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Abstract

BACKGROUND: Coronary microvascular dysfunction (CMD) is a frequently overlooked and
underdiagnosed mechanism of cardiac ischemia despite its heightened risk of major adverse
cardiovascular events. The potential impact of CMD on the conduction system and occurrence of
arrhythmias has received limited attention. This study aimed to examine the link between CMD
and surface electrocardiography (ECG).

METHODS: We harnessed the Coronary Microvascular Disease registry (CMDR), utilizing the
CoroVentis CoroFlow System (Abbott) to invasively assess patients presenting with
symptomatic chest pain. All patients underwent microvascular assessment of the left anterior
descending artery territory. Our cohort was stratified into two groups, CMD-positive and CMD-
negative, with an analysis of the most recent ECG performed prior to the invasive evaluation for
each patient.

RESULTS: Our cohort comprised 230 patients, of which 60 were classified as CMD-positive
and 170 as CMD-negative. T-wave inversion was observed in 30.5% of CMD-positive patients
compared to 20% in the CMD-negative group (P=0.09), and ST depression was identified in
6.7% of CMD-positive patients compared to 2.4% of CMD-negative patients (P=0.12). There
were no differences in conduction disorders, such as left bundle branch block (LBBB), left
anterior hemiblock (LAHB), left posterior hemiblock (LPHB), right bundle branch block
(RBBB), incomplete right bundle branch block (ICRBBB), and bifascicular block, between the
two groups. There were no discernible distinctions in the ECG intervals, including the PR, QRS,
and QT. There was a trend of increased left ventricular hypertrophy (LVH) according to the ECG
criteria in patients with CMD (11.7% vs. 5.3%; P=0.09).

CONCLUSION: Our study revealed a tendency toward ischemic and hypertrophic ECG
changes among CMD-positive patients, but no differences in the occurrence of conduction
disorders in patients with and without CMD.

REGISTRATION: URL.: https://clinicaltrials.gov; Unique Identifier: NCT05960474

GRAPHIC ABSTRACT: A graphic abstract is available for this article.
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Clinical Perspectives
WHAT IS KNOWN?

Limited research has explored the impact of coronary microvascular dysfunction (CMD)
on surface electrocardiogram (ECG) changes.

The bolus thermodilution method has demonstrated efficacy for the invasive assessment
of the coronary microvasculature in patients with symptomatic chest pain. These tools

can aid in early detection and diagnosis of CMD.

WHAT THE STUDY ADDS

In this study from the Coronary Microvascular Disease Registry (CMDR), higher rates of
T-wave inversion and ST depression were observed in CMD-positive patients, providing
valuable clinical insights. These ECG changes were similar to those observed in patients
with stable angina.

No difference in conduction disorders or ECG intervals was observed, although a greater
tendency for left ventricular hypertrophy in CMD-positive patients suggests the
importance of monitoring for cardiac structural changes and their potential association
with CMD.



Nonstandard Abbreviations and Acronyms
ANOCA: angina with nonobstructive coronary arteries
CFR: coronary flow reserve

CMD: coronary microvascular dysfunction
CMDR: coronary microvascular disease registry
ECG: electrocardiogram

ICRBBB: incomplete right bundle branch block
IMR: index of microcirculatory resistance
LBBB: left bundle branch block

LAHB: left anterior hemiblock

LPHB: left posterior hemiblock

LVH: left ventricular hypertrophy

PPM: permanent pacemaker

RBBB: right bundle branch block

RFR: resting full-cycle ratio

RRR: resistive reserve ratio



INTRODUCTION

Coronary microvascular dysfunction (CMD), an increasingly recognized cause of cardiac
ischemia, poses a significant risk for major adverse cardiovascular events that may impact
quality of life'. While there is often normal epicardial flow, the effects of disrupted
microvascular flow and impaired coronary blood flow have not been fully explored®. The
electrical conduction system of the heart, such as the sinoatrial node, atrioventricular node, and
atrioventricular bundle branch, is also reliant on coronary blood flow?. Furthermore, most of the
blood supply to the bundle branch is derived from interventricular septal branches originating
from the left coronary system. There is a lack of research on whether CMD is associated with
conduction disturbances and arrhythmias that can manifest on surface electrocardiograms
(ECQG).

In cardiovascular evaluation, ECG changes, particularly ST interval and T-wave
alterations, are a frequent and fundamental part of noninvasive assessment®®. However, these
changes have not received widespread attention or debate in the context of microvascular
dysfunction, despite some studies hinting at a link between atrial fibrillation®, non-specific ECG
alterations, and exercise-induced changes in CMD patients’. Furthermore, left ventricular
hypertrophy (LVH) can manifest as a physiological response to physical exercise or as a
pathological condition, which may be either a primary (genetic) or compensatory response to
increased left ventricular (LV) afterload. In individuals with both primary and secondary LVH,
there is notable evidence of CMD, which in theory can also be seen in ECG.

Our study aimed to assess CMD and conduction system abnormalities represented by
ECG changes. In doing so, we aimed to improve our understanding of the broader impact of on

the spectrum of cardiovascular diseases and define the means of noninvasive assessment.



METHODS
Establishment of the Coronary Microvascular Disease Registry (CMDR)

The Coronary Microvascular Disease Registry (CMDR) was established to include
patients with angina with nonobstructive coronary arteries (ANOCA) who had undergone
invasive hemodynamic assessment of the coronary microvasculature?. The CMDR is registered
as NCT5960474 on clinicaltrials.gov. The data for this registry were obtained from established
hospitals, clinical care databases, and existing hospital data collection systems. Notably, no
research-specific interventional procedures were performed in this study. Instead, all the
procedures were guided by clinical judgment and tailored to the specific needs of each patient.
The design and conduct of the registry strictly adhered to the MedStar Health Institutional
Review Board (IRB).

Patient Enrollment and Data Collection

Patients were enrolled at two distinct hospitals: MedStar Washington Hospital Center in
Washington, DC, and MedStar Southern Maryland Hospital Center in Clinton, MD, USA. The
first patient was enrolled in the registry in August 2021, and data from this patient through
November 2023 were included in the current analysis. The CMDR collected a comprehensive
array of baseline characteristics, comorbidities, medication details, chest pain severity, results of
noninvasive cardiovascular tests, laboratory tests, coronary anatomy from angiography,
physiological measurements, and postprocedural outcomes. The registry also included ECG
tracings of all patients.

Assessment of Microvascular Physiology



The CoroVentis CoroFlow Cardiovascular System (Abbott Laboratories, Chicago, IL,
USA) was used to assess microvascular physiology. Nonhyperemic resting indices were
measured using a physiological pressure wire (PressureWire™ X Guidewire, Abbott
Laboratories)®. Additionally, indices such as coronary flow reserve (CFR) and the index of
microcirculatory resistance (IMR) have been evaluated using thermodilution technology™®**. The
outcomes of these measurements were methodically recorded and integrated into the CMDR
along with the corresponding findings from coronary angiography.
Patient Classification and Analysis, Inclusion and Exclusion

Patients diagnosed with CMD were classified based on specific criteria: a CFR value of
less than 2.0-2.5 and an IMR™ equal to or exceeding 25. For precise classification, cases within a
borderline range were thoroughly evaluated by a multidisciplinary heart team to ascertain the
likelihood of CMD diagnosis®>. The registry included 246 patients at the time of analysis.
However, patients undergoing vasospasm assessment with acetylcholine, those with paced
rhythms on their ECG, and those with no ECG tracings in their medical records in the year prior
to the invasive assessment were excluded. We also excluded patients who underwent invasive
assessment in a vessel other than the LAD, resulting in a final cohort of 230 patients.
Electrocardiography Assessment

Prior to invasive assessment, the ECGs were examined. Only ECGs conducted within the
year before the CMD assessment and interpreted by two cardiologists were considered.
Parameters such as PR, QRS, and QT intervals were assessed along with the detection of
ischemic changes such as T-wave inversions and ST depressions. Additionally, the criteria for

left ventricular hypertrophy (LVH) and axis deviation were evaluated, as well as conduction



deficits, fractionated QRS complexes, and premature beats. All analyzed ECGs demonstrated
sinus rhythm.
Statistical Analysis

To compare the characteristics between the two patient groups, we used the Student’s t-
test for continuous variables and the y2 test for categorical variables. Statistical significance was
determined at a significance level of P< 0.05. The entire data analysis process was conducted

using SAS 9.2 (SAS Institute, Cary, NC).

RESULTS

Our study included a cohort of 230 patients with nonobstructive coronary artery disease
who underwent invasive assessment for CMD and met the specified inclusion and exclusion
criteria. The overall mean patient age was 61.2+10.9 years and 67.4% were female.
Approximately half of the patients (53.5%) were African American. A total of 170 (74%) patients
tested negative for CMD, and 60 (26%) tested positive. An in-depth analysis of baseline
characteristics, as elaborated in Table 1, revealed that the demographic and comorbidity profiles
of CMD-negative and CMD-positive patients were similar. CMD positive patients were slightly
older (65.1+10.0 vs. 59.8+£10.9 years; P=0.001) and had a lower BMI (28.0+5.9 vs. 32.0+6.9
kg/m?; P<0.001).

Table 2 provides a comprehensive summary of the results obtained from the
physiological invasive assessments conducted in the CMD-negative and CMD-positive
groups. Table 3 shows the findings derived from ECG assessments. Particularly noteworthy are
the observations related to T-wave inversions, which were noted in 30.5% of CMD-positive

patients compared to 20% in the CMD-negative group, however, while there was a trend towards



CMD positive patients this was not statistically significant (P=0.09). Likewise, our study
highlights the incidence of ST depression in 6.7% of CMD-positive patients compared to 2.4%
among CMD-negative patients (P=0.12). Our analysis detected no differences in conduction
disorders, including left bundle branch block (LBBB), left anterior hemiblock (LAHB), left
posterior hemiblock (LPHB), right bundle branch block (RBBB), incomplete right bundle branch
block (ICRBBB), and bifascicular block, between the two groups. Furthermore, no appreciable
variances were observed in the ECG intervals, including the PR, QRS, and QT. Our study also
identified left ventricular hypertrophy (LVH) using electrocardiographic criteria in 11.7% of
CMD-positive patients, whereas this was noted in 5.3% of CMD-negative patients, indicating a

trend (P=0.09).

DISCUSSION

Our study aimed to investigate the ECG findings in patients with CMD. We observed a
trend towards ischemic features and LVH in patients with CMD. Interestingly, we did not find an
increased prevalence of conduction or arrhythmia disorders in patients with CMD. These
findings shed light on the limitations of noninvasive assessments, such as ECG screening, in
identifying individuals at risk of CMD and suggest that ischemia caused by CMD does not harm
the conduction system of the heart. However, it is possible that some structural heart diseases,
such as LVH, are associated with CMD and can be observed on surface ECG.

Resting ECG is a widely available and cost-effective tool for evaluating myocardial
ischemia®®. However, our study and previously limited published data suggest that resting ECG
is often normal in most patients with CMD. Unfortunately, there is no specific diagnostic

feature in resting ECG for CMD, making it a test with poor sensitivity for establishing the



diagnosis. The absence of ECG changes does not rule out the possibility of CMD, and the
presentations of such patients may be diverse. Some patients with CMD exhibit ischemic ECG
changes, such as ST depression during treadmill exercise testing or borderline ischemic
electrocardiogram findings at rest during chest pain episodes. These observations are consistent
with the ECG patterns observed in patients with stable angina®.

Sinha et al. recently conducted a prospective study to investigate patients with CMD
undergoing exercise electrocardiographic stress testing (EST). A total of 102 patients were
included in the study, of whom 65% were women, with a mean age of 60+8 years. Among them,
32 patients developed ischemia during EST (ischemic group), whereas 70 patients did not (non-
ischemic group)'®. Both the groups exhibited similar phenotypes. Ischemia during EST was
100% specific for CMD. This study identified acetylcholine flow reserve as the most robust
predictor of ischemia during exercise. When endothelium-independent and endothelium-
dependent microvascular dysfunction were used as the reference standard, the false-positive rate
of EST decreased to 0%. These results highlight the prominence of ischemic changes on the
surface ECG during stress in patients with CMD. Additionally, the findings of this study suggest
that the baseline ECG would not differ among these patients.

In terms of conduction disorders, research has shown that ischemia affecting the
sinoatrial node, atrioventricular node, and atrioventricular bundle branch is associated with
conduction disorders; though, this is more commonly observed in acute events with complete
occlusion of epicardial flow'’. However, patients with CMD exhibit a pattern more reminiscent
of that of patients with stable angina who usually experience transient focal or global myocardial
ischemia. Typically, ischemic episodes are brief and do not lead to myocardial cell damage.

However, prolonged or recurrent chronic ischemia can eventually result in left ventricular



dysfunction or arrhythmias that may manifest on surface electrocardiography. This may help
explain our findings regarding the lack of association with conduction disorders in patients with
CMD.

While our study followed the standard approach to ECG interpretation, we acknowledge
the potential for advancements in technology. Artificial intelligence (Al) is now being employed
to detect subtle ECG changes, and Ahmad et al. demonstrated the potential of Al in identifying
patients at higher risk for conditions such as atrial fibrillation, even in CMD cohorts™®. Several
technologies are currently being evaluated for the use of Al models to non-invasively detect
ischemia in ECGs, which may enhance our ability to diagnose CMD in the future®.

Limitations

Our study had some limitations. It was only conducted at two medical centers, was
retrospective in nature, the sample size was small, and the diagnosis of CMD relied on non-
continuous thermodilution injection. Additionally, not all patients with chest pain were referred
for CMD assessment, which could introduce a selection bias. We did not investigate stress ECGs
during chest pain episodes and invasive electrophysiological studies were not performed to
comprehensively assess conduction.

Conclusions

In conclusion, our study did not identify significant ECG changes in patients with CMD
when compared to patients with similar chest pain without CMD. This suggests that patients with
CMD exhibit electrophysiological behavior similar to that of patients with stable angina and do
not demonstrate a higher incidence of ECG changes. Our data suggest that abnormal surface

ECG findings were not affected by the presence of CMD.
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Table 1. Baseline Characteristics

Overall CMD-Negative CMD-Positive P value
(n = 230) (n =170) (n = 60)
Demographics
Age (years) 61.2+10.9 59.8£10.9 65.1 £10.0 0.001
Female 67.4% (155/230) 64.7% (110/170) 75% (45/60) 0.14
Caucasian 36% (82/228) 35.1% (59/168) 38.3% (23/60) 0.66
African American 53.5% (122/228) 53.6% (90/168) 53.3% (32/60) 0.98
Hispanic/Latino 2.2% (5/229) 1.8% (3/169) 3.3% (2/60) 0.48
Comorbidities
Body Mass Index (kg/m?) 30.9+6.8 32.0+6.9 28.0+5.9 <0.001
Tobacco Current Use 9.2% (21/229) 8.8% (15/170) 10.2% (6/59) 0.76
Tobacco Past Use 26.6% (61/229) 27.6% (47/170) 23.7% (14/59) 0.56
CCS Angina 3 or 4 34.6% (47/136) 36.0% (36/100) 30.6% (11/36) 0.56
Hypertension 80% (184/230) 78.2% (133/170) 85.0% (51/60) 0.26
Diabetes Mellitus 30.4% (70/230) 32.4% (55/170) 25.0% (15/60) 0.29
Hyperlipidemia 77.4% (178/230) 78.8% (134/170) 73.3% (44/60) 0.38
Chronic Kidney Disease 10.4% (24/230) 10.6% (18/170) 10.0% (6/60) 0.90
Peripheral Vascular Disease |  4.3% (10/230) 2.9% (5/170) 8.3% (5/60) 0.08
Carotid Artery Disease 4.3% (10/230) 4.1% (7/170) 5.0% (3/60) 0.77
History of PCI 14.8% (34/230) 16.5% (28/170) 10.0% (6/60) 0.23
History of CABG 1.7% (4/230) 2.4% (4/170) 0.0% (0/60) 0.23
History of Stroke 12.2% (28/230) 10.0% (17/170) 18.3% (11/60) 0.09
Medications
Beta-Blockers 45.7% (105/230) 47.6% (81/170) 40.0% (24/60) 0.31
Calcium Channel Blockers 38.7% (89/230) 39.4% (67/170) 36.7% (22/60) 0.71

CMD indicates coronary microvascular dysfunction; CCS, Canadian Cardiovascular Society angina grade; CKD,
chronic kidney disease (glomerular filtration rate <60 mL/min/1.73m?); PCI, percutaneous coronary intervention;

CABG, coronary artery bypass grafting.



Table 2. Physiological Assessment

Overall CMD-Negative CMD-Positive P value
(n=230) (n=170) (n=60)
IMR 18.73 £13.35 13.08 +4.95 34.64 +16.45 <.001
CFR 3.16+1.78 3.61 +£1.82 1.92 £0.87 <.001
RFR 0.88 +£0.27 0.87+0.24 0.91+0.35 0.42
RRR 3.61+2.13 41+2.18 2.16 +1.05 <.001

CMD indicates coronary microvascular dysfunction; IMR, index of microcirculatory resistance; CFR, coronary flow

reserve; RFR, resting full-cycle ratio; RRR, resistive reserve ratio.




Table 3. Electrocardiographic Findings

Overall CMD-Negative CMD-Positive P value
(n = 230) (n=170) (n = 60)

Heart rate (beats/min) 71.2+12.8 71.4+12.9 70.6 £12.8 0.71
PR interval (ms) 165.7 +28.7 166.4 +28.3 163.7+30.0 0.54
QRS interval (ms) 91.4+18.5 922+ 18.2 89.4+19.2 0.31
QT interval (ms) 408.1 = 36.7 407.6 £36.3 409.5+38.2 0.73
QTc interval (ms) 438.9+33.7 439.1+334 438.3+34.73 0.87
TWI 22.7% (52/229) | 20.0% (34/170) 30.5% (18/59) 0.09
ST depressions 3.5% (8/229) 2.4% (4/169) 6.7% (4/60) 0.12
Fragmented QRS 27% (62/230) 30% (51/170) 18.3% (11/60) 0.08
LBBB 2.6% (6/230) 2.4% (4/170) 3.3% (2/60) 0.68
LAHB 2.2% (5/230) 1.8% (3/170) 3.3% (2/60) 0.47
LPHB 0% (0/230) 0% (0/170) 0% (0/60) -

RBBB 2.2% (5/230) 2.9% (5/170) 0% (0/60) 0.18
ICRBBB 3% (7/230) 2.9% (5/170) 3.3% (2/60) 0.88
Bifasicular block 0.4% (1/230) 0.6% (1/170) 0% (0/60) 0.55
Left axis deviation 7% (16/230) 5.9% (10/170) 10% (6/60) 0.28
LVH 7% (16/229) 5.3% (9/169) 11.7% (7/60) 0.09
RVH 0% (0/230) 0% (0/170) 0% (0/60) -

APBs 0.9% (2/230) 1.2% (2/170) 0% (0/60) 0.39
\VPBs 6.1% (14/230) 6.5% (11/170) 5% (3/60) 0.68

TWI indicates T-wave inversions and do not include non-pathological findings such as a single V1 lead TWI;
LBBB, left bundle branch block; LAHB, left anterior hemiblock; LPHB, left posterior hemiblock; RBBB, right
bundle branch block; ICRBBB, incomplete right bundle branch block; LVH, left ventricular hypertrophy; RVH,

right ventricular hypertrophy; APB, atrial premature beat; VVPB, ventricular premature beat.



Figure Legend
Graphic Abstract. Clinical pathway for patients with chest pain undergoing ECG and coronary

microvascular assessment, highlighting key findings, and insights.
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