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*p<0.001 versus confrol; TTp<0.01 and TT1p<0.001 versus aforvastatin metabolite
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EPA-freated samples; TMp<0.01 and 1Wip<0.001 versus cognate DHA-treated samples

{Student-Newman-Keuls multiple comparisons post-hoc test; overall ANOVA:
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*p<0.001 versus confrol; Tp<0.01 versus EPA + aforvastatin mefabolite
(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 + atorvastatin
metabolfe; 3p<0.05 and §§p<0 001 versus DHA + atorvostartin; Tn<0.001 versus
DHA + S!mvasmhn (Student-Newman-Keuls multiple compoarisons post-hoc test;
overall ANOVA: p<0.0001, F=55.947).
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*p<0.001 versus control; Tp<0.01 versus EPA/DHA + aforvostatin metabolte;
$p<0.05 ond S8p<0.07 versus EPA/DHA + atovastatin (Student-Newman-Keuls
multiple compoarisons post-hoc test; overall ANOVA: p<0.0001, F=18.526),
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*p<0.001 versus control; T1p<0.01 and TT1p<0.001 versus cognate EPA treaiment
(within statin freatment group); $8p<0.01 and 888p<0.001 versus cognate DHA
treatment (within statin freaiment group) (Student-Newman-Keuls muttiple
comparisons post-hoc test; overall ANOVA: p<0.0001, F=19.485).
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*p<0.001 versus conirol (Student-Newman-Keuls multiple comparisons post-hoc test;
overall ANOVA: p<0.0001, F=291.05),
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*p<0.001 versus control (Student-Newman-Keuls multiple comporisons post-hoc test:
overall ANOVA: p<0.0001, F=291.05).
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*p<0.007 versus control; Tp<0.001 versus efther simvastain + EPA or smvassfatin
+EPA/DHA (Student-Newman-Keuls mulfipie compoarisons post-hoc fest:
overall ANOVA: p<0.0001, =92.185). |
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ANOVA: p<0.0001, F=157.90).
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