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Abstract
The primary goal was to investigate the effects of L-carnitine on fuel efficiency, as an antioxidant, and for muscle recovery in Labrador retrievers. Dogs were
split into two groups, with one group being supplemented with 250 mg/d of Carniking™ L-carnitine powder. Two experiments (Expt 1 and Expt 2) were
performed over a 2-year period which included running programmes, activity monitoring, body composition scans and evaluation of recovery using bio-
markers. Each experiment differed slightly in dog number and design: fifty-six v. forty dogs; one endurance and two sprint runs per week v. two endurance
runs; and differing blood collection time points. All dogs were fed a low-carnitine diet in which a fixed amount was offered based on maintaining the
minimum starting weight. Results from Expt 1 found that the carnitine dogs produced approximately 4000 more activity points per km compared
with the control group during sprint (P= 0·052) and endurance runs (P = 0·0001). Male carnitine dogs produced half the creatine phosphokinase
(CPK) following exercise compared with male control dogs (P= 0·05). Carnitine dogs had lower myoglobin at 6·69 ng/ml following intensive exercise
compared with controls at 24·02 ng/ml (P= 0·0295). Total antioxidant capacity (TAC) and thiobarbituric acid reactive substance (TBARS) results were
not considered significant. In Expt 2, body composition scans indicated that the carnitine group gained more total tissue mass while controls lost tissue
mass (P= 0·0006) and also gained lean mass while the control group lost lean mass (P< 0·0001). Carnitine dogs had lower CPK secretion at 23·06 v.
control at 28·37 mU/ml 24 h after post-run (P= 0·003). Myoglobin levels were lower in carnitine v. control dogs both 1 h post-run (P = 0·0157; 23·83
v. 37·91 ng/ml) and 24 h post-run (P = 0·0189; 6·25 v.13·5 ng/ml). TAC indicated more antioxidant activity in carnitine dogs at 0·16 mM v. control at
0·13 mM (P= 0·0496). TBARS were also significantly lower in carnitine dogs both pre-run (P= 0·0013; 15·36 v. 23·42 µM) and 1 h post-run (P=
0·056; 16·45 v. 20·65 µM). Supplementing L-carnitine in the form of Carniking™ had positive benefits in Labrador retrievers for activity intensity, body
composition, muscle recovery and oxidative capacity.
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L-Carnitine is a conditionally essential nutrient that has been
shown to have many uses and benefits for the overall health
in people and animals. L-Carnitine is essential for transporting
long-chain fatty acids into the mitochondria(1) and has been
shown to be necessary for normal cardiac and skeletal muscle
function(2). Although L-carnitine is able to be synthesised in
the hepatic and renal systems of humans and dogs(3), this is
not possible within cardiac or skeletal muscle and thus

L-carnitine is either absorbed from the diet or biosynthesised
by other tissues(4). L-Carnitine supplementation has gained
popularity in both human athletic performance and the com-
panion animal industry in recent years, although few studies
have been performed on performance and recovery in canines.
It has been suggested that although the vitamins and minerals
in commercial diets should be sufficient for less active dogs,
they may need to be altered in active canines(5). In a canine

Abbreviations: APKm, activity points per km; CPK, creatine phosphokinase; LM, lean mass; ME, metabolisable energy; TAC, total antioxidant capacity; TBARS, thiobarbi-
turic acid reactive substances.
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study using greyhound dogs, liquid L-carnitine supplementa-
tion induced reduced plasma lactate concentrations and
reduced exercise-induced muscle damage during sprinting
exercise(6). Greyhounds, however, primarily have fast-twitch
muscle fibres while other breeds have primarily slow-twitch
muscle fibres, and so the effect of supplemented L-carnitine
may vary between breeds(5).
Most L-carnitine studies have been performed using human

subjects, particularly human athletes, although results have
been somewhat conflicting. A double-blind placebo-controlled
human study performed on elite athletes found beneficial
effects during chronic L-carnitine supplementation on lipid
metabolism, evoked muscular potential, VO2max, behaviour
and biological output. Beneficial effects on physical output,
lipid metabolism, muscular function, post-exercise lactate,
and urine mucoproteins were also found during acute supple-
mentation(7). A single-blind study using six human subjects
found that L-carnitine supplementation reduced pain and
delayed the onset of muscle soreness following eccentric exer-
cise, based on creatine phosphokinase (CPK) assay results and
subjective muscle soreness grading(8). Alternatively, a study
comparing L-carnitine’s effects on trained human swimmers
found no difference on swimming time, swim velocity or post-
exercise lactate(9). Broad et al.(10) found no benefit on human
cycling performance but rather that L-carnitine supplementa-
tion tended to reduce mobilisation and/or oxidation of fatty
acids. The present study was developed based on the promis-
ing work performed in human subjects and the need for con-
tinued work in the canine-specific response to L-carnitine in
performance and recovery aspects.
During the course of two experiments, L-carnitine’s effects on

food intake, body weight, body composition and activity output
during exercise were evaluated. Recovery aspects such as heart
rate, body temperature and blood biomarkers before and after
were examined. CPK andmyoglobin were selected as biomarkers
of muscle damage based on the secretion of these enzymes after
strenuous exercise(11). Total antioxidant capacity (TAC) and thio-
barbituric acid reactive substances (TBARS) were selected as bio-
markers of oxidative stress(11,12). Based on previous studies, it
was hypothesised that L-carnitine could have beneficial perform-
ance and recovery effects for Labrador retrievers during and fol-
lowing a strenuous exercise regimen.

Materials and methods

All procedures were reviewed and approved by the
Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee at Four
Rivers Kennel, LLC under protocol FRK-04.

Animals and housing

A group of forty Labrador retrievers (twenty male/twenty
female) ranging from 1 to 4 years of age were utilised in experi-
ment 1. A group of fifty-six Labrador retrievers (twenty-eight
male/twenty-eight female) ranging from 1 to 4 years of age
were utilised in experiment 2. Sex and colour by group for
both experiments are displayed in Table 1. All dogs were
allowed free access to outside airing yards for 4 to 6 h daily,
weather permitting, and were housed in individual kennels
overnight. All dogs had unrestricted access to automatic water-
ers. Dogs were fed once daily in the morning as per their treat-
ment requirements.

Diets

A low-L-carnitine basal diet was formulated for all dogs in
both experiments formulated by Dr George Collings
(Collings Nutrition Solutions) and prepared with extrusion
equipment at Kansas State University (Manhattan, KS, USA)
(Table 2). The same diet formulation from different manufac-
turing dates was fed during both experiments and the nutrient
content of each diet was determined before the start of each
study. The quantity of food provided to each dog on a daily
basis was set and adjusted based on maintaining a minimum
initial starting body weight throughout the study. Feed con-
sumption was determined daily by weighing feed provided
and feed refusals.
For each experiment, the metabolisable energy (ME) for the

low-L-carnitine basal diet was determined using the indicator
method(13). Diet samples and faecal samples from six dogs
were collected after each experiment and analysed for crude
protein and gross energy using bomb calorimetry (University
of Arkansas Central Analytical Laboratory, Fayetteville, AR,
USA). L-Carnitine levels in test foods for both experiments
were tested using a radioisotopic enzymatic method
(Metabolic Analysis Labs, Madison, WI, USA)(14). The basal
L-carnitine levels were slightly higher at 19·3 % (0·048 mg/
kcal ME; 0·011 mg/kJ ME) in the diet fed for experiment 2
compared with 14·9 % (0·037 mg/kcal ME; 0·009 mg/kJ
ME) in the diet fed for experiment 1 The gross energy (kJ/
g) was slightly higher in experiment 1 compared with experi-
ment 2 but the ME was approximately the same (Table 2).

Added supplements

For both experiments, each dog in the carnitine group was
supplemented each day with 3·75 g sugar and 250 mg
Carniking™ brand (L-carnitine powder provided by Lonza

Table 1. Demographics of dogs used in experiments 1 and 2 (n)

Treatment group All dogs Intact males Altered males Intact females Altered females Black Yellow Chocolate

Experiment 1

Carnitine 20 9 1 10 0 10 9 1

Control 20 9 1 10 0 14 6 0

Experiment 2

Carnitine 28 13 1 14 0 14 14 0

Control 28 13 1 14 0 14 14 0
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Ltd (‘Lonza’)), based on manufacturer recommendations.
L-Carnitine supplement absorption is primarily passive in
mammals and bioavailability of the dose is typically 14–18
%(15). The control group was supplemented with 4 g sugar.
All dogs received the same amount of supplements regardless
of weight, although the total intake of L-carnitine was depend-
ent upon food intake (Table 3). Supplements were added to
200 g of food for each dog and fed first, to ensure all dogs
were consuming the full amount of L-carnitine and sugar.
After the dog had consumed the first 200 g and supplements,
they were then given the rest of their meal.

Experimental design

Experiment 1. Experiment 1 took place over 14 weeks. A
total of forty Labrador retrievers were split into two dietary
treatment groups, carnitine and control, with groups

equalised between sex, body weight, genetics and body
composition. The control group was supplemented with 4 g
sugar and the carnitine group was supplemented with 3·75 g
sugar and 250 mg Carniking™ brand L-carnitine powder.
Dogs were fed a low-carnitine diet in which amounts were
determined based on maintaining a minimum initial starting
body weight. All feed offered and feed refusals were
weighed to measure consumption. All dogs began a running
exercise programme immediately after a baseline blood draw
and body composition scan that included two short sprint
runs ranging from 1·1 to 2·2 km and one long endurance
run ranging from 8·8 to 16·1 km per week, until the final
week where the dogs completed a final long endurance run
of 24·2 km. All dogs wore global positioning system (GPS)
and accelerometer collars during the running portion of the
studies to quantify the distance ran and their activity output.
Additional blood samples were collected from each dog

Table 2. Ingredient composition and analysed nutrient content of the low-L-carnitine basal diet

Ingredient (%)

Nutrient content (%, as-fed

basis)

Ingredient Expt 1 Expt 2 Nutrient Expt 1 Expt 2

Maize, ground 42·8550 42·8550 DM 93·6 93·4
Chicken meal 29·0000 29·0000 Moisture 8·00 8·00
Wheat, ground 12·8000 12·8000 Crude protein 25·6 27·4
Rice, brewer’s 5·5000 5·5000 Crude fat 14·07 12·8
Beet pulp 5·5000 5·5000 Crude fibre 2·57 2·57
Egg, dried 1·1100 1·1100 Ca 1·26 1·26
Flaxseed 1·1100 1·1100 P 0·89 0·89
Salt, plain 0·5900 0·5900 Ash 6·04 6·04
Potassium chloride 0·5500 0·5500 Methionine 0·54 0·54
Mixed tocopherols 0·2200 0·2200 Lysine 0·98 0·98
L-Lysine 0·2180 0·2180 Na 0·33 0·33
DL-Methionine 0·1920 0·1920 K 0·64 0·64
2011-No K CNS vitamin premix 0·1330 0·1330 Mg 0·12 0·12
2011-01 CNS mineral premix 0·1110 0·1110 Fe 263·45 263·45
Choline chloride 60 % 0·1110 0·1110 Cu (ppm) 20·94 20·94
L-Carnitine 14·9 19·3 Zn (ppm) 233·44 233·44
Metabolisable energy Linoleic acid 3·82 3·82
kcal/kg 3987 3988

kJ/kg 16682 16686

Digestible energy n-6 Fatty acids 3·51 3·51
kcal/kg 4163 4224

kJ/kg 17418 17673

Gross energy

kcal/kg 5033 4620

kJ/kg 21058 19330

ppm, Parts per million.

Table 3. L-Carnitine (LC) intake per kg body weight (BW) (Mean values)

Carnitine Control

BW (kg) Total LC intake (mg) Total LC (mg/kg BW) BW (kg) Total LC intake (mg) Total LC (mg/kg BW)

Experiment 1

Male 30·53 345·69 11·49 31·97 104·88 3·29
Female 26·38 331·8 12·61 27·16 86·69 3·19
Total 28·46 338·75 12·05 30·81 95·785 3·24

Experiment 2

Male 35·15 376·79 10·79 33·88 115·44 3·45
Female 28·00 344·89 12·5 27·74 94·77 3·44
Total 31·58 360·84 11·645 30·78 105·1 3·45
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before and 1 h after the final long run, and a final body
composition scan was performed after the final long run. All
dogs were weighed at the beginning of the study and
weighed every 2 weeks throughout the study.

Experiment 2. Experiment 2 took place approximately 10
months after completion of experiment 1. Experiment 2
lasted 14 weeks and was slightly modified from experiment
1. A total of fifty-six Labrador retrievers were split into two
dietary treatment groups that were equalised between sex,
genetics and body composition. Of the dogs that were used
in experiment 1, thirty-six went on to participate in
experiment 2, and the treatment groups for those dogs were
switched. The control group was supplemented with 4 g
sugar and the carnitine group was supplemented with 3·75 g
sugar and 250 mg Carniking™ brand L-carnitine powder. All
dogs were fed a low-carnitine diet in which amounts were
determined based on maintaining a minimum initial starting
body weight. Feed offered and feed refusals were weighed to
measure consumption. A baseline blood sample was
collected, as well as the initial body composition scan, the
day before beginning the running exercise programme. The
exercise regimen included two long endurance runs per week
ranging from 8·8 to 16·1 km, ending with a final long run of
24·2 km. Dogs wore accelerometer and GPS collars during
all runs. All dogs were scanned after the final long run for
body composition and had blood samples collected the day
before the final long run, 1 h after the final long run, and
24 h after the final long run. All dogs were weighed at the
beginning of the study and weighed every week throughout
the study.

Performance and running regimen

Experiment 1. All dogs completed a running programme for
the duration of the experiment. Dogs wore an accelerometer
collar (Actical®; Philips Respironics) to determine activity
points per km (APKm) while running. All dogs ran short
sprint runs twice per week, and a long endurance run once
per week. The sprint running regimen was designed to
simulate an American Kennel Club hunt test: the dogs ran
multiple 100 m retrieves. The short sprints started at 1·1 km
each session (multiples of 100 m retrieves), increasing
incrementally for 10 weeks to 2·2 km and then tapering
down until the final long endurance run in week 13. The
long endurance runs started at 8·8 km, increasing
incrementally for 10 weeks until dogs ran 16·1 km and then
tapering down until the final 24·2 km long run. Dogs ran
alongside an all-terrain vehicle and were free to run at their
own pace, swim, play, etc. but met at least the minimum
distance required.

Experiment 2. All dogs completed a running programme
during the experiment. Dogs wore an accelerometer collar
(Actical®; Philips Respironics) while running. For efficiency
and for the prevention of heat-related injuries in the warm
weather during experiment 2, retrieving sprints were not

performed. Endurance running was preferable in hot
weather as the dogs were able to swim and cool off at will.
One of the runs each week included 100 m fartleks (periods
of fast running intermixed with periods of slower running).
The long runs started at 8·8 km, increasing incrementally for
10 weeks until 16·1 km and then tapering down until the
final 24·2 km long run. Dogs ran alongside an all-terrain
vehicle and were free to run, swim, play, etc. but met at
least the minimum distance required.

Body composition

All dogs were scanned using a GE Lunar dual-energy X-ray
absorptiometry (DXA) (General Electric Company) machine
for body composition before beginning each study to establish
baseline, and after the final long run to view any changes.
Dogs were anaesthetised for the scans using dexmedetomidine
(Dexdormitor®; Zoetis Inc.), torbutrol (Zoetis Inc.) and atro-
pine (Vedco Inc.). Dogs were positioned dorsoventrally for the
scans and were closely monitored post-recovery.

Blood collection and biomarker assays

All blood samples were collected from the dogs via the ceph-
alic vein into EDTA vacutainers (Becton, Dickinson and
Company). The baseline blood draw was performed before
beginning any feeding, exercise, or supplementing regimen in
a 24 h fasted state for both experiments. The pre-run blood
draw was performed the day before the final long run,
approximately 2 h after being fed 200 g of feed and designated
supplements, for both experiments. The 1 h post-run blood
draw was performed 1 h after the final long run, and approxi-
mately 3 h after being fed 200 g of feed and designated supple-
ments, for both experiments. In experiment 2, a 24 h post-run
blood draw was performed 24 h after the final long run and
fed 200 g of feed and designated supplements approximately
2 h prior. All animals were monitored for signs of stress during
blood collection procedures.
Blood samples were centrifuged according to assay kit

instructions to collect blood serum. Serum was immediately
frozen at −80°C until further use. Serum was evaluated for
muscle protein excretion using CPK (Biovision Inc.) and myo-
globin (Innovative Research Inc.) assay kits. Oxidative status
was evaluated using TAC (Cayman Chemical Company) and
TBARS (Cayman Chemical Company) assay kits. All samples
were run in duplicate.

Statistical analysis

GraphPad Prism 6.0 (GraphPad Software Inc.) was used to
compare the effect of treatment groups on run time, food
intake, body composition, body weight and changes in blood
chemistry using an unpaired t test. JMP 10.0.2 (SAS
Institute, Inc.) was used to create mixed, one-way and regres-
sion models for statistical analyses of the effect of treatment
group on activity during endurance runs, experiment compar-
isons, food consumption aspects, body composition and
blood chemistry. Experiment 1 and experiment 2 were
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analysed separately. Sex was analysed as a fixed effect based on
the potential variance between male and female dogs. Results
were considered significant if a P value of 0·05 or less was
obtained.

Results

Feed intake

Experiment 1. Dogs in experiment 1 consumed an average
of 651 g of feed per d. No significant difference was found
overall between treatment groups (P = 0·1291; carnitine 626
(SEM 24) v. control 677 (SEM 23) g).

Experiment 2. Dogs in experiment 2 consumed an average
of 536 g of feed per d. Carnitine dogs consumed
significantly more weight of feed overall compared with the
control group (P< 0·0001; 574 (SEM 8·08) v. 540 (SEM 8·08) g).

Performance

Experiment 1. The carnitine group produced approximately
4000 more APKm overall during both the short sprint runs
(P= 0·052) and the long runs (P = 0·0001) over 14 weeks
compared with the control group (Table 4). The female
carnitine group produced very intense activity overall at 56
354 APKm compared with the male carnitine group at 45
987 APKm, male control group at 46 099 APKm, and
female control group at 47 780 APKm (P= 0·0009).

Experiment 2. No significant differences were found in
APKm between the carnitine and control groups for all long
endurance runs (P = 0·1754; 45 530 (SEM 853) v. 47 344 (SEM
1030) APKm) (Table 5).

Body composition

Experiment 1. A significant increase in total body mass was
observed from before the beginning of the study until the end
for all dogs in both groups (P < 0·0001; 27·0 (SEM 0·2502) v.
25·33 (SEM 0·2502) kg). No significant differences in body
composition were found between treatment groups (data not
shown).

Experiment 2. Many more significant changes in body
composition were noted in experiment 2. The carnitine group
gained 0·74 kg total tissue mass while the control group lost
0·12 kg tissue mass (P= 0·0006). The carnitine group gained
0·68 kg lean mass (LM) while the control group lost 0·41 kg
LM (P< 0·0001). From baseline to after the final long run,
the female carnitine dogs had a change of 0·45 kg LM while
the female control dogs lost 0·8 kg LM (P= 0·0006). Male
carnitine dogs also gained 0·91 kg LM compared with only
0·09 kg gain in control males (P= 0·0050) (Table 6).

Recovery and oxidative status

Experiment 1. CPK assay results showed male carnitine dogs
experienced a lower increase in enzyme secretion with a
change of 5·54 mU/ml v. control male dogs at an increase
of 12·94 mU/ml from before to after the final run
(P = 0·05). Myoglobin assay results also showed that
carnitine dogs had lower concentrations during the final long
run (P= 0·0295; 6·69 (SEM 2·7) v. 24·02 (SEM 6·59) ng/ml)
(Table 7).

Experiment 2. CPK results showed that carnitine dogs
experienced significantly lower concentrations 24 h following
the final long run at 23·06 mU/ml compared with the
control group at 28·37 mU/ml (P= 0·003). Carnitine dogs
had significantly lower myoglobin leakage compared with the
control group both 1 h post-run (P = 0·0157; 23·83 (SEM
3·02) v. 37·91 (SEM 4·77) ng/ml) and 24 h post-run (P =
0·0189; 6·25 (SEM 1·47) v.13·5 (SEM 2·61) ng/ml) (Table 8).
The female and male responses to L-carnitine both showed
decreased levels of CPK and myoglobin compared with
control. Female carnitine dogs had significantly lower
myoglobin levels at 1 h post-run (P = 0·0491; 25·19 (SEM
4·25) v. 43·94 (SEM 8·03) ng/ml) while the males had a
response at 24 h post-run (P = 0·0214; 24·4 (SEM 1·53) v.
29·7 (SEM 1·53) ng/ml) (Figs 1 and 2).
Carnitine dogs had significantly more TAC compared with

control dogs 24 h post-run (P = 0·0496; 0·16 (SEM 0·01) v.
0·13 (SEM 0·01) mM) (Table 6). TBARS were significantly
lower in carnitine dogs both before the final long run (P =
0·0013; 15·36 (SEM 1·55) v. 23·42 (SEM 1·8) µM) and 1 h after
the long run (P = 0·056; 16·45 (SEM 1·43) v. 20·65 (SEM
1·61) µM) (Table 6). The females had a stronger response to
L-carnitine. TAC levels were higher in carnitine dogs at 0·16
mM than control at 0·10 mM 24 h post-run (P= 0·0016).
TBARS were significantly lower both pre-run (P = 0·0013;

Table 4. Activity per km: experiment 1 (Mean values with their standard

errors)

Carnitine (n 20) Control (n 20)

Mean SEM Mean SEM P

Sprints

Female 51 844 1799 48 921·4 1342 0·1950
Male 52 978·3 1711 47 431·8 1313 0·0108
All 52 467·9 1239 48 101·4 941 0·0052

Long runs

Female 56 433·4 1181 47 871·2 849 <0·0001
Male 45 953·4 750 45 996·2 1103 0·9745
All 50 827·8 753 46 843·9 717 0·0001

Table 5. Activity per km: experiment 2 (Mean values with their standard

errors)

Carnitine (n 28) Control (n 28)

Long runs Mean SEM Mean SEM P

Female 46 237 1098 47 172 1115 0·551199
Male 44 823 1307 47 543 1810 0·373029
All 45 530 853 47 344 1030 0·17536
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16·68 (SEM 2·16) v. 23·23 (SEM 2·53) µM) and 1 h post-run (P =
0·0596; 17·44 (SEM 2·26) v. 20·46 (SEM 2·35) µM). Males did not
have a positive response to L-carnitine in TAC levels, and
TBARS levels were significantly lower in carnitine dogs only
at the pre-run interval (P = 0·0104; 14·03 (SEM 2·24) v. 23·64
(SEM 2·66) µM) (Figs 1 and 2).

Discussion

For the purpose of both experiments, APKm were obtained
via accelerometers on each dog. Given that the dogs were
free to run at their own pace for the prescribed distance, the
activity points quantify the intensity of the exercise(16). For
instance, dogs frequently stopping or moving at a slow pace

will have lower APKm v. dogs moving at a fast trot or run
that will have higher APKm. Results from experiment 1
showed the carnitine dogs having a higher average APKm,
but there were no significant outcomes for activity in experi-
ment 2. Several factors could have affected this, such as the
dogs in experiment 1 performing sprint running each week
as well as the endurance exercise, or experiment 1 being per-
formed during cooler months compared with experiment
2. Few other studies have been performed on L-carnitine’s
effect on exercise intensity; however, a study has been per-
formed on the effect of L-carnitine on skeletal muscle force
in canines. Dubelaar et al.(17) found a 34 % increase in muscle
force in the latissimus dorsi of dogs supplemented with
L-carnitine. Alternatively, Trappe et al.(9) compared

Table 7. Change in biomarkers from pre- to post-run: experiment 1 (Mean

values with their standard errors)

Carnitine

(n 20) Control (n 20)

Mean SEM Mean SEM P

TAC (mM Trolox equivalents) −0·03 0·01 −0·03 0·01 0·7709
Male −0·03 0·01 −0·03 0·01 0·9765
Female −0·04 0·01 −0·03 0·01 0·6496

TBARS (μM MDA) 0·41 0·71 2·14 0·96 0·1552
Male 1·3 0·9 1·7 0·4 0·7184
Female −0·7 1·1 2·7 2·1 0·1727

Myoglobin (ng/ml) 6·69 2·7 24·02 6·59 0·0295
Male 7·04 3·9 13·91 6·74 0·4008
Female 6·11 3·51 37·91 11·34 0·0371

Creatine kinase (mU/ml) 9·3 1·86 13·64 2·28 0·1452
Male 5·54 2·63 12·94 2·4 0·0522
Female 13·06 2·06 15·58 6·03 0·6185

TAC, total antioxidant capacity; TBARS, thiobarbituric acid reactive substances;

MDA, malondialdehyde.

Table 8. Biomarkers in experiment 2 (Mean values with their standard

errors)

Carnitine (n 28) Control (n 28)

All dogs Mean SEM Mean SEM P

Creatine kinase (mU/ml)

Baseline 23·63 2·17 20·9 1·77 0·3356
Pre-run 15·58 1·4 16·28 1·28 0·7136
Post-run 1 h 26·39 0·96 26·63 0·88 0·8523
Post-run 24 h 23·06 0·88 28·37 1·45 0·0028

Myoglobin (ng/ml)

Baseline 19·78 4·13 19·92 4·7 0·9819
Pre-run 6·78 1·74 5·13 0·73 0·3867
Post-run 1 h 23·83 3·02 37·91 4·77 0·0157
Post-run 24 h 6·25 1·47 13·5 2·61 0·0189

TBARS (μM)
Baseline 13·77 0·94 13·81 0·87 0·9736
Pre-run 15·36 1·55 23·42 1·8 0·0013
Post-run 1 h 16·45 1·43 20·65 1·61 0·0561
Post-run 24 h 22·81 2·01 28·64 3·53 0·1568

TAC (mM)

Baseline 0·17 0·01 0·16 0·01 0·6992
Pre-run 0·14 0·01 0·15 0·01 0·7755
Post-run 1 h 0·15 0·01 0·16 0·01 0·7495
Post-run 24 h 0·16 0·01 0·13 0·01 0·0496

TBARS, thiobarbituric acid reactive substances; TAC, total antioxidant capacity.

Table 6. Body composition: experiment 2 (Mean values with their

standard errors)

Carnitine (n 28) Control (n 28)

Mean SEM Mean SEM P

Fat-initial (%) 15·58 1·2 16·02 1·35 0·8089
Male 14·31 1·16 15·19 1·53 0·6520
Female 16·85 2·1 16·74 2·17 0·9712

Fat-final (%) 16·62 1·06 17·5 1·23 0·5885
Male 14·81 1·05 14·9 1·75 0·9640
Female 18·43 1·75 19·75 1·54 0·5742

Fat-change (%) 1·04 0·71 1·48 0·73 0·6636
Male 0·49 0·61 −0·29 0·82 0·9712
Female 1·58 1·29 3·01 1·01 0·3893

Fat-initial (kg) 4·2 0·35 4·3 0·38 0·8533
Male 4·34 0·42 4·57 0·55 0·6520
Female 16·85 2·1 4·07 0·54 0·9997

Fat-final (kg) 4·59 0·33 4·62 0·35 0·9483
Male 4·56 0·36 4·49 0·62 0·9200
Female 4·62 0·57 4·74 0·39 0·8658

Fat-change (kg) 0·39 0·2 0·32 0·21 0·8207
Male 0·22 0·2 −0·08 0·28 0·3944
Female 0·56 0·35 0·67 0·27 0·7981

Lean mass-initial (kg) 22·56 0·74 22·23 0·69 0·7434
Male 25·63 0·58 24·68 0·75 0·3265
Female 19·59 0·69 20·1 0·76 0·5570

Lean mass-final (kg) 23·24 0·79 21·82 0·71 0·1879
Male 26·54 0·71 24·77 0·74 0·0973
Female 19·95 0·65 19·26 0·65 0·4648

Lean mass-change (kg) 0·68 0·16 −0·41 0·17 <0·0001
Male 0·91 0·22 0·09 0·15 0·0050
Female 0·45 0·21 −0·84 0·26 0·0006

Total mass-initial (kg) 26·76 0·83 26·53 0·78 0·8382
Male 29·97 0·75 29·25 1·07 0·5870
Female 23·56 0·86 24·17 0·71 0·5886

Total mass-final (kg) 27·5 0·84 26·41 0·79 0·3479
Male 30·67 0·72 29·25 1·05 0·2780
Female 24·34 0·94 23·95 0·7 0·7400

Total mass-change (kg) 0·74 0·16 −0·12 0·17 0·0006
Male 0·7 0·19 0·01 0·22 0·0268
Female 0·78 0·27 −0·22 0·25 0·0117

BMC-initial (g) 813·91 28·38 782·8 26·6 0·4273
Male 920·86 25·96 874·61 33·19 0·2824
Female 706·96 30·19 703·23 27·49 0·9278

BMC-final (g) 821·95 28·14 791·82 27·28 0·4455
Male 927·39 25·32 883·72 37·66 0·3447
Female 716·5 30·63 712·18 25·49 0·9145

BMC-change (g) 8·04 4·62 9·03 5·07 0·8859
Male 6·54 6·57 9·11 7·48 0·7981
Female 9·54 6·72 8·95 7·15 0·9531

BMC, bone mineral content.
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L-carnitine’s effects on velocity and time of high-intensity
swimming in humans but did not find any significant effect
on swimming time and velocity. This was attributed to the
fact that the subjects used had been involved in swim training
for at least 16 weeks and were at the capacity of their physio-
logical limits. This may also be the case for the present study as
the dogs were regularly exercised before beginning each experi-
ment, and performed running exercise every week for the 14
weeks of each experiment.
Results of the body composition analysis in the present

study showed no significant differences in experiment 1, but
several significant differences in total tissue mass and LM in
experiment 2. An explanation for the difference in results
for each experiment may be due to the diet consumed during
experiment 1 having higher intake than the diet consumed in
experiment 2. Therefore, the dogs in experiment 1 did have a
higher energy intake and should have had a reduced amount of
food offered. The higher energy intake may have prevented
L-carnitine’s effects of decreasing fat and increasing LM.
Experiment 1 was similar to a study in which human subjects
underwent body composition scans before and after low-
intensity cycling exercise during a 12-week period. Subjects
in both L-carnitine and control groups were both overfed car-
bohydrates. The control group had an increase in total tissue
mass solely due to an increase in total body fat, but the carni-
tine group did not have any increase in total tissue mass, total

body fat or total LM(18). In experiment 2 of the present study,
the carnitine dogs consumed significantly more weight of food
on average compared with the control dogs and were able to
gain LM while the control dogs lost LM at the end of the run-
ning programme. The discrepancy between the present study
and the Stephens et al.(18) study may be the type of exercise
performed, where the low-intensity cycling was not strenuous
enough to induce a change in LM as observed in the present
study 13-week running programme. The increased LM in the
Labrador retrievers in experiment 2 may help prevent an
increase in fat deposition, which is important for many life
stages of dogs. Maintaining lean body mass in growing puppies
can help prevent future obesity, as well as prevent the possible
loss of LM as the dog ages(19). L-Carnitine may prevent the loss
of LM during increased activity and weight reduction, which is
important for the long-term maintenance of optimum body
condition(20).
The findings in the present studies indicate a significant

advantage for L-carnitine-supplemented dogs in preventing
the loss of proteins that are indicative of muscle inflammation
during strenuous exercise. Experiment 2’s CPK assay results
show that the carnitine group’s CPK levels were significantly
lower than the control group at 24 h post-run. The carnitine
group’s CPK levels were falling at this point while the control
group’s levels continued to rise. Parandak et al.(21) examined
human subjects’ performance during aerobic exercise via

Fig. 1. Female effect of L-carnitine in recovery biomarkers: (a) creatine kinase, (b) myoglobin, (c) total antioxidant capacity (TAC), (d) thiobarbituric acid reactive

substances (TBARS). , Carnitine; , control. Values are means with standard errors represented by vertical bars. * Mean value was significantly different for car-

nitine compared with control (P < 0·05).
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running, similar to the present study’s exercise regimen with
dogs, and found that L-carnitine supplementation resulted in
lower CPK levels compared with control at the post-24 h exer-
cise interval. Ho et al.(22) also found both a significant reduction
in CPK and myoglobin secretion in L-carnitine-supplemented
subjects v. control during squat/leg press exercises. Volek
et al.(23) found a reduction in myoglobin release into the
blood following squat-type exercise in subjects supplemented
with L-carnitine. Volek et al.(23) were unable to generate a
CPK response to L-carnitine, although this was attributed to
either a slow CPK response time or the inability to generate
disruption to the sarcolemma due to type or intensity of exer-
cise. Strenuous exercise causes disruption to the permeability
of the sarcolemma, allowing proteins and enzymes such as
CPK and myoglobin into the bloodstream. The time points
at which a significant difference is noted between carnitine
and control groups seems to vary slightly between species,
sex and type of exercise performed but this evidence fully sup-
ports L-carnitine’s benefit in exercise recovery. Future studies
on the dose response in canines to supplemented L-carnitine
may be necessary, as the effects seem to vary dependent on
animal variables.
In experiment 2, the carnitine group experienced a steady

increase in TAC values at each time interval when compared
with the control group, which experienced a significant
decrease in TAC at the post-24 h time interval. The present

study shows that the control dogs had lost TAC well below
baseline 24 h post-run while the carnitine dogs were able to
maintain TAC at just under baseline. TBARS results were
lower in carnitine dogs both before and after the final long
run, indicating a much lower rate of lipid peroxidation taking
place not only during the oxidative stress of the final long run,
but during normal daily activity as well. Females had an overall
stronger response to L-carnitine and a significantly lower aver-
age body weight, indicating that a higher dosage of L-carnitine
may be necessary to aid the males’ oxidative status.
Parandak et al.(21) examined L-carnitine’s effects on oxidative

stress via TAC and TBARS in human subjects after running
exercise and found similar results; TAC was higher and
TBARS were lower in L-carnitine-supplemented subjects 24
h post-run. During strenuous exercise, reactive oxygen species
(free radicals) are produced due to increased oxygen consump-
tion and anaerobic conditions in the muscle tissue(24).
L-Carnitine supports more efficient use of oxygen and energy
in muscle tissue, thereby minimising the loss of oxygen and
keeping the tissue more aerobic(25).

Conclusion

Supplementation of L-carnitine had positive impacts on the
performance and recovery of Labrador retrievers in both
experiments. Findings from the studies performed indicated

Fig. 2. Male effect of L-carnitine in recovery biomarkers: (a) creatine kinase, (b) myoglobin, (c) total antioxidant capacity (TAC), (d) thiobarbituric acid reactive sub-

stances (TBARS). , Carnitine; , control. Values are means with standard errors represented by vertical bars. * Mean value was significantly different for carnitine

compared with control (P < 0·05).
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that L-carnitine has beneficial effects on LM and intensity
(activity) of exercise. These effects seem to be more pro-
nounced in females than in male dogs, possibly because of dif-
ferent requirements in the dosage. L-Carnitine also prevented
exercise-induced muscle damage based on the reduced efflux
of inflammatory enzymes and reduced oxidative stress during
strenuous exercise in Labrador retrievers.

Acknowledgements

J. L. V. was responsible for data collection and drafting of
the manuscript. J. W. F. was responsible for data analysis
and interpretation. C. N. C. was responsible for the study
and design, supervised data collection and edited the
manuscript. Trenda McClaughry, Nicholas Lathrop, Samantha
Taylor, Rayleine Metcalf and Guthrie Jones were responsible
for data collection.
The authors would also like to thank Justina Caldas for

technical support. All authors approved the final version of
the manuscript.
The present study was financially supported by Lonza.

Lonza had no role in the design, analysis or writing of this
article.
The authors declare there are no conflicts of interest related

to this paper.

References

1. Kerner J & Hoppel C (2000) Fatty acid import into mitochondria.
Biochim Biophys Acta 1486, 1–17.

2. Suzuki Y, Kamilawa T & Yamazaki N (1981) Effects of carnitine
on cardiac haemodynamics. Jpn Heart J 22, 219–225.

3. Flanagan JL, Simmons PA, Vehige J, et al. (2010) Role of carnitine
in disease. Nutr Metab 7, 30–44.

4. Shug AL & Keene BW (1989) Method for preventing diet induced
carnitine deficiency in domesticated dogs and cats. U.S. Patent
4883672A.

5. Hill RC (1998) The nutritional requirements of exercising dogs.
J Nutr 128, 2686S–2690S.

6. Epp TS, Erickson HH, Woodworth J, et al. (2007) Effects of oral
L-carnitine supplementation in racing greyhounds. Equine Compar
Exercise Physiol 4, 141–147.

7. Dragan G, Vasiliu A, Georgescu E, et al. (1989) Studies concerning
chronic and acute effects of L-carnitine in elite athletes. Physiologie
23, 111–129.

8. Giamberardino MA, Dragani L, Valente R, et al. (1996) Effects of
prolonged L-carnitine administration on delayed muscle pain and
CK release after eccentric effort. Int J Sports Med 17, 320–324.

9. Trappe SW, Costill DL, Goodpaster B, et al. (1994) The effects of
L-carnitine supplementation on performance during interval swim-
ming. Int J Sports Med 15, 181–185.

10. Broad EM, Maughan RJ & Galloway SDR (2008) Carbohydrate,
protein, and fat metabolism during exercise after oral carnitine sup-
plementation. Int J Sport Nutr Exercise Metab 18, 567–584.

11. Branaccio P, Lippi G & Maffulli N (2010) Biochemical markers of
muscular damage. Clin Chem Lab Med 48, 757–767.

12. Kusano C & Ferrari B (2007) Total antioxidant capacity: a bio-
marker in biomedical and nutritional studies. J Cell Mol Biol 7, 1–15.

13. Association of American Feed Control Officials (AAFCO) (2015)
Dog and Cat Food Metabolizable Energy Protocols, pp. 181–183.
Champaign, IL: AAFCO.

14. Parvin R & Pande SV (1977) Microdetermination of (-)carnitine
and carnitine acetyl transferase. Anal Biochem 79, 190–201.

15. Rebouche CJ (2004) Kinetics, pharmacokinetics, and regulation of
L-carnitine and acetyl-L-carnitine metabolism. Ann N Y Acad Sci
1033, 30–41.

16. Brown DC, Michel KE, Love M, et al. (2010) Evaluation of the
effect of signalment and body conformation on activity monitoring
in companion dogs. Am J Vet Res 71, 322–325.

17. Dubelaar ML, Lucas CM & Hulsmann WC (1991) Acute effect of
L-carnitine on skeletal muscle force tests in dogs. Am J Physiol 260,
189–193.

18. Stephens FB, Wall BT, Kanagaraj M, et al. (2013) Skeletal muscle
carnitine loading increases energy expenditure, modulates fuel
metabolism gene networks and prevents body fat accumulation in
humans. J Physiol 18, 4655–4666.

19. Fascetti AJ (2010) Nutritional management and disease prevention
in healthy dogs and cats. R Bras Zootec 39, 42–51.

20. Butterwick RF & Hawthorne AJ (1998) Advances in dietary man-
agement of obesity in dogs and cats. J Nutr 128, 2771S–2775S.

21. Parandak K, Arazi H, Khoshkhahesh F, et al. (2014) The effect of
two-week L-carnitine supplementation on exercise-induced oxida-
tive stress and muscle damage. Asian J Sports Med 5, 123–128.

22. Ho J, Kraemer WJ, Volek JS, et al. (2009) L-Carnitine L-tartrate sup-
plementation favorably affects biochemical biomarkers of recovery
from physical exertion in middle-aged men and women. Metab Clin
Exp 59, 1190–1199.

23. Volek JS, Kraemer WJ, Rubin MR, et al. (2002) L-Carnitine
L-tartrate supplementation favorably affects markers of recovery
from exercise stress. Am J Physiol Endocrinol Metab 282, 474–482.

24. Clarkson PM & Thompson HS (2000) Antioxidants: what role do
they play in physical activity and health? Am J Clin Nutr 72, 637s–
646s.

25. Kraemer WJ, Volek JS, Spiering BA, et al. (2005) L-Carnitine sup-
plementation: a new paradigm for its role in exercise. Monatshefte
Chem 136, 1383–1390.

9

journals.cambridge.org/jns
ht

tp
s:

//
do

i.o
rg

/1
0.

10
17

/jn
s.

20
17

.4
 P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
lin

e 
by

 C
am

br
id

ge
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 P
re

ss

https://doi.org/10.1017/jns.2017.4

	Utilisation of supplemented l-carnitine for fuel efficiency, as an antioxidant, and for muscle recovery in Labrador retrievers
	Materials and methods
	Animals and housing
	Diets
	Added supplements
	Experimental design
	Experiment 1
	Experiment 2

	Performance and running regimen
	Experiment 1
	Experiment 2

	Body composition
	Blood collection and biomarker assays
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Feed intake
	Experiment 1
	Experiment 2

	Performance
	Experiment 1
	Experiment 2

	Body composition
	Experiment 1
	Experiment 2

	Recovery and oxidative status
	Experiment 1
	Experiment 2


	Discussion
	Conclusion

	Acknowledgements
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage false
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 400
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


