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*p<0.001 versus control; T1p<0.01 and TT1p<0.001 versus atorvastatin metabolite
(within O3FA-frectment group); $3p<0.01 and $88p<0.001 versus cognate
EPA-freated samples; Mp<0.01 and MMip<0.001 versus cognate DHA-freated somples
(Student-Newman-Keuls muttiple comparisons post-hoc test; overall ANOVA:
p<0.0001, F=19.485)
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*5<0,001 versus control; Tp<0.01 versus EPA + atorvostafin metabolite
(Student-Newman-Keuls multiple comparisons post-hoc test; overall ANOVA:
p<0.0001, F=176.75).
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*p<0.001 versus control; Tp<0.01 and TTp<0.001 versus DHA + aforvasfatin
mefoboh’re 3p<0.05 and §§ p<0.001 versus DHA + aforvastafin: Tp<0.001 versus
DHA + s&mvcsfchn (Student- Newmon Keuls mulfiple compatisons pos‘r -hoc test;
overal ANOVA: p<0.0001, F=55.947).
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*<0.001 versus control: Tp<0.01 versus EPA/DHA + atorvostatin metabolite:
$p<0.05 and $8p<0.01 versus EPA/DHA + aforvastatin (Student-Newman-Keuls
mul’npie componsons post-hoc test; overall ANOVA: p<0.0001, F=18.526).
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*p<0,001 versus confrol; TTp<0.01 and T11p<0.001 versus cognate EPA freatment
(within statin treatment group); $8p<0.01 and $88p<0.001 versus cognate DHA
treatment (within statin freatment group) (Student-Newman-Keuls multiple
comparisons post-hoc test; overall ANOVA: p<0.0001, F=19.485).
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*p<0.001 versus control (Sfudent-Newman-Keuls multiple comparisons post-hoc fest:;
overall ANOVA: p<0.0001, F=291.05).
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*p<0.001 versus control (Student-Newman-Keuls muitiple comparisons post-hoc fest;
overall ANOVA: p<0.0001, F=291.05).
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*p<0.001 versus control; Tp<0.001 versus efther simvastatin + EPA or simvostatin
+ EPA/DHA (Student-Newman-Keuls multiple comparisons post-hoc test:
overall ANOVA: p<0.0001, F=92.185).
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*p<0.001 versus control; Tp<0.001 versus eifher rosuvastafin +EPA or rosuvastatin +
EPA/DHA (Student-Newman-Keuls multiple compoarisons post-hoc fest: overall
ANOVA: p<0.0001, F=157.90).
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