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Abstract

:

Omega-3 long chain polyunsaturated fatty acid (n-3 LCPUFA) supplementation has been shown to improve plasma lipid profiles in men and post-menopausal women, however, data for pre-menopausal women are lacking. The benefits of intakes less than 1 g/day have not been well studied, and dose–response data is limited. The aim of this study was to determine the effect of low doses of docosahexaenoic acid (DHA)-rich tuna oil on plasma triglyceride (TG) lowering in pre-menopausal women, and investigate if low dose DHA-rich tuna oil supplementation would increase the low-density lipoprotein (LDL) and high-density lipoprotein (HDL) particle sizes. A randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled trial was conducted, in which 53 healthy pre-menopausal women with mildly elevated plasma TG levels consumed 0, 0.35, 0.7, or 1 g/day n-3 LCPUFA as HiDHA™ tuna oil or placebo (Sunola oil) capsules for 8 weeks. Supplementation with 1 g/day n-3 LCPUFA, but not lower doses, reduced plasma TG by 23% in pre-menopausal women. This was reflected in a dose-dependent reduction in very-low-density lipoprotein (VLDL)-TG (R2 = 0.20, p = 0.003). A weak dose-dependent shift in HDL (but not LDL) particle size was identified (R2 = 0.05, p = 0.04). The results of this study indicate that DHA-rich n-3 LCPUFA supplementation at a dose of 1 g/day is an effective TG-lowering agent and increases HDL particle size in pre-menopausal women.
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1. Introduction


The ability of omega-3 long chain polyunsaturated fatty acid (n-3 LCPUFA) to reduce plasma triglycerides is well established [1,2], and high dose prescriptions of n-3 LCPUFA are commercially available for treatment of hypertriglyceridemia [3]. High dose n-3 LCPUFA supplementation may concurrently raise low-density lipoprotein-cholesterol (LDL-C) levels; however, this may be counteracted by a shift in LDL particle size towards the larger, less atherogenic LDL1 particles [4]. Eicosapentaenoic acid (EPA) and docosahexaenoic acid (DHA) appear to lower plasma triglyceride (TG) to a similar extent [5], however, DHA seems to be more effective in producing beneficial changes to LDL and high-density lipoprotein (HDL) particle sizes [5,6,7,8]. Yet, while the benefits of higher doses (>3 g/day) of n-3 LCPUFA on plasma lipids and lipoproteins are well-established, much less is known about the benefits of lower doses (<1 g/day). It is important to understand the benefits at these intake levels, given that they are in the range of recommended dietary intakes.



A dose-dependent lowering of plasma TG (R2 = 0.29) was reported in men and women at moderate intakes (0–2 g/day) [9], however, the current understanding of dose–response relationships at lower intakes is limited. Also, the majority of studies have been conducted in men [1] and post-menopausal women [10,11,12], who inherently have less favourable HDL-C and HDL2 levels than pre-menopausal women [13]. Placebo-controlled trials have not been conducted exclusively in pre-menopausal women to investigate the TG-lowering potential of n-3 LCPUFA. Studies have been conducted in mixed gender populations [12,14,15,16], however, the majority have failed to report on sex differences in lipid responses. Furthermore, sex hormone fluctuations alter blood lipids and lipoproteins [17,18], and the potentially confounding effects of plasma lipid changes throughout the menstrual cycle have rarely been taken into account. Research on the TG-lowering effects of n-3 LCPUFA is especially important in women, given that plasma TGs are a stronger determinant of coronary heart disease (CHD) risk in women than men [19,20]. Also, while the majority of studies have found no effect of low doses of n-3 LCPUFA on blood pressure [21], reductions in systolic [22] and diastolic [16] blood pressure have been observed with just 0.7–1 g/day of DHA or a DHA-rich supplement.



The primary aim of this study was to determine a low dose–response effect of DHA-rich tuna oil supplementation for plasma TG lowering in pre-menopausal women. Secondary aims were to determine if the supplementation reduces very-low-density lipoprotein (VLDL)-TG and intermediate-density lipoprotein (IDL)-TG, increases the larger HDL (HDL2) particles, and increases LDL particle size from small dense LDL3 to normal-sized LDL particles, in a dose–response manner, as well as determining whether it lowers blood pressure.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. Subjects


Healthy premenopausal women with mildly elevated triglycerides (>1.0 mmol/L) and regular menstrual cycles (28–32 days) were recruited for this study conducted at the University of Wollongong, Australia. Exclusion criteria included age <18 or >40 years, consumption of fish oil supplements, and known existing cardiovascular disease (CVD). Subjects who completed the trial were required to achieve a capsule compliance rate of >90% on the basis of self-report and excess capsule count, and a body weight change of ≤5% from baseline. Subjects were recruited through advertisement in the local media (television, radio, newspaper), distribution of fliers in the community, and University email lists. Of the 269 women who participated in phone screening, 169 were eligible to attend screening clinic visits (Figure 1). These subjects attended the research clinic for measurement of fasting plasma TG levels, and their height and weight were recorded for calculation of body mass index (BMI). Upon exclusion of 93 subjects due to low plasma TGs (<1.0 mmol/L), 76 women were eligible to participate in the placebo-controlled trial. The study protocol was approved by the Human Research Ethics Committee of the University of Wollongong, and written informed consent was obtained from subjects (Australian and New Zealand Clinical Trial Registration ID: ANZCTRN12607000566437).




2.2. Study Design


A randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled trial of parallel design was conducted, whereby subjects were randomly assigned to consume 0, 0.35, 0.7, or 1.0 g/day of n-3 LCPUFA for two menstrual cycles (approximately 8 weeks). Randomization was controlled for age, BMI, and contraceptive pill use. n-3 LCPUFA was provided in the form of HiDHA™ tuna oil (500 mg sized capsules supplied by Nu-Mega Ingredients, Australia). Subjects consumed six capsules daily, with the four different doses achieved by varying the proportion of active (HiDHA™ tuna oil) and placebo (Sunola oil, 500 mg) capsules for each dose group. Each tuna oil capsule provided 135 mg DHA and 35 mg EPA, whereas each Sunola capsule provided 355 mg monounsaturated fatty acids (MUFA), 55 mg saturated fatty acids (SFA), and 14 mg polyunsaturated fatty acids (PUFA) (no n-3 LCPUFA). Daily doses of capsules were provided in individual zip-lock bags, and an excess of these bags were distributed to subjects. Subjects also kept a diary to record daily capsule intake and menstrual cycle status. Compliance with capsule consumption was assessed using the diary records and excess capsule count, and confirmed by measurement of erythrocyte n-3 LCPUFA levels. Subjects attended the research clinic on two consecutive mornings each at baseline, and after approximately 8 weeks (two menstrual cycles) of supplementation. In order to control the confounding effects of the menstrual cycle, the clinic visits were conducted on days 3–5 of the menstrual cycle, as determined by counting from onset of menses, and thus were strictly aligned with the onset of menses. This alignment discounts the effect of the hormonal influence on plasma lipid levels. Subjects were instructed to avoid active weight loss, weight gain, or dietary changes for the study duration, and to avoid excessive alcohol consumption or physical activity before all clinic visits.




2.3. Sample Collection and Processing


Following an overnight fast (>10 h), venous blood was collected into ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid (EDTA) tubes on two consecutive days (36 mL on Day 1; 9 mL on Day 2) at baseline and post-intervention. Aliquots of plasma and erythrocytes isolated at 4 °C were stored at −80 °C for analysis of lipids and fatty acids. Plasma concentrations of TG and cholesterol were measured on each of the consecutive days at baseline and post-intervention, and the average of these measurements was used in statistical analyses. Fatty acid and lipoprotein measures were determined at baseline and post-intervention. Blood pressure was measured in triplicate at all clinic visits using an automatic blood pressure monitor. Body weight was recorded at baseline and post-intervention. The dietary macronutrient and micronutrient intakes of subjects were determined using the Victorian Anti-Cancer Council Food Frequency Questionnaire.




2.4. Clinical Chemistry Methods


Fasting plasma lipid levels (TG and total cholesterol (TC), HDL2, and HDL3 cholesterol) and isolated lipoprotein components (cholesterol, TG, phospholipids, and apolipoprotein B (apoB) were measured using an autoanalyser (Konelab 20XT) and commercially available kits, reagents, and standards from Thermo Electron, USA (cholesterol, TG), Kamiya Biomedical Company, USA (apoB), and Wako Pure Chemical Industries, Japan (phospholipids). Protein content within lipoproteins was determined using the Lowry method [23].




2.5. Lipoprotein Analysis


Isolation of lipoprotein fractions was conducted immediately by sequential ultracentrifugation of fresh plasma (10 mL) adjusted to appropriate densities with potassium bromide. VLDL, IDL, LDL, and HDL were isolated as the plasma fractions of densities <1.006 g/mL, 1.006–1.030 g/mL, 1.030–1.063 g/mL, and 1.063–1.21, respectively. This was achieved using ultracentrifugation and a 70.1Ti rotor at 39,000 rpm (139,439 g) at 10 °C for 16 h at a density of 1.006 g/mL, 18 h at a density of 1.030 g/mL, and 24 h at densities of 1.063 and 1.21 g/mL. The volumes of VLDL, IDL, LDL, HDL, and density > 1.21 g/mL samples were recorded to calculate recoveries, and aliquots were frozen at −80 °C for analysis of composition and particle size. The concentration of plasma HDL2 and HDL3 were determined using an established method [13]. Briefly, apoB containing lipoproteins were precipitated using heparin-manganese followed by enzymatic measurement of the remaining cholesterol. A second precipitation procedure using dextran sulfate was performed to determine the HDL3-C concentration. The concentration of HDL2 was calculated as the difference between the measured HDL-C and HDL3-C concentrations.




2.6. Lipoprotein Particle Size Analysis


Non-denaturing polyacrylamide gradient gels (Alamo Gels, USA) were used for the separation of IDL and LDL (2–16% gradient) and HDL subclasses (4–30% gradient) within isolated samples. Aliquots of IDL (31.5 nm), LDL1 (23.6 nm), and LDL3 (20 nm), for which particle sizes were previously determined using electron microscopy [24], were also run on the 2–16% gels to generate a standard curve for the determination of LDL particle size. Standards run on the 4–30% gradient gels included latex beads (38 nm), thyroglobulin (17.1 nm) ferritin, (12.2 nm), lactate dehydrogenase (8.16 nm), and albumin (7.1 nm). Following electrophoresis, gels were stained, scanned, and analysed using Image J version 1.43 u software (National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, MD, USA). Peak particle diameter was quantified for LDL samples. HDL particle diameter was obtained from a logarithmic standard curve of the diameter of standards against their positions on the scanned gel. HDL sub-classes were defined as HDL2b (9.9–12.0 nm), HDL2a (8.8–9.9 nm), HDL3a (8.2–8.8 nm), HDL3b (7.8–8.2 nm), or HDL3c (7.0–7.8 nm) [25]. For these subclasses, the relative distribution of cholesterol under each peak was calculated as a percentage of the total area for all HDL subclasses.




2.7. Fatty Acid Analysis


The fatty acid profiles of erythrocytes were determined using standard methods reported previously [26]. Briefly, erythrocyte aliquots (400 μL) were thawed and re-suspended in a TRIS buffer (10 mM Bis Tris, 2 mM EDTA Na2, pH 7.2) at room temperature for 30 min. The samples were then spun in an ultracentrifuge at 315,000 g for 30 min at 4 °C (Beckman L-80 OPTIMA, Beckman Coulter, Burea, CA, USA) to pellet erythrocyte membranes. Upon removal of the supernatant, the erythrocyte membrane pellet was re-suspended in 200 μL of distilled water. A fixed volume (150 μL) of the erythrocyte membrane suspension was used for direct transesterification of fatty acids [27] using heneicosanoic acid as the internal standard. Fatty acid methyl esters (FAMEs) were analysed by injecting 1 μL of each sample in a gas chromatograph (GC 17A Shimadzu, Shimadzu Corp., Columbia, MD, USA) equipped with an autoinjector, 30 m FAME capillary column (0.25 mm internal diameter, Varian, Palo Alto, CA, USA), and flame ionization detector. Hydrogen was used as the carrier gas. Fatty acid peaks were identified by comparison to known mixed standards (Nu-Chek Prep, Waterville, MN, USA; Sigma Aldrich, Castle Hill, NSW, Australia), and quantified using Shimadzu software (Class-VP 7.2.1 SP1, Kyoto, Japan).




2.8. Statistical Analysis


Power calculations were based on the analysis of covariance (ANCOVA) method, as it accounts for baseline differences while avoiding regression to the mean [28] and has the greatest power for detecting treatment effects in randomised controlled trial data [28,29,30,31]. A sample size formula for analysis of covariance in randomized controlled trials was used [32], and the total number of participants required per group was 14. The Shapiro-Wilk test was used to assess whether each variable fit a normal distribution. All plasma lipid, lipoprotein, and dietary variables were found to be non-normal and were subsequently transformed using the log10 algorithm prior to statistical analyses.



Baseline differences between dose groups for all parameters were examined using one-way ANOVA. Comparisons between groups were based on ANCOVA standard least squares models with Tukey honest significant difference (HSD) analysis. n-3 LCPUFA dose and the baseline value for each parameter were used as the two covariates in ANCOVA, with the post-intervention value as the dependent variable. Percentage reductions in parameters were calculated on means of log-transformed data. For each parameter, a trend test was performed using the n-3 LCPUFA dose (0, 0.35, 0.7, or 1.0 g/day) as a continuous variable in a multiple regression model (standard least squares), the baseline value as a covariate, and the post-intervention value as the dependent variable. This multiple regression model was used to determine the statistical significance of dose (or baseline level) as a predictor of the post-intervention measure, as well as the combined predictive capacity of the two variables. Linear regression was used to determine the individual predictive capacity of each variable. Statistical analyses were conducted using JMP 5.1 statistical software (SAS, Cary, NC, USA).





3. Results


3.1. Subject Characteristics and Dietary Intake


Of the 64 eligible women who commenced the trial, 56 completed. Drop-outs were due to time-constraints or unexpected travel (n = 6), surgery (n = 1), and an adverse reaction (mouth ulceration) that may have been related to capsule consumption (n = 1). Three subjects who completed the trial were subsequently excluded from analysis (Figure 1). Fifty-three subjects were included in the final analysis of blood pressure and all lipid and lipoprotein compositions, and 29 were included in analysis of LDL and HDL particle size. Subject characteristics and nutrient intakes did not significantly differ between groups (Table 1).




3.2. Blood Pressure and Fatty Acids


The study population presented with normal baseline blood pressure, with a trend towards lower systolic (p = 0.07) but not diastolic (p = 0.58) blood pressure in the 1 g/day group (Table 1). After fish oil supplementation, both systolic (p = 0.16) and diastolic (p = 0.91) blood pressures were unaffected by n-3 LCPUFA dose.



Erythrocyte EPA and DHA levels increased in a dose-dependent manner (Figure 2), resulting in a 15% increase in the Omega-3 Index (erythrocyte EPA + DHA as mol % of total fatty acids) after 0.35 g/day, and increases of 27% and 39% after 0.7 g/day and 1 g/day n-3 LCPUFA, respectively.




3.3. Effect of Dose–Response n-3 LCPUFA Supplementation on Plasma Lipids


The average baseline fasting TG level of the study cohort was 1.23 ± 0.47 mmol/L (mean ± standard deviation (SD)), with no difference between dose groups (p = 0.56). Individual TG levels ranged from 0.53–2.42 mmol/L, despite excluding fasting plasma TG levels of >1.0 mmol/L in the screening phase. BMI was a weak but significant predictor of baseline plasma TG levels (R2 = 0.09, p = 0.03). Following 8 weeks of supplementation with 1 g/day n-3 LCPUFA, plasma TG levels significantly lowered compared to placebo (Table 2). This change amounted to a 23% reduction from baseline. There was no difference between groups in baseline plasma TC levels (p = 0.98), and no dose–response effect following n-3 LCPUFA supplementation (p = 0.64). In an intention-to-treat analysis, plasma TG levels lowered according to increasing dose (R2 = 0.09, p = 0.04) within the supplemental range of 0–1 g/day n-3 LCPUFA. The dose effect increased upon a per-protocol analysis (R2 = 0.16, p = 0.003) (Figure 3). When BMI was included in the model in addition to dose and baseline TG levels, the variability in post-intervention TG levels explained by the model increased slightly, from R2 = 0.45 to R2 = 0.48.




3.4. Lipoprotein Composition and Particle Size


There was no difference between dose groups in baseline levels of any lipoprotein particle components (triglyceride, cholesterol, phospholipid, protein, or apoB). The composition of isolated VLDL particles at baseline and after supplementation with n-3 LCPUFA is presented in Table 3. There were no significant differences between groups at baseline for the concentrations or percentage contribution of VLDL particle components. Post-intervention VLDL-TG levels in the group supplemented with 1 g/day n-3 LCPUFA were significantly lower (32%) than the 0.35 g/day group; however, they were not significantly lower than placebo due to the apparent VLDL-TG reduction in this group (Table 3).



Lipid components of VLDL reduced in a dose-dependent manner despite no change in VLDL apoB levels (Table 3), suggesting a reduction in VLDL particle size. As demonstrated by compositional analysis of all TG-carrying lipoproteins (Table 3 and Table 4), the reduction in plasma TG was entirely due to a reduction in VLDL-TG. Baseline levels were also a predictor of post-intervention plasma TG and VLDL-TG (Figure 4). When combined with dose in a multiple regression model, plasma TG and VLDL-TG explained 45% and 33% of the variability in post-intervention levels, respectively (Figure 4).



IDL, LDL, and HDL particle compositions were unaffected by n-3 LCPUFA supplementation (Table 4). The significant difference between HDL3-C levels in the placebo group and the 0.35 and 0.7 g/day groups was driven by an unexplained increase in the placebo group rather than a reduction in the treatment groups.



The dominant LDL particle type was LDL2, with small dense LDL3 particles present in very few subjects and no particle size change upon n-3 LCPUFA supplementation (Table 5). There was a very weak dose-dependent increase in the proportion of HDL2b particles but not in HDL2a or HDL3a (Table 5). The change in plasma TG levels was a predictor of the change in the proportion of HDL2b particles (R2 = 0.15, p = 0.04). Similarly, the change in LDL peak particle size was a predictor of the change in the proportion of HDL2b (R2 = 0.34, p = 0.0008) (Figure 5), HDL3b (R2 = 0.20, p = 0.01), and HDL2a (R2 = 0.28, p = 0.003) particles.





4. Discussion


This was the first double-blind, randomized, placebo-controlled study that assessed the effect of n-3 LCPUFA supplementation on plasma lipids and lipoproteins in pre-menopausal women where the confounding effects of the menstrual cycle were strictly controlled. The results revealed that a low dose of n-3 LCPUFA is effective for lowering plasma and VLDL TG levels in pre-menopausal women. Supplementation with 1 g/day of n-3 LCPUFA from HiDHA™ tuna oil reduced fasting plasma TG by 23% compared to placebo. Supplementation with a wide range of DHA doses (0.94–5.7 g/day) in healthy and hypertriglyceridemic populations have produced remarkably similar reductions in plasma TG (20–32%) [5,6,7,9,10,11,14,15,33,34,35,36,37], suggesting there could be a plateau effect at n-3 LCPUFA doses greater than 1 g/day. The TG-reduction between 0–1 g/day appeared to be dose-dependent in a linear fashion, despite the lower doses not significantly lowering TG compared to placebo. These results are in line with previous reports in mixed gender populations of a lack of TG-lowering with approximately 0.7 g/day of DHA [9,16] or n-3 LCPUFA [38]. Baseline TG levels influenced the TG-lowering effect of the supplement. This was in agreement with previous reports that individuals with higher baseline TG levels respond more strongly to supplementation [2]. Substantial inter-individual variability in plasma TG response was recorded, as noted by others [39,40]. Supplementation with 1 g/day n-3 LCPUFA produced TG changes ranging from a 49% reduction to a 38% increase from baseline. All other doses resulted in similarly broad ranges of response. This variability likely contributed to the relatively weak effect of dose on plasma TG. Hence, research should be conducted in larger study populations to further elucidate dose–response relationships at low n-3 LCPUFA intakes.



While the protocol strictly controlled for daily variation in TG levels, it is possible there were uncontrolled factors that were not accounted for. Erythrocyte fatty acid analysis confirmed the self-report measures that compliance was good, thus the observed variability in TG response is unlikely due to lack of compliance with capsule consumption. However, similarly to as noted by others [41], no linear relationship between the change in erythrocyte n-3 LCPUFA levels and the change in plasma TG was detected. Polymorphisms in the genes for fatty acid translocase (FAT)/CD36 [42], PPAR-α [43], and apolipoproteins [44,45] are known to contribute to variability in TG response to n-3 LCPUFA supplementation. Apolipoprotein E (apoE) genotype in particular has been studied [46], however, it appears to have little to no influence on the effect of fish oil in women [47] or on fasting (as opposed to post-prandial) plasma TG [39,48]. As dietary nutrient intakes were measured only once rather than at baseline and post-intervention, it is possible that subjects altered their diet during the study period. Some subjects may also have failed to comply with the fasting protocol or instructions to avoid alcohol consumption and intense exercise prior to clinic visits.



The mechanisms behind plasma lipid responses to n-3 LCPUFA consumption are not fully understood, and may differ for EPA and DHA. However, TG reductions appear to be driven by reduced hepatic VLDL production. SREBP-1c, the hepatic gene transcription factor that regulates endogenous triglyceride production, is markedly inhibited by n-3 LCPUFA [49,50]. Coupled with increased fatty acid oxidation by activation of PPAR-α [51], these actions leave less substrate for TG synthesis and packaging into VLDL. Therefore, as shown in this study, VLDL particles tend to be smaller and less TG-rich. Moderate-high doses of DHA (2–3 g/day) reduce VLDL particle size [7,34]. Low dose n-3 LCPUFA (0.8 g/day) has also been reported to reduce VLDL lipid, protein, and apoB levels, suggesting a reduction in particle size and number [52]. However, the latter study was limited by the lack of a placebo-control, small sample size, and short duration. In the present study, not only was the plasma TG reduction reflected in a dose-dependent reduction of VLDL-TG levels, their changes were highly related (R2 = 0.53, p < 0.0001). In contrast, VLDL protein and apoB levels were unchanged, suggesting that the number of particles secreted by the liver was unaffected. The dose-dependent increase in VLDL-TG to protein ratio, and changes in their percentages within VLDL particles, also indicates a reduction in core lipid components but no change in surface constituents. Furthermore, IDL composition did not change as a result of n-3 LCPUFA supplementation; hence, taken together, these results suggest that smaller VLDL particles were secreted as a result of low-dose HiDHA™ tuna oil supplementation, thereby reducing plasma TG levels, whilst there was no effect on IDL particles.



A reduction in TG substrate for cholesterol ester transfer protein (CETP) limits the exchange of VLDL TG for cholesterol from HDL and/or LDL, which could lead to the maintenance of larger, more buoyant LDL and HDL particles. However, in this study HiDHA™ tuna oil had no effect on LDL composition or particle size in pre-menopausal women. This was not surprising, given that LDL-C was normal at baseline and small dense LDL particles were not prominent. While other studies reported no change in LDL-C after supplementation with low doses of n-3 LCPUFA [38,53], DHA intakes as low as 0.7–1.5 g/day have been shown to increase LDL-C [5,6,9,14,16] and LDL particle size [6] or cholesterol:apoB ratio [16]. As with plasma TG changes, apoE genotypes appear to alter LDL response to n-3 LCPUFA supplementation [39], perhaps with DHA but not EPA [48]. However, Caslake et al. [47] found no genotype-dependent effect with 0.7 or 1.8 g/day, thus suggesting that this effect may also be dose-dependent. In this study, a very minor dose-dependent change in cholesterol distribution from the smaller, denser HDL3b and HDL3c particles to the larger, more buoyant HDL2b particles was observed. More importantly, a positive correlation existed between the increases in the proportion of HDL2b particles and LDL particle size, suggesting a reduction in CETP-mediated exchange of triglyceride and cholesterol between lipoproteins in some individuals. The lack of an effect on total HDL-C was in agreement with the literature, whether low to moderate [9,54] or even high [40] doses of n-3 LCPUFA were administered. Modest increases in the proportion of HDL2, and reductions in HDL3, have been reported with as little as 0.7 g/day n-3 LCPUFA [47]. However, males responded twice as strongly as females [47]; therefore, an effect in premenopausal women was unlikely.



Low dose HiDHA™ tuna oil had no effect on blood pressure in this study population. While high doses (>3 g/day n-3 LCPUFA) are generally required to reduce blood pressure in hypertensive patients [21,55], reductions in systolic blood pressure have been demonstrated following supplementation with low doses (1 g/day n-3 LCPUFA) of both seal oil and HiDHA™ tuna oil [22]. However, the average blood pressure in the aforementioned study was 130/75 mmHg [22]; it is likely that the comparatively lower baseline blood pressure in this cohort of pre-menopausal women did not reach the threshold at which n-3 LCPUFA would provide a benefit.



A significant strength of this study was the strict control of confounding effects of the menstrual cycle on plasma lipids. Indeed, this is the first study to do so and demonstrate the plasma TG-lowering effect of n-3 LCPUFA in pre-menopausal women. Despite preliminary screening to exclude women with low plasma TG levels, 16 subjects exhibited baseline plasma TG levels lower than the minimum for entry to the study. For these participants, there remained little room for further reductions in TG through HiDHA™ tuna oil supplementation. However, even with this limitation, the percentage reduction in TG observed in this study after supplementation with 1.0 g/day was similar to reductions in hypertriglyceridemic subjects and with substantially greater doses of n-3 LCPUFA.




5. Conclusions


Supplementation with 1 g/day HiDHA™ tuna oil is sufficient to lower plasma TG by approximately 20% in pre-menopausal women, and the benefit is of a similar degree to that observed in men and post-menopausal women. The reduction in plasma TG was not accompanied by an increase in LDL cholesterol or particle size. There may also be some benefit of HiDHA™ tuna oil to HDL particle size in premenopausal women. Consumption in this dose range may be of particular significance in maintaining cardiovascular health in pre-menopausal women, given the greater contribution of TG levels to their CVD risk.







Author Contributions


Conceptualization: B.J.M., C.S., R.G., A.S., P.L.E.; Methodology: C.S.; Formal Analysis: C.S., B.J.M.; Investigation: C.S.; Resources: B.J.M., P.L.E.; Data Curation: C.S.; Original Draft Preparation: C.S.; Review and Editing: C.S., B.J.M., R.G., A.S., P.L.E.; Project Administration: C.S., B.J.M.; Funding Acquisition: B.J.M., R.G., A.S.




Funding


This research was funded by an Australian Research Council Linkage Grant (grant number LP0562017) with Nu-Mega Ingredients as the Industry partner, and it included an APA-I PhD Scholarship for C.S.




Acknowledgments


Robert Clarke, Ken Russell, David Griffiths, and Marijka Batterham for their advice and assistance with statistical issues.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest. The funders had no role in the design of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript, and in the decision to publish the results.




References


	



Harris, W.S. N-3 fatty acids and serum lipoproteins: Human studies. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 1997, 65, 1645S–1654S. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Balk, E.M.; Lichtenstein, A.H.; Chung, M.; Kupelnick, B.; Chew, P.; Lau, J. Effects of omega-3 fatty acids on coronary restenosis, intima–media thickness, and exercise tolerance: A systematic review. Atherosclerosis 2006, 184, 237–246. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Bays, H.E.; Tighe, A.P.; Sadovsky, R.; Davidson, M.H. Prescription omega-3 fatty acids and their lipid effects: Physiologic mechanisms of action and clinical implications. Expert Rev. Cardiovasc. Ther. 2008, 6, 391–409. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Rizzo, M.; Berneis, K. Low-density lipoprotein size and cardiovascular risk assessment. Q. J. Med. 2006, 99, 1–14. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed][Green Version]

	



Mori, T.A.; Burke, V.; Puddey, I.B.; Watts, G.F.; O’Neal, D.N.; Best, J.D.; Beilin, L.J. Purified eicosapentaneoic acid and docosahexaneoic acids have differential effects on serum lipids and lipoproteins, LDL particle size, glucose, and insulin in mildly hyperlipidemic men. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2000, 71, 1085–1094. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Maki, K.C.; Van Elswyk, M.E.; McCarthy, D.; Hess, S.P.; Veith, P.E.; Bell, M.; Subbaiah, P.; Davidson, M.H. Lipid responses to a dietary docosahexaenoic acid supplement in men and women with below average levels of high density lipoprotein cholesterol. J. Am. Coll. Nutr. 2005, 24, 189–199. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Neff, L.M.; Culiner, J.; Cunningham-Rundles, S.; Seidman, C.; Meehan, D.; Maturi, J.; Wittkowski, K.M.; Levine, B.; Breslow, J.L. Algal docosahexaenoic acid affects plasma lipoprotein particle size distribution in overweight and obese adults. J. Nutr. 2010, 141, 207–213. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Woodman, R.J.; Mori, T.A.; Burke, V.; Puddey, I.B.; Watts, G.F.; Beilin, L.J. Effects of purified eicosapentaenoic and docosahexaenoic acids on glycemic control, blood pressure, and serum lipids in type 2 diabetic patients with treated hypertension. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2002, 76, 1007–1015. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Milte, C.M.; Coates, A.M.; Buckley, J.D.; Hill, A.M.; Howe, P.R. Dose-dependent effects of docosahexaenoic acid-rich fish oil on erythrocyte docosahexaenoic acid and blood lipid levels. Br. J. Nutr. 2008, 99, 1083–1088. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Stark, K.D.; Holub, B.J. Differential eicosapentaenoic acid elevations and altered cardiovascular disease risk factor responses after supplementation with docosahexaenoic acid in postmenopausal women receiving and not receiving hormone replacement therapy. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2004, 79, 765–773. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed][Green Version]

	



Wu, W.H.; Lu, S.C.; Wang, T.F.; Jou, H.J.; Wang, T.A. Effects of docosahexaenoic acid supplementation on blood lipids, estrogen metabolism, and in vivo oxidative stress in postmenopausal vegetarian women. Eur. J. Clin. Nutr. 2005, 60, 386–392. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed][Green Version]

	



Skulas-Ray, A.C.; Alaupovic, P.; Kris-Etherton, P.M.; West, S.G. Dose-response effects of marine omega-3 fatty acids on apolipoproteins, apolipoprotein-defined lipoprotein subclasses, and lp-pla2 in individuals with moderate hypertriglyceridemia. J. Clin. Lipidol. 2015, 9, 360–367. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Gidez, L.I.; Miller, G.J.; Burstein, M.; Slagle, S.; Eder, H.A. Separation and quantitation of subclasses of human plasma high density lipoproteins by a simple precipitation procedure. J. Lipid Res. 1982, 23, 1206–1223. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	



Geppert, J.; Kraft, V.; Demmelmair, H.; Koletzko, B. Microalgal docosahexaenoic acid decreases plasma triacylglycerol in normolipidaemic vegetarians: A randomised trial. Br. J. Nutr. 2006, 95, 779–786. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Schwellenbach, L.J.; Olson, K.L.; McConnell, K.J.; Stolcpart, R.S.; Nash, J.D.; Merenich, J.A.; Clinical Pharmacy Cardiac Risk Service Study Group. The triglyceride-lowering effects of a modest dose of docosahexaenoic acid alone versus in combination with low dose eicosapentaenoic acid in patients with coronary artery disease and elevated triglycerides. J. Am. Coll. Nutr. 2006, 25, 480–485. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Theobald, H.E.; Chowienczyk, P.J.; Whittall, R.; Humphries, S.E.; Sanders, T.A.B. LDL cholesterol-raising effect of low-dose docosahexaneoic acid in middle-aged men and women. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2004, 79, 558–563. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Barnett, J.B.; Woods, M.N.; Lamon-Fava, S.; Schaefer, E.J.; McNamara, J.R.; Spiegelman, D.; Hertzmark, E.; Goldin, B.; Longcope, C.; Gorbach, S.L. Plasma lipid and lipoprotein levels during the follicular and luteal phases of the menstrual cycle. J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 2004, 89, 776–782. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Tonolo, G.; Ciccarese, M.; Brizzi, P.; Milia, S.; Dessole, S.; Puddu, L.; Secchi, G.; Maoili, M. Cyclical variation of plasma lipids, apolipoproteins, and lipoprotein (a) during menstrual cycle of normal women. Am. J. Physiol. 1995, 269, E1101–E1105. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Iso, H.; Naito, Y.; Sato, S.; Kitamura, A.; Okamura, T.; Sankai, T.; Shimamoto, T.; Iida, M.; Komachi, Y. Serum triglycerides and risk of coronary heart disease among Japanese men and women. Am. J. Epidemiol. 2000, 153, 490–499. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Sharrett, A.R.; Sorlie, P.D.; Chambless, L.E.; Folsom, A.R.; Hutchinson, R.G.; Heiss, G.; Szklo, M. Relative importance of various risk factors for asymptomatic carotid atherosclerosis versus coronary heart disease incidence: The atherosclerosis risk in communities study. Am. J. Epidemiol. 1999, 149, 843–852. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Geleijnse, J.M.; Giltay, E.J.; Grobbee, D.E.; Donders, A.R.T.; Kok, F.J. Blood pressure response to fish oil supplementation: Metaregression analysis of randomized trials. J. Hypertens. 2002, 20, 1493–1499. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Meyer, B.J.; Lane, A.E.; Mann, N.J. Comparison of seal oil to tuna oil on plasma lipid levels and blood pressure in hypertriglyceridaemic subjects. Lipids 2009, 44, 827–835. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lowry, O.H.; Rosebrough, N.J.; Farr, A.L.; Randall, R.J. Protein measurement with the Folin phenol reagent. J. Biol. Chem. 1951, 193, 265–275. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	



Meyer, B.J.; Duvillard, L.; Owen, A.; Packard, C.J.; Caslake, M.J. Fractionation of cholesteryl ester rich intermediate density lipoprotein subpopulations by chondroitin sulphate. Atherosclerosis 2007, 195, e28–e34. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Blanche, P.J.; Gong, E.L.; Forte, T.M.; Nichols, A.V. Characterization of human high-density lipoproteins by gradient gel electrophoresis. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1981, 665, 408–419. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ridges, L.; Sunderland, R.; Moerman, K.; Meyer, B.; Astheimer, L.; Howe, P. Cholesterol lowering benefits of soy and linseed enriched foods. Asia Pac. J. Clin. Nutr. 2001, 10, 204–211. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lepage, G.; Roy, C.C. Direct transesterification of all classes of lipids in a one-step reaction. J. Lipid Res. 1986, 27, 114–120. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	



Vickers, A.J.; Altman, D.G. Analysing controlled trials with baseline and follow-up measurements. BMJ 2001, 323, 1123–1124. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Tu, Y.-K.; Blance, A.; Clerehugh, V.; Gilthorpe, M.S. Statistical power for analyses of changes in randomized controlled trials. J. Dent. Res. 2005, 84, 283–287. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Van Breukelen, G.J.P. ANCOVA versus change from baseline had more power in randomized studies and more bias in nonrandomized studies. J. Clin. Epidemiol. 2006, 59, 920–925. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Vickers, A.J. The use of percentage change from baseline as an outcome in a controlled trial is statistically inefficient: A simulation study. BMC Med. Res. Methodol. 2001, 1. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef][Green Version]

	



Borm, G.F.; Fransen, J.; Lemmens, W.A.J.G. A simple sample size formula for analysis of covariance in randomized clinical trials. J. Clin. Epidemiol. 2007, 60, 1234–1238. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Conquer, J.A.; Holub, B.J. Supplementation with an algae source of docosahexaenoic acid increases (n-3) fatty acid status and alters selected risk factors for heart disease in vegetarian subjects. J. Nutr. 1996, 126, 3032–3039. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Grimsgaard, S.; Bonaa, K.H.; Hansen, J.B.; Nordoy, A. Highly purified eicosapentaenoic acid and docosahexaenoic acid in humans have similar triacylglycerol-lowering effects but divergent effects on serum fatty acids. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 1997, 66, 649–659. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed][Green Version]

	



Kelley, D.S.; Siegel, D.; Vemuri, M.; Mackey, B.E. Docosahexaenoic acid supplementation improves fasting and postprandial lipid profiles in hypertriglyceridemic men. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2007, 86, 324–333. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed][Green Version]

	



Meyer, B.J.; Hammervold, T.; Rustan, A.C.; Howe, P.R.C. Dose-dependent effects of docosahexaenoic acid supplementation on blood lipids in statin-treated hyperlipidaemic subjects. Lipids 2007, 42, 109–115. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Su, T.-C.; Hwang, J.-J.; Huang, K.-C.; Chiang, F.-T.; Chein, K.-L.; Wang, K.-Y.; Charng, M.-J.; Tsai, W.-C.; Lin, L.-Y.; Vige, R.; et al. A randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled clinical trial to assess the efficacy and safety of ethyl ester omega-3 fatty acid in Taiwanese hypertriglyceridemic patients. J. Atheroscler. Thromb. 2017, 24, 275–289. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Higgins, S.; Carroll, Y.L.; McCarthy, S.N.; Corridan, B.M.; Roche, H.M.; Wallace, J.M.W.; O’Brien, N.M.; Morrissey, P.A. Susceptibility of ldl to oxidative modification in healthy volunteers supplemented with low doses of n-3 polyunsaturated fatty acids. Br. J. Nutr. 2001, 85, 23–31. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Minihane, A.M.; Khan, S.; Leigh-Firbank, E.C.; Talmud, P.; Wright, J.W.; Murphy, M.C.; Griffin, B.A.; Williams, C.M. Apoe polymorphism and fish oil supplementation in subjects with an atherogenic lipoprotein phenotype. Arterioscler. Thromb. Vasc. Biol. 2000, 20, 1990–1997. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Stark, K.D.; Park, E.J.; Maines, V.A.; Holub, B.J. Effect of a fish-oil concentrate on serum lipids in post-menopausal women receiving and not receiving hormone replacement therapy in a placebo-controlled, double-blind trial. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2000, 72, 389–394. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Schuchardt, J.; Neubronner, J.; Kressel, G.; Merkel, M.; von Schacky, C.; Hahn, A. Associations between Omega-3 Index increase and triacylglyceride decrease in subjects with hypertriglyceridemia in response to six month of EPA and DHA supplementation. Prostagland. Leuk. Essent. Fat. Acids 2014, 91, 129–134. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Madden, J.; Carrero, J.J.; Brunner, A.; Dastur, N.; Shearman, C.P.; Calder, P.C.; Grimble, R.F. Polymorphisms in the cd36 gene modulate the ability of fish oil supplements to lower fasting plasma triacyl glycerol and raise hdl cholesterol concentrations in healthy middle-aged men. Prostagland. Leuk. Essent. Fat. Acids 2008, 78, 327–335. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Tai, E.S.; Corella, D.; Demissie, S.; Cupples, L.A.; Coltell, O.; Schaefer, E.J.; Tucker, K.L.; Ordovas, J.M. Polyunsaturated fatty acids interact with the PPARA-L162V polymorphism to affect plasma triglyceride and apolipoprotein C-III concentrations in the Framingham Heart Study. J. Nutr. 2005, 135, 397–403. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Madden, J.; Williams, C.M.; Calder, P.C.; Lietz, G.; Miles, E.A.; Cordell, H.; Mathers, J.C.; Minihane, A.M. The impact of common gene variants on the response of biomarkers of cardiovascular disease (cvd) risk to increased fish oil fatty acids intakes. Annu. Rev. Nutr. 2011, 31, 203–234. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Ordovas, J.M. Genetic interactions with diet influence the risk of cardiovascular disease. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2006, 83, 443S–446S. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Asset, G.; Bauge, E.; Fruchart, J.C.; Dallongeville, J. Lack of triglyceride-lowering properties of fish oil in apolipoprotein e-deficient mice. Arterioscler. Thromb. Vasc. Biol. 2001, 21, 401–406. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Caslake, M.J.; Miles, E.A.; Kofler, B.M.; Lietz, G.; Curtis, P.; Armah, C.K.; Kimber, A.C.; Grew, J.P.; Farrell, L.; Stannard, J.; et al. Effect of sex and genotype on cardiovascular biomarker response to fish oils: The FINGEN study. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2008, 88, 618–629. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Olano-Martin, E.; Anil, E.; Caslake, M.J.; Packard, C.J.; Bedford, D.; Stewart, G.; Peiris, D.; Williams, C.M.; Minihane, A.M. Contribution of apolipoprotein e genotype and docosahexaenoic acid to the ldl-cholesterol response to fish oil. Atherosclerosis 2010, 209, 104–110. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Davidson, M.H. Mechanisms for the hypotriglyceridemic effect of marine omega-3 fatty acids. Am. J. Cardiol. 2006, 98, 27i–33i. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Deckelbaum, R.J.; Worgall, T.S.; Seo, T. n-3 fatty acids and gene expression. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2006, 83, 1520S–1525S. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Krey, G.; Braissant, O.; L’Horset, F.; Kalkhoven, E.; Perroud, M.; Parker, M.G.; Wahli, W. Fatty acids, eicosanoids, and hypolipidemic agents identified as ligands of peroxisome proliferator-activated receptors by coactivator-dependent receptor ligand assay. Mol. Endocrinol. 1997, 11, 779–791. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Sanchez-Muniz, F.J.; Bastida, S.; Viejo, J.M.; Terpstra, A.H.M. Small supplements of n-3 fatty acids change serum low density lipoprotein composition by decreasing phospholipid and apolipoprotein b concentrations in young adult women. Eur. J. Nutr. 1999, 38, 20–27. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Skulas-Ray, A.C.; Kris-Etherton, P.M.; Harris, W.S.; Vanden Heuvel, J.P.; Wagner, P.R.; West, S.G. Dose-response effects of omega-3 fatty acids on triglycerides, inflammation, and endothelial function in healthy persons with moderate hypertriglyceridemia. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2011, 93, 243–252. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Finnegan, Y.E.; Minihane, A.M.; Leigh-Firbank, E.C.; Kew, S.; Meijer, G.W.; Muggli, R.; Calder, P.C.; Williams, C.M. Plant- and marine-derived n-3 polyunsaturated fatty acids have differential effects on fasting and postprandial blood lipid concentrations and on the susceptibility of LDL to oxidative modification in moderately hyperlipidemic subjects. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2003, 77, 783–795. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Mori, T.A. Omega-3 fatty acids and hypertension in humans. Clin. Exp. Pharmacol. Physiol. 2006, 33, 842–846. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]








[image: Nutrients 10 01460 g001 550] 





Figure 1. Flow of participants through the double-blind randomized placebo-controlled trial. TG: triglyceride; n-3 LCPUFA: omega-3 long chain polyunsaturated fatty acid. 
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Figure 2. Changes in erythrocyte n-3 LCPUFA levels (mean ± SEM) following supplementation with 0–1 g/day n-3 LCPUFA from HiDHA™ tuna oil. * Significantly greater than 0 g/day using analysis of covariance (ANCOVA) (p < 0.05), # Significantly greater than 0.35 g/day using ANCOVA (p < 0.05). 0 g/day group n = 12; 0.35 g/day group n = 15; 0.7 g/day group n = 13; 1.0 g/day group n = 13. DHA: docosahexaenoic acid, EPA: eicosapentaenoic acid. 
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Figure 3. Scatterplot (with linear regression line) of plasma triglyceride levels (mmol/L) following supplementation with 0, 0.35, 0.7, and 1 g/day n-3 LCPUFA from HiDHA™ tuna oil (n = 53). R2 = 0.16, p = 0.003 in the per-protocol analysis. 0 g/day group n = 12; 0.35 g/day group n = 15; 0.7 g/day group n = 13; 1.0 g/day group n = 13. 
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Figure 4. Multiple regression models for the combined effects of n-3 LCPUFA dose and baseline levels of plasma and very-low-density lipoprotein (VLDL) triglyceride levels in pre-menopausal women supplementation with 0, 0.35, 0.7, and 1 g/day n-3 LCPUFA from HiDHA™ tuna oil (n = 53). 0 g/day group n = 12; 0.35 g/day group n = 15; 0.7 g/day group n = 13; 1.0 g/day group n = 13. 
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Figure 5. Scatterplot showing the relationship between the change in LDL particle diameter (nm) and the change in the proportion of HDL2b following supplementation with 0, 0.35, 0.7, and 1 g/day n-3 LCPUFA from HiDHA™ tuna oil (n = 29). R2 = 0.34, p = 0.0008. 0 g/day group n = 12; 0.35 g/day group n = 15; 0.7 g/day group n = 13; 1.0 g/day group n = 13. 
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Table 1. Characteristics (values mean ± standard error of the mean (SEM) or median (25th percentile, 75th percentile); n = 53) and daily dietary energy (kJ/day) and macronutrient intakes (g/day) (values median (25th percentile, 75th percentile); n = 45) of subjects in double-blind placebo-controlled trial at baseline.
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	0 g/day (n = 12)
	0.35 g/day (n = 15)
	0.7 g/day (n = 13)
	1 g/day (n = 13)
	p Value





	N
	12
	15
	13
	13
	



	OC/Non-OC
	6/6
	7/8
	5/8
	7/6
	



	Age (years)
	28 ± 2
	27 ± 2
	24 ± 1
	28 ± 2
	0.51



	BMI (kg/m2)
	23 ± 1
	26 ± 1
	26 ± 2
	24 ± 1
	0.57



	SBP (mm Hg)
	116 (108, 120)
	117 (107, 121)
	115 (110, 125)
	110 (105, 112)
	0.07



	DBP (mm Hg)
	69 (65, 75)
	70 (68, 80)
	70 (65, 82)
	69 (66, 72)
	0.58



	TC (mmol/L)
	4.60 (4.02, 5.42)
	4.61 (4.13, 4.88)
	4.30 (4.14, 4.95)
	4.60 (3.90, 5.22)
	0.98



	Energy (kJ)
	6525 (5696, 7475)
	5871 (5005, 6888)
	6642 (5460, 8081)
	5118 (4115, 6365)
	0.24



	Total Fat (g)
	50 (47, 71)
	58 (48, 70)
	60 (49, 75)
	43 (31, 61)
	0.44



	SFA (g)
	24 (20, 29)
	23 (18, 28)
	24 (20, 30)
	18 (12, 25)
	0.50



	PUFA (g)
	7.1 (5.6, 9.0)
	8.2 (6.4, 11)
	8.6 (6.4, 12)
	5.6 (3.6, 8.6)
	0.34



	MUFA (g)
	21 (16, 26)
	22 (18, 26)
	21 (17, 27)
	16 (11, 22)
	0.44



	Protein (g)
	81 (69, 94)
	72 (62, 84)
	81 (67, 99)
	70 (60, 82)
	0.44



	CHO (g)
	179 (162, 197)
	148 (126, 174)
	177 (142, 221)
	136 (113, 164)
	0.09







Abbreviations: OC/Non-OC: Oral Contraceptive Use/Non-Use; BMI: Body Mass Index; SBP: Systolic Blood Pressure; DBP: Diastolic Blood Pressure; TC: Total Cholesterol; SFA: Saturated fatty acids; PUFA: polyunsaturated fatty acids; MUFA: monounsaturated fatty acids; CHO: Carbohydrate.
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Table 2. Plasma triglyceride and cholesterol levels (mmol/L) before and after supplementation with 0–1 g/day n-3 LCPUFA from HiDHA™ tuna oil (median (25th percentile, 75th percentile); n = 53).
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	n-3 LCPUFA

(g/day)
	TG (mmol/L)

0 weeks
	TG (mmol/L)

8 weeks
	TC (mmol/L)

0 weeks
	TC (mmol/L)

8 weeks





	0.00 (n = 12)
	1.18 (0.77, 1.57)
	0.98 (0.84, 1.66)
	4.60 (4.02, 5.42)
	4.68 (3.89, 5.05)



	0.35 (n = 15)
	1.27 (1.07, 1.69)
	1.18 (0.91, 1.45)
	4.61 (4.13, 4.88)
	4.43 (4.04, 4.75)



	0.70 (n = 13)
	1.07 (0.91, 1.86)
	0.98 (0.58, 1.08)
	4.30 (4.14, 4.95)
	4.42 (4.07, 4.87)



	1.00 (n = 13)
	1.09 (0.78, 1.27)
	0.79 * (0.60, 1.02)
	4.60 (3.90, 5.22)
	4.44 (3.85, 5.41)







* Significantly greater than 0 g/day using ANCOVA (p < 0.05). Abbreviations: n-3 LCPUFA: n-3 Long Chain Polyunsaturated Fatty Acids; TG: Triglycerides; TC: Total Cholesterol.
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Table 3. Changes in VLDL particle composition following supplementation with 0–1 g/day n-3 LCPUFA from HiDHA™ tuna oil (values median (25th percentile, 75th percentile); n = 53).
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	VLDL
	0 g/day

(n = 12)

0 weeks
	0 g/day

(n = 12)

8 weeks
	0.35 g/day

(n = 15)

0 weeks
	0.35 g/day

(n = 15)

8 weeks
	0.7 g/day

(n = 13)

0 weeks
	0.7 g/day

(n = 13)

8 weeks
	1 g/day

(n = 13)

0 weeks
	1 g/day

(n = 13)

8 weeks
	Dose Effect (R2, p Value)





	TG (mmol/L)
	0.81 (0.51, 1.23)
	0.60 (0.50, 0.77)
	0.72 (0.49, 0.94)
	0.66 (0.58, 0.85)
	0.96 (0.31, 1.37)
	0.51 (0.26, 0.80)
	0.50 (0.35, 0.77)
	0.35 # (0.22, 0.52)
	R2 = 0.20, p = 0.003



	Chol (mmol/L)
	0.36 (0.19, 0.47)
	0.19 (0.16, 0.48)
	0.31 (0.17, 0.40)
	0.24 (0.18, 0.35)
	0.30 (0.14, 0.63)
	0.19 (0.11, 0.29)
	0.21 (0.15, 0.30)
	0.16 (0.09, 0.24)
	R2 = 0.14, p = 0.02



	PL (mg/dL)
	21 (13, 32)
	15 (12, 29)
	19 (12, 22)
	15 (14, 19)
	21 (9, 41)
	14 (7, 19)
	16 (10, 20)
	11 (6, 17)
	R2 = 0.17, p = 0.003



	PR (mg/dL)
	14 (10, 17)
	12 (10, 15)
	18 (12, 21)
	12 (9, 17)
	15 (9, 22)
	11 (9, 14)
	10 (9, 15)
	11 (8, 13)
	p = 0.33



	TG/PR
	5.4 (3.1, 7.5)
	5.0 (3.4, 6.6)
	3.9 (3.3, 5.5)
	6.0 (3.5, 6.7)
	4.0 (2.4, 8.1)
	3.9 (2.6, 5.3)
	4.1 (2.4, 5.4)
	2.4 # (2.2, 4.2)
	R2 = 0.17, p = 0.003



	apoB (mmol/L)
	6.3 (3.3, 9.0)
	5.2 (3.5, 6.2)
	7.7 (6.5, 9.6)
	5.7 (4.8, 6.5)
	5.5 (4.2, 7.2)
	4.3 (3.2, 6.6)
	5.0 (4.0, 8.0)
	4.7 (2.5, 5.5)
	p = 0.49



	TG %
	58 (55, 61)
	57 (53, 63)
	57 (49, 60)
	58 (56, 62)
	57 (43, 60)
	55 (50, 59)
	51 (49, 58)
	50 # (48, 55)
	R2 = 0.13, p = 0.02



	Chol %
	10 (10, 12)
	9 (8, 11)
	9 (8, 11)
	10 (8, 11)
	10 (8, 13)
	9 (8, 11)
	10 (9, 11)
	9 (8, 11)
	p = 0.97



	PL %
	17 (16, 18)
	16 (16, 19)
	17 (15, 17)
	16 (15, 17)
	16 (16, 19)
	17 (15, 18)
	18 (16, 19)
	18 (16, 19)
	p = 0.82



	PR %
	11 (8, 18)
	12 (9, 17)
	14 (11, 17)
	10 (9, 16)
	15 (7, 19)
	15 (11, 21)
	14(11, 21)
	21 # (13, 23)
	R2 = 0.16, p = 0.002







Differences between dose groups compared using log-transformed data with ANCOVA followed by post hoc Tukey honest significant difference (HSD) tests. Abbreviations: VLDL: very low density lipoprotein, TG: triglyceride, Chol: cholesterol, PL: phospholipids; PR: protein, apoB: apolipoprotein B, # Significantly lower than 0.35 g/day using ANCOVA (p < 0.05).
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Table 4. Changes in lipoprotein composition following supplementation with 0–1 g/day n-3 LCPUFA from HiDHA™ tuna oil (values median (25th percentile, 75th percentile); n = 53).
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	0 g/day (n = 12)

0 weeks
	0 g/day (n = 12)

8 weeks
	0.35 g/day (n = 15)

0 weeks
	0.35 g/day (n = 15)

8 weeks
	0.7 g/day (n = 13)

0 weeks
	0.7 g/day (n = 13)

8 weeks
	1 g/day (n = 13)

0 weeks
	1 g/day (n = 13)

8 weeks
	Dose Effect

(R2, p Value)





	IDL-C (mmol/L)
	0.33 (0.26, 0.40)
	0.37 (0.28, 0.44)
	0.37 (0.29, 0.53)
	0.35 (0.27, 0.50)
	0.37 (0.22, 0.46)
	0.30 (0.20, 0.40)
	0.36 (0.24, 0.49)
	0.41 (0.20, 0.50)
	p = 0.17



	IDL-TG (mmol/L)
	0.15 (0.10, 0.17)
	0.14 (0.11, 0.16)
	0.15 (0.13, 0.19)
	0.15 (0.12, 0.17)
	0.11 (0.09, 0.14)
	0.11 (0.08, 0.12)
	0.14 (0.11, 0.17)
	0.12 (0.10, 0.18)
	p = 0.37



	IDL-apoB (mmol/L)
	10 (7.5, 11)
	11 (9.4, 13)
	11 (9.7, 12)
	11 (7.5, 13)
	8.7 (6.7, 11)
	7.8 (6.2, 13)
	11 (7.5, 15)
	14 (7.9, 17)
	p = 0.65



	LDL-C (mmol/L)
	2.6 (2.0, 2.8)
	2.0 (1.7, 3.0)
	2.5 (1.7, 2.8)
	2.4 (1.9, 2.8)
	2.0 (1.8, 2.3)
	2.2 (2.0, 2.5)
	2.2 (1.8, 3.1)
	2.3 (1.7, 2.8)
	p = 0.75



	LDL-TG (mmol/L)
	0.17 (0.11, 0.21)
	0.16 (0.13, 0.23)
	0.18 (0.15, 0.20)
	0.17 (0.15, 0.20)
	0.14 (0.11, 0.18)
	0.13 (0.11, 0.16)
	0.17 (0.14, 0.22)
	0.17 (0.14, 0.21)
	p = 0.64



	LDL-apoB (mmol/L)
	113 (70.3, 121)
	99.5 (61.1, 118)
	94.6 (64.3, 118)
	115 (75.6, 123)
	68.0 (43.9, 98.2)
	77.1 (57.4, 120)
	107 (77.7, 146)
	102 (84.9, 135)
	p = 0.92



	HDL-C (mmol/L)
	1.2 (0.94, 1.4)
	1.3 (0.98, 1.6)
	1.1 (0.89, 1.2)
	1.2 (0.96, 1.4)
	1.2 (0.94, 1.6)
	1.2 (1.0, 1.5)
	1.2 (1.0, 1.3)
	1.2 (0.99, 1.5)
	p = 0.26



	HDL2-C (mmol/L)
	0.59 (0.41, 0.62)
	0.59 (0.45, 0.71)
	0.49 (0.35, 0.55)
	0.56 (0.47, 0.71)
	0.61 (0.38, 0.77)
	0.65 (0.40, 0.79)
	0.54 (0.40, 0.75)
	0.66 (0.44, 0.77)
	p = 0.98



	HDL3-C (mmol/L)
	0.65 (0.51, 0.79)
	0.73 (0.52, 0.83)
	0.62 (0.54, 0.68)
	0.61 * (0.50, 0.68)
	0.63 (0.57, 0.77)
	0.60 * (0.55, 0.71)
	0.61 (0.52, 0.76)
	0.62 (0.49, 0.78)
	R2 = 0.01, p = 0.04







Abbreviations: IDL: intermediate density lipoprotein, LDL: low density lipoprotein, HDL: high density lipoprotein, TG: triglyceride, C: cholesterol, apoB: apolipoprotein B; * Significantly lower than 0 g/day using ANCOVA (p < 0.05).
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Table 5. Lipoprotein particle size following supplementation with 0–1 g/day n-3 LCPUFA from HiDHA™ tuna oil (values median (25th percentile, 75th percentile); n = 29).
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	0 g/day (n = 12)

0 weeks
	0 g/day (n = 12)

8 weeks
	0.35 g/day (n = 15)

0 weeks
	0.35 g/day (n = 15)

8 weeks
	0.7 g/day (n = 13)

0 weeks
	0.7 g/day (n = 13)

8 weeks
	1 g/day (n = 13)

0 weeks
	1 g/day (n = 13)

8 weeks
	Dose Effect (R2, p Value)





	LDL Radius (nm)
	10.9 (10.8, 11.0)
	10.9 (10.7, 10.9)
	11.0 (10.4, 11.1)
	10.9 (10.4, 11.1)
	10.9 (10.6, 11.1)
	10.7 (10.5, 11.0)
	10.9 (10.7, 11.0)
	10.8 (10.8, 11.3)
	p = 0.15



	% HDL2b
	37 (32, 43)
	33 (31, 44)
	35 (16, 38)
	35 (23, 38)
	41 (28, 49)
	46 (38, 50)
	32 (28, 47)
	42 (27, 52)
	R2 = 0.05, p = 0.04



	% HDL2a
	30 (27, 33)
	28 (26, 37)
	24 (22, 31)
	25 (22, 31)
	26 (21, 35)
	26 (21, 32)
	31 (22, 33)
	31 (24, 33)
	p = 0.22



	% HDL3a
	19 (15, 23)
	20 (15, 23)
	20 (18, 29)
	19 (17, 27)
	19 (15, 25)
	18 (14, 22)
	18 (16, 20)
	17 (13, 19)
	p = 0.24



	% HDL3b
	12 (7, 14)
	11 (7, 16)
	13 (10, 20)
	13 (10, 18)
	11 (7, 14)
	9 (2, 12)
	17 (11, 18)
	9 (8, 19)
	R2 = 0.02, p = 0.07



	% HDL3c
	0.8 (0.0, 3.3)
	0.3 (0.0, 3.9)
	6.0 (0.6, 11.5)
	6.1 (0.0, 12.5)
	1.2 (0.0, 8.2)
	1.9 (0.0, 8.2)
	1.2 (0.6, 3.0)
	0.6 (0.0, 2.1)
	p = 0.10







Abbreviations: LDL: low density lipoprotein; HDL: high density lipoprotein.














© 2018 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 (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).
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