I)—2 points, or resistant (R)—3 points, according
to the manufacturer’s breakpoints for yeasts. These scores were entered into a table and
calculated as Degree of resistance (Dr) to antifungal drugs (resulting sign) for the statistical
analysis Chi-square test.

2.6. M. pachydermatis Biofilms Processing with Farnesol

A method for studying the influence of different concentrations of Far on YLF biofilms,
especially on Candida spp., is described in our previous studies [28,30]. The same method
was used here without any modification. Briefly, the automatic pipette was inserted into
the wells of a 96-well plate (Medpolymer, St. Petersburg, Russia):

• An amount of 100 µL SDB in each of the 12 holes of the first row, A.
• An amount of 100 µL of Far was added at an initial concentration of 400 µM to the

second well of the first row. The first hole was left as a control. In the second hole,
the volume was 200 µL, and the concentration of Farnesol was 200 µM. By successive
transfer of 100 µL of the solution from the second well to the third, from the third to
the fourth . . . , etc., the concentration of Far was reduced by half each time.

• Then, in each well of the first row, starting from the first, 100 µL of M. pachydermatis
culture in SDB was added at a concentration of 4 units (McFarland).

An overview of the sequence of stages of the study into the effect of Far on the
formation of M. pachydermatis biofilms is presented in Table 1.

Table 1. Stages of the study of the Farnesol effect on M. pachydermatis biofilm formation.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Action 1 SDB 100
µL

SDB 100
µL

SDB 100
µL

SDB 100
µL

SDB 100
µL

SDB 100
µL

SDB 100
µL

SDB 100
µL

SDB 100
µL

SDB 100
µL

SDB 100
µL

SDB 100
µL

Action 2 +Farnesol

Action 3 Not
titrated

Transfer
100 µL

Transfer
100 µL

Transfer
100 µL

Transfer
100 µL

Transfer
100 µL

Transfer
100 µL

Transfer
100 µL

Transfer
100 µL

Transfer
100 µL

Transfer
100 µL

Transfer
100 µL

The concen-
tration of
farnesol

Control–
no farnesol 200 µM 100 µM 50 µM 25 µM 12.5 µM 6.3 µM 3.1 µM 1.6 µM 0.8 µM 0.4 µM 0.2 µM

Action 4 +100 µL of
culture

+100 µL
of
culture

+100 µL
of
culture

+100 µL
of
culture

+100 µL
of
culture

+100 µL
of
culture

+100 µL
of
culture

+100 µL
of
culture

+100 µL
of
culture

+100 µL
of
culture

+100 µL
of
culture

+100 µL
of
culture

Action 5 wait for 72 h

The total volume of the wells was 200 µL. The experiment was repeated three times,
3 µL plates were used, and four rows were used per plate. The microliter plates were
cultured with the lid closed at 37 ◦C for 72 h.

The average decrease was measured and used to calculate the biofilm inhibition
percentage by Far, where OD AS is the optical density average of the samples of M.
pachydermatis in the experiment, and OD AC is the optical density average of isolates in the
control without Far:

Average decrease OD(%) =
OD AS x 100

OD AC
− 100 (1)

2.7. Statistical Analysis

All the results were expressed as mean ± standard error of mean (SEM) of at least
three replicates. The criterion Chi-square was used for the analysis of the contingency
tables. Such a table is a good means of representing the joint distribution of two variables,
and is designed to explore the relationship between them. The cross table is the most
versatile tool for studying statistical relationships, as it can represent variables with any
level of measurement. The lines of the contingency table correspond to the values of one
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variable—optical density, the columns—to the values of another variable—the resistance of
microorganisms. The data for these two criteria were preliminarily grouped into intervals.
The statistical significance was set at p ≤ 0.05, and where applicable, the difference between
samples was assessed using the statistical software XLSTAT 2020 (Addinsof Inc., New York,
NY, USA). The effect of different concentrations of Far on the degree of biofilm formation
was evaluated with a logarithmic-logistic distribution. This model was chosen because
the Cox model’s proportional hazard assumption did not fit all covariates. All the graphs
were plotted using Microsoft Excel (Microsoft Excel for Office 365 MSO, Microsoft COP.,
Redmond, WA, USA).

3. Results
3.1. Densitometric Indicators of Microbial Biofilms and Their Susceptibility to Antimycotics

Densitometric indicators of the sample are shown in Table 2. According to our gra-
dation, 2 (6.7%) strains belong to weak producers of biofilms, 25 (83.3%) strains belong
to moderate producers, and 3 (10%) to strong ones. It is worth emphasizing the great
importance of belonging to a high index of biofilm formation in our clinical strains of
M. pachydermatis. A moderate level of biofilm formation indicates a good adhesion of
these opportunistic fungi. Our team has experience in determining the degree of biofilm
formation in clinical Candida spp. Compared to the genus Malassezia, the genus Candida
can reach a higher level in biofilm production [20,22,28,30]. Analyzing the densitometric
indicators, it was found that the studied Malassezia pachydermatis C23, C27, and C3 are the
strongest producers of biofilms.

Table 2. Determination of the biofilm formation intensity of Malassezia pachydermatis stains by optic
density and their susceptibility to antimycotics. The richer the color, the higher the corresponding
value.

Microorganism Optic
Density

Degree
OD

Antimycotic Drugs Degree of
ResistanceNS AP KT CC VOR FU MIC IT

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C1
0.203 ± 0.016 2 1 1 3 1 1 2 1 1 11

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C2
0.351 ± 0.018 2 1 2 1 2 2 3 1 1 13

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C3
0.400 ± 0.012 3 1 1 1 2 2 3 2 1 13

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C4
0.287 ± 0.018 2 1 3 1 2 1 1 1 3 13

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C5
0.261 ± 0.011 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 11

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C6
0.312 ± 0.029 2 1 1 1 1 1 3 1 1 10

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C7
0.255 ± 0.010 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 8

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C8
0.243 ± 0.026 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 9
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Table 2. Cont.

Microorganism Optic
Density

Degree
OD

Antimycotic Drugs Degree of
ResistanceNS AP KT CC VOR FU MIC IT

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C9
0.190 ± 0.016 1 1 3 1 1 1 3 1 2 13

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C10
0.237 ± 0.015 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 11

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C11
0.345 ± 0.011 2 1 1 3 1 2 2 1 1 12

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C12
0.323 ± 0.017 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 1 1 10

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C13
0.192 ± 0.012 1 1 1 1 2 1 2 1 1 10

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C14
0.258 ± 0.011 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 9

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C15
0.261 ± 0.010 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 2 11

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C16
0.313 ± 0.007 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 9

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C17
0.294 ± 0.019 2 1 1 3 1 1 3 1 1 12

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C18
0.286 ± 0.020 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 9

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C19
0.362 ± 0.014 2 2 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 11

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C20
0.366 ± 0.015 2 1 2 1 1 3 1 1 1 11

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C21
0.280 ± 0.016 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 3 1 11

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C22
0.344 ± 0.018 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 9

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C23
0.441 ± 0.016 3 2 3 3 2 2 3 1 2 18

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C24
0.370 ± 0.015 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 10

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C25
0.323 ± 0.017 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 3 2 13
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Table 2. Cont.

Microorganism Optic
Density

Degree
OD

Antimycotic Drugs Degree of
ResistanceNS AP KT CC VOR FU MIC IT

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C26
0.288± 0.012 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 9

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C27
0.403 ± 0.026 3 1 2 2 1 3 1 1 1 12

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C28
0.368 ± 0.014 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 8

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C29
0.297 ± 0.011 2 1 1 1 1 3 2 1 1 11

Malassezia
pachydermatis

C30
0.353 ± 0.019 2 1 1 2 1 1 3 3 1 13

Note: ODc = 0.097 ± 0.005.

The isolates were reported as sensitive, intermediate, and resistant in general, accord-
ing to the manufacturer using the CLSI guidelines’ breakpoints for yeasts [12]; most strains
were sensitive (S) to antimycotics drugs. However, a few exceptions were observed: three
strains were classified as resistant (R) to AP, MIC, and VOR; four were R to KT; seven were
R to FU; and only one was R to IT. There were no R results for NS and CC antifungal discs.
The strain M. pachydermatis C23 was classified as R to AP, KT, and FU; I to NS, CC, IT, and
VOR; and S only to MIC. Strain M. pachydermatis C27 was classified as R to VOR; I to AP
and KT; and S to others. Strain M. pachydermatis C3 was classified as R to FU and I to CC,
VOR, and MIC.

It was very interesting to see if there was a relationship between the ability to form
biofilms and resistance to the antifungals tested. One possibility to find out was to cal-
culate a resistance score, assigning a value of 1 if the isolate was sensitive, a value of
2—intermediate, and a value of 3—resistant. In this way, a numerical value was obtained
for each isolate, and we have adopted rules, such as that a yeast isolate is considered sensi-
tive if the sum of the scores for all eight antimycotic drugs is 8–10, intermediate—11–13,
and resistant—14–18. In addition, three categories have been defined for the ability to form
biofilms (weak—1, moderate—2, and strong—3). A table was constructed, and statistical
analysis was performed (Chi-square) (Table 3).

Table 3. The relationship between the ability to form biofilms and resistance to the antifungals
(Chi-square statistical analysis).

Biofilm Optical
Density

(Factorial Sign)

Degree of Resistance to Antifungal Drugs
(Resulting Sign)

Sensitive 8–10 Intermediate
11–13

Resistant
14–18 Total

weak—1 1 1 0 2

moderate—2 11 14 0 25

strong—3 0 2 1 3

total 12 17 1 30
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Calculation results: The value of the χ2 criterion is 10.421 (sum of all points, Chi-
squared). The critical value of χ2 at the significance level p = 0.05 is 9.488. The relationship
between the factorial and performance characteristics is statistically significant at a signifi-
cance level of p < 0.05 (the Chi-squared value is greater than the critical value). Significance
level p = 0.034.

We combined all our observations (30 isolates) into nine groups, depending on the
optical density and the degree of resistance to eight antifungal drugs:

• 1st group: weak biofilm producer—sensitive to antifungal drugs: Malassezia pachyder-
matis C13;

• 2nd group: weak biofilm producer—intermediate resistance to antifungal drugs:
Malassezia pachydermatis C9;

• 3rd group: weak biofilm producer—resistant to antifungal drugs: no isolates;
• 4th group: moderate biofilm producer—sensitive to antifungal drugs: Malassezia

pachydermatis C6, 7, 8, 12, 14, 16, 18, 22, 24, 26, 28;
• 5th group: moderate biofilm producer—intermediate resistance to antifungal drugs:

Malassezia pachydermatis C1, 2, 4, 5, 10, 11, 15, 17, 19, 20, 21, 25, 29, 30;
• 6th group: moderate biofilm producer—resistant to antifungal drugs: no isolates;
• 7th group: strong biofilm producer—sensitive to antifungal drugs: no isolates;
• 8th group: strong biofilm producer—intermediate resistance to antifungal drugs:

Malassezia pachydermatis C3, 27;
• 9th group: strong biofilm producer—resistant to antifungal drugs: Malassezia pachyder-

matis C23.

It has been statistically proven that there is a relationship between the optical density
of Malassezia pachydermatis biofilms and their sensitivity to drugs, and this relationship
is statistically significant. Analyzing the densitometric indicators, it was found that the
studied C23, C27, and C3 are the strongest producers of biofilms. In addition, they have an
intermediate and resistant score to antifungal drugs. Therefore, it was decided to continue
the experiment with this particular isolates of BY.

3.2. BY Malassezia pachydermatis Biofilm Inhibition by Farnesol

The average decrease was measured and used to calculate the biofilm inhibition per-
centage by Far, where OD AS is the optical density average of thee isolates (M. pachydermatis
C23, 27, and 3) in the experiment and OD AC is the optical density average of thee isolates
(M. pachydermatis C23, 27, and 3) in the control without Far (Table 4).

Table 4. The effect of different concentrations of Farnesol on Malassezia pachydermatis biofilms and
optical density average decrease,% densitometric studies.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Far concentration
Control
no
farnesol

200 µM 100 µM 50 µM 25 µM 12.5 µM 6.3 µM 3.1 µM 1.6 µM 0.8 µM 0.4 µM 0.2 µM

Malassezia
pachydermatis C23

0.441 ±
0.016

0.120 ±
0.008

0.135 ±
0.011

0.234 ±
0.011

0.226 ±
0.019

0.233 ±
0.010

0.249 ±
0.014

0.302 ±
0.015

0.368 ±
0.017

0.407 ±
0.016

0.439 ±
0.011

0.453 ±
0.012

Malassezia
pachydermatis C27

0.403 ±
0.026

0.117 ±
0.016

0.121 ±
0.009

0.144 ±
0.013

0.186 ±
0.018

0.272 ±
0.016

0.284 ±
0.011

0.307 ±
0.008

0.320 ±
0.014

0.379 ±
0.012

0.393 ±
0.010

0.399 ±
0.010

Malassezia
pachydermatis C3

0.400 ±
0.012

0.123 ±
0.018

0.142 ±
0.014

0.160 ±
0.021

0.154 ±
0.017

0.185 ±
0.009

0.234 ±
0.014

0.252 ±
0.012

0.262 ±
0.009

0.279 ±
0.010

0.383 ±
0.014

0.398 ±
0.008

Average OD of
3 isolates 0.415 0.120 0.133 0.179 0.189 0.230 0.256 0.287 0.317 0.390 0.405 0.417

Average decrease
OD, % 0 71 68 57 54 55 38 31 24 6 2.4 −0.5
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The Far demonstrated good antibiofilm effects at a concentration of more than 1.6µM/mL
(24% OD decrease of biofilm) (Figure 3), and its highest antibiofilm effects (71–55%—
more than a half) were observed at a concentration of 200–12.5 µM/mL. The non-linear
logarithmic-logistic regression model was used to construct a dose-response curve for Far
antifungal effect.
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4. Discussion

The increasing dominance of polyresistant strains of Malassezia spp. has forced sci-
entists worldwide to consider new approaches for antimycotic drugs. A prerequisite is
the safety and non-toxicity of new drugs for the patient [1,6,21]. Accumulation of M.
pachydermatis on the animal skin surface can lead to subsequent invasion, which can cause
the lymphogenic and hematogenic spread of fungi, generalization of the process, and
dissemination into internal organs [24,29].

Classical methods remain the main ones in the etiological diagnosis of mycoses, such as
cultivation of microorganisms on nutrient media, microscopy of biomaterial, and isolation
of pure culture of the pathogen with its subsequent identification.

Algorithms for the laboratory diagnostics of animal fungal and yeast infections have
changed significantly in recent years. New tests based on molecular genetic methods (PCR)
have appeared, and proteomic methods for the identification of microorganisms using
matrix-activated laser desorption-ionization time-of-flight mass spectrometry (MALDI-
TOF MS) for direct profiling of bacteria and fungi have been developed, which are being
introduced into the work of microbiological laboratories and has revolutionized the field of
the species identification of microorganisms.

In addition to PCR and the sequencing of species-specific DNA loci, other molecular
genetic approaches can be used for species identification of Malassezia furfur, such as
random polymorphic DNA amplification (RAPD), restriction analysis of PCR amplicons
of ribosomal sequences, analysis of nucleotide DNA sequences, gel electrophoresis in a
pulsating field (PFGE), polymorphism of the length of amplified fragments (AFLP), and
denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis (DGGE) [39,44–46]. In some cases, such methods
can be useful for species identification of Malassezia pachydermatis, effectively distinguishing
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this species from other species of the genus Malassezia, though they are not yet suitable for
active use in routine laboratory practice [47].

The sensitivity of fungi and yeast to antifungal drugs depends on their species. In this
regard, constant monitoring of the species composition of fungi is necessary. The choice of
antifungal drugs depends on the type of pathogen, the characteristics of pharmacokinetics,
and the clinical condition of the patient.

To determine the sensitivity of M. pachydermatis to antifungal drugs, two main methods
are used: the method of serial dilutions in a liquid or solid nutrient medium and the disco-
diffusion method [48,49]. There are two organizations in the world that are developing
methods for determining the sensitivity of microorganisms to antimicrobial drugs, as well as
criteria for interpreting the results obtained: CLSI (Clinical Laboratory Standards Institute)
in the USA and EUCAST (European Committee on Antimicrobial Susceptibility Testing) in
Europe. The latest version of the EUCAST recommendations, including recommendations
on mushrooms, is the version published in October 2021. It is important to note that in
these recommendations there is no information on methods for determining the sensitivity
of M. pachydermatis to antimycotics, and there are no criteria for interpreting the results
obtained [50–52].

The results of this study indicate that some M. pachydermatis strains can be resistant to
same antifungals. At the same time, the other investigators [53,54] support the hypothesis
that the treatment of Malassezia biofilm infections requires higher drug concentrations than
those currently used. Therefore, in the chronic form of Malassezia infections, it is necessary
to find out the susceptibility of the isolated yeast to the antifungal agents, which will be
used for the treatment [55,56], or use additional treatment such as Far.

Much research has been devoted to studying the role of Far as an inhibitor of hyphal
morphogenesis [41,43]; however, little research has been published regarding the impacts
of Far on fungal virulence and the development of M. pachydermatis biofilms.

Far affected the formation of biofilms to a greater extent than planktonic cells. How-
ever, despite intensive research on Farnesol over the last decade, how C. albicans cells sense
Far or how this QS molecule exerts its biological effects remains unclear [30,57].

Furthermore, Farnesol and its derivatives have exhibited antibiofilm, anticancer, an-
titumor, and fungicidal properties [12,21,29]. Thus, another positive effect of Far in treat-
ment could be its additional antibacterial effect. This was already shown in vitro against
several bacterial veterinary isolates [34,36,48,55–59]. In addition, Far can exhibit anti-
inflammatory potential [57,60–62], which might be another positive attribute for treatment
of otitis externa.

The antibiofilm activity of Far has been described according to the time of admin-
istration during the development of a Candida biofilm as well as the concentration used.
However, to date, the effect of Far on BY Malassezia pachydermatis has not yet been studied
at all. In our experiment, we proved that there is a correlation between the resistance of
M. pachydermatis strains to modern antimycotics and the ability to form biofilms, and we
found that Far affected the biofilm formation degree of BY, which supports its potential as
an antimicrobial agent.

5. Conclusions

In summary, our results suggested that Farnesol perfectly destroys the biofilms of M.
pachydermatis in vitro and may be promising for its inclusion in the therapy of dog external
otitis. In our study, we have shown that M. pachydermatis strains (93.3%) were biofilm
producers with varying levels of intensity: moderate or strong. The Far demonstrated
good antibiofilm effects at a concentration of more than 1.6 µM/mL (24% OD decrease of
biofilm), and its highest antibiofilm effects (71–55%—more than a half) were observed at a
concentration of 200–12.5 µM/mL. Given the increased patient sensitivities to existing med-
ications reported in the literature, reducing pathogenicity and reducing biofilm formation
via Farnesol could be significant for the development of future therapies. This experiment
may also provide a deeper understanding of the potential antifungal mechanism of QS



Animals 2023, 13, 1259 14 of 16

molecules as we search for new solutions to counter infections involving M. pachyderma-
tis. BY isolated from the dogs used in this study showed possible resistance against six
antimycotics from a total of eight. Combined with conventional antimicrobial therapies,
the therapeutic potential of this QS molecule—Far—on the virulence factors of pathogens
such as M. pachydermatis should be considered for biofilm-associated diseases.
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5. Čonková, E.; Proškovcová, M.; Váczi, P.; Malinovská, Z. In Vitro Biofilm Formation by Malassezia pachydermatis Isolates and Its

Susceptibility to Azole Antifungals. J. Fungi 2022, 15, 1209. [CrossRef]
6. Weiler, C.B.; de Jesus, F.P.K.; Nardi, G.H.; Loreto, E.S.; Santurio, J.M.; Dall, S.; Alves, S.H. Susceptibility variation of Malassezia

pachydermatis to antifungal agents according to isolate source. Braz. J. Microbiol. 2013, 44, 174–178. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
7. Nardoni, S.; Corazza, M.; Mancianti, F. Diagnostic and clinical features of animal malasseziosis. Parassitologia 2008, 50, 81–83.

[PubMed]
8. Carrillo-Muñoz, A.J.; Rojas, F.; Tur-Tur, C.; de Los Ángeles Sosa, M.; Diez, G.O.; Espada, C.M.; Payá, M.J.; Giusiano, G. In vitro

antifungal activity of topical and systemic antifungal drugs against Malassezia species. Mycoses 2013, 56, 571–575. [CrossRef]
9. Rudenko, P.; Vatnikov, Y.; Sachivkina, N.; Rudenko, A.; Kulikov, E.; Lutsay, V.; Notina, E.; Bykova, I.; Petrov, A.; Drukovskiy, S.;

et al. Search for Promising Strains of Probiotic Microbiota Isolated from Different Biotopes of Healthy Cats for Use in the Control
of Surgical Infections. Pathogens 2021, 10, 667. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Lyskova, P.; Vydrzalova, M.; Mazurova, J. Identification and Antimicrobial Susceptibility of Bacteria and Yeasts Isolated from
Healthy Dogs and Dogs with Otitis Externa. J. Vet. Med. A Physiol. Pathol. Clin. Med. 2007, 54, 559–563. [CrossRef]

11. Bond, R. Superficial veterinary mycoses. Clin. Dermatol. 2010, 28, 226–236. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
12. Rosser, E.J. Causes of otitis externa. Vet. Clin. N. Am. Small Anim. Pract. 2004, 34, 459–468. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
13. Morris, D.O. Medical therapy of otitis externa and otitis media. Vet. Clin. N. Am. Small Anim. Pract. 2004, 34, 541–555. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]
14. Brito, E.H.S.; Fontenelle, R.O.S.; Brilhante, R.S.N.; Cordeiro, R.A.; Júnior, F.A.S.; Monteiro, A.J. Phenotypic characterisation

and in vitro antifungal sensitivity of Candida spp. and Malassezia pachydermatis strains from dogs. Vet. J. 2007, 174, 147–153.
[CrossRef]

15. Chen, T.-A.; Hill, P.B. The biology of Malassezia organisms and their ability to induce immune responses and skin disease. Vet.
Dermatol. 2005, 16, 4–26. [CrossRef]

16. Bond, R.; Ferguson, E.A.; Curtis, C.F.; Craig, J.M.; Lloyd, D.H. Factors associated with elevated cutaneous Malassezia pachydermatis
populations in dogs with pruritic skin disease. J. Small Anim. Pract. 1996, 37, 103–107. [CrossRef]

17. Cafarchia, C.; Gallo, S.; Romito, D.; Capelli, G.; Chermette, R.; Guillot, J.; Otranto, D. Frequency, Body Distribution, and Population
Size of Malassezia Species in Healthy Dogs and in Dogs with Localized Cutaneous Lesions. J. Vet. Diagn. Investig. 2005, 17,
316–322. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1007/s11046-005-0151-x
http://doi.org/10.1556/avet.55.2007.4.6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18277706
http://doi.org/10.1080/mmy.40.2.115.121
http://doi.org/10.3390/jof8111209
http://doi.org/10.1590/S1517-83822013005000009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24159302
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18693564
http://doi.org/10.1111/myc.12076
http://doi.org/10.3390/pathogens10060667
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34071725
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0442.2007.00996.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.clindermatol.2009.12.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20347667
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cvsm.2003.10.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15062619
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cvsm.2003.10.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15062623
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tvjl.2006.05.021
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3164.2005.00424.x
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1748-5827.1996.tb02353.x
http://doi.org/10.1177/104063870501700403


Animals 2023, 13, 1259 15 of 16

18. Sachivkina, N.; Lenchenko, E.; Marakhova, A. Study of the formation of Candida albicans and Escherichia coli biofilms. Farmaciya
2019, 68, 26–30. [CrossRef]

19. Rudenko, P.; Sachivkina, N.; Vatnikov, Y.; Shabunin, S.; Engashev, S.; Kontsevaya, S.; Karamyan, A.; Bokov, D.; Kuznetsova, O.;
Vasilieva, E. Role of microorganisms isolated from cows with mastitis in Moscow region in biofilm formation. Vet. World 2021, 14,
40–48. [CrossRef]

20. Sachivkina, N.P.; Lenchenko, E.M.; Mannapova, R.T.; Strizhakov, A.A.; Romanova, E.V.; Lukina, D.M. Candida Biofilm Modeling:
Past and Present. Farmaciya 2019, 68, 18–22. [CrossRef]

21. Lenchenko, E.; Blumenkrants, D.; Sachivkina, N.; Shadrova, N.; Ibragimova, A. Morphological and adhesive properties of
Klebsiella pneumoniae biofilms. Vet. World 2020, 13, 197–200. [CrossRef]

22. Sachivkina, N.; Lenchenko, E.; Strizakov, A.; Zimina, V.; Gnesdilova, L.; Gavrilov, V.; Byakhova, V.; Germanova, S.; Zharov, A.;
Molchanova, M. The Evaluation of formation of biomembrane by microscopic Fungi of the Candida Genus. Int. J. Pharm. Res.
2018, 10, 738–744.

23. Cannizzo, F.T.; Eraso, E.; Ezkurra, P.A.; Villar-Vidal, M.; Bollo, E.; Castellá, G.; Cabañes, F.J.; Vidotto, V.; Quindós, G. Biofilm
development by clinical isolates of Malassezia pachydermatis. Med. Mycol. 2007, 45, 357–361. [CrossRef]

24. Yang, H.O.; Cho, Y.-J.; Lee, J.M.; Kim, K.-D. Transcriptional Interplay between Malassezia restricta and Staphylococcus Species
Co-Existing in the Skin Environment. J. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2023, 33, 319–328. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Lee, K.; Zhang, I.; Kyman, S.; Kask, O.; Cope, E.K. Co-infection of Malassezia sympodialis With Bacterial Pathobionts Pseu-
domonas aeruginosa or Staphylococcus aureus Leads to Distinct Sinonasal Inflammatory Responses in a Murine Acute Sinusitis
Model. Front. Cell. Infect. Microbiol. 2020, 10, 472. [CrossRef]

26. Guillot, J.; Bond, R. Malassezia pachydermatis: A review. Med. Mycol. 1999, 37, 295–306. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
27. Park, M.; Park, S.; Jung, W.H. Skin Commensal Fungus Malassezia and Its Lipases. J. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2021, 31, 637–644.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
28. Sachivkina, N.; Podoprigora, I.; Bokov, D. Morphological characteristics of Candida albicans, Candida krusei, Candida guilliermondii,

and Candida glabrata biofilms, and response to farnesol. Vet. World 2021, 14, 1608–1614. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
29. Langford, M.L.; Kenneth, S.H.; Nickerson, W.; Atkin, A.L. Activity and toxicity of farnesol towards Candida albicans are dependent

on growth conditions. Antimicrob. Agents Chemother. 2010, 54, 940–942. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
30. Sachivkina, N.; Lenchenko, E.; Blumenkrants, D.; Ibragimova, A.; Bazarkina, O. Effects of farnesol and lyticase on the formation

of Candida albicans biofilm. Vet. World 2020, 13, 1030–1036. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
31. Vatnikov, Y.; Donnik, I.; Kulikov, E.; Karamyan, A.; Sachivkina, N.; Rudenko, P.; Tumanyan, A.; Khairova, N.; Romanova, E.;

Gurina, R.; et al. Research on the antibacterial and antimycotic effect of the Phyto preparation Farnesol on biofilm-forming
microorganisms in veterinary medicine. Int. J. Pharm. Res. 2020, 12, 1481–1492.

32. Sachivkina, N.; Karamyan, A.; Kuznetsova, O.; Ibragimova, A.; Ebzeeva, A.; Mussa, R.; Akimenkova, A. The use of extracts Tilia
cordata flowers and Tripleurospermum inodorum flowers against Candida albicans biofilms. FEBS Open Bio 2021, 11, 288.

33. Hoes, N.P.M.; van den Broek, J.; Vroom, M.W. The efficacy of a novel topical spray composed of sodium benzoate, alcohol and
botanical oils for the treatment of Malassezia dermatitis in dogs—A split body, randomised, blinded study. Vet. Dermatol. 2022, 33,
398–401. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Gómez-García, M.; Madrigal, I.; Puente, H.; Mencía-Ares, Ó.; Argüello, H.; Carvajal, A.; Fregeneda-Grandes, J.M. In vitro activity
of essential oils against microbial isolates from otitis externa cases in dogs. Nat. Prod. Res. 2022, 36, 4552–4556. [CrossRef]

35. Sim, J.X.F.; Khazandi, M.; Chan, W.Y.; Trott, D.J.; Deo, P. Antimicrobial activity of thyme oil, oregano oil, thymol and carvacrol
against sensitive and resistant microbial isolates from dogs with otitis externa. Vet. Dermatol. 2019, 30, 524-e159. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

36. Chan, W.Y.; Hickey, E.E.; Khazandi, M.; Page, S.W.; Trott, D.J.; Hill, P.B. In vitro antimicrobial activity of narasin against common
clinical isolates associated with canine otitis externa. Vet. Dermatol. 2018, 29, 149-e57. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. Arora, P.; Nainwal, L.M.; Jain, S. Essential oils as Potential Source of Anti-dandruff Agents: A Review. Comb. Chem. High
Throughput Screen. 2022, 25, 1411–1426. [CrossRef]

38. Luqman, S.; Kumari, K.U.; Yadav, N.P. Promising essential oils/plant extracts in the prevention and treatment of dandruff
pathogenesis. Curr. Top. Med. Chem. 2022, 22, 1104–1133. [CrossRef]

39. Honnavar, P.; Ghosh, A.; Paul, S.; Shankarnarayan, S.; Singh, P.; Dogra, S.; Chakrabarti, A.; Rudramurthy, S. Identification of
Malassezia species by MALDI-TOF MS after expansion of database. Diagn. Microbiol. Infect. Dis. 2018, 92, 118–123. [CrossRef]

40. Sachivkina, N.; Kravtsov, E.G.; Vasilyeva, E.A.; Anokhina, I.V.; Dalin, M.V. Study of antimycotic activity of lyticase. Bull. Exp. Biol.
Med. 2009, 148, 214–216. [CrossRef]

41. Sachivkina, N.P.; Senyagin, A.N.; Podoprigora, I.V.; Brown, D.G.; Vissarionova, V.V. Modulating the antifungal activity of
antimycotic drugs with farnesol. Drug Dev. Regist. Razrab. I Regist. Lek. Sredstv 2021, 10, 162–168. [CrossRef]

42. Sachivkina, N.; Vasilieva, E.; Lenchenko, E.; Kuznetsova, O.; Karamyan, A.; Ibragimova, A.; Zhabo, N.; Molchanova, M. Reduction
in Pathogenicity in Yeast-like Fungi by Farnesol in Quail Model. Animals 2022, 12, 489. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Sachivkina, N.; Senyagin, A.; Podoprigora, I.; Vasilieva, E.; Kuznetsova, O.; Karamyan, A.; Ibragimova, A.; Zhabo, N.; Molchanova,
M. Enhancement of the antifungal activity of some antimycotics by farnesol and reduction of Candida albicans pathogenicity in a
quail model experiment. Vet. World 2022, 15, 848–854. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.29296/25419218-2019-07-05
http://doi.org/10.14202/vetworld.2021.40-48
http://doi.org/10.29296/25419218-2019-03-03
http://doi.org/10.14202/vetworld.2020.197-200
http://doi.org/10.1080/13693780701225767
http://doi.org/10.4014/jmb.2212.12026
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36697229
http://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2020.00472
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-280X.1999.00237.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10520154
http://doi.org/10.4014/jmb.2012.12048
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33526754
http://doi.org/10.14202/vetworld.2021.1608-1614
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34316210
http://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.01214-09
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19933803
http://doi.org/10.14202/vetworld.2020.1030-1036
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32801551
http://doi.org/10.1111/vde.13100
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35811489
http://doi.org/10.1080/14786419.2021.1993217
http://doi.org/10.1111/vde.12794
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31566822
http://doi.org/10.1111/vde.12516
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29363210
http://doi.org/10.2174/1386207324666210712094148
http://doi.org/10.2174/1568026622666220531120226
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.diagmicrobio.2018.05.015
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10517-009-0665-1
http://doi.org/10.33380/2305-2066-2021-10-4-162-168
http://doi.org/10.3390/ani12040489
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35203197
http://doi.org/10.14202/vetworld.2022.848-854


Animals 2023, 13, 1259 16 of 16

44. Kolecka, A.; Khayhan, K.; Arabatzis, M.; Velegraki, A.; Kostrzewa, M.; Andersson, A.; Scheynius, A.; Cafarchia, C.; Iatta, R.;
Montagna, M.; et al. Efficient identification of Malassezia yeasts by matrix-assisted laser desorption ionization-time of flight mass
spectrometry (MALDI-TOF MS). Br. J. Dermatol. 2014, 170, 332–341. [CrossRef]

45. Denis, J.; Machouart, M.; Morio, F.; Sabou, M.; Kauffmann-LaCroix, C.; Contet-Audonneau, N.; Candolfi, E.; Letscher-Bru, V.
Performance of Matrix-Assisted Laser Desorption Ionization–Time of Flight Mass Spectrometry for Identifying Clinical Malassezia
Isolates. J. Clin. Microbiol. 2017, 55, 90–96. [CrossRef]

46. Gaitanis, G.; Bassukas, I.D.; Velegraki, A. The range of molecular methods for typing Malassezia. Curr. Opin. Infect. Dis. 2009, 22,
119–125. [CrossRef]

47. Ilahi, A.; Hadrich, I.; Goudjil, S.; Kongolo, G.; Chazal, C.; Léké, A.; Ayadi, A.; Chouaki, T.; Ranque, S. Molecular epidemiology of
a Malassezia pachydermatis neonatal unit outbreak. Med. Mycol. 2017, 56, 69–77. [CrossRef]

48. Sachivkina, N.; Podoprigora, I.; Senyagin, A.; Ibragimova, A.; Avdonina, M.; Shvedova, I. The use of Farnesol to increase the
antifungal activity of some antibiotics against Candida albicans. FEBS Open Bio 2022, 12, 169.

49. Lenchenko, E.; Blumenkrants, D.; Vatnikov, Y.; Kulikov, E.; Khai, V.; Sachivkina, N.; Gnezdilova, L.; Sturov, N.; Sakhno, N.;
Kuznetsov, V.; et al. Poultry Salmonella sensitivity to antibiotics. Sys. Rev. Pharm. 2020, 11, 170–175.

50. Procop, G.W.; Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute. Performance Standards for Antifungal Susceptibility Testing of Yeasts, 2nd
ed.; CLSI: Wayne, PA, USA, 2020; ISBN 978-1-68440-082-9.

51. Available online: https://www.eucast.org/fileadmin/src/media/PDFs/EUCAST_files/Network_labs/EDL/EUCAST_
Development_Laboratories.pdf (accessed on 1 April 2023).

52. Álvarez-Pérez, S.; Blanco, J.L.; Peláez, T.; Cutuli, M.; García, M.E. In vitro amphotericin B susceptibility of Malassezia pachydermatis
determined by the CLSI broth microdilution method and Etest using lipid-enriched media. Antimicrob Agents Chemother. 2014, 58,
4203–4206. [CrossRef]

53. Jabra-Rizk, M.A.; Shirtliff, M.; James, C.; Meiller, T. Effect of farnesol on Candida dubliniensis biofilm formation and fluconazole
resistance. FEMS Yeast Res. 2006, 6, 1063–1073. [CrossRef]

54. Cordeiro, R.D.A.; Reis, A.T.; Lima, X.T.V.; de Andrade, A.R.C.; Aguiar, A.L.R.; Portela, F.V.M.; Pereira, L.M.G.; Moura, S.G.B.; da
Silva, B.N.; de Lima-Neto, R.G.; et al. Malassezia spp. and Candida spp. from patients with psoriasis exhibit reduced susceptibility
to antifungals. Braz. J. Microbiol. 2022, 54, 169–177. [CrossRef]

55. Li, W.; Zhang, Z.-W.; Luo, Y.; Liang, N.; Pi, X.-X.; Fan, Y.-M. Molecular epidemiology, in vitro susceptibility and exoenzyme
screening of Malassezia clinical isolates. J. Med. Microbiol. 2020, 69, 436–442. [CrossRef]

56. Gupta, A.K.; Kohli, Y.; Li, A.; Faergemann, J.; Summerbell, R.C. In vitro susceptibility of the seven Malassezia species to
ketoconazole, voriconazole, itraconazole and terbinafine. Br. J. Dermatol. 2000, 142, 758–765. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

57. Sachivkina, N.P.; Karamyan, A.S.; Kuznetsova, O.M.; Byakhova, V.M.; Bondareva, I.B.; Molchanova, M.A. Development of
therapeutic transdermal systems for microbial biofilm destruction. FEBS Open Bio 2019, 9, 386.

58. Moporozov, I.A.; Sachivkina, N.P.; Kravtsov, E.G.; Vasilyeva, E.A.; Anokhina, I.V.; Yashina, N.V.; Dalin, M.V. Damaging Effects of
Lyticase on Candida albicans and Changes in the Response of Rat Alveolar Macrophages to the Contact with Yeast-Like Fungi.
Bull. Exp. Biol. Med. 2011, 151, 705–708. [CrossRef]

59. Sachivkina, N.P.; Kravtsov, E.G.; Vasileva, E.A.; Anokchina, I.V.; Dalin, M.V. Efficiency of lyticase (bacterial enzyme) in experi-
mental candidal vaginitis in mice. Bull. Exp. Biol. Med. 2010, 149, 727–730. [CrossRef]

60. Alkhanjaf, A.A.M.; Athar, T.; Ullah, Z.; Alsayhab, A.M.H.; Umar, A.; Shaikh, I.A. Farnesol Protects against Cardiotoxicity
Caused by Doxorubicin-Induced Stress, Inflammation, and Cell Death: An In Vivo Study in Wistar Rats. Molecules 2022, 27, 8589.
[CrossRef]

61. Li, X.; Ren, Y.; Huang, G.; Zhang, R.; Zhang, Y.; Zhu, W.; Yu, K. Succinate communicates pro-inflammatory signals to the host and
regulates bile acid enterohepatic metabolism in a pig model. Food Funct. 2022, 13, 11070–11082. [CrossRef]

62. Sell, L.B.; Ramelow, C.C.; Kohl, H.M.; Hoffman, K.; Bains, J.K.; Doyle, W.J.; Strawn, K.D.; Hevrin, T.; Kirby, T.O.; Gibson, K.M.;
et al. Farnesol induces protection against murine CNS inflammatory demyelination and modifies gut microbiome. Clin. Immunol.
2022, 235, 108766. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

http://doi.org/10.1111/bjd.12680
http://doi.org/10.1128/JCM.01763-16
http://doi.org/10.1097/QCO.0b013e328324ed19
http://doi.org/10.1093/mmy/myx022
https://www.eucast.org/fileadmin/src/media/PDFs/EUCAST_files/Network_labs/EDL/EUCAST_Development_Laboratories.pdf
https://www.eucast.org/fileadmin/src/media/PDFs/EUCAST_files/Network_labs/EDL/EUCAST_Development_Laboratories.pdf
http://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00091-14
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1567-1364.2006.00121.x
http://doi.org/10.1007/s42770-022-00883-2
http://doi.org/10.1099/jmm.0.001161
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2133.2000.03294.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10792228
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10517-011-1421-x
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10517-010-1037-6
http://doi.org/10.3390/molecules27238589
http://doi.org/10.1039/D2FO01958B
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.clim.2021.108766

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Animals 
	Strains 
	Reagents 
	Densitometric Indicators of Microbial Biofilms 
	Preparation of M. pachydermatis Cultures and Assessment of Their Susceptibility to Antimycotics 
	M. pachydermatis Biofilms Processing with Farnesol 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Densitometric Indicators of Microbial Biofilms and Their Susceptibility to Antimycotics 
	BY Malassezia pachydermatis Biofilm Inhibition by Farnesol 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

