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Abstract
Background: Fructose-based diets are apparently related to the occurrence of several metabolic dysfunctions, but the 
effects of the consumption of high amounts of fructose on body tissues have not been well described. The aim of this 
study was to analyze the general characteristics and the lipid content of different tissues of rats after chronic ingestion 
of a fructose rich soft drink.

Methods: Forty-five Wistar rats were used. The rats were divided into three groups (n = 15) and allowed to consume 
water (C), light Coca Cola ® (L) or regular Coca Cola® (R) as the sole source of liquids for eight weeks.

Results: The R group presented significantly higher daily liquid intake and significantly lower food intake than the C 
and L groups. Moreover, relative to the C and L groups, the R group showed higher triglyceride concentrations in the 
serum and liver. However, the L group animals presented lower values of serum triglycerides and cholesterol than 
controls.

Conclusions: Based on the results, it can be concluded that daily ingestion of a large amount of fructose- rich soft 
drink resulted in unfavorable alterations to the lipid profile of the rats.

Background
Fructose is a monosaccharide commonly found in the
contemporary Western diet. Ingestion of large amounts
of fructose is frequently related to the consumption of
fast foods and soft drinks. The sharp rise in the incidence
of obesity and metabolic syndrome in the United States
that has occurred in recent years has been correlated with
a 30% increase in the population's total fructose ingestion
that has occurred over the same time frame; this increase
is partly due to the introduction of fructose-rich corn
syrup as the major sweetener in soft drinks and other
foods [1-3]. In animal models, fructose-based diets have
been shown to be related to a variety of metabolic dys-
functions, many of which relate to lipid metabolism [3].
These metabolic dysfunctions are associated with
increased serum levels of free fatty acids, triglycerides
and very low density lipoprotein (VLDL) and with hyper-
tension, insulin resistance, hyperinsulinemia, hyperglyce-
mia and obesity [4-7]. Changes of this type can result in

the metabolic syndrome [8], which is characterized by an
increased risk of cardiovascular and circulatory distur-
bances.

Unlike glucose, which is metabolized in every body tis-
sue, fructose is primarily metabolized in the liver and
poorly stimulates insulin and leptin secretion [9,10].
While the metabolism of glucose is negatively regulated
by phosphofructokinase, fructose can continually enter
the glycolytic pathway, leading to a high production of
pyruvate and providing hydrocarbons for glycerol and
triglyceride synthesis. The resulting excess in intracellular
energy flux is associated with insulin resistance, stimula-
tion of inflammatory pathways, ApoB production, and
uncontrolled triglyceride synthesis, which together lead
to hepatic stress [11,12]. Using animal models, Kelley et
al. [13] demonstrated that the increase in triglyceride syn-
thesis and the decrease in VLDL clearance that occur
after ingestion of high amounts of fructose are associated
with an increase in serum lipid levels. Increased levels of
circulating lipids stimulate the uptake of triglycerides by
muscles and other tissues and can lead to a state of insu-
lin resistance in these tissues [14]. Additionally, altera-
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tions in the activities of liver enzymes, especially pyruvate
dehydrogenase, change insulin receptor phosphorylation
and increase inflammatory cytokine production [12]. In
rats fed for two weeks with a fructose-rich diet (66% of
calories from fructose), Catena et al. [15] demonstrated
that insulin receptor mRNA levels, as well as the number
of insulin receptors in muscle and liver, were significantly
lower than in rats fed a balanced diet. Several studies
have demonstrated a correlation between chronic con-
sumption of fructose-rich soft drinks and the presence of
symptoms of non-alcoholic fatty liver disease [16,17];
these effects were correlated with the liver lipogenic
effect of fructose [14]. Although the consequences of the
consumption of fructose-based diets have been exten-
sively discussed, there is little information about the par-
ticular effects of such diets on specific tissues [18].

The aim of this study was to analyze the general charac-
teristics and the lipid content of specific tissues of Wistar
rats that consumed a fructose-rich soft drink for eight
weeks. For comparison, rats that consumed a soft drink
low in fructose (light soft drink) were also analyzed for
the same period.

Methods
Animals
Forty-five weaned male Wistar rats, 21 days of age,
obtained from the Central Biotherium of UNESP-São
Paulo State University, Botucatu Campus, were used.
During the experiment, the animals were kept in collec-
tive polyethylene cages (5 rats per cage) in a closed bioth-
erium at 25°C under a light/dark photoperiod of 12/12
hours. The animals received commercial chow for
rodents (Labina of Purina®) ad libitum. Body weight, as
well as food and liquid intake per cage, was measured and
recorded once a week. All experiments involving animals
were reviewed and approved by the Ethics Committee of
The Herminio Ometto Foundation (UNIARARAS) Case
Number: 068/2008

Experimental groups
The animals were divided randomly into three groups (n
= 15 per group) according to the liquid source utilized.
Control Group (C) animals ingested water ad libitum as
the only liquid source; Light soft drink Group (L) animals
ingested the soft drink Coca Cola Light® (The Coca-Cola
Company, Atlanta, GA) ad libitum as the only liquid
source; and Regular soft drink Group (R) animals
ingested the soft drink Coca Cola® (The Coca-Cola Com-
pany, Atlanta, GA) ad libitum as the only liquid source.
The soft drinks offered to the animals had the carbon
dioxide removed by sonication in a small container.

The composition of the regular and light soft drinks is
described in Table 1.

Evaluations
An oral glucose tolerance test (OGTT) was performed on
each animal forty eight hours before the sacrifice. At the
beginning of the test, a first blood collection from a cut at
the tip of the tail was performed (time zero). Later, a poly-
ethylene catheter was orally introduced into the stomach,
and a 20% glucose solution (2 g/kg of body weight) was
administered. Blood samples were collected at 30, 60 and
120 minutes after glucose administration using heparin-
ized capillaries calibrated to 25 μL for glucose measure-
ment by the glucose oxidase method [19]. The glucose
concentrations during the OGTT were evaluated from
the total areas under the serum glucose (AG = mg*120
min) curve using the trapezoidal method with ORIGIN
PRO 8 software.

At the end of eight weeks, the animals were sacrificed
by decapitation for tissue and blood sample collection.
The blood was centrifuged at 1700 rcf rpm for 10 minutes
to separate the serum. Analysis of serum glucose levels
was determined by the glucose oxidase method [19].
Serum triglycerides (TG), total cholesterol, High Density
Lipoprotein-Cholesterol and Low Density Lipoprotein-
Cholesterol were analyzed by means of colorimetric
enzymatic methods (Laborlab kits). Serum free fatty acids
(NEFA) were measured by a modification of the Regow et
al. [20] method as described in Nogueira et al. [19].

Liver and soleus muscle samples were collected for the
evaluation of triglyceride concentrations. Adipose tissue
was extracted from the retroperitoneal, mesenteric and
posterior subcutaneous regions [21] for weighing and
triglyceride concentration determination. For triglyceride
content analysis, the tissue samples were placed in tubes
containing 0.5 ml of 0.1% Triton X-100, sonicated for 45
seconds, and centrifuged at 1700 rcf for 10 minutes. The
supernatant was saved for the determination of the trig-
lyceride level, according to the method described by
Nogueira et al. [19].

Statistical Treatment
The results are expressed as the mean ± standard devia-
tion. For statistical treatment, one-way ANOVA was
used, followed, when appropriate, by the Newman Keuls
post hoc test with the assistance of Statistica 7.0® software.
In every case, the significance level was set at 5%.

Results
As shown in Figure 1, the R group animals presented a
mean daily food intake that was significantly lower and a
mean liquid intake that was significantly higher than
those of the animals in the C and L groups. There was no
significant difference in the evolution of body weight
among the three groups of animals during the experiment
(Figure 2).
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Figure 3 shows the glucose levels and area under the
curve of these levels measured during the OGTT. No dif-
ference was observed among the groups.

Table 2 shows the differences in serum glucose, insulin,
triglyceride, AGL, total cholesterol, HDL and LDL levels
among the groups. There was a significant increase in
serum glucose in the L group compared to the C group.
The R group animals exhibited higher circulating triglyc-
eride concentrations than animals in either of the other
groups. In the L group, there was a significant reduction
in total serum cholesterol compared to controls. L group
animals also showed a significant decrease in serum LDL
cholesterol levels compared to both C and R group ani-
mals.

In Figure 4, it can be observed that the R group pre-
sented significantly higher liver triglycerides than the C
and L groups.

Table 3 shows the weight and triglyceride concentration
of adipose tissue of the subcutaneous, retroperitoneal
and mesenteric regions of the three groups of animals. In
the R group, there was a significant increase over both of
the other groups in the weight of mesenteric and retro-
peritoneal adipose tissue. No differences were observed
in triglycerides concentrations among the groups.

Discussion
This study determined the effects of chronic ingestion of
fructose-rich and low-fructose soft drinks on the general
characteristics and the lipid profile of rats. Ad libitum
consumption of fructose-rich soft drink was significantly
higher than of water or of light soft drink and affected
food intake, resulting in significantly lower food con-
sumption in the R group animals. Nevertheless, this high
consumption of fructose-rich soft drink did not affect
body weight of the rats. A similar result was obtained in
another study [22] and our results corroborate the finding
that short-term effects of fructose are not correlated with
body weight [22].

The light soft drink used in this study is poor in fruc-
tose but rich in sweetener (aspartame). There is evidence
in the literature suggesting that ingestion of artificial
sweeteners increases food intake by animals and humans
[23,24]. The literature is inconsistent with respect to the
effects of artificial sweeteners on body weight; some
studies report an increase in body weight of animals after
ingestion of artificial sweeteners [25-27], while others do
not report any alteration [28,29]. In this study, the con-
sumption of light soft drinks did not significantly affect
either food intake or body weight.

The caloric intake of the R group animals in this study
was approximately four times higher than that of the L
and C group animals. However, there was no significant
difference in body weight. It is known that, in humans,
caffeine intake at a dose of 4 mg/kg every two hours alters
both the basal metabolic rate (increasing it between 8 and
11%) and the renin-angiotensin system [30-32]. The caf-
feine intake of the group R animals corresponding to 4.8
mg/kg every two hours was probably sufficient to offset
the potential gain in weight that would otherwise have
resulted from their increased caloric intake. Neverthe-
less, it should be noted that these animals ingested about
five times more liquid than did the animals in the other
two groups. Changes in the renin-angiotensin system
may have been responsible for the large intake of regular
soft drink by group R animals during the experiment. By
comparison, the L group animals had an average caffeine
intake of about corresponding to 1.02 mg/kg every two
hours. This amount was probably not sufficient to cause
changes in basal metabolism or in the renin-angiotensin
system [30,32].

Even more, fructose fails to trigger a postprandial insu-
lin secretion increase. The lack of insulin secretion in
response to fructose in turn reduces leptin production
from adipose tissue, which negatively alters central ner-
vous system perception of energy stores [3]. This also
might have influenced liquid intake of the R group in the

Table 1: Soft drink composition* in g and kcal.

L (200 ml) R (200 ml)

Energetic Value (Kcal) 0 85

Carbohydrates (g) 0 21

Lipids (g) 0 0

Sodium (mg) 23 10

L = Light Soft Drink; R = Regular Soft Drink.
*According to Manufacturer
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Figure 1 Daily food and liquid intake. Daily food, liquid and caloric intake and area under the curve of food and liquid intake during the experiment. 
Food and water intake were measured and registered once a week. Caloric intake was estimated from the food intake. The results were analyzed by 
the calculated areas under the curves of food and liquid intake. C = Control; L = Light Soft Drink; R = Regular Soft Drink. n = 15 animals per group. * ≠ 
C. ‡ ≠ L.
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present study. Araújo et al. [33] performed behavioral test
in mice, in which they compared normal and sweet-blind
mice in their preference for sucrose solutions and nonca-
loric sweetener sucralose solutions. In those tests, the
sweet-blind mice showed a preference for calorie-con-
taining sugar water that did not depend on their ability to
taste, but on the caloric content of the beverage. In the
analyzing the brains of the sweet-blind mice, these
authors showed that the animals' reward circuitry was
switched on by caloric intake, independent of the ani-
mals' ability to taste. The analyses revealed that the brain
levels of dopamine, known to activate the brain reward

circuitry, increased with caloric intake. Also, electrophys-
iological evaluations in this same study demonstrated
that neurons in the nucleus accumbens, the food-rewards
region, were activated by caloric intake, independent of
taste

Glucose tolerance was analyzed using the OGTT; no
differences among animals in the different experimental
groups were observed in the area under the curve of
serum glucose during the test. This finding is in agree-
ment with the results of previous studies [34]. However, it
is, important to notice that insulin secretion by pancre-
atic islet of fructose rich fed rats is increased, as previ-

Figure 2 Change in body weight. Evolution of body weight and 
weight gain of rats during the experiment. Body weight was measured 
and registered once a week. C = Control; L = Light Soft Drink; R = Reg-
ular Soft Drink. n= 15 animals per group. * ≠ C. ‡ ≠ L

Figure 3 Glucose kinetics and area under curve of glucose during 
OGTT. Glucose kinetics and area under the curve of blood glucose lev-
els during the glucose tolerance test. A 20% glucose solution (2 g/kg 
of body weight) was administered to the rats by gavage, after a 15 h 
fasting. Blood samples were collected before and at 30, 60 and 120 
minutes after glucose administration. The results were analyzed by the 
calculated areas under the curves of serum glucose. C= Control; L= 
Light Soft Drink; R = Regular Soft Drink. n = 15 animals in each group.

Table 2: Serum Glucose (mg/dl), Triglycerides (mg/dl), 
NEFA (mEq/dl), Total Cholesterol (mg/dl), HDL (mg/dl) and 
LDL (mg/dl) at the end of the experiment.

C L R

Glucose 117 ± 15 138 ± 14* 129 ± 14

Triglycerides 229 ± 21 190 ± 57 326 ± 80*‡

NEFA 642 ± 232 582 ± 272 792 ± 427

Total Cholesterol 98 ± 13 77 ± 18* 90 ± 19

LDL Cholesterol 51 ± 7 33 ± 12* 49 ± 13

HDL Cholesterol 41 ± 4 41 ± 5 39 ± 3

C = Control; L = Light Soft Drink; R = Soft Drink. n = 8 animals in each 
group.
*≠C
‡≠L
≠R

Figure 4 Liver and soleus triglycerides. Liver and soleus muscle trig-
lycerides of the rats at the end of the experiment. C = Control; L = Light 
Soft Drink; R = Soft Drink. n = 8 animals in each group. * ≠ C. ‡ ≠ L.
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ously reported by us [35] and other groups [36], probably
increased insulin secretion kept serum glucose at control
levels during the test.

Basciano et al. [37] showed that when the metabolic
pathways of animals undergoing fructose overload are
strictly investigated, both positive and negative effects of
fructose consumption can be demonstrated. Although
fructose is a potent regulator of glycogen synthesis and of
glucose utilization by the liver, its regulatory effects
decrease with chronic ingestion. In addition, because of
its lipogenic properties, excess fructose in the diet makes
the absorption of glucose difficult and elevates circulating
TG and cholesterol.

Ingestion of fructose-based diets is characterized by
metabolic dysfunctions and rapid increases in serum TG
[4-7]. Our results bear out these findings; the highest val-
ues of serum TG were found in R group animals, and the
difference was significant in comparison to the L group.
Moreover, R group animals also had significantly higher
liver and muscle TG concentrations than did C and L
group animals.

After ingestion, fructose is absorbed in the intestine by
the glucose transporter GLUT5. GLUT 5 receptors most
important site of actions is the liver, where fructose is
rapidly absorbed from the portal blood. In the liver fruc-
tose is converted to fructose-1-phosphate and enters the
glycolytic pathway beyond the phosphofructokinase step,
the main regulatory step of glycolysis. The phosphofruc-
tokinase activity responds to changes in glycogen stores
and products of glycolysis, such as citrate and ATP and
thus regulates glucose metabolism tightly. In contrast,
fructose freely enters the glycolytic pathway and its
metabolism leads to an accumulation of intermediates of
glycolysis that are converted to glycerol and acetyl-coen-

zyme A (CoA) before being synthesized into fatty acids,
very-low-density lipoproteins, and triglycerides [38].
Studies of acute fructose ingestion by fructose fed rats
show a significant immediate increase in circulating trig-
lycerides in comparison to balanced diet fed rats [39]. In
addition to the increase in lipogenesis, fructose decreases
the rate of lipid oxidation [40], which could explain, at
least in part, the great visceral fat accumulation found
both in the retroperitoneal and mesenteric adipose tissue
and in the livers of R group animals.

It has been demonstrated that excessive ingestion of
fructose can cause not only liver TG accumulation but
also accumulation of inflammatory substances such as
TNF-α, among others [41,42], and that the sum of these
factors can contribute to hepatic insulin resistance and
glucose intolerance [36] as well as to the development of a
state of non-alcoholic hepatic steatosis.

The total cholesterol data in our study contrasts with
other data presented in the literature [43], in which high
levels of total cholesterol were found in rats that con-
sumed fructose in excess. In our study, there was no dif-
ference in the total cholesterol levels of animals in the C
group and those in the group R; however, group L animals
showed reduced levels of total cholesterol compared with
the C group. Soft drinks are highly caloric products and
are frequently associated with the development of obesity
[44]. In a recent review, Gaby [43] points out that high
fructose consumption is often associated with very high
levels of triglycerides and LDL in the bloodstream. In the
present study, rats given soft drink without the addition
of fructose (L group animals) presented lower values of
serum LDL than those given soft drinks rich in fructose.
The L group's LDL values were, in fact, lower than those
of the control group. This difference may have been

Table 3: Weight (g/100 g) and Triglycerides content (mg/100 mg) of Adipose Tissue of the different regions at the end of 
the experiment

C L R

Weight

Subcutaneous 0.3 ± 0.1 0.4 ± 0.1 0.4 ± 0.1

Retroperitonial 0.4 ± 0.1 0.4 ± 0.1 0.7 ± 0.1*‡

Mesenteric 0.6 ± 0.1 0.6 ± 0.1 0.8 ± 0.2*‡

Triglyceride content

Subcutaneous 15.2 ± 3.01 14.5 ± 3.4 14.2 ± 3.0

Retroperitonial 14.1 ± 3.2 14.5 ± 2.7 12.8 ± 3.4

Mesenteric 19.1 ± 5.2 19.9 ± 4.2 15.7 ± 3.4

Results expressed as means + standard deviation. C = Control; L = Light Soft Drink; R = Regular Soft Drink. n = 8 animals of each group.
*≠C
‡≠L
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caused by the action of caffeine in increasing lipolysis and
acting as an anti-obesity agent [45]. However, this
hypothesis does not explain the observation that the R
group did not present differences in LDL levels compared
to the C group.

In summary, the rats that ingested fructose-rich soft
drinks presented a significantly higher daily liquid intake
and a significantly lower food intake than both control
rats and those that ingested a light soft drink. Also, they
had higher amounts of triglyceride both in serum and in
the liver.

Conclusions
Based on the results obtained in this study, it can be con-
cluded that the daily ingestion of large amounts of fruc-
tose-rich soft drink by rats can lead to unfavorable
alterations in serum lipid profiles and tissues lipid con-
tent. Such alterations were not observed with increased
ingestion of soft drink low in fructose (light soft drinks).
Therefore, the defects observed in the lipid profile are
probably associated with the high fructose content of the
soft drink.

List of Abbreviations
ApoB: Apolipoprotein B; HDL: High Density Lipopro-
tein; LDL: Low Density Lipoprotein; NEFA: Non-esteri-
fied fatty acid; TG: Triglycerides; TNF-α: Tumor necrosis
factor alpha; VLDL: Very Low Density Lipoprotein.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors' contributions
JDB, RAD and IGMR were responsible for experimental design, data collection,
statistical analysis and preparation of the manuscript. RAB, TMR and JGP were
responsible for experimental design and data collection. JC and RG were
responsible for collecting data and preparing the manuscript. MARM was
responsible for experimental design, coordination of research and preparing
the manuscript. All authors read and approved the manuscript.

Acknowledgements
The authors thank C. Y. Sibuya, E. Custódio and J.R.R. da Silva for the expert 
technical assistance and de Brazilian Foundations FAPESP, CNPq and CAPES 
that supported the study. This manuscript was edited for proper English lan-
guage by native-speaking editors at American Journal Experts.

Author Details
São Paulo State University - UNESP, Department of Physical Education, Av: 24-A, 
1515 Bela Vista, Zip code: 13506-900, Rio Claro - São Paulo- Brazil

References
1. Hanover LM, White JS: Manufacturing, composition and applications of 

fructose.  Am J Clin Nutri 1993, 58:724S-32S.
2. Dhingra R, Sullivan L, Jacques PF, Wang TJ, Fox CS, Meigs JB, D'Agostino 

RB, Gaziano JM, Vasan RS: Soft Drink Consumption and Disk of 
developing cardiometabolic risk factors and metabolic syndrome in 
Middle-aged adults in the community.  Circulation 2007, 116:460-488.

3. Isganaitis E, Lustig RH: Fast food, central nervous system insulin 
resistance, and obesity.  Arteriosclerosis, Thrombosis, and Vascular Biology 
2005, 25:2451-2462.

4. Zavaroni I, Chen Y, Reaven GM: Studies of the mechanism of fructose-
induced hypertriglyceridemia in the rat.  Metabolism 1982, 
31:1077-1083.

5. Hwang IS, Ho H, Hoffman BB, Reaven GM: Fructose-induced insulin 
resistance and hypertension in rats.  Hypertension 1987, 10:512-516.

6. Barros CMMR, Lessa RQ, Grechi MP, Mouço LM, Souza MG, Wiernsperger 
N, Bouskela E: Substitution of drinking water by fructose solution 
induces hyperinsulinemia and hyperglycemia in hamsters.  Clinics 2007, 
62:327-334.

7. Taghibiglou C, Carpentier A, Van Iderstine SC, Chen B, Rudy D, Aiton A, 
Lewis GF, Adeli K: Mechanisms of hepatic very low density lipoprotein 
overproduction in insulin resistance. Evidence for enhanced 
lipoprotein assembly, reduced intracellular ApoB degradation, and 
increased microsomal triglyceride transfer protein in a fructose-fed 
hamster model.  J Biol Chem 2000, 275:8416-8425.

8. Bray GA, Nielsen SJ, Popkin BM: Consumption of high-fructose corn 
syrup in beverages may play a role in the epidemic of obesity.  Am J Clin 
Nutr 2004, 79:537-543.

9. Hallfrisch J: Metabolic effects of dietary fructose.  FASEB J 1990, 
4:2652-2660.

10. Bantle J, Raatz S, Thomas W, Georgopoulous A: Effects of dietary fructose 
on plasma lipids in healthy subjects.  Am J Clin Nutr 2000, 72:1128-1134.

11. Mayers PA: Intermediary metabolism of fructose.  Am J Clin Nutr 1993, 
58:754S-765S.

12. Park OJ, Cesar D, Faix D, Wu k, Shakleton CH, Hellerstein MK: Mechanisms 
of fructose-induced hypertriglyceridaemia in rats. Activation of 
hepatic pyruvate dehydrogenase through inhibition of pyruvate 
dehydrogenase kinase.  Biochem J 1992, 282:753-757.

13. Kelley GL, Allan G, Azhar S: High Dietary Fructose Induces a Hepatic 
Stress Response Resulting in Cholesterol and Lipid Dysregulation.  
Endocrinology 2004, 145(2):548-555.

14. Zammit VA, Waterman IJ, Topping D, McKay G: Insulin stimulation of 
hepatic triacylglycerol secretion and the etiology of insulin resistance.  
J Nutr 2001, 131(8):2074-7.

15. Catena C, Giachetti G, Novello M, Colussi G, Cavarape A, Sechi LA: Cellular 
mechanisms of insulin resistance in rats with fructose-induced 
hypertension.  Am J Hypertens 2003, 16:973-978.

16. Abid A, Taha O, Nseir W, Farah R, Grosovski M, Assy N: Soft drink 
consumption is associated with fatty liver disease independent of 
metabolic syndrome.  J Hepatol 2009, 51(5):918-24.

17. Assy N, Nasser G, Kamayse I, Nseir W, Beniashvili Z, Djibre A, Grosovski M: 
Soft drink consumption linked with fatty liver in the absence of 
traditional risk factors.  Can J Gastroenterol 2008, 22(10):811-6.

18. Miller A, Adeli K: Dietary fructose and the metabolic syndrome.  Current 
Opinion in Gastroenterology 2008, 24:204-209.

19. Nogueira DM, Strufaldi B, Hirata MH, Abdalla DSP, Hirata RDC: Métodos de 
Bioquímica Clínica: Técnico-interpretação São Paulo, Pancasat 1990:485.

20. Regow BJM, Cornelissem PJH, Helder RAP, Spijkers JBF, Weeber YMN: 
Specific determination of free fatty acid in plasma.  Clínica Chimica Acta 
1971, 31:187-195.

21. Cinti S: The adipose organ.  Prostaglandins, Leukotrienes and Essential Fatty 
2005, 73:9-15.

22. Kanarek RB, Orthen-Gambill N: Differential effects of sucrose, fructose 
and glucose on carbohydrate-induced obesity in rats.  J Nut 1982, 
112:1546-1554.

23. Tordoff MG, Friedman MI: Drinking saccharin increases food intake and 
preference: In Comparison with other drinks.  Appetite 1989, 12:1-10.

24. Blundell JE, Hill AJ: Paradoxical effects of an intense sweetener 
(aspartame) on appetite.  Lancet 1986, 1:1092-3.

25. Rogers PJ, Carlyle J-A, Hill AJ, Blundell JE: Uncoupling sweet taste and 
calories: comparison of the effects of glucose and three intense 
sweeteners on hunger and food intake.  Physiol Behav 1988, 43:547-52.

26. Kanarek RB, Marks-Kaufman R: Factors influencing the effects of nutritive 
and non-nutritive sweeteners on energy intake and body weight in 
rats.  Appetite 1988, 1:16-19.

27. Dalderup LM, Visser W: Effects of sodium cyclamate on the growth of 
rats compared with other variations in the diet.  Nature 1969, 221:9l-2.

28. Friedhoff R, Simon JA, Friedhoff AI: Sucrose solution vs. no-calorie 
sweetener vs. water in weight gain.  J Am Diet Assoc 1971, 59:185-6.

29. Porikos KP, Koopmans HS: The effect of non-nutritive sweeteners on 
body weight in rats.  Appetite 1988, 1:l2-5.

30. Astrup A, Toubro S, Cannon S, Hein P, Breum L, and Madsen J: Caffeine: a 
double-blind, placebo-controlled study of its thermogenic, metabolic, 

Received: 20 April 2010 Accepted: 23 June 2010 
Published: 23 June 2010
This article is available from: http://www.dmsjournal.com/content/2/1/43© 2010 Botezelli et al; licensee BioMed Central Ltd. This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.Diabetology & Metabolic Syndrome 2010, 2:43

http://www.dmsjournal.com/content/2/1/43
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16166564
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=6752639
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3311990
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17589675
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10722675
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15051594
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2189777
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11063439
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8213607
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1554357
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14576175
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11481396
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14573337
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=19765850
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=18925303
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=18301272
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2719470
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2871354
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3200909


Botezelli et al. Diabetology & Metabolic Syndrome 2010, 2:43
http://www.dmsjournal.com/content/2/1/43

Page 8 of 8
and cardiovascular effects in healthy volunteers.  Am J Clin Nutr 1990, 
51:759-767.

31. Dullo AG, Geissler CA, Horton T, Collins A, Miller DS: Normal caffeine 
consumption: influence on thermogenesis and daily energy 
expenditure in lean and post obese human volunteers.  Am J Clin Nutr 
1989, 49:44-50.

32. Racotta IS, Leblanc J, and Richard D: The effect of caffeine on food intake 
in rats: involvement of corticotropin-releasing factor and the 
sympatho-adrenal system.  Pharmacol Biochem Behav 1994, 48:887-892.

33. Araújo IE, Oliverira-Maia AJ, Sotnikova TD, Gainetdinov RR, Caron MG, 
Nicolelis MAL, Simon SA: Food reward in the absence of taste receptor 
signaling.  Neuron 2008, 57:930-941.

34. Jürgens H, Haas W, Castañeda TR, Schürmann A, Koebnick C, Dombrowski 
F, Otto B, Nawrocki AR, Scherer PE, Spranger J, Ristow M, Joost HG, Havel 
PJ, Tschöp H: Consuming fructose-sweetened beverages increases 
body adiposity in mice.  Obesity Research 2005, 13(7):1146-56.

35. Moura RF, Botezelli JD, Ribeiro C, Oliveira CAM, Araujo MN, Curiacos JAL, 
Souza KMI, Mello MAR: Effect of physical exercise on insulin secretion by 
pancreatic islets of fructose-fed rats.  EASD Islet Group Study Symposium 
2009.

36. Maiztegui B, Borelli MI, Raschia MA, Del Zotto H, Gagliardino JJ: Islet 
adaptative changes to fructose-induced insulin resistance: β-cells 
mass, glucokinase, glucose metabolism and insulin secretion.  Journal 
of Endocrinology 2009, 200:139-149.

37. Basciano H, Federico L, Adeli K: Fructose, insulin resistance, and 
metabolic dyslipidemia.  Nutrition & Metabolism 2005, 2:1-14.

38. Lim JS, Mietus-Snyder M, Valente M, Schwars JM, Lustig RH: The role of 
fructose in pathogenesis of NAFLD and the metabolic syndrome.  
Nature Review of Gastroenterology and Hepatology 2010, 7:251-264.

39. Botezelli JD, Moura LP, Cambri LT, Ghezzi AC, Arantes LM, Dalia RA, Mello 
MAR: Influência da ingestão crônica de dieta rica em frutose em ratos 
submetidos a teste de tolerância à frutose.  Arquivos Brasileiros de 
Endocrinologia e Metabologia 2010, 54:s118-s119.

40. Rutledge AC, Adeli K: Fructose and the metabolic syndrome: 
pathophysiology and molecular mechanisms.  Nutr Rev 2007, 
65:S13-S23.

41. Chong MF, Fielding BA, Frayn KN: Mechanisms for the acute effect of 
fructose on postprandial lipemia.  Am J Clin Nutr 2007, 85:1511-1520.

42. Mille A, Adeli K: Dietary fructose and the metabolic syndrome.  Curr 
Opin Gastroenterol 2008, 24:204-9.

43. Gaby AL: Adverse effects of dietary fructose.  Alternative Medicine Review 
2005, 10(4):294-306.

44. Elliott SS, Keim NL, Stern JS, Teff K, Havel P J: Fructose, weight gain, and 
the insulin resistance syndrome.  Am J Clin Nutr 2002, 76:911-22.

45. Murosaki S, Lee TR, Muroyama K, Shin ES, Cho SY, Yamamoto Y, Lee SJA: 
Combination of caffeine, arginine, soy isoflavones, and L-carnitine 
enhances both lipolysis and fatty acid oxidation in 3T3-L1 and HepG2 
cells in vitro and in KK mice in vivo.  J Nutr 2007, 137:2252-7.

doi: 10.1186/1758-5996-2-43
Cite this article as: Botezelli et al., Chronic consumption of fructose rich soft 
drinks alters tissue lipids of rats Diabetology & Metabolic Syndrome 2010, 2:43

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2333832
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2912010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7972292
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=18367093
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16076983
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=19039094
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17605309
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17556686
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=18301272
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16366738
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12399260
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17885007

	Abstract
	Background:
	Methods:
	Results:
	Conclusions:

	Background
	Methods
	Animals
	Experimental groups
	Evaluations
	Statistical Treatment

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	List of Abbreviations
	Competing interests
	Authors' contributions
	Acknowledgements
	Author Details
	References

