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Abstract:

 Vitamin D is well recognized for its essentiality in maintaining skeletal health. Recent research has suggested that vitamin D may exert a broad range of roles throughout the human life cycle starting from reproduction to adult chronic disease risk. Rates of vitamin D deficiency during pregnancy remain high worldwide. Vitamin D deficiency has been associated with an increased risk of fertility problems, preeclampsia, gestational diabetes, and allergic disease in the offspring. Vitamin D is found naturally in only a few foods thus supplementation can provide an accessible and effective way to raise vitamin D status when dietary intakes and sunlight exposure are low. However, the possibility of overconsumption and possible adverse effects is under debate. The effect of vitamin D supplementation during pregnancy and early life on maternal and infant outcomes will be of particular focus in this review.
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1. Introduction


While the beneficial effects of vitamin D supplementation with respect to reducing the risk of rickets has been recognized for close to 100 years, there is increasing concern that rickets in young children is reemerging in numerous countries [1,2]. In the U.S. today, a disproportionate percentage of children with rickets are African American, who are characterized by low rates of vitamin D synthesis, and exclusively breast-fed infants, who are characterized by low vitamin D intakes. Over the past two decades, it has been well accepted that vitamin D is a pro-hormone, and suboptimal vitamin D status has been increasingly linked to a broad range of diseases including, cancer, diabetes, cardiovascular disease, and autoimmune disorders. Given the above, during the past decade there has been a marked increase in research on the potential health effects of this “vitamin” [3].



Currently, it is recognized that vitamin D deficiency can be demonstrated in numerous ethnic populations and locations around the world. However, the prevalence of vitamin D deficiency is a subject of intense debate, in part due to differences of opinion regarding what actually constitutes a “deficiency”. Illustrative of the above, are the markedly different circulating vitamin D concentration cut-offs for the risk of vitamin D deficiency, insufficiency, and sufficiency levels that have been identified by the U.S. Institute of Medicine (IOM) and the U.S. Endocrine Society (Table 1). While the incidence of vitamin D deficiency in most countries would seem to be moderate if the IOM cut-offs are used, the incidence is high in many countries if the cut-off values advanced by the Endocrine Society are embraced [3]. Vitamin D deficiency is common among women in the United States with 35% of women between 20 and 49 years of age having vitamin D concentrations below 50 nmol/L (the IOM cut-off for vitamin D sufficiency) [4]. This number increases to 82% in African Americans and 58% in Mexican Americans. Estimates of vitamin D deficiency during pregnancy worldwide range from 8% to 99% of women depending on the population and cut-offs used. Rickets will not be discussed in this review (readers are referred to a review on this topic by Elder and Bishop, 2014 [5]) as this paper is focused on recent literature regarding the importance of maternal vitamin D status on pregnancy and infant outcomes, with an emphasis on supplementation trials.


Table 1. Designation of vitamin D status based on circulating vitamin D levels by the U.S. Institute of Medicine (IOM) and the Endocrine Society.


	Vitamin D Status
	IOM
	Endocrine Society





	Deficiency
	<12 ng/mL (30 nmol/L)
	<20 ng/mL (50 nmol/L)



	Insufficiency
	12–20 ng/mL (30–50 nmol/L)
	21–29 ng/mL (52.5–72.5 nmol/L)



	Sufficiency
	>20 ng/mL (50 nmol/L)
	>30 ng/mL (75 nmol/L)



	Toxicity
	>50 ng/mL (125 nmol/L)
	>150 ng/mL (375 nmol/L)












2. Factors Influencing Vitamin D Status


Numerous and diverse lifestyle choices, and environmental and genetic factors can alter vitamin D status [6]; Figure 1. Vitamin D in the human body can arise in two different ways: (1) secondary to ultraviolet B (UVB) radiation exposure and (2) the dietary consumption of the vitamin. UVB radiation penetrates the skin epidermis to convert 7-dehydrochesterol into previtamin D3. Differences in the degree of skin melanin can modify UVB-induced production of vitamin D by over 90%, putting dark skinned individuals at higher risk for a deficiency. Increased time spent indoors, dermatologist recommendations of daily sunscreen application, geographical location (northern latitude) and seasonal changes (winter) can reduce exposure to UVB radiation and subsequently lower vitamin D synthesis leading to lower vitamin D levels [6].


Figure 1. Modifying factors that can affect vitamin D status throughout the life cycle.
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Previtamin D3 isomerizes into vitamin D3 (cholecalciferol) and is subsequently metabolized by 25-hydroxylase (CYP2R1) to 25-hydroxyvitamin D3 (25(OH)D) in the liver. Vitamin D binding protein transports the 25(OH)D to the kidneys where hydroxylation by 1-α-hydroxylase to the active form, 1,25-dihydroxyvitamin D3 (1,25(OH)2D) occurs. Genetic variations in CYP2R1 and vitamin D binding protein can reduce the subsequent increases of serum vitamin D after UVB exposure and consumption of vitamin D fortified foods, respectively, suggesting genetics play a role in determining vitamin D status [7]. High levels of body fat can sequester vitamin D into adipose cells thus reducing its bioavailability to other tissues. Given the above it has been argued that obese individuals are a population that is at an increased risk for vitamin D deficiency [3,8]. Consistent with this, it has been reported that obese pregnant women have lower vitamin D levels than non-obese women, even when they have higher vitamin D intakes during the first trimester [9]. Based on lower circulating 25(OH)D concentrations at a given vitamin D supplement level in obese and overweight subjects compared to normal weight subjects, Ekwaru and coworkers recently recommended that “vitamin D supplementation be 2–3 times higher for obese subjects and 1.5 times higher for overweight subjects relative to normal weight subjects” [10].



There are two forms of vitamin D that are important in humans. Vitamin D2 (ergocalciferol), is made by plants and vitamin D3, is made by sunlight exposure on skin. It has been thought that vitamins D2 and D3 are equivalent as increases in circulating 25(OH)D levels were found to be similar in subjects after an 11-week supplementation of 1000 IU/day of vitamin D2 or D3 [11]. In contrast, differences in 25(OH)D concentrations are seen following a one-time oral 50,000 IU bolus of D2 or D3 [12]. The increase in serum 25(OH)D was identical between the two groups in the first three days following supplementation, however, the D2-treated subjects had a decrease in 25(OH)D levels reaching baseline levels by day 14, while levels continued to increase in D3-treated subjects at day 14 and remained higher at day 28 than D2-treated subjects. These studies show that the pharmacokinetics of low doses of D2 and D3 may be equivalent, but at larger doses, vitamin D2 might be less effective than vitamin D3 at sustaining 25(OH)D levels.



Today, vitamin D is thought to have multiple functions beyond its role(s) in bone health [13]. Illustrative of this, vitamin D nuclear receptors (VDR) have been identified in numerous tissues including organs involved in reproduction and infant growth such as the ovary, testis, placenta and mammary gland [14,15]. Once bound to vitamin D, VDR can form a heterodimer with retinoid-x receptor and bind to response elements on promoter regions of DNA leading to changes in the transcription of specific target genes. Multiple tissues express 1-α-hydroxylase which can produce 1,25(OH)2D locally, provided there is an adequate 25(OH)D supply available [14].




3. Vitamin D and Reproduction


Vitamin D is important for all stages of the life cycle. Circulating levels of vitamin D are used as biomarkers of exposure combining both production from UVB exposure and dietary intake rather than as biomarkers of effect. The extent to which circulating 25(OH)D levels directly relate to specific health outcomes is an active area of research. The current review is focused on the effects of vitamin D on numerous aspects of reproduction including male and female fertility, pregnancy, and infant outcomes as well as childhood and adult disease (Figure 1).



3.1. Male Fertility


Infertility is a devastating situation that many couples face. Convincing data from animal models show that vitamin D deficiency or altered function can result in reduced liter size or loss of overall fertility in conjunction with an increase in maternal and offspring mortality [16,17]. The reductions in fertility can be restored by vitamin D supplementation. Vitamin D has been implicated in sperm motility and development in animals and humans [18]. VDR and enzymes necessary for vitamin D metabolism have been found in male testis, mature spermatozoa, and the ejaculatory tract suggesting an important role of this vitamin in male fertility [19]. Male rats fed a vitamin D deficient diet prior to mating were 17% less likely to inseminate females than vitamin D replete rats [20]. Only 40% of the females inseminated by vitamin D deficient rats had normal sized litters compared to 76% from vitamin D-replete males in part due to increased pregnancy complications. VDR null male mice exhibit decreased estrogen levels, sperm count, and motility compared to wild-type mice [21]. Supplementation with estrogen was able to prevent the histological changes to VDR-null male testis and normalize follicular stimulating hormone (FSH), and luteinizing hormone (LH) levels, indicating vitamin D might have a contributing role in spermatogenesis and male fertility. In agreement, epidemiological studies have shown that men with deficient vitamin D levels (using either the IOM cut-off of <25 nmol/L [22] or the Endocrine Society cut-off of <50 nmol/L [23]) have reduced sperm motility, progressive motility, and number of mature spermatozoa.




3.2. Female Fertility


VDR knockout female mice have altered synthesis of estrogen, FSH, and LH [16], all hormones essential for reproductive success. Johnson et al., restored fertility and litter size by feeding a high calcium diet to female VDR null mice suggesting a plausible role of vitamin D in calcium homeostasis rather than a direct effect on VDR [17]. Vitamin D is further linked to embryo implantation in the uterus. HOXA10, a gene important in human stromal cells for embryo implantation, is upregulated by VDR and estrogen levels signifying a possible link to favorable pregnancy outcomes [24].



Ota et al., reported that 47.4% of women with recurrent pregnancy losses (RPL), defined as three or more consecutive spontaneous abortions before 20 weeks gestation, had low serum 25(OH)D levels e.g., below 30 ng/mL, the Endocrine Society cut-off for vitamin D sufficiency status (Table 1) [25]. Compared to women with serum levels ≥30 ng/mL, women with low vitamin D status had higher circulating antiphospholipid antibodies associated with poor reproductive outcomes. Women with RPL have higher natural killer (NK) cell cytotoxicity compared to control women, and in an in vitro model, 1,25(OH)2D was able to modify NK cell function and reduce their cytotoxicity [26]. In a recent study, Anderson et al., reported that Danish women (Odense Child Cohort) with 25(OH)D levels < 50 nmol/L (IOM cut-off for vitamin D sufficiency and Endocrine Society cut-off for deficiency, Table 1) had a greater than 2-fold increased adjusted hazards ratio for first-trimester miscarriage [27]. In contrast, Mollor et al., detected no difference in pre-pregnancy vitamin D status among healthy Danish women who were able to conceive compared to those who could not conceive in a ~6 month time period [28]. However, women who had a miscarriage after the 10th week of gestation had lower plasma 25(OH)D levels in their first trimester compared to women who had live births (36 nmol/L and 65 nmol/L, respectively, p = 0.03).



The use of in vitro fertilization (IVF) has enabled insight into fertility research. Many observational studies have linked higher maternal vitamin D status to an increase in rates of both clinical pregnancy (sonographic presence of a heartbeat following IVF) and live birth [29,30,31]. Ethnic differences were observed by Rudick et al., with a positive relationship of maternal 25(OH)D and post-IVF pregnancy rates for non-Hispanic whites, but the opposite was found in Asian women [31,32]. Other reproductive outcomes, including ovarian stimulation, fertilization rates, or markers of embryo quality were not affected by varying vitamin D concentrations or race. This indicates vitamin D can have a positive impact on the endometrium and subsequent embryo implantation, an idea supported by animal models [32]. The positive relationship between maternal vitamin D status and post-IVF pregnancy in non-Hispanic white, but not in Asian women, suggests that genetics play a role in the relationship between vitamin D and fertility. This finding could impact doctor’s recommendation of what are considered optimal vitamin D levels when women of different ethnic groups undergo IVF.



A supplementation trial involving 128 vitamin D insufficient (<30 ng/mL, as classified by the authors) Iranian women six to eight weeks prior to undergoing freeze-thaw embryo transfer found no differences in pregnancy rates between women receiving 50,000 IU vitamin D/week compared to women receiving placebo [33]. All women receiving the weekly supplement reached vitamin D sufficiency as assessed by both IOM and Endocrine Society cut-offs (25(OH)D) = 47.65 ± 1.11 ng/mL) at the end of the study. The population in the study represented a homogenous population of women with vitamin D insufficiency at baseline (15.81 ± 5.94 ng/mL). Additional clinical trials in ethnically diverse populations with differing baseline vitamin D levels are needed to better delineate the effect of vitamin D status on assisted reproductive technology outcomes.



In an ongoing clinical trial (PREPARE trial), the effects of a “Mediterranean” diet are being tested on multiple markers of early embryo development, implantation and pregnancy rates [34]. The supplemental diet which includes olive oil for cooking, an olive oil based spread, and a daily supplement drink enriched with Vitamin D (400 IU) and the marine omega-3 fatty acids EPA (1 g) and DHA (1 g) is provided to male and female partners for six weeks prior to IVF-induced conception. The control diet includes sunflower seed oil for cooking, a sunflower oil based spread, and a daily supplement drink without vitamin D, EPA or DHA. Although the amount of vitamin D provided through the supplement is lower than the current RDAs set by either the IOM or Endocrine Society, this study should provide new insights into how periconceptional dietary interventions can impact female and male fertility, a research area that is presently lacking.





4. Pregnancy


The 2004–2008 National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey (NHANES) data shows that the cumulative frequency of vitamin D deficiency during pregnancy in all races is 29% according to Endocrine Society criteria (< 20 ng/mL). When separated into ethnic groups, frequencies of vitamin D deficiency are highest in African Americans (75%), followed by Mexican-Americans (42%) and non-Hispanic whites (9%) [4]. Evaluation of NHANES data from 2001 to 2006 using IOM guidelines reports that 7% of pregnant women are vitamin D deficient (< 12 ng/mL) and 21% are vitamin D insufficient (12–20 ng/mL) [35]. These data further illustrate how different cut-offs used by the IOM vs. Endocrine Society for defining vitamin D status (Table 1) influences the reporting of vitamin D deficiency prevalence in the population. The current RDA for vitamin D is 600 IU/day for both non-pregnant females of reproductive age and pregnant/lactating females according to IOM recommendations (Table 2). The IOM RDA is set to meet the total intake requirement of 97.5% of healthy individuals with minimal or no sunlight exposure. In contrast to IOM recommendations, the Endocrine Society recommends a vitamin D intake of at least 600 IU/day, but states that 1500–2000 IU/day may be needed for pregnant or lactating females to maintain a 25(OH)D level ≥ 30 ng/mL.



Table 2. Vitamin D recommended intakes.



	
Age

	
IOM

	
Endocrine Society

	
Australian NHMRC **

	
WHO




	
RDA

	
UL

	
Daily Requirement

	
UL

	
AI

	
UL

	
RNI






	
0–6 months

	
400 IU (10 μg) *

	
1000 IU (25 μg)

	
400–1000 IU

	
2000 IU (50 μg)

	
200 IU (5 μg)

	
1000 IU (25 μg)

	
200 IU (5 μg)




	
7–12 months

	
400 IU (10 μg) *

	
1500 IU (38 μg)

	
400–1000 IU

	
2000 IU (50 μg)

	
200 IU (5 μg)

	
1000 IU (25 μg)

	
200 IU (5 μg)




	
1–3 years

	
600 IU (15 μg)

	
2500 IU (63μg)

	
600–1000 IU

	
4000 IU (100 μg)

	
200 IU (5 μg)

	
3200 IU (80 μg)

	
200 IU (5 μg)




	
4–8 years

	
600 IU (15 μg)

	
3000 IU (75 μg)

	
600–1000 IU

	
4000 IU (100 μg)

	
200 IU (5 μg)

	
3200 IU (80 μg)

	
200 IU (5 μg)




	
Pregnancy/Lactation

	

	

	

	

	

	




	
14–18 years

	
600 IU (15 μg)

	
4000 IU (100 μg)

	
600–1000 IU

	
4000 IU (100 μg)

	
200–400 IU

	
3200 IU (80 μg)

	
200 IU (5 μg)




	
19–50 years

	
600 IU (15 μg)

	
4000 IU (100 μg)

	
1500–2000 IU

	
10,000 IU (250 μg)

	
200–400 IU

	
3200 IU (80 μg)

	
200 IU (5 μg)








* Adequate Intake (AI); ** National Health and Medical Research Council.








While 25(OH)D remains constant, the concentrations of total 1,25(OH)2D and vitamin D binding protein increase in the first to second trimester and remain elevated until 3 months postpartum [36]. Vitamin D functions to modulate the immune system by heightening the innate system and muting the adaptive immune system. During pregnancy, this should aid in increasing maternal ability to fight off infections and creating fetal-tolerance to avoid rejection, respectively [37]. Under normal conditions, activation of toll like receptors (TLR) on the immune cell’s surface triggers the expression of VDR and CYP27B1, increasing local concentrations of 1,25(OH)2D3 [37,38,39]. Dendritic cells are the main immune cells responsible for connecting the innate and adaptive immune systems and are vital for T cell proliferation. Vitamin D can inhibit dendritic cell differentiation and maturation increasing the formation of tolerogenic dendritic cells [40]. The altered cytokine production in these cells leads to a shift in the differentiation of naïve T cells from TH1 to TH2, wherein a weighted TH2 response is associated with fetal tolerance, and regulatory T cells. Regulatory T cells are important in modulating the immune system to become more tolerate to self-antigens and function to suppress further immune activation. Cathelicidins, antimicrobial peptides that can defend against pathogens, are up regulated by vitamin D. VDR can bind to response elements of the human cathelicidin peptide gene (cathelicidin antimicrobial peptide; CAMP) increasing the killing ability of innate immune cells, macrophages, thus strengthening the innate immune system’s response [41]. These changes induced by vitamin D would dampen the adaptive immune system while optimizing the innate immune’s function to kill pathogens aiding the maternal body to protect against microbial insults and establish an environment of fetal tolerance.





4.1. Gestational Diabetes


The impact of Vitamin D on vascular health and glucose control can likewise translate to adverse effects of vitamin D deficiency on pregnancy outcomes including an increased risk for gestational diabetes and preeclampsia. Low vitamin D has been associated with insulin resistance. The theory that vitamin D supplementation can help normalize blood glucose levels and reduce the incidence of gestational diabetes is an active area of research. First trimester 25(OH)D levels were found to be lower in women diagnosed with gestational diabetes compared to controls, translating to a 2.6-fold increased risk of developing gestational diabetes when serum vitamin D levels were ≤20 ng/mL, the IOM cut-off for vitamin D sufficiency [42]. After restricting the analysis to non-Hispanic whites (the majority of the study population), a 3.7-fold increased risk of gestational diabetes was seen. However, this association with an increased risk of gestation diabetes with low 25(OH)D levels is not consistent across observational studies [43,44].



Gestational diabetes is associated with insulin resistance, an increase in inflammation and subsequent rise in oxidative stress. The effects of vitamin D supplementation (400 IU /day vitamin D3) on insulin and glucose metabolism were observed in healthy, pregnant women in their 25th week of gestation [45]. After nine weeks of supplementation of vitamin D or placebo, the vitamin D supplemented group had reductions in serum insulin, fasting plasma glucose levels, high sensitivity C-reactive protein (hs-CRP), and blood pressure compared to the placebo group. Although positive effects were seen, 41.7% of the participants in the intervention group and 83% in the placebo group remained vitamin D deficient (using the Endocrine Society cutoff; 20.8% and 54.2%, respectively using IOM guidelines) due to the low intervention dose.



In a 2013 randomized controlled trial, Asemi et al., provided 50,000 IU vitamin D3 or placebo at baseline and day 21 of the six week trial to women diagnosed with gestational diabetes in their 24th–28th week of gestation [46]. After six weeks, there was a significant increase in serum 25(OH)D in the vitamin D group (+18.51 ± 20.46 ng/mL). Improved serum insulin, insulin resistance index (HOMA-IR), fasting plasma glucose, LDL and total cholesterol were noted in the vitamin D group compared to the placebo group. With regard to pregnancy outcome, there were no cases of polyhydramnios (the accumulation of excess amniotic fluid) in the vitamin D group compared to 17.4% in the placebo group, and a marked reduction of hyperbilirubinemia in infants from the vitamin D supplemented group (27.3%) compared to the placebo group (60.9%) was reported (p = 0.02) [47]. These data suggest a positive effect of vitamin D supplementation on pregnancy outcomes in women with gestational diabetes.



Asemi et al., investigated the effects of vitamin D co-supplemented with calcium on metabolic parameters in women diagnosed with gestational diabetes starting in their 24th–28th week of gestation. Women were provided 1000 mg/day calcium and a bolus of 50,000 IU of vitamin D3 twice during the six week study, one at baseline and one at intervention day 21, or placebo [48]. After the six weeks, a significant increase in serum 25(OH)D (+48.91 ± 46.64 ng/mL) was observed in the treatment group. In agreement with another study by the same group [45], vitamin D plus calcium supplementation improved fasting plasma glucose, serum insulin, HOMA-IR, HDL, and LDL in women with gestational diabetes compared to placebo. Vitamin D supplementation also resulted in an increase in plasma glutathione (antioxidant) and mitigated the rise in malondialdehyde (a biomarker for lipid oxidative damage), although no change was noted in hs-CRP levels. Given the heightened response with co-supplementation, it suggests that the effects of vitamin D on gestational diabetes might be enhanced with the use of calcium. While vitamin D supplementation to women with gestational diabetes improved metabolic parameters, what is needed are clinical trials investigating the extent to which vitamin D supplementation decreases adverse perinatal outcomes associated with gestational diabetes including macrosomia, respiratory distress, and postnatal hypoglycemia.



To test the dose response effect of vitamin D on glucose metabolism, doses of 200 IU/day, 50,000 IU/monthly, or 50,000 IU/biweekly vitamin D3 were chosen to supplement healthy (non-gestational diabetes), pregnant women with severe vitamin D deficiency (7.6 ± 6.3 ng/mL) from the 12th week of gestation to delivery [49]. According to Endocrine Society cut-offs (Table 1), the biweekly high dose group was able to achieve sufficiency in 62.5% of subjects, the high dose monthly group had 39.5% of subjects while 11.4% of subjects in the low dose (200 IU/day) had sufficient vitamin D levels. There was a dose response decrease in the rise of serum insulin and HOMA-IR with increasing vitamin D supplementation. Serum calcium was similar among the groups further suggesting no adverse side effects with the vitamin D dosages tested.




4.2. Preeclampsia


Risk factors for preeclampsia include age, obesity, first time pregnancy, and prior history of preeclampsia. The occurrence of gestational diabetes is associated with an increased risk for severe or mild preeclampsia and gestational hypertension. Low maternal 25(OH)D levels have been associated with a greater risk of preeclampsia in a number of studies [50,51,52,53]. A 27% reduction in the risk of preeclampsia was found in women who self-reported taking 400–600 IU vitamin D3 supplements per day compared to women who did not [54]. It should be noted that other studies have failed to confirm observations that lower 25(OH)D status is associated with the occurrence of preeclampsia, and it is still unclear whether suboptimal vitamin D status is a cause, or an effect, of preeclampsia [55,56].



Anti-inflammatory and immune modulating properties of vitamin D are postulated to contribute to the protective mechanism against preeclampsia. A recent study by Darby et al., investigated the association of circulating maternal 1,25(OH)2D levels on preeclampsia and the effect of vitamin D supplementation on placental cytokine production in rats [57]. Pregnant women with preeclampsia had similar levels of circulating 1,25(OH)2D compared to controls. In culture, placentas from preeclamptic women secreted higher concentrations of inflammatory cytokines, and lower anti-inflammatory IL-10 compared to placentas from women with a normal pregnancy. When the culture media was supplemented with vitamin D in hypoxic conditions (used to stimulate the production and secretion of pro-inflammatory cytokines), placental tissue from preeclamptic pregnancies secreted significantly lower concentrations of hypoxia-induced antiangiogenic factor, sFlt-1, and had diminished IL-6 production compared to preeclamptic placentas cultured without vitamin D supplementation [57].



To investigate the effect of vitamin D supplementation on blood pressure and circulating T cells, the rats induced by reduced uterine perfusion pressure (RUPP), a model of preeclampsia, were administered vitamin D2 or vitamin D3 on gestation days 14–18 [57]. Mean arterial blood pressure (MAP) and CD4+ (Please confirm if + is superscript) T cells were reduced in RUPP rats receiving vitamin D3 compared to non-supplemented RUPP rats. Vitamin D2 supplementation decreased circulating CD4+ T cells but had no effect on MAP. Similar improvements to systolic and diastolic blood pressure were observed in healthy pregnant women after a nine-week supplementation of 400 IU/day vitamin D3 reduction in comparison to placebo suggesting its potential use in the prevention of preeclampsia [45].



A randomized controlled trial in two South Carolina health centers provided either a 2000 IU/day or 4000 IU/day vitamin D3 supplement in the 12th–16th week of gestation until delivery [58]. A mean change in baseline 25(OH)D was greater in the 4000 IU/day group with 46.2% of participants reaching 40 ng/mL prior to delivery, a level determined to achieve maximal 1,25(OH)2D conversion [59], compared to 37.4% in the 2000 IU/day group. An inverse association between late trimester mean 25(OH)D levels with maternal infections and preterm delivery was reported with no cases of hypercalciuria or hypercalcemia. The authors concluded that these links are only suggestive since there was no difference in pregnancy complication risk among the vitamin D intervention groups. It is important to note that this study did not have a placebo or control group to minimize or adjust the effects of other variables on pregnancy complications.



When the data were combined with a concurrently run vitamin D intervention trial (NICHD; National Institute of Child Health and Human Development) by the same group, there was a marginally significant reduction in hypertension disorders (p = 0.052) after adjustment for race and study in the 4000 IU/day group when compared to control women receiving 400 IU/day [60]. Using maternal 25(OH)D concentrations as the outcome, for every 10 ng/mL increase in 25(OH)D at delivery, there was a trend of reduced odds ratio for infections, preterm birth without preeclampsia, and hypertension disorders of 0.89, 0.84, and 0.77, respectively after adjustments for study and race. Combining the main comorbidities, for every 10 ng/mL increase in 25(OH)D at delivery, the odds ratio was reduced to 0.84 (p = 0.006) indicating fewer adverse pregnancy outcomes as maternal vitamin D levels increased.



Hossian et al., provided 4000 IU vitamin D3/day or a placebo to women starting at 20 weeks of gestation until delivery [61]. While serum vitamin D levels improved in the intervention group, only 15% of the women obtained levels of ≥30 ng/mL (Endocrine Society cut-off for vitamin D sufficiency) due to severely low baseline 25(OH)D levels in this population (3–9 ng/mL). Thus, it is not surprising that this study found no effect of the vitamin D supplementation on incidences of preterm birth, preeclampsia, or small for gestation age since 23% of participants had persistent serum 25(OH)D below 10 ng/mL which is considered vitamin D deficiency status by both the IOM and Endocrine Society (Table 1). Sablok et al., provided vitamin D supplement doses depending on baseline level of serum 25(OH)D levels or placebo [62]. Women with deficient levels (classified by the authors as <25 nmol/L) received 120,000 IU D3 at 20, 24, 28, and 32 weeks gestation, whereas women with insufficient levels (25–50 nmol/L) received 120,000 IU at 20 and 24 weeks and sufficient women (>50 nmol/L) received one dose of 60,000 IU at 20 weeks. Infants of mothers receiving vitamin D supplementation were more likely to reach vitamin D sufficiency at birth compare to infants of non-supplemented mothers (46.2% vs. 14%, respectively), however, over half of the infants in the supplement group still had suboptimal vitamin D status. Rates of preterm birth and hypertension were lower in the supplemented groups compared to non-supplemented (21.1% vs. 8.3%, 21.1% vs. 11.1%, respectively), however, rates of hypertension did not reach significance (p = 0.08). Preeclampsia is a common pregnancy complication and a major contributor to maternal mortality worldwide. Vitamin D supplementation is a low cost intervention strategy and additional clinical trials powered to determine the effects of vitamin D on preeclampsia prevention and treatment are clearly warranted.





5. Infant


Epigenetic effects have been postulated as one of the mechanisms involved in developmental programming. Epigenetic changes reflect post-translational modifications to DNA including methylation, phosphorylation, and acetylation of histones without a change in DNA sequence, which ultimately regulate gene expression. Through VDR, vitamin D is involved in modulation of histone acetylation and methylation resulting in the activation or silencing of genes [63,64,65]. It has been proposed that vitamin D-induced epigenetic changes during development are involved in susceptibility to multiple morbidities ranging from allergies to cancer later in life. Thus it could be argued that adequate maternal-fetal transfer of vitamin D in utero and early infancy is important for life-long optimal health.



Breast milk is low in vitamin D concentration and is the primary source of vitamin D in breastfed infants [36] as it is recommended that infants younger than 6 months be kept out of direct sunlight and the exposure to sun be minimized with the use of protective clothing, hats and sunscreen [66]. Not only can seasonal variation impact cutaneous production in the infant, but also seasonal variation in maternal UVB exposure will impact breast milk vitamin D concentrations. If women plan to exclusively breast feed their baby, it is important for mothers to have adequate vitamin D status. Infant formula is supplemented with 400 IU/L, nevertheless, infants might not consume a liter of formula per day hence additional supplementation is recommended for breastfed infants and infants consuming less than one liter of formula per day by the American Academy of Pediatrics, the IOM [67], and the Endocrine Society [3] to ensure a total dietary intake of at least 400 IU per day.



Respiratory Health and Allergic Disease in Children


Over the last decade, there is conflicting data on the role of maternal vitamin D on offspring allergic outcomes. Higher maternal vitamin D intake during pregnancy was found to be inversely associated with asthma [68], allergic rhinitis [68], wheezing [69], and eczema in early childhood. Using dietary intake data alone can be problematic since UVB-induced skin formation of vitamin D can significantly alter serum 25(OH)D, thus, dietary intakes might not be a reliable indicator of overall vitamin D status. Jones et al., reported that low cord blood 25(OH)D levels were associated with development of eczema in infants at six and twelve months, but not at 30 months (p = 0.12) [70]. While there was no relationship between cord blood 25(OH)D and wheezing at any time point in this study, it is suggestive that early life development could have an impact on allergic phenotype later in life. 25(OH)D levels were independently associated with an increased risk of food allergen sensitization and severity of dermatitis in infants with atopic dermatitis [71]. The number and degree of food allergen sensitizations inversely correlated with 25(OH)D levels as measured by IgE-specific levels. Complicating these relationships are the findings that high maternal 25(OH)D levels are associated with an increased risk of childhood allergic diseases [72,73,74]. The Tucson Infant Immune Study observed a U-shaped curve of cord blood 25(OH)D less than 50 nmol/L and levels higher than or equal to 100 nmol/L had higher total and inhalant allergen-specific IgE levels compared to children with 25(OH)D levels between 50 and 99.9 nmol/L [74].



One randomized controlled trial investigated the effects of prenatal vitamin D supplementation on respiratory outcomes in children at three years of age. Women were asked to avoid use of vitamin D supplements and were randomized at 27 weeks gestation to receive 800 IU/day vitamin D2 until delivery, a single oral bolus of 200,000 IU vitamin D3, or no intervention [75]. No differences in the prevalence of eczema, atopy, or wheezing were found among the groups in children at 3 years of age. Similar results were found when allergy indicators were analyzed based on cord blood 25(OH)D levels. Additional data collected on lung function, total serum IgE levels and eosinophil counts also showed no significant differences, contrasting with the study by Baek et al. [71]. However, only a small percentage of the children participated in this additional follow-up, which may have contributed to a lack of statistical power to be able to detect differences among the groups.



Although cord blood 25(OH)D levels were significantly higher in the supplemented children compared to the control group, only a small percentage of offspring receiving daily vitamin D (13%) or bolus vitamin D (3%) had cord blood vitamin D levels ≥ 50 nmol/L. An ongoing supplementation trial (ABCvitaminD) is providing a higher dose vitamin D3 supplement of 2400 IU/day or placebo from 24 weeks of gestation until 1 week post-delivery. Children will be followed for three years for respiratory health outcomes and the data will provide a better look into the effects of a higher dose vitamin D supplement on allergic outcomes.



Nutrient interventions beginning in the third trimester might miss the critical window of immune developmental programming. In an on-going trial (Vitamin D Antenatal Asthma Reduction Trial, VDAART) the influence of vitamin D supplementation beginning in the second trimester on different infant allergic disease risk at three years of age is being explored [76]. Women are being supplied daily with 4000 IU of vitamin D3 plus a multivitamin containing 400 IU vitamin D3, or a daily placebo plus the 400 IU vitamin D3 until delivery. Ancillary outcomes being followed include maternal vaginal flora and maternal and infant intestinal flora. This study plans to follow children up to six years of age, which is the age when most asthma diagnoses are classified. It is anticipated that this study will provide valuable new information on the effects of maternal vitamin D status and offspring allergy/asthma outcomes.



Grant et al., reported that supplementing both mother/infant pairs with vitamin D from the third trimester to 6 months postnatal reduced the amount of primary care visits for acute respiratory infection [77]. Infants in the higher dose supplement group (mothers received 2000 IU: infants received 800 IU per day) had a lower proportion of child primary care visits compared to placebo (87% vs. 99%, respectively, p = 0.004). The lower dose supplement group (mothers received 1000 IU: infants received 400 IU per day) had similar proportion of acute respiratory infection visits as the placebo group (95%, p = 0.17). Since the study looked at the number of visits rather than confirmed diagnosis of infection, this study suggests infant vitamin D supplementation in addition to prenatal supplementation might be beneficial in reducing health care visits for acute respiratory infections.



The data concerning vitamin D treatment on the clinical severity of atopic dermatitis has been more consistent. Between the months of February and March, supplementation of 1000 IU/day of vitamin D3 or placebo was randomized to children age 2–17 with winter-related atopic dermatitis [78]. After the one month, there was a significant improvement in clinical severity of winter-related atopic dermatitis in the vitamin D group compared to placebo. These results are in agreement with other intervention trials [79,80]. Samochocki et al., supplemented 2000 IU/day vitamin D3 for 3 months in adult subjects with atopic dermatitis and reported a significant reduction in the severity of atopic dermatitis and total serum IgE levels compared to baseline [79]. Prior to supplementation, the frequency of bacterial infections was higher in atopic dermatitis patients with 25(OH)D levels <30 ng/mL compared to those with levels ≥30 ng/mL [79]. Despite the short supplementation duration of three months; there was no report of bacterial infection during the treatment period. While the results look promising, placebo controls were not included in this study. In contrast to the above trial, Hata et al., found no change in Eczema Area and Severity Score (EASI) or IL-13 expression after a 21-day supplementation of 4000 IU/day vitamin D3 [81].





6. Risk of Toxicity


The causes of vitamin D intoxication from high dietary intakes can result from errors in fortification dosages, manufacturing mistakes of over-the-counter supplements, or misunderstanding doctor recommendations. The long half-life and storage of 25(OH)D in fat may pose problems with regard to vitamin D toxicity. During intoxication, high levels of 25(OH)D and 1,25(OH)2D can lead to increased absorption of calcium in the intestine causing hypercalcemia. Increased pressure on the kidneys to filter the excess calcium leads to hypercalciuria, and if prolonged, polyuria and dehydration can occur due to an inability to regulate urine concentrations [82]. The IOM and Endocrine Society differ on the cut-off levels that represent the Upper Limit or a risk of toxicity e.g., >50 ng/mL and >150 ng/mL, respectively. It is important to note, that these concentrations represent a risk for toxicity rather than levels at which toxicity signs will definitively occur. The incidence of 25(OH)D levels above 50 ng/mL (toxicity cut-off for IOM) in the Rochester Epidemiology Project from 2002 to 2011 increased from 9 to 23 cases per 100,000 [83]. Out of 1070 patients with serum vitamin D levels > 50 ng/mL, 15% (165) of patients presented with hypercalcemia. However, when regression analysis was performed, 25(OH)D levels and serum calcium levels had no significant relationship (p = 0.20). Still, some professionals fear that with the increase in supplementation rates, there could be a rise in vitamin D toxicity. Since the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) does not heavily regulate supplements, supplement manufacturing can be a cause of concern. Five out of fifteen over-the-counter vitamin D supplements in the United States were found to have amounts of vitamin D outside a 90%–120% variability range of the stated quantity on the bottle [84]. As mentioned earlier, genetics can play a role in determining an individual’s vitamin D status. Common gene polymorphisms in 7-dehydrocholesterol reductase, CYP2RI, and vitamin D binding protein were found to significantly alter serum 25(OH)D levels [85]. Loss of function of 24-hydroxlase (CYP24A1), the enzyme responsible for the breakdown of 1,25(OH)2D and 25(OH)D, can increase the risk of vitamin D toxicity due to a reduced ability to inactivate these vitamin D compounds in the body [86].



6.1. Potential Consequences of Excess Vitamin D Intakes: Maternal and Infant


During pregnancy, the current recommended dietary intake of vitamin D and upper limit ranges from 200 to 2000 IU/day and 3200 to 10,000 IU/day, respectively (Table 2). Dawodu et al., supplemented a cohort of vitamin D deficient women with varying doses of vitamin D3: 4000 IU/day, 2000 IU/day, or 400 IU/day starting at 12–16 weeks of gestation to delivery [87]. Supplementation with 4000 IU/day was found to be the most effective in achieving serum levels ≥ 32 ng/mL at delivery (65%, 24%, and 10%, for the 3 supplement groups, respectively) and cord blood levels ≥ 20 ng/mL (79%, 44%, and 21%, respectively). No adverse outcomes were observed in any groups as measured by serum and urine calcium levels. These results are in accordance with previous randomized controlled trials in mixed demographic of ethnicities [58,59,88]. Roth et al., reported serum 25(OH)D ≥ 130 ng/mL at delivery in Bangladesh women following 35,000 IU/week supplementation of vitamin D3 in the third trimester [89,90]. Women in this study had average baseline 25(OH)D levels above sufficiency cut-offs (IOM and Endocrine Society guidelines) and had no signs of adverse effect reported whilst observing a positive effect on infant growth outcomes.



Since pregnancy is a relatively small window of time, maternal adverse side effects might not occur within the potential ten months of supplementation. Data regarding long-term high dose vitamin D supplementation in women of childbearing age are lacking. Similarly, studies are needed to address whether women who are vitamin D sufficient at conception and receiving high doses of vitamin D (≥4000 IU/daily) have adverse pregnancy outcomes. Also, studies powered to determine the effect of separate ethnic groups’ varying baseline vitamin D levels on 25(OH)D levels after different vitamin D supplementation doses will provide more concrete information for individualized recommendations during pregnancy.



A recent six month randomized controlled trial of 1200 IU/day in breastfeeding women resulted in a significant increase in 25(OH)D levels compared to women receiving 400 IU/day, but only 25% of the women taking 1200 IU/day reached levels above 30 ng/mL, the Endocrine Society cut-off for sufficiency (Table 1) [91]. The women in both groups had mean baseline levels considered vitamin D deficient thus supplementing higher amounts than 1200 IU/day would be needed to achieve sufficiency for this population. Oberhelman et al., provided daily supplements of 5000 IU/day for 28 days or one time dose of 150,000 IU to healthy women who were exclusively breastfeeding [92]. Both doses successfully raised maternal and infant 25(OH)D levels [92]. The single dose was able to raise levels at a quicker rate but no difference in serum concentrations were found at 28 days in mother or infant. Four women in the daily dose group and three women in the single dose group had urine calcium/creatinine ratios above the accepted reference range, while no changes in serum calcium were observed. Although both single and daily doses of vitamin D3 seem to be safe, caution should be considered when supplementing at these high doses in pregnant women, particularly if baseline vitamin D status is sufficient.



A one-time, oral bolus of vitamin D is an effective way to treat vitamin D deficiency as 25(OH)D levels quickly rise following supplementation. However, the question of toxicity risk following a large, bolus should be considered. Recommendations for the upper limit for vitamin D intake ranges from 3200 to 10,000 IU (Table 2). It is not completely known how large, acute increases in circulating 25(OH)D levels immediately following supplementation can affect a fetus/infant, who are vulnerable to vitamin D toxicity at this time in development. As previously mentioned, short-term studies generally agree with its safety but long-term studies are needed to address the question of whether large bolus vitamin D supplementation during pregnancy is associated with any adverse health outcomes in the offspring later in life.




6.2. Infant Toxicity


Gallo et al., designed a study to determine an oral dosage of vitamin D that would achieve a 25(OH)D level of 75 nmol/L or greater in 97.5% of newborn, breastfed infants by three months of age [93]. Healthy newborns, less than one month of age and consuming at least 80% of total milk volume from breast milk, were supplemented with different dosages (400, 800, 1200, and 1600 IU/day vitamin D3) for 11 months [93]. The 1600 IU vitamin D3/day is four times the IOM recommendations for newborns. This high-dose group was discontinued early because 93% of infants had plasma 25(OH)D levels ≥ 250 nmol/L, which was reported to be associated with hypercalcemia (IOM, 2011 report). By 3 months, 97% of infants from any of the four supplement groups achieved 25(OH)D levels above ≥ 50 nmol/L with no differences between groups. Differences among the groups were observed when looking at the number of infants achieving serum 25(OH)D levels ≥ 75 nmol/L. By three months, a higher percentage of infants in the 1200 and 800 IU/day groups reached blood levels ≥ 75 nmol/L (92% and 81% respectively) compared to 400 IU/day (55%). Higher vitamin D supplement arms were able to sustain higher infant vitamin D serum levels at 12 months when compared to 400 IU/day, which agrees with a study by Grant et al. [94]. However, it is important to note that additional safety monitoring should be done when supplementing with high dose vitamin D3 in newborns, as hypercalcemia and hypercalciuria are potential adverse effects.



Although numerous cases of newborn vitamin D toxicity have been reported over the past 80 years, toxicity is rare when compared to the number of newborns receiving vitamin D supplementation [95,96,97,98]. A recent case report on an exclusively breastfed four-month old infant receiving over the counter liquid vitamin D supplementation showed 25(OH)D levels of 294 ng/mL, severe hypercalcemia, hypercalciuria, and nephrocalcinosis [95]. The toxicity symptoms exhibited in the infant included irritability, dehydration, anorexia, and gastrointestinal issues. The toxicity was the result of the mother providing a higher dose (dropper full per day vs. the recommended one drop per day) of the supplement to the infant for two months. In addition, the amount of vitamin D in the supplement was threefold higher than what was listed on the label. It was estimated that the infant was receiving 50,000 IU daily for a two-month duration. After 89 days off of the supplement, 25(OH)D levels lowered to 54 ng/mL and normal growth and developmental milestones were being reached, however, nephrocalcinosis was not reversible. Levels as high as 470 ng/mL have been reported in infant toxicity cases and have life-long consequences, especially adverse renal function, or even death [98]. It is important to note that the toxicity signs presented above were not seen in any recent supplementation trial and the causes of these intoxications occurred with infants/children receiving doses from 50,000 to 600,000 IU. Also, loss of function mutations in 24-hydroylase was found to be a risk factor for idiopathic infantile hypercalcemia making those infants more susceptible to vitamin D toxicity even at lower vitamin D supplementation doses [86], thus genetics can play a role in both vitamin D deficiency and toxicity.





7. Summary and Challenging Issues


Appropriate Vitamin D dietary recommendations are a subject of intense debate [99]. With large percentages of individuals having insufficient vitamin D levels, this raises the question of whether fortification efforts should be increased. Many countries currently mandate the fortification of certain foods with vitamin D, e.g., 100 IU/cup milk in the United States, 30–45 IU/ 100 mL milk in Canada, and edible oil spreads (margarine) in Australia, however, a large proportion of dietary intakes are still below recommended levels [100,101]. Using NHANES data, 78% of women of childbearing age did not meet the EAR for vitamin D (n = 3210) [102]. A recent report by the 2015 Dietary Guidelines Advisory Committee noted that even with careful food choices and following recommended amounts from each food group in the (current) USDA food patterns, the RDA for vitamin D cannot be met [103]. Their conclusion: “Through the use of a diet rich in seafood and fortified foods, EAR, but not RDA, levels of vitamin D can be achieved. Additional fortification or supplementation strategies would be needed to reach RDA levels of vitamin D intake consistently, especially in individuals with low intakes of fish/seafood or fortified dairy foods, other fortified foods (e.g., breakfast cereals) and beverages”.



Unlike folic acid fortification of grain products, vitamin D fortification has primarily focused on dairy products, potentially missing certain populations due to cultural practices or perceived or actual lactose intolerance. Many public health officials have proposed the need for enrichment of other foods. Mushrooms grown under UVB light can increase vitamin D2 levels and successfully raise 25(OH)D in vegetarians or non-dairy consuming individuals [104]. Hens fed diets high in vitamin D can increase the amount of vitamin D3 in the yolks from 50 IU to over 2000 IU per egg without causing harm to the hen or egg quality [105].



The Food and Drug Administration (FDA) of the United States has proposed changes to the nutrition facts label that is found on most food packages. Among the changes, is the requirement that manufacturers declare the amount of vitamin D on the label, as it is one of the new “nutrients of public health significance” based on NHANES dietary intake data [106]. Vitamin D supplementation/fortification has also been met with opposition [107] due to concerns that vitamin D is a hormone and should be treated as such including addressing efficacy, dose and side effects. However, vitamin D is not a hormone but rather a pro-hormone. Other concerns are the insufficient evidence to determine the effects of vitamin D supplementation/fortification on bone health and fracture incidence and that FDA recommendations to include vitamin D on food labels may encourage fortification of vitamin D in products that would not otherwise necessarily be recommended, and lastly, that there is some evidence for possible adverse consequences to vitamin D fortification [107].



While the essentiality of adequate vitamin D during pregnancy is not disputed, controversy exists over the recommended dietary intake levels, the mathematical approaches to calculating that level, and the endpoints used to determine requirements; the concentrations of circulating 25(OH)D that denote deficiency, insufficiency and adequacy status; and whether race, body weight or other factors should be taken into account when making dietary recommendations, Similarly, it is not clear what vitamin D supplementation regimens are most effective during pregnancy; whether mother, child or both should be supplemented; and whether there are long-term consequences of supplementation. What is clear is that additional randomized, clinical trials that address these issues are warranted.







Acknowledgments


The authors would like to sincerely thank artist Noriho Uriu, for her drawing in Figure 1.




Author Contributions


All authors made substantial contributions to the conception and content of the paper. Krista Sowell prepared the initial draft of the article. Carl Keen and Janet Uriu-Adams participated in revising it through discussion and editing.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflicts of interest.




References


	1. 
Robinson, P.D.; Hogler, W.; Craig, M.E.; Verge, C.F.; Walker, J.L.; Piper, A.C.; Woodhead, H.J.; Cowell, C.T.; Ambler, G.R. The re-emerging burden of rickets: A decade of experience from Sydney. Arch. Dis. Child. 2006, 91, 564–568. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	2. 
Rajakumar, K.; Thomas, S.B. Reemerging nutritional rickets: A historical perspective. Arch. Pediatr. Adolesc .Med. 2005, 159, 335–341. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	3. 
Holick, M.F.; Binkley, N.C.; Bischoff-Ferrari, H.A.; Gordon, C.M.; Hanley, D.A.; Heaney, R.P.; Murad, M.H.; Weaver, C.M.; Endocrine, S. Evaluation, treatment, and prevention of vitamin D deficiency: An Endocrine Society clinical practice guideline. J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 2011, 96, 1911–1930. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	4. 
Looker, A.C.; Pfeiffer, C.M.; Lacher, D.A.; Schleicher, R.L.; Picciano, M.F.; Yetley, E.A. Serum 25-hydroxyvitamin D status of the US population: 1988–1994 compared with 2000–2004. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2008, 88, 1519–1527. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	5. 
Elder, C.J.; Bishop, N.J. Rickets. Lancet 2014, 383, 1665–1676. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	6. 
Uriu-Adams, J.Y.; Obican, S.G.; Keen, C.L. Vitamin D and maternal and child health: Overview and implications for dietary requirements. Birth Defects Res. C 2013, 99, 24–44. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	7. 
Nissen, J.; Vogel, U.; Ravn-Haren, G.; Andersen, E.W.; Madsen, K.H.; Nexo, B.A.; Andersen, R.; Mejborn, H.; Bjerrum, P.J.; Rasmussen, L.B.; et al. Common variants in CYP2R1 and GC genes are both determinants of serum 25-hydroxyvitamin D concentrations after UVB irradiation and after consumption of vitamin D3-fortified bread and milk during winter in Denmark. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2015, 101, 218–227. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	8. 
Bryant, G.A.; Koenigsfeld, C.F.; Lehman, N.P.; Smith, H.L.; Logemann, C.D.; Phillips, K.T. A retrospective evaluation of response to vitamin D supplementation in obese versus nonobese patients. J. Pharm. Pract. 2014. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	9. 
Karlsson, T.; Andersson, L.; Hussain, A.; Bosaeus, M.; Jansson, N.; Osmancevic, A.; Hulthen, L.; Holmang, A.; Larsson, I. Lower vitamin D status in obese compared with normal-weight women despite higher vitamin D intake in early pregnancy. Clin. Nutr. 2015, 34, 892–898. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	10. 
Ekwaru, J.P.; Zwicker, J.D.; Holick, M.F.; Giovannucci, E.; Veugelers, P.J. The importance of body weight for the dose response relationship of oral vitamin D supplementation and serum 25-hydroxyvitamin D in healthy volunteers. PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e111265. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	11. 
Holick, M.F.; Biancuzzo, R.M.; Chen, T.C.; Klein, E.K.; Young, A.; Bibuld, D.; Reitz, R.; Salameh, W.; Ameri, A.; Tannenbaum, A.D. Vitamin D2 is as effective as vitamin D3 in maintaining circulating concentrations of 25-hydroxyvitamin D. J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 2008, 93, 677–681. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	12. 
Armas, L.A.; Hollis, B.W.; Heaney, R.P. Vitamin D2 is much less effective than vitamin D3 in humans. J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 2004, 89, 5387–5391. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	13. 
Holick, M.F. Sunlight and vitamin D for bone health and prevention of autoimmune diseases, cancers, and cardiovascular disease. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2004, 80, 1678S–1688S. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	14. 
Norman, A.W. From vitamin D to hormone D: Fundamentals of the vitamin D endocrine system essential for good health. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2008, 88, 491S–499S. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	15. 
Wang, Y.; Zhu, J.; DeLuca, H.F. Where is the vitamin D receptor? Arch. Biochem. Biophys. 2012, 523, 123–133. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	16. 
Halloran, B.P.; DeLuca, H.F. Effect of vitamin D deficiency on fertility and reproductive capacity in the female rat. J. Nutr. 1980, 110, 1573–1580. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	17. 
Johnson, L.E.; DeLuca, H.F. Vitamin D receptor null mutant mice fed high levels of calcium are fertile. J. Nutr. 2001, 131, 1787–1791. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	18. 
Blomberg Jensen, M. Vitamin D and male reproduction. Nat. Rev. Endocrinol. 2014, 10, 175–186. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	19. 
Blomberg Jensen, M.; Nielsen, J.E.; Jorgensen, A.; Rajpert-De Meyts, E.; Kristensen, D.M.; Jorgensen, N.; Skakkebaek, N.E.; Juul, A.; Leffers, H. Vitamin D receptor and vitamin D metabolizing enzymes are expressed in the human male reproductive tract. Hum. Reprod. 2010, 25, 1303–1311. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	20. 
Kwiecinski, G.G.; Petrie, G.I.; DeLuca, H.F. Vitamin D is necessary for reproductive functions of the male rat. J. Nutr. 1989, 119, 741–744. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	21. 
Kinuta, K.; Tanaka, H.; Moriwake, T.; Aya, K.; Kato, S.; Seino, Y. Vitamin D is an important factor in estrogen biosynthesis of both female and male gonads. Endocrinology 2000, 141, 1317–1324. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	22. 
Blomberg Jensen, M.; Bjerrum, P.J.; Jessen, T.E.; Nielsen, J.E.; Joensen, U.N.; Olesen, I.A.; Petersen, J.H.; Juul, A.; Dissing, S.; Jorgensen, N. Vitamin D is positively associated with sperm motility and increases intracellular calcium in human spermatozoa. Hum. Reprod. 2011, 26, 1307–1317. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	23. 
Yang, B.; Sun, H.; Wan, Y.; Wang, H.; Qin, W.; Yang, L.; Zhao, H.; Yuan, J.; Yao, B. Associations between testosterone, bone mineral density, vitamin D and semen quality in fertile and infertile Chinese men. Int. J. Androl. 2012, 35, 783–792. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	24. 
Du, H.; Daftary, G.S.; Lalwani, S.I.; Taylor, H.S. Direct regulation of HOXA10 by 1,25-(OH)2D3 in human myelomonocytic cells and human endometrial stromal cells. Mol. Endocrinol. 2005, 19, 2222–2233. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	25. 
Ota, K.; Dambaeva, S.; Han, A.R.; Beaman, K.; Gilman-Sachs, A.; Kwak-Kim, J. Vitamin D deficiency may be a risk factor for recurrent pregnancy losses by increasing cellular immunity and autoimmunity. Hum. Reprod. 2014, 29, 208–219. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	26. 
Ota, K.; Dambaeva, S.; Kim, M.W.; Han, A.R.; Fukui, A.; Gilman-Sachs, A.; Beaman, K.; Kwak-Kim, J. 1,25-dihydroxy-vitamin D3 regulates NK-cell cytotoxicity, cytokine secretion, and degranulation in women with recurrent pregnancy losses. Eur. J. Immunol. 2015. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	27. 
Andersen, L.B.; Jorgensen, J.S.; Jensen, T.K.; Dalgard, C.; Barington, T.; Nielsen, J.; Beck-Nielsen, S.S.; Husby, S.; Abrahamsen, B.; Lamont, R.F.; et al. Vitamin D insufficiency is associated with increased risk of first-trimester miscarriage in the Odense child cohort. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2015, 102, 633–638. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	28. 
Moller, U.K.; Streym, S.; Heickendorff, L.; Mosekilde, L.; Rejnmark, L. Effects of 25OHD concentrations on chances of pregnancy and pregnancy outcomes: A cohort study in healthy Danish women. Eur. J. Clin. Nutr. 2012, 66, 862–868. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	29. 
Garbedian, K.; Boggild, M.; Moody, J.; Liu, K.E. Effect of vitamin D status on clinical pregnancy rates following in vitro fertilization. CMAJ Open 2013, 1, E77–E82. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	30. 
Paffoni, A.; Ferrari, S.; Vigano, P.; Pagliardini, L.; Papaleo, E.; Candiani, M.; Tirelli, A.; Fedele, L.; Somigliana, E. Vitamin D deficiency and infertility: Insights from in vitro fertilization cycles. J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 2014, 99, E2372–E2376. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	31. 
Rudick, B.J.; Ingles, S.A.; Chung, K.; Stanczyk, F.Z.; Paulson, R.J.; Bendikson, K.A. Influence of vitamin D levels on in vitro fertilization outcomes in donor-recipient cycles. Fertil. Steril. 2014, 101, 447–452. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	32. 
Rudick, B.; Ingles, S.; Chung, K.; Stanczyk, F.; Paulson, R.; Bendikson, K. Characterizing the influence of vitamin D levels on IVF outcomes. Hum. Reprod. 2012, 27, 3321–3327. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	33. 
Aflatoonian, A.; Arabjahvani, F.; Eftekhar, M.; Sayadi, M. Effect of vitamin D insufficiency treatment on fertility outcomes in frozen-thawed embryo transfer cycles: A randomized clinical trial. Iran. J. Reprod. Med. 2014, 12, 595–600. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	34. 
Kermack, A.J.; Calder, P.C.; Houghton, F.D.; Godfrey, K.M.; Macklon, N.S. A randomised controlled trial of a preconceptional dietary intervention in women undergoing IVF treatment (PREPARE trial). BMC Womens Health 2014. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	35. 
Looker, A.C.; Johnson, C.L.; Lacher, D.A.; Pfeiffer, C.M.; Schleicher, R.L.; Sempos, C.T. Vitamin D status: United States, 2001–2006. NCHS Data Brief 2011, 59, 1–8. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	36. 
Brannon, P.M.; Picciano, M.F. Vitamin D in pregnancy and lactation in humans. Annu. Rev. Nutr. 2011, 31, 89–115. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	37. 
Tamblyn, J.A.; Hewison, M.; Wagner, C.L.; Bulmer, J.N.; Kilby, M.D. Immunological role of vitamin D at the maternal-fetal interface. J. Endocrinol. 2015, 224, R107–R121. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	38. 
Adams, J.S.; Hewison, M. Update in vitamin D. J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 2010, 95, 471–478. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	39. 
Hewison, M.; Burke, F.; Evans, K.N.; Lammas, D.A.; Sansom, D.M.; Liu, P.; Modlin, R.L.; Adams, J.S. Extra-renal 25-hydroxyvitamin D3-1α-hydroxylase in human health and disease. J. Steroid Biochem. Mol. Biol. 2007, 103, 316–321. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	40. 
Bouillon, R.; Carmeliet, G.; Verlinden, L.; van Etten, E.; Verstuyf, A.; Luderer, H.F.; Lieben, L.; Mathieu, C.; Demay, M. Vitamin D and human health: Lessons from vitamin D receptor null mice. Endocr. Rev. 2008, 29, 726–776. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	41. 
Wang, T.T.; Nestel, F.P.; Bourdeau, V.; Nagai, Y.; Wang, Q.; Liao, J.; Tavera-Mendoza, L.; Lin, R.; Hanrahan, J.W.; Mader, S.; et al. Cutting edge: 1,25-Dihydroxyvitamin D3 is a direct inducer of antimicrobial peptide gene expression. J. Immunol. 2004, 173, 2909–2912. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	42. 
Zhang, C.; Qiu, C.; Hu, F.B.; David, R.M.; van Dam, R.M.; Bralley, A.; Williams, M.A. Maternal plasma 25-hydroxyvitamin D concentrations and the risk for gestational diabetes mellitus. PLoS ONE 2008, 3, e3753. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	43. 
Makgoba, M.; Nelson, S.M.; Savvidou, M.; Messow, C.M.; Nicolaides, K.; Sattar, N. First-trimester circulating 25-hydroxyvitamin D levels and development of gestational diabetes mellitus. Diabetes Care 2011, 34, 1091–1093. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	44. 
Baker, A.M.; Haeri, S.; Camargo, C.A., Jr.; Stuebe, A.M.; Boggess, K.A. First-trimester maternal vitamin D status and risk for gestational diabetes (GDM) a nested case-control study. Diabetes Metab. Res. Rev. 2012, 28, 164–168. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	45. 
Asemi, Z.; Samimi, M.; Tabassi, Z.; Shakeri, H.; Esmaillzadeh, A. Vitamin D supplementation affects serum high-sensitivity C-reactive protein, insulin resistance, and biomarkers of oxidative stress in pregnant women. J. Nutr. 2013, 143, 1432–1438. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	46. 
Asemi, Z.; Hashemi, T.; Karamali, M.; Samimi, M.; Esmaillzadeh, A. Effects of vitamin D supplementation on glucose metabolism, lipid concentrations, inflammation, and oxidative stress in gestational diabetes: A double-blind randomized controlled clinical trial. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2013, 98, 1425–1432. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	47. 
Asemi, Z.; Karamali, M.; Esmaillzadeh, A. Favorable effects of vitamin D supplementation on pregnancy outcomes in gestational diabetes: A double blind randomized controlled clinical trial. Horm. Metab. Res. 2015, 47, 565–570. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	48. 
Asemi, Z.; Karamali, M.; Esmaillzadeh, A. Effects of calcium-vitamin D co-supplementation on glycaemic control, inflammation and oxidative stress in gestational diabetes: A randomised placebo-controlled trial. Diabetologia 2014, 57, 1798–1806. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	49. 
Soheilykhah, S.; Mojibian, M.; Moghadam, M.J.; Shojaoddiny-Ardekani, A. The effect of different doses of vitamin D supplementation on insulin resistance during pregnancy. Gynecol. Endocrinol. 2013, 29, 396–399. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	50. 
Hypponen, E.; Cavadino, A.; Williams, D.; Fraser, A.; Vereczkey, A.; Fraser, W.D.; Banhidy, F.; Lawlor, D.; Czeizel, A.E. Vitamin D and pre-eclampsia: Original data, systematic review and meta-analysis. Ann. Nutr. Metab. 2013, 63, 331–340. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	51. 
Achkar, M.; Dodds, L.; Giguere, Y.; Forest, J.; Armson, B.A.; Woolcott, C.; Agellon, S.; Spencer, A.; Weiler, H.A. Vitamin D status in early pregnancy and risk of preeclampsia. Am. J. Obstet. Gynecol. 2015, 212, 511.e1–511.e7. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	52. 
Bodnar, L.M.; Simhan, H.N.; Catov, J.M.; Roberts, J.M.; Platt, R.W.; Diesel, J.C.; Klebanoff, M.A. Maternal vitamin D status and the risk of mild and severe preeclampsia. Epidemiology 2014, 25, 207–214. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	53. 
Robinson, C.J.; Alanis, M.C.; Wagner, C.L.; Hollis, B.W.; Johnson, D.D. Plasma 25-hydroxyvitamin D levels in early-onset severe preeclampsia. Am. J. Obstet. Gynecol. 2010, 203, 366.e1–366.e6. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	54. 
Haugen, M.; Brantsaeter, A.L.; Trogstad, L.; Alexander, J.; Roth, C.; Magnus, P.; Meltzer, H.M. Vitamin D supplementation and reduced risk of preeclampsia in nulliparous women. Epidemiology 2009, 20, 720–726. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	55. 
Burris, H.H.; Rifas-Shiman, S.L.; Huh, S.Y.; Kleinman, K.; Litonjua, A.A.; Oken, E.; Rich-Edwards, J.W.; Camargo, C.A., Jr.; Gillman, M.W. Vitamin D status and hypertensive disorders in pregnancy. Ann. Epidemiol. 2014, 24, 399–403. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	56. 
Shand, A.W.; Nassar, N.; von Dadelszen, P.; Innis, S.M.; Green, T.J. Maternal vitamin D status in pregnancy and adverse pregnancy outcomes in a group at high risk for pre-eclampsia. BJOG 2010, 117, 1593–1598. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	57. 
Darby, M.M.; Wallace, K.; Cornelius, D.; Chatman, K.T.; Mosely, J.N.; Martin, J.N.; Purser, C.A.; Baker, R.C.; Owens, M.T.; Lamarca, B.B. Vitamin D supplementation suppresses hypoxia-stimulated placental cytokine secretion, hypertension and CD4 T cell stimulation in response to placental ischemia. Med. J. Obstet. Gynecol. 2013, 1, 1–9. [Google Scholar]

	58. 
Wagner, C.L.; McNeil, R.; Hamilton, S.A.; Winkler, J.; Rodriguez Cook, C.; Warner, G.; Bivens, B.; Davis, D.J.; Smith, P.G.; Murphy, M.; et al. A randomized trial of vitamin D supplementation in 2 community health center networks in South Carolina. Am. J. Obstet. Gynecol. 2013, 208, 137.e1–137.e13. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	59. 
Hollis, B.W.; Johnson, D.; Hulsey, T.C.; Ebeling, M.; Wagner, C.L. Vitamin D supplementation during pregnancy: Double-blind, randomized clinical trial of safety and effectiveness. J. Bone Miner. Res. 2011, 26, 2341–2357. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	60. 
Wagner, C.L.; McNeil, R.B.; Johnson, D.D.; Hulsey, T.C.; Ebeling, M.; Robinson, C.; Hollis, B.W.; Hamilton, S.A. Health characteristics and outcomes of two randomized vitamin D supplementation trials during pregnancy: A combined analysis. J. Steroid Biochem. Mol. Biol. 2013, 136, 313–320. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	61. 
Hossain, N.; Kanani, F.H.; Ramzan, S.; Kausar, R.; Ayaz, S.; Khanani, R.; Pal, L. Obstetric and neonatal outcomes of maternal vitamin D supplementation: Results of an open-label, randomized controlled trial of antenatal vitamin D supplementation in Pakistani women. J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 2014, 99, 2448–2455. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	62. 
Sablok, A.; Batra, A.; Thariani, K.; Batra, A.; Bharti, R.; Aggarwal, A.R.; Kabi, B.C.; Chellani, H. Supplementation of vitamin D in pregnancy and its correlation with feto-maternal outcome. Clin. Endocrinol. 2015, 83, 536–541. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	63. 
Hossein-nezhad, A.; Holick, M.F. Optimize dietary intake of vitamin D: An epigenetic perspective. Curr. Opin. Clin. Nutr. Metab. Care 2012, 15, 567–579. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	64. 
Fetahu, I.S.; Hobaus, J.; Kallay, E. Vitamin D and the epigenome. Front. Physiol. 2014. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	65. 
Mozhui, K.; Smith, A.K.; Tylavsky, F.A. Ancestry dependent DNA methylation and influence of maternal nutrition. PLoS ONE 2015, 10, e0118466. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	66. 
Balk, S.J.; Council on Environmental Health; Section on Dermatology. Ultraviolet radiation: A hazard to children and adolescents. Pediatrics 2011, 127, 588–597. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	67. 
Institute of Medicine. Dietary Reference Intakes for Calcium and Vitamin D; Ross, A.C., Taylor, C.L., Yaktine, A.L., del Valle, H.B., Eds.; The National Academies Press: Washington, WA, USA, 2011. [Google Scholar]

	68. 
Erkkola, M.; Kaila, M.; Nwaru, B.I.; Kronberg-Kippila, C.; Ahonen, S.; Nevalainen, J.; Veijola, R.; Pekkanen, J.; Ilonen, J.; Simell, O.; et al. Maternal vitamin D intake during pregnancy is inversely associated with asthma and allergic rhinitis in 5-year-old children. Clin. Exp. Allergy 2009, 39, 875–882. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	69. 
Camargo, C.A., Jr.; Rifas-Shiman, S.L.; Litonjua, A.A.; Rich-Edwards, J.W.; Weiss, S.T.; Gold, D.R.; Kleinman, K.; Gillman, M.W. Maternal intake of vitamin D during pregnancy and risk of recurrent wheeze in children at 3 y of age. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 2007, 85, 788–795. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	70. 
Jones, A.P.; D’Vaz, N.; Meldrum, S.; Palmer, D.J.; Zhang, G.; Prescott, S.L. 25-hydroxyvitamin D3 status is associated with developing adaptive and innate immune responses in the first 6 months of life. Clin. Exp. Allergy 2015, 45, 220–231. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	71. 
Baek, J.H.; Shin, Y.H.; Chung, I.H.; Kim, H.J.; Yoo, E.G.; Yoon, J.W.; Jee, H.M.; Chang, Y.E.; Han, M.Y. The link between serum vitamin D level, sensitization to food allergens, and the severity of atopic dermatitis in infancy. J. Pediatr. 2014, 165, 849–854. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	72. 
Weisse, K.; Winkler, S.; Hirche, F.; Herberth, G.; Hinz, D.; Bauer, M.; Roder, S.; von Bergen, M.; Rolle-Kampczyk, U.; Olek, S.; et al. Maternal and newborn vitamin D status and its impact on food allergy development in the German Lina cohort study. Allergy 2013, 68, 220–228. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	73. 
Heimbeck, I.; Wjst, M.; Apfelbacher, C.J. Low vitamin D serum level is inversely associated with eczema in children and adolescents in Germany. Allergy 2013, 68, 906–910. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	74. 
Rothers, J.; Wright, A.L.; Stern, D.A.; Halonen, M.; Camargo, C.A., Jr. Cord blood 25-hydroxyvitamin D levels are associated with aeroallergen sensitization in children from Tucson, Arizona. J. Allergy Clin. Immunol. 2011, 128, 1093–1099. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	75. 
Goldring, S.T.; Griffiths, C.J.; Martineau, A.R.; Robinson, S.; Yu, C.; Poulton, S.; Kirkby, J.C.; Stocks, J.; Hooper, R.; Shaheen, S.O.; et al. Prenatal vitamin D supplementation and child respiratory health: A randomised controlled trial. PLoS ONE 2013, 8, e66627. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	76. 
Litonjua, A.A.; Lange, N.E.; Carey, V.J.; Brown, S.; Laranjo, N.; Harshfield, B.J.; O’Connor, G.T.; Sandel, M.; Strunk, R.C.; Bacharier, L.B.; et al. The vitamin D antenatal asthma reduction trial (VDAART): Rationale, design, and methods of a randomized, controlled trial of vitamin D supplementation in pregnancy for the primary prevention of asthma and allergies in children. Contemp. Clin. Trials 2014, 38, 37–50. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	77. 
Grant, C.C.; Kaur, S.; Waymouth, E.; Mitchell, E.A.; Scragg, R.; Ekeroma, A.; Stewart, A.; Crane, J.; Trenholme, A.; Camargo, C.A., Jr. Reduced primary care respiratory infection visits following pregnancy and infancy vitamin D supplementation: A randomised controlled trial. Acta Paediatr. 2015, 104, 396–404. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	78. 
Camargo, C.A., Jr.; Ganmaa, D.; Sidbury, R.; Erdenedelger, K.; Radnaakhand, N.; Khandsuren, B. Randomized trial of vitamin D supplementation for winter-related atopic dermatitis in children. J. Allergy Clin. Immunol. 2014, 134, 831–835. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	79. 
Samochocki, Z.; Bogaczewicz, J.; Jeziorkowska, R.; Sysa-Jedrzejowska, A.; Glinska, O.; Karczmarewicz, E.; McCauliffe, D.P.; Wozniacka, A. Vitamin D effects in atopic dermatitis. J. Am. Acad. Dermatol. 2013, 69, 238–244. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	80. 
Amestejani, M.; Salehi, B.S.; Vasigh, M.; Sobhkhiz, A.; Karami, M.; Alinia, H.; Kamrava, S.K.; Shamspour, N.; Ghalehbaghi, B.; Behzadi, A.H. Vitamin D supplementation in the treatment of atopic dermatitis: A clinical trial study. J. Drugs Dermatol. 2012, 11, 327–330. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	81. 
Hata, T.R.; Audish, D.; Kotol, P.; Coda, A.; Kabigting, F.; Miller, J.; Alexandrescu, D.; Boguniewicz, M.; Taylor, P.; Aertker, L.; et al. A randomized controlled double-blind investigation of the effects of vitamin D dietary supplementation in subjects with atopic dermatitis. J. Eur. Acad. Dermatol. Venereol. 2014, 28, 781–789. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	82. 
Vogiatzi, M.G.; Jacobson-Dickman, E.; DeBoer, M.D.; The Pediatric Endocrine Society for Drugs and Therapeutics Committee. Vitamin D supplementation and risk of toxicity in pediatrics: A review of current literature. J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 2014, 99, 1132–1141. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	83. 
Dudenkov, D.V.; Yawn, B.P.; Oberhelman, S.S.; Fischer, P.R.; Singh, R.J.; Cha, S.S.; Maxson, J.A.; Quigg, S.M.; Thacher, T.D. Changing incidence of serum 25-hydroxyvitamin D values above 50 ng/mL: A 10-year population-based study. Mayo Clin. Proc. 2015, 90, 577–586. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	84. 
LeBlanc, E.S.; Perrin, N.; Johnson, J.D., Jr.; Ballatore, A.; Hillier, T. Over-the-counter and compounded vitamin D: Is potency what we expect? JAMA Intern. Med. 2013, 173, 585–586. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	85. 
Wang, T.J.; Zhang, F.; Richards, J.B.; Kestenbaum, B.; van Meurs, J.B.; Berry, D.; Kiel, D.P.; Streeten, E.A.; Ohlsson, C.; Koller, D.L.; et al. Common genetic determinants of vitamin D insufficiency: A genome-wide association study. Lancet 2010, 376, 180–188. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	86. 
Schlingmann, K.P.; Kaufmann, M.; Weber, S.; Irwin, A.; Goos, C.; John, U.; Misselwitz, J.; Klaus, G.; Kuwertz-Broking, E.; Fehrenbach, H.; et al. Mutations in CYP24A1 and idiopathic infantile hypercalcemia. N. Engl. J. Med. 2011, 365, 410–421. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	87. 
Dawodu, A.; Saadi, H.F.; Bekdache, G.; Javed, Y.; Altaye, M.; Hollis, B.W. Randomized controlled trial (RCT) of vitamin D supplementation in pregnancy in a population with endemic vitamin D deficiency. J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 2013, 98, 2337–2346. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	88. 
Rodda, C.P.; Benson, J.E.; Vincent, A.J.; Whitehead, C.L.; Polyakov, A.; Vollenhoven, B. Maternal vitamin D supplementation during pregnancy prevents vitamin D deficiency in the newborn: An open label randomised controlled trial. Clin. Endocrinol. 2015, 83, 363–368. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	89. 
Roth, D.E.; al Mahmud, A.; Raqib, R.; Akhtar, E.; Perumal, N.; Pezzack, B.; Baqui, A.H. Randomized placebo-controlled trial of high-dose prenatal third-trimester vitamin D3 supplementation in Bangladesh: The AViDD trial. Nutr. J. 2013, 12, 1–16. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	90. 
Roth, D.E.; Perumal, N.; al Mahmud, A.; Baqui, A.H. Maternal vitamin D3 supplementation during the third trimester of pregnancy: Effects on infant growth in a longitudinal follow-up study in Bangladesh. J. Pediatr. 2013, 163, 1605–1611. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	91. 
Czech-Kowalska, J.; Latka-Grot, J.; Bulsiewicz, D.; Jaworski, M.; Pludowski, P.; Wygledowska, G.; Chazan, B.; Pawlus, B.; Zochowska, A.; Borszewska-Kornacka, M.K.; et al. Impact of vitamin D supplementation during lactation on vitamin D status and body composition of mother-infant pairs: A MAVID randomized controlled trial. PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e107708. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	92. 
Oberhelman, S.S.; Meekins, M.E.; Fischer, P.R.; Lee, B.R.; Singh, R.J.; Cha, S.S.; Gardner, B.M.; Pettifor, J.M.; Croghan, I.T.; Thacher, T.D. Maternal vitamin D supplementation to improve the vitamin D status of breast-fed infants: A randomized controlled trial. Mayo Clin. Proc. 2013, 88, 1378–1387. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	93. 
Gallo, S.; Comeau, K.; Vanstone, C.; Agellon, S.; Sharma, A.; Jones, G.; L’Abbe, M.; Rodd, C.; Khamessan, A.; Weiler, H. Effect of different dosages of oral vitamin D supplementation on vitamin D status in healthy, breastfed infants: A randomized trial. JAMA 2013, 309, 1785–1792. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	94. 
Grant, C.C.; Stewart, A.W.; Scragg, R.; Milne, T.; Rowden, J.; Ekeroma, A.; Wall, C.; Mitchell, E.A.; Crengle, S.; Trenholme, A.; et al. Vitamin D during pregnancy and infancy and infant serum 25-hydroxyvitamin D concentration. Pediatrics 2014, 133, e143–e153. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	95. 
Ketha, H.; Wadams, H.; Lteif, A.; Singh, R.J. Iatrogenic vitamin D toxicity in an infant—A case report and review of literature. J. Steroid Biochem. Mol. Biol. 2015, 148, 14–18. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	96. 
Barrueto, F., Jr.; Wang-Flores, H.H.; Howland, M.A.; Hoffman, R.S.; Nelson, L.S. Acute vitamin D intoxication in a child. Pediatrics 2005, 116, e453–e456. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	97. 
Khadgawat, R.; Goswami, R.; Gupta, N.; Seith, A.; Mehta, A.P. Acute vitamin D toxicity in an infant. Clin. Pediatr. Endocrinol. 2007, 16, 89–93. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	98. 
Ross, S.G. Vitamin D intoxication in infancy; a report of four cases. J. Pediatr. 1952, 41, 815–822. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	99. 
Veugelers, P.J.; Ekwaru, J.P. A statistical error in the estimation of the recommended dietary allowance for vitamin D. Nutrients 2014, 6, 4472–4475. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	100. 
Vatanparast, H.; Calvo, M.S.; Green, T.J.; Whiting, S.J. Despite mandatory fortification of staple foods, vitamin D intakes of Canadian children and adults are inadequate. J. Steroid Biochem. Mol. Biol. 2010, 121, 301–303. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	101. 
Moore, C.E.; Radcliffe, J.D.; Liu, Y. Vitamin D intakes of adults differ by income, gender and race/ethnicity in the USA, 2007 to 2010. Public Health Nutr. 2014, 17, 756–763. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	102. 
Rai, D.; Bird, J.K.; McBurney, M.I.; Chapman-Novakofski, K.M. Nutritional status as assessed by nutrient intakes and biomarkers among women of childbearing age—Is the burden of nutrient inadequacies growing in America? Public Health Nutr. 2015, 18, 1658–1669. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	103. 
2015 Dietary Guidelines Advisory Committee. Scientific Report of the 2015 Dietary Guidelines Advisory Committee; Advisory Report to the Secretary of Health and Human Services and the Secretary of Agriculture. Available online: Http://www.Health.Gov/dietaryguidelines/2015-scientific-report/ (accessed on 16 September 2015).

	104. 
Ozzard, A.; Hear, G.; Morrison, G.; Hoskin, M. Vitamin D deficiency treated by consuming UVB-irradiated mushrooms. Br. J. Gen. Pract. 2008, 58, 644–645. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	105. 
Yao, L.; Wang, T.; Persia, M.; Horst, R.L.; Higgins, M. Effects of vitamin D3-enriched diet on egg yolk vitamin D3 content and yolk quality. J. Food Sci. 2013, 78, C178–C183. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	106. 
U.S. Food and Drug Administration. Proposed changes to the nutrition facts label. Available online: http://www.fda.gov/Food/GuidanceRegulation/GuidanceDocumentsRegulatoryInformation/LabelingNutrition/ucm385663.htm (accessed on 16 September 2015).

	107. 
Nestle, M.; Nesheim, M.C. To supplement or not to supplement: The U.S. Preventive Services Task Force recommendations on calcium and vitamin D. Ann. Intern. Med. 2013, 158, 701–702. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]





© 2015 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 license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).







nav.xhtml


  healthcare-03-01097


  
    		
      healthcare-03-01097
    


  




  





media/file0.png





media/file1.png
Primary Factors o ~
Sun, diet, supplements X

Modifying Factors (. N
Skin pigmentation i =
Clothing/sunscreen 3
Pollution
b Gametes

Bariatric surgery
Malabsorption syndromes
Kidney/liver disease
Genetic mutations

SNPs in relevant genes \\

Infant v
Pregnancy






