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BACKGROUND: Icosapent ethyl (IPE; formerly AMR101) is a high-purity prescription form of
eicosapentaenoic acid ethyl ester. In the MARINE study we evaluated the efficacy and safety of IPE
in patients with very high triglycerides (TG; $500 mg/dL) and previously demonstrated significant re-
ductions in TG levels with no significant increases in low-density lipoprotein (LDL) cholesterol levels.

OBJECTIVES: In this follow-up, exploratory analysis, we report the effects of IPE on lipoprotein
particle concentration and size.

METHODS: MARINE was a phase 3, multicenter, placebo-controlled, randomized, double-blind,
12-week study. Hypertriglyceridemic patients (N 5 229) were randomized to three treatment groups:
IPE 4 g/day, IPE 2 g/day, or placebo. Lipoprotein particle concentrations and sizes were measured by
nuclear magnetic resonance spectroscopy.

RESULTS: Compared with placebo, IPE 4 g/day significantly reduced median concentrations of
large very-low-density lipoprotein (VLDL; 227.9%; P 5 .0211), total LDL (216.3%; P 5 .0006),
small LDL (225.6%; P , .0001), and total high-density lipoprotein (HDL; 27.4%; P 5 .0063) par-
ticles and reduced VLDL particle size (28.6%; P 5 .0017). In this patient population with TG
$500 mg/dL, IPE did not significantly change the overall sizes of LDL or HDL particles.

CONCLUSION: IPE 4 g/day significantly reduced large VLDL, total LDL, small LDL, and total
HDL particle concentrations and VLDL particle size in patients with TG $500 mg/dL. Changes in
VLDL particle concentration and size reflect the TG-lowering effects of eicosapentaenoic acid. The
reduction in LDL particle concentration with IPE is novel among u-3 therapies and is consistent
with the previously reported reduction in apolipoprotein B and lack of LDL-C increase with IPE in
patients with very high TG levels. Clinical trial registration number: NCT01047683.
� 2012 National Lipid Association. All rights reserved.
ted for publication July 15, 2012.
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Introduction

Hypertriglyceridemia is directly associated with an
increased risk of atherosclerotic coronary heart disease
(CHD).1 Consumption of the marine u-3 fatty acids eicosa-
pentaenoic acid (EPA) and docosahexaenoic acid (DHA)
lowers triglyceride (TG) plasma levels.2 However,
TG-lowering therapies containing both EPA and DHA
may increase low-density lipoprotein (LDL) cholesterol,
especially in patients with marked elevations of TGs at
baseline.3 In previous smaller studies of patients with nor-
mal to moderately elevated TG levels, purified EPA re-
duced TG levels without increasing LDL cholesterol
levels.4–9

Icosapent ethyl (IPE; Vascepa� [formerly AMR101];
Amarin, Bedminster, NJ) is a high-purity prescription
form of EPA ethyl ester approved by the United States
Food and Drug Administration as an adjunct to diet to
reduce TG levels in adult patients with severe ($500 mg/
dL) hypertriglyceridemia. The MARINE study (Multi-Cen-
ter, PlAcebo-Controlled, Randomized, Double-BlINd, 12-
week study with an open-label Extension)10 was the largest
clinical trial of any u-3 fatty acid agent in this particular
patient population (N 5 229) in which investigators evalu-
ated the efficacy and safety of IPE in patients with very
high TG levels ($500 mg/dL and #2000 mg/dL). In this
study, IPE significantly reduced TG levels (IPE 4 g/day:
233.1%; P , .0001) without increasing LDL cholesterol
levels.10 Among those with baseline TG levels .750 mg/
dL, IPE 4 g/day reduced the placebo-adjusted TG levels
by 45.4% (mean baseline TG level, 902.0 mg/dL;
P 5 .0001).

LDL cholesterol is the primary treatment target for
cholesterol-lowering therapy for prevention of CHD.11 It is
the consensus of many lipidologists that apolipoprotein B
and lipoprotein particle concentration are also important
factors influencing atherogenicity, as well as being poten-
tially useful in the initial assessment and on-treatment lipid
management of hypertriglyceridemic patients at increased
CHD risk.12 This exploratory analysis reports the effects
of IPE on lipoprotein particle concentrations and sizes in
patients with baseline TG levels $500 mg/dL.
Methods

MARINE was a phase 3, multicenter, placebo-
controlled, randomized, double-blind, 12-week study that
evaluated the efficacy and safety of IPE in patients with
very high TG levels ($500 mg/dL and #2000 mg/dL).
Details of the MARINE study design and methods were
reported elsewhere.10 In summary, following a 4- to 6-week
lead-in period of diet, lifestyle, medication stabilization,
and washout of prohibited lipid-altering medication, pa-
tients aged .18 years of age entered a 2- to 3-week TG-
qualifying period. Patients with qualifying TG levels
($500 mg/dL and #2000 mg/dL) entered the 12-week
double-blind treatment period and were randomized to re-
ceive either IPE 4 g/day, IPE 2 g/day, or matched placebo
(Fig. 1).10 Prohibited lipid-altering therapies that required
a washout period included fibrates, niacins, and u-3 fish
oils. Ezetimibe monotherapy or statins with or without eze-
timibe could be continued throughout the study (unless the
investigator elected to washout these therapies at study en-
try) as long as no change was made in statin type or dose.
Other prohibited concomitant agents included drugs for
weight loss, human immunodeficiency virus protease inhib-
itors, cyclophosphamide, isotretinoin, and systemic cortico-
steroids. The remaining key exclusion criteria were history
of pancreatitis; untreated hypothyroidism; known nephrotic
range (.3 g/day) proteinuria; history of stroke, myocardial
infarction, life-threatening arrhythmia, or coronary vascu-
larization within 6 months before screening; body mass in-
dex .45 kg/m2; weight change .3 kg during the lead-in
period; hemoglobin A1c .9.5%; thyroid-stimulating hor-
mone.1.5! upper limit of normal; thyroid hormone ther-
apy not stable for $6 weeks before screening; alanine
aminotransferase or aspartate aminotransferase .3 ! up-
per limit of normal; unexplained creatine kinase concentra-
tion .3 ! upper limit of normal; or creatine kinase
elevation attributable to known muscle disease.

Lipoprotein measurements

All lipoprotein particle concentration and size assess-
ments were obtained from fasting blood samples which
were collected into tubes containing ethylenediaminetetra-
acetic acid and plasma was isolated via centrifugation
(1200g for 15 minutes) and stored at 220�C or lower.
Lipoprotein particle concentration and size were measured
by nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) spectroscopy13 at
LipoScience, Inc. (Raleigh, NC) using the LipoScience,
Inc. LipoProfile-3 algorithm. Concentrations of the follow-
ing subclasses were analyzed in this study: small LDL
(18.0–20.5 nm), large LDL (20.5–23.0 nm), intermediate-
density lipoprotein (IDL; 23.0–29.0 nm), large high-
density lipoprotein (HDL; 9.4–14.0 nm), medium HDL
(8.2–9.4 nm), small HDL (7.3–8.2 nm), large very-low-
density lipoprotein (VLDL; .60 nm), medium VLDL
(42–60 nm), and small VLDL (29–42 nm). VLDL, LDL,
and HDL subclasses of different size were quantified
from the amplitudes of their spectroscopically distinct lipid
methyl group NMR signals as previously described.13

Statistical methods

This was an exploratory analysis of IPE 4 and 2 g/day
(vs placebo) on lipoprotein particle concentrations and
sizes. Efficacy analyses included the intent-to-treat (ITT)
population, defined as all randomized patients who had a
baseline efficacy measurement, received $1 dose of study
drug, and had$1 postrandomization efficacy measurement.
Because of the lack of a normal distribution of the
lipoprotein particle parameters, medians and interquartile



Figure 1 Study design. Eligible patients entered 4- to 6-week lead-in period (6-week washout period for patients receiving lipid-altering
therapy, 4 weeks for patients not receiving lipid-altering therapy), followed by qualifying TG measurements at visits 2 and 3. If TG levels
were not within the inclusion range, an additional week was allowed for another measurement (adjunct visit 3.1). Qualifying patients were
randomized at Visit 4 and entered the double-blind 12-week safety and efficacy measurement phase.10 IPE, icosapent ethyl.
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ranges were calculated for each treatment group at baseline
and week 12. Subjects with missing baseline or week 12
measurements, as the result of either missing laboratory
samples or unreportable values, were excluded from this
analysis. The percent change from baseline was computed
by dividing the week 12 change from baseline by the
baseline value, multiplied by 100. If the baseline value was
zero, then the NMR LipoProfile minimum value for the end
point was used as the divisor. Only three end points
included patients with zero baseline values: particle con-
centration for large LDL (111 patients; minimum value 1.0
nmol/L), small VLDL (2 patients; minimum value 0.1
nmol/L), and large HDL (2 patients; minimum value 0.1
mmol/L), compared with a total of 177 patients in the data
set. The median difference of each lipoprotein particle
variable (percent change from baseline) between each IPE
treatment group and the placebo group was evaluated with
a nonparametric test using the Hodges-Lehmann medians
of the differences between treatment groups and the
Wilcoxon rank-sum test. For exploratory efficacy parame-
ters, including lipoprotein particle size and concentration, it
was prespecified that no adjustments were to be made for
Table 1 Baseline characteristics

Characteristic
IPE 4 g/day
(n 5 61)

IPE 2 g
(n 5 6

Age, mean (SD), y 52.1 (9.6) 53.7 (
Age #65 y, n (%) 55 (90) 58 (
Male, n (%) 46 (75) 48 (
White, n (%) 53 (87) 56 (
Weight, mean (SD), kg 92.8 (17.1) 92.8 (
BMI, mean (SD), kg/m2 30.7 (4.1) 30.9 (
Diabetes mellitus, n (%) 18 (29.5) 17 (
High risk for CVD,* n (%) 32 (52.5) 37 (
Apo B, mean (SD), mg/dL 126.1 (28.4) 121.9 (

Apo B, apolipoprotein B; BMI, body mass index; CHD, coronary heart diseas

SD, standard deviation.

Values are reported for patients from the MARINE ITT population for whom

*High CVD risk: patients with clinical CHD or clinical CHD risk equivalents (1

gram Adult Treatment Panel III guidelines.33

†N 5 176.
multiplicity, and that significance was defined as a P value
of #.05. All statistical analyses were carried out using SAS
9.2 software.
Results

In total, 224 patients were included in the ITT popula-
tion of the MARINE study; 177 of these had evaluable
samples for lipoprotein particle analysis with 61, 63, and 53
patients in the IPE 4 g/day, IPE 2 g/day, and placebo
groups, respectively. The analysis of LDL particle size
contained 60 patients in the IPE 4 g/day group. Baseline
demographics were comparable among treatment groups
(Table 1) and were similar to those reported for the overall
randomized MARINE population.10 The majority of pa-
tients were white, overweight men who were #65 years
of age. The median baseline TG levels were 652, 620,
and 629 mg/dL, and the median baseline LDL cholesterol
levels were 98, 86, and 92 mg/dL for the IPE 4 g/day,
IPE 2 g/day, and placebo groups, respectively (Table 2).
These baseline lipid levels were similar to those reported
/day
3) Placebo (n 5 53) Total (N 5 177)

9.2) 53.9 (7.9) 53.2 (9.0)
92) 51 (96) 164 (93)
76) 39 (74) 133 (75)
89) 51 (96) 160 (90)
15.4) 93.5 (17.8) 93.0 (16.6)
4.2) 30.8 (4.4) 30.8 (4.2)
27.0) 16 (30.2) 51 (28.8)
59.7) 30 (56.6) 99 (56.3)†

28.8) 122.3 (32.8) 123.5 (29.8)

e; CVD, cardiovascular disease; IPE, icosapent ethyl; ITT, intent-to-treat;

lipoprotein particle measurements were taken.

0-year risk $20%) as defined by the National Cholesterol Education Pro-
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for the MARINE ITT population.10 The effects of IPE on
the efficacy end points of TG, LDL cholesterol, and HDL
cholesterol in the patient groups of this analysis (Table 2)
were similar to those of the MARINE ITT population.10

Lipoprotein particle concentrations

Table 3 contains the median placebo-adjusted changes in
lipoprotein particle concentrations. By study end and com-
pared with placebo, IPE 4 g/day significantly reduced the
concentration of large VLDL particles (227.9%; P 5
.0211) and increased the concentration of medium VLDL
particles (128.0%, P 5 .0238) with no significant change
in median concentration of total VLDL particles (19.3%,
P 5 .2262). IPE 2 g/day did not significantly change total,
small, medium, or large VLDL particle concentration. IPE
4 g/day reduced total LDL particle concentration (which in-
cluded IDL particles, small LDL particles, and large LDL
particles) by 16.3% (P 5 .0006). IPE 2 g/day did not signif-
icantly change total LDL particle concentration (21.1%,
P 5 .8202). IPE 4 g/day and 2 g/day both significantly re-
duced small LDL particle concentration by 25.6% (P ,
.0001) and 12.8% (P 5 .0274), respectively, with no signif-
icant changes in concentrations of large LDL or IDL parti-
cles. LDL particle concentration declined numerically more
in statin-treated patients (4 g/day [n 5 16], 230.2%, P 5
.1079; 2 g/day [n 5 15], 222.1%, P 5 .2120) than among
those not receiving statins (4 g/day [n 5 45], 213.2%, P 5
.0054; 2 g/day [n 5 48], 11.7%, P 5 .7176). However, the
number of patients receiving statins was small and statisti-
cal significance was not achieved for the decreases ob-
served in this group.

IPE 4 g/day significantly reduced total HDL particle
concentration (27.4%, P 5 .0063); IPE 2 g/day did not
(23.0%, P 5 .2701). Neither dose of IPE significantly
changed concentrations of large, medium, or small HDL
particles.

The concentration of all LDL and VLDL particles
correlated with apolipoprotein B concentration at Week
12 (R2 5 .623, P , .0001; Fig. 2).

Lipoprotein particle sizes

Table 4 contains the median placebo-adjusted changes in
lipoprotein particle size for IPE. At study end and com-
pared with placebo, IPE 4 g/day significantly decreased
VLDL particle size (28.6%, P 5 .0017). IPE 2 g/day
also decreased VLDL particle size, although not signifi-
cantly (24.0%, P 5 .0734). Neither IPE dose significantly
changed LDL or HDL particle size.
Discussion

This exploratory analysis of the MARINE study was the
largest of any u-3 fatty acid study to report lipoprotein
particle data for patients with very high TG ($500 mg/dL)
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Figure 2 The atherogenic lipoprotein particle concentration cor-
related with apolipoprotein B (ApoB) at week 12 (N 5 177; R2 5
.623; P, .0001). The atherogenic particle concentration consisted
of all VLDL and LDL particles.
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and was conducted to examine the effects of IPE, a high-
purity prescription form of EPA ethyl ester, on lipoprotein
particle concentrations and sizes. In this analysis, IPE 4 g/
day significantly reduced the particle concentrations of
large VLDL by 27.9%, total LDL by 16.3%, small LDL by
25.6%, and total HDL by 7.4% compared with placebo in
patients with very high TG levels ($500 and #2000 mg/
dL) and significantly reduced VLDL particle size by 8.6%.
The reduction in total LDL particle concentration with IPE
4 g/day is consistent with the previously reported reduction
in apolipoprotein B levels.10 The reduction in apolipopro-
tein B, as well as the reduction in VLDL particle size, is
consistent with the lipoprotein- and TG-lowering effects
of IPE.3

IPE did not significantly increase LDL cholesterol levels
in the patient population with very high TG levels,10 which
is unique given that other TG-lowering agents such as fi-
brates and fish oil therapies containing both EPA and
DHA increase LDL cholesterol levels, sometimes substan-
tially.3,14 These findings are supported by a recent literature
review that found that DHA treatment was more often asso-
ciated with increases in LDL cholesterol than EPA treat-
ment,15 as well as by a meta-analysis of 21 randomized
clinical trials that concluded that although EPA and DHA
both reduced TG, DHA significantly increased HDL cho-
lesterol and LDL cholesterol, whereas EPA nonsignificantly
reduced LDL cholesterol and caused a nonsignificant in-
crease in HDL cholesterol.16 This lack of LDL cholesterol
increase observed for IPE may correlate with the reduction
in LDL particle concentration observed in this analysis. In
contrast to IPE, a prescription EPA and DHA combination
was reported to produce reductions in IDL and small LDL
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particle concentrations and increases in large LDL particle
concentrations while leaving the concentration of total LDL
particles unchanged.17 Further research is needed to gain a
better understanding of the mechanism of action of IPE rel-
ative to combination EPA and DHA agents.

Organizations such as the American Diabetes Associa-
tion and the American College of Cardiology have
suggested the clinical use of apolipoprotein B and LDL
particle concentration to help assess residual cardiovascular
risk and aid in treatment strategies for patients with
dyslipidemia.18 LDL particle concentration as measured
by NMR,19–21 as well as studies of apolipoprotein B, a sur-
rogate marker of LDL particle concentration,22 are signifi-
cant predictors of cardiovascular risk. The significant
reduction in the concentration of total LDL particles in
this analysis, along with the previously reported reduction
of apolipoprotein B by IPE in the MARINE study,10 may
therefore have clinical significance.

Similar to this current analysis with IPE, in a previous
study of a prescription EPA and DHA combination, inves-
tigators showed a reduction in HDL particle concentration
that was due primarily to reduction in medium but not
small or large HDL particle concentration.17 The clinical
significance of the reduction in HDL particle number is un-
known. However, irrespective of potential effects of omega-
3 fatty acids on HDL particle number, clinical trials support
the cardiovascular benefits of EPA and DHA combination,
as well as EPA alone.23–25 This finding has presumably
contributed to recommendations that HDL subfraction
measurement not be recommended for initial assessment
or on-treatment management of cardiovascular risk.12

Some studies have suggested that smaller LDL particles
are more atherogenic than larger LDL particles26–28 and
that LDL particle size is inversely related to on-treatment
TG levels.17,29 The lack of change in LDL particle size ob-
served in this analysis was expected because changes in
LDL particle size occur most often at TG threshold levels
between 100 and 250 mg/dL,17,29,30 which were levels
largely unachieved due to the very high TG entry criteria
($500 mg/dL). Although baseline lipoprotein particle
size may assist in CHD risk assessment, virtually no data
exist to support that therapeutic changes in lipoprotein par-
ticle size improve CHD outcomes, and the totality of CHD
outcomes evidence suggests that lipid-altering therapy
might best be focused toward reducing LDL cholesterol,
apolipoprotein B, non-HDL cholesterol, and LDL particle
number.31 As with HDL subfraction monitoring, no CHD
outcomes data exist to support LDL subfraction monitoring
for CHD risk assessment or for on-treatment monitoring of
cardiovascular risk.12 Although definitive CHD outcome
data are likewise lacking, assessment of LDL particle num-
ber is sometimes recommended for the initial management
of cardiovascular risk in certain patient populations, such as
those with discordantly elevated LDL particle number12

due to the stronger association of LDL particle number
than LDL cholesterol with risk of CVD events in these
patients.19
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Although neither the MARINE study nor the present
analysis assessed CHD outcomes, in previous study, authors
supported that a strategy of EPA therapy has the potential to
reduce CHD events.32 Regarding IPE, the evidence to date
suggests that this agent significantly lowers TG and apolip-
oprotein B levels without increasing LDL cholesterol.10

The ongoing Reduction of Cardiovascular Events With
EPA-Intervention (REDUCE-IT; NCT1492361) study will
evaluate the effect of IPE on prevention of a first major car-
diovascular event in approximately 8000 patients with hy-
pertriglyceridemia at high risk for cardiovascular events,
and will provide important information about the utility
of IPE for therapy in patients at risk for cardiovascular
disease.

Conclusions

In this 12-week study of patients with TG levels $500
and #2000 mg/dL, IPE 4 g/day significantly reduced large
VLDL, total LDL, small LDL, and total HDL particle
concentrations and VLDL particle size. The reduction in
LDL particle concentration observed with IPE therapy is
novel among u-3 therapies and is consistent with the
previously reported reduction in apolipoprotein B concen-
tration and lack of LDL cholesterol concentration increase
in patients with very high TG levels treated with IPE.

Financial disclosures

The MARINE study was sponsored and designed by
Amarin Pharma Inc., Bedminster, New Jersey, and con-
ducted by Medpace Reference Laboratories, Cincinnati,
Ohio, with funding from Amarin Pharma Inc. Editorial
assistance was provided by Peloton Advantage, LLC,
Parsippany, New Jersey, and funded by Amarin Pharma
Inc. In the past year, Dr. Bays’ affiliated research site has
received research grants from Amarin Pharma Inc., Amgen,
Boehringer Ingelheim, Essentialis, Forest, Gilead, GlaxoS-
mithKline, Merck, Novo Nordisk, Omthera, Orexigen,
Pfizer, Takeda, Trygg, TWI Bio, WPU, and Xoma; he has
also served as a speaker, advisor, and/or consultant for
Amarin Pharma Inc., Merck, Eisai, Vivus, AstraZeneca,
and Pfizer. Dr. Ballantyne has received research/grant
support from Abbott, AstraZeneca, Bristol-Myers Squibb,
Genentech, GlaxoSmithKline, Kowa, Merck, Novartis,
Roche, Sanofi-Synthelabo, Takeda, NIH, ADA, and AHA
(all paid to institution, not individual); serves on the
speakers bureau of Abbott, GlaxoSmithKline, and Merck;
is a consultant for Abbott, Adnexus, Amarin Pharma Inc.,
Amylin, AstraZeneca, Bristol-Myers Squibb, Esperion,
Genentech, GlaxoSmithKline, Idera Pharma, Kowa, Merck,
Novartis, Omthera, Resverlogix, Roche, Sanofi-Synthelabo,
and Takeda; and has received honoraria from Abbott,
Adnexus, Amylin, AstraZeneca, Bristol-Myers Squibb,
Esperion, Genentech, GlaxoSmithKline, Idera Pharma,
Kowa, Merck, Novartis, Omthera, Resverlogix, Roche,
Sanofi-Synthelabo, and Takeda. Dr. Kastelein serves on
the speakers bureaus of Merck Sharp & Dohme, Pfizer,
Roche, and AstraZeneca and is a consultant for Amarin
Pharma Inc., Merck Sharp & Dohme, Roche, and Astra-
Zeneca. Dr. Otvos is an employee and stock shareholder of
LipoScience, Inc. Drs. Braeckman, Soni, and Stirtan are
employees of Amarin Pharma Inc., for which Dr. Soni is a
stock shareholder.
References

1. Ginsberg HN. Hypertriglyceridemia: new insights and new approaches

to pharmacologic therapy. Am J Cardiol. 2001;87:1174–1180.

2. Harris WS. n-3 fatty acids and serum lipoproteins: human studies. Am

J Clin Nutr. 1997;65:1645S–1654S.

3. Bays HE, Tighe AP, Sadovsky R, Davidson MH. Prescription omega-3

fatty acids and their lipid effects: physiologic mechanisms of action and

clinical implications. Expert Rev Cardiovasc Ther. 2008;6:391–409.

4. Ando M, Sanaka T, Nihei H. Eicosapentanoic acid reduces plasma

levels of remnant lipoproteins and prevents in vivo peroxidation of

LDL in dialysis patients. J Am Soc Nephrol. 1999;10:2177–2184.

5. Kurabayashi T, Okada M, Tanaka K. Eicosapentaenoic acid effect on

hyperlipidemia in menopausal Japanese women. The Niigata Epadel

Study Group. Obstet Gynecol. 2000;96:521–528.

6. Nestel P, Shige H, Pomeroy S, Cehun M, Abbey M, Raederstorff D.

The n-3 fatty acids eicosapentaenoic acid and docosahexaenoic acid

increase systemic arterial compliance in humans. Am J Clin Nutr.

2002;76:326–330.

7. Balk EM, Lichtenstein AH, Chung M, Kupelnick B, Chew P, Lau J.

Effects of omega-3 fatty acids on serum markers of cardiovascular dis-

ease risk: a systematic review. Atherosclerosis. 2006;189:19–30.

8. Satoh N, Shimatsu A, Kotani K, et al. Purified eicosapentaenoic acid

reduces small dense LDL, remnant lipoprotein particles, and C-reac-

tive protein in metabolic syndrome. Diabetes Care. 2007;30:144–146.

9. Schaefer EJ, Asztalos IB, Gleason JA, et al. Effects of eicosapentae-

noic acid, docasahexaenoic acid, and olive oil on cardiovascular dis-

ease risk factors [abstract 20007]. Circulation. 2010;122:a20007.

10. Bays HE, Ballantyne CM, Kastelein JJ, Isaacsohn JL, Braeckman RA,

Soni PN. Eicosapentaenoic acid ethyl ester (AMR101) therapy in pa-

tients with very high triglyceride levels (from the Multi-center, plA-

cebo-controlled, Randomized, double-blINd, 12-week study with an

open-label Extension [MARINE] trial). Am J Cardiol. 2011;108:

682–690.

11. Grundy SM, Cleeman JI, Merz CN, et al. Implications of recent clin-

ical trials for the National Cholesterol Education Program Adult Treat-

ment Panel III guidelines. Circulation. 2004;110:227–239.

12. Davidson MH, Ballantyne CM, Jacobson TA, et al. Clinical utility of

inflammatory markers and advanced lipoprotein testing: advice from

an expert panel of lipid specialists. J Clin Lipidol. 2011;5:338–367.

13. Jeyarajah EJ, Cromwell WC, Otvos JD. Lipoprotein particle analysis

by nuclear magnetic resonance spectroscopy. Clin Lab Med. 2006;

26:847–870.

14. Goldberg AC, Schonfeld G, Feldman EB, et al. Fenofibrate for the

treatment of type IVand V hyperlipoproteinemias: a double-blind, pla-

cebo-controlled multicenter US study. Clin Ther. 1989;11:69–83.

15. Jacobson TA, Glickstein SB, Rowe JD, Soni PN. Effects of eicosapen-

taenoic acid and docosahexaenoic acid on low-density lipoprotein cho-

lesterol and other lipids: a review. J Clin Lipidol. 2012;6:5–18.

16. Wei MY, Jacobson TA. Effects of eicosapentaenoic acid versus doco-

sahexaenoic acid on serum lipids: a systematic review and meta-anal-

ysis. Curr Atheroscler Rep. 2011;13:474–483.

17. Davidson MH, Maki KC, Bays H, Carter R, Ballantyne CM. Effects of

prescription omega-3 ethyl esters on lipoprotein particle concentrations,

apolipoproteins AI and CIII, and lipoprotein-associated phospholipase



572 Journal of Clinical Lipidology, Vol 6, No 6, December 2012
A2 mass in statin-treated subjects with hypertriglyceridemia. J Clin

Lipidol. 2009;3:332–340.

18. Brunzell JD, Davidson M, Furberg CD, et al. Lipoprotein management

in patients with cardiometabolic risk: consensus statement from the

American Diabetes Association and the American College of Cardiol-

ogy Foundation. Diabetes Care. 2008;31:811–822.

19. Otvos JD, Mora S, Shalaurova I, Greenland P, Mackey RH,

Goff DC Jr. Clinical implications of discordance between low-

density lipoprotein cholesterol and particle number. J Clin Lipidol.

2011;5:105–113.

20. Mora S, Otvos JD, Rifai N, Rosenson RS, Buring JE, Ridker PM. Lip-

oprotein particle profiles by nuclear magnetic resonance compared

with standard lipids and apolipoproteins in predicting incident cardio-

vascular disease in women. Circulation. 2009;119:931–939.

21. CromwellWC,Otvos JD, KeyesMJ, et al. LDL particle number and risk

of future cardiovascular disease in the Framingham Offspring Study -

implications for LDL management. J Clin Lipidol. 2007;1:583–592.

22. Rosenson RS, Davidson MH, Pourfarzib R. Underappreciated oppor-

tunities for low-density lipoprotein management in patients with car-

diometabolic residual risk. Atherosclerosis. 2010;213:1–7.

23. Bays H. Fish oils in the treatment of dyslipidemia and cardiovascular

disease. In: Kwiterovich PO, editor. The Johns Hopkins Textbook of

Dyslipidemia. Philadelphia, PA: Lippincott Williams & Wolters

Kluwer, 2010. p. 245–257.

24. Yokoyama M, Origasa H. Effects of eicosapentaenoic acid on cardio-

vascular events in Japanese patients with hypercholesterolemia: ratio-

nale, design, and baseline characteristics of the Japan EPA Lipid

Intervention Study (JELIS). Am Heart J. 2003;146:613–620.

25. GISSI Prevenzione Investigators. Dietary supplementation with n-3

polyunsaturated fatty acids and vitamin E after myocardial infarction:
results of the GISSI-Prevenzione trial. Gruppo Italiano per lo Studio

della Sopravvivenza nell’Infarto miocardico. Lancet. 1999;354:

447–455.

26. Campos H, Arnold KS, Balestra ME, Innerarity TL, Krauss RM. Dif-

ferences in receptor binding of LDL subfractions. Arterioscler Thromb

Vasc Biol. 1996;16:794–801.

27. Tribble DL, Rizzo M, Chait A, Lewis DM, Blanche PJ, Krauss RM.

Enhanced oxidative susceptibility and reduced antioxidant content of

metabolic precursors of small, dense low-density lipoproteins. Am J

Med. 2001;110:103–110.

28. Stampfer MJ, Krauss RM, Ma J, et al. A prospective study of triglyc-

eride level, low-density lipoprotein particle diameter, and risk of my-

ocardial infarction. JAMA. 1996;276:882–888.

29. Davidson MH, Bays HE, Stein E, Maki KC, Shalwitz RA, Doyle R.

Effects of fenofibrate on atherogenic dyslipidemia in hypertriglyceri-

demic subjects. Clin Cardiol. 2006;29:268–273.

30. Packard CJ. Triacylglycerol-rich lipoproteins and the generation of

small, dense low-density lipoprotein. Biochem Soc Trans. 2003;31:

1066–1069.

31. Bays H, Conard S, Leiter LA, et al. Are post-treatment low-density

lipoprotein subclass pattern analyses potentially misleading? Lipids

Health Dis. 2010;9:136.

32. Yokoyama M, Origasa H, Matsuzaki M, et al. Effects of eicosapentae-

noic acid on major coronary events in hypercholesterolaemic patients

(JELIS): a randomised open-label, blinded endpoint analysis. Lancet.

2007;369:1090–1098.

33. Third Report of the National Cholesterol Education Program (NCEP)

Expert Panel on Detection, Evaluation, and Treatment of High Blood

Cholesterol in Adults (Adult Treatment Panel III) final report. Circu-

lation. 2002;106:3143–3421.


	Icosapent ethyl, a pure EPA omega-3 fatty acid: Effects on lipoprotein particle concentration and size in patients with ver ...
	Introduction
	Methods
	Lipoprotein measurements
	Statistical methods

	Results
	Lipoprotein particle concentrations
	Lipoprotein particle sizes

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Financial disclosures
	References


