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Abstract  33 

Background: Ischemic heart disease (IHD) has the highest mortality rate in the globe. This 34 

returns to the poor diagnostic and therapeutic strategies including the early prevention 35 

methods. 36 

Aims: To assess the changes in the single channel electrocardiography (SCECG) at rest and 37 

on exercise test in patients with vs without IHD confirmed by stress computed tomography 38 

myocardial perfusion (CTP) imaging with vasodilatation stress-test. 39 

Objectives: IHD frequently have preventable risk factors and causes that lead to the disease 40 

appearance. However, the lack of the proper diagnostic and prevention tools remains a global 41 

challenge in or era despite the current scientific advances. 42 

Material and methods: A single center observational study included 38 participants from 43 

Moscow. The participants aged ≥ 40 years and given a written consent to participate in the 44 

study. Both groups, G1=19 with  vs  G2=19 without post stress induced myocardial perfusion 45 

defect, passed consultation by cardiologist, anthropometric measurements, blood pressure and 46 

pulse rate, echocardiography, cardio-ankle vascular index, performing bicycle ergometry, 47 

recording 3-minutes SCECG (using CARDO-QVARK ) before and just after bicycle 48 

ergometry, and then performing CTP. The LASSO regression with nested cross-validation 49 

was used to find association between CARDO-QVARK  parameters and the existence of the 50 

perfusion defect. Statistical processing carried out using the R programming language v4.2 51 

and Python v.3.10 [^R]. 52 

Results: The CARDO-QVARK parameters analysis have a specificity 63.2 % [95 % 53 

confidence interval (CI); 0.391 ; 0.833],  sensitivity 73.7 % [95 % CI ; 0.533 ; 0.929], area 54 

under the curve (AUC) 68.4 % [95 % CI ; 0.527 ; 0.817] in compare to bicycle ergometry 55 

(AUC; 55.3 %), based on our study results. 56 

Conclusion: The SCECG have significantly higher diagnostic accuracy in compare to bicycle 57 

ergometry. CARDO-QVARK has the potential to improve the diagnostic accuracy of the 58 

bicycle ergometry. 59 

Other: Further investigations required to uncover the hidden capabilities of CARDO-60 

QVARK  in the diagnosis of ischemic heart disease. 61 

Keywords: IHD, Single channel electrocardiography, CTP, Prevention, Risk Factors, Stress 62 

Test, Machine Learning Model  63 
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Introduction  67 

Ischemic heart disease remains the leading challenge in terms of mortality and morbidity 68 

despite the advances in the used methods for diagnosis and prevention. However, the early 69 

prevention in terms of evaluation of the ischemic heart disease in early period still 70 

underestimated.  The current attention of the scientists paid to the prevention rather than 71 

diagnosis and treatment. In this manner, the scientific community developed several cost-72 

effective methods to be confirmed for clinical use for early prevention of ischemic heart 73 

disease, including the use of the single channel electrocardiography and exhaled breath 74 

analysis in coronary heart disease prevention [1].  75 

Ischemic heart diagnosis using single channel electrocardiography (ECG) remains in the 76 

development stage and require further elaboration in the context of the sensitivity and 77 

specificity. Several kinds of single channel ECG has been used in the clinical trials including 78 

CARDO-QVARK , Apple Watch, Kardia, Zio, BioHarness, Bittium Faros and Carnation 79 

Ambulatory Monitor [1–8]. Single channel ECG has been used to diagnosis myocardial 80 

infarction and monitoring patients with chronic heart disease and heart failure as well as to 81 

classify heartbeat [9–11].  82 

Currently there are several kinds of single channel ECG used for commercial purposes and 83 

clinical trials. The accuracy and quality of these single channel ECGs various. The uses of 84 

single channel ECGs are various including distant monitoring of patients with arrythmias, as 85 

a Holter monitoring, and for monitoring for chronic heart failure [12, 13, 22, 14–21]. The currently 86 

available single channel ECGs in the market include Apple Watch, Kardia, Zio, Cardiostat, 87 

BioHarness, Bittium Faros and Carnation Ambulatory Monitor [13, 23].  88 

Single-channel ECG has key features that can aid in diagnosing ischemic heart disease 89 

include detecting ischemia through ECG alterations, hemodynamic changes, and clinical 90 

signs and symptoms [24]. Additionally, vectorcardiography, a technique that records cardiac 91 

electrical activity as closed loops, can be useful for training in electrocardiography and 92 

detecting cardiac ischemia [24, 25]. Portable and fast electrode placement devices allow for 93 

good-quality ECG tracings, making single-channel ECG accessible and efficient [24]. 94 

In comparison of single-channel ECG to multi-channel ECG in detecting ischemic heart 95 

disease shows that modern ECG systems with vector-based electrocardiography can improve 96 

the detection of ECG alterations typical for ischemia compared to the conventional 12-lead 97 

ECG [26]. Single-channel consumer ECG devices, such as smartwatches, can be useful for 98 

detecting and monitoring arrhythmias but have limitations in detecting ST-segment 99 

deviations indicating myocardial infarction or ischemic episodes [27]. 100 
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The usage of single channel in ischemic heart disease has not been previously investigated 101 

and requires further elucidation.  102 

Material and methods  103 

A cohort, prospective single center cohort study included 38 participants. According to the 104 

results of the CTP, the participates divided in to two groups. The first group participants 105 

without stress induced myocardial perfusion defect and the second group with stress induced 106 

myocardial perfusion defect on the CTP. The participants are randomly chosen. A written 107 

consent has been taken from the participants.  The study registered on clinicaltrials.gov 108 

(NCT06181799), and the study approved by the ethical commitment of the Sechenov 109 

University, Russia, from “Ethics Committee Requirement № 19-23 from 26.10.2023”.  110 

The study evaluated continuous and categorical variables. The continuous variables included; 111 

age, pulse at rest, systolic blood pressure (SBP) at rest, diastolic blood pressure (DBP) at rest, 112 

body weight, height, maximum heart rate (HR) on physical stress test, watt (WT) on physical 113 

stress test, metabolic equivalent (METs) on physical stress test, reached percent on physical 114 

stress test , ejection fraction (EF %) on echocardiography, estimated vessel age, right cardio-115 

ankle vascular index (R-CAVI), left Cardio-ankle vascular index (L-CAVI), right ankle-116 

brachial index (RABI), left ankle-brachial index (LABI), mean SBP brachial (SBPB) (=(right 117 

SBPB+ left SBPB)//2), mean DBPB (=(right DBPB + left DBPB)/2), BP right brachial 118 

(BPRB) (=(SBP+DBP)/2), BP left brachial (BPLB)  (=(SBP+DBP)/2), mean BPB (=(BPRB+ 119 

BPLB)/2), BP right ankle (BPRA)  (=(SBP+DBP)/2), BP left ankle (BPLA)  120 

(=(SBP+DBP)/2), mean BPA (=(BPRA+ BPLA) /2), mean ankle-brachial index (ABI), right 121 

brachial pulse (RTb), left brachial pulse (LTb), mean Tb (=(LTb+ RTb)/2), right brachial-122 

ankle pulse (Tba), left brachial-ankle pulse (Tba), mean Tba (= (left Tba+right Tba)/2), 123 

length heart-ankle (Lha in cm), heart-ankle pulse wave velocity (haPWV; m/s), β-stiffness 124 

index from PWV, creatinine (µmol/L) , and eGFR (2021 CKD-EPI Creatinine). The 125 

categorical variables included; gender, obesity stage, smoking, concomitant disease, 126 

atherosclerosis of the coronary artery, hemodynamically significant (>60%), myocardial 127 

perfusion defect after stress ATP, myocardial perfusion defect before stress ATP, 128 

atherosclerosis in other arteries (Yes/No), brachiocephalic, hypertension (AH), stage AH, 129 

degree AH, risk of cardiovascular disease (CVD), stable coronary artery disease (SCAD), 130 

functional class (FC) by WT, FC by METs, reaction type to stress test(positive/negative), and 131 

reason of discontinuation of the stress test. 132 

The study used the following SCECG parameters: 133 

• QTc duration (Bazett’s formula); 134 
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• amplitude parameters (JA is the amplitude at point J in microV, TA is the amplitude of the 135 

T-wave in microV, PAn is the amplitude of the negative P-wave in microV); 136 

• indices of asymmetry SBeta, Beta (ratio of the maximum modulus of the derivative value at 137 

the leading front of the T-wave to the maximum modulus of the value at the trailing front of 138 

the T-wave); 139 

• spectral integrals of energy of R and T waves: QRS11energy (leading front of R—1st 140 

derivative), QRS12energy (trailing front of R—1st derivative), QRS2energy (R-wave as a 141 

whole—2nd derivative), TE1 (T-wave as a whole) - (the integral is calculated as the sum of 142 

energies at all points of the corresponding region ); 143 

• spectral integral set by the frequency grid 2 to 4 Hz, 4 to 8 Hz (QRSE1, QRSE2); 144 

• frequency of the maximum energy of the leading and trailing fronts of the R wave (RonsF, 145 

RoffsF); 146 

• rhythm variability (SDNN); 147 

• ECG time markers: PpeakN, Rpeak, Speak, Tpeak, Tons, Toffs. 148 

ECG time intervals were calculated not from the beginning of the cardiac cycle, but from a 149 

point on the isoline, two-thirds of the duration of the mean R-R interval from the previous R-150 

wave (so called—Calculated point). All parameters, except for the indicators of rhythm 151 

variability, were averaged taking into account the pulse rate. Rhythm variability indicators 152 

were evaluated by the program without averaging the values. Thus, the time parameters of the 153 

ECG took into account not only the morphology of the cardiac cycle, but also changes the 154 

heart rate. Considering that averaged values were taken into account, a longer recording 155 

provides the most accurate parameters. This includes markers of the beginning or the end of 156 

the wave (Pfi, QRSst, QRSfi), the shift of the negative or positive maximum value relative to 157 

the beginning of the averaged complex (PpeakN, Rpeak, Speak, Tpeak), as well as the 158 

maximum slope of the waves (Tons, Toffs). QRSfi is the time interval from the calculated 159 

point to the end of the QRS complex, expressed in ms. Tpeak is the time interval from the 160 

calculated point to the peak of the T wave. Toffs is the time interval from the calculated point 161 

to the point of maximum steepness of the descending knee of the T wave [28]. 162 

Taking into account that the position of the calculated point depends on the R-R interval, it is 163 

possible to minimize the effect of heart rate on the time parameters of the cardiac cycle. 164 

These time parameters take into account not only the morphology of the QRS complex or T-165 

wave, but also the temporal features of the entire cardiac cycle. 166 
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After logistic regression analysis including more than 200 ECG parameter listed above, the 167 

artificial intelligence method was used to find combinations with the highest accuracy for 168 

IHD determination. 169 

Criteria for the study participants  170 

The inclusion criteria included;  171 

1. Participants age ≥ 40 years. 172 

2. Participants with intact mental and physical activity.  173 

3. Written consent to participate in the study, take blood samples, and anonymously 174 

publish the results of the study. 175 

4. The participants of the control group are individuals without coronary artery disease, 176 

confirmed by the absence of the myocardial perfusion defect on the adenosine 177 

triphosphate stress myocardial perfusion computed tomography ((by using contrast 178 

enhanced multi-slice spiral computed tomography (CE-MSCT) using adenosine 179 

triphosphate (ATP)), and confirmed by medical history, previous medical tests, and 180 

retrospective interview of participants. 181 

5. The participants of the experimental group are individuals with coronary artery 182 

disease, confirmed by myocardial perfusion defect on the adenosine triphosphate 183 

stress myocardial perfusion computed tomography, and confirmed by medical history, 184 

previous medical tests, and retrospective interview of participants. 185 

Exclusion criteria: 186 

1. Poor single-channel ECG and pulse wave recording quality 187 

2. Failure of the stress test for reasons unrelated to heart disease 188 

3. Reluctance to continue participating in the study. 189 

Non-inclusion criteria  190 

1. Pregnancy. 191 

2. Diabetes mellitus  192 

3. Presence of signs of acute coronary syndrome (myocardial infarction in the last two 193 

days), history of myocardial infarction; 194 

4. Active infectious and non-infectious inflammatory diseases in the exacerbation phase; 195 

5. Respiratory diseases (bronchial asthma, chronic bronchitis, cystic fibrosis); 196 

6. Acute thromboembolism of pulmonary artery branches; 197 

7. Aortic dissection;  198 

8. Critical heart defects;  199 

9. Active oncopathology; 200 
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10. Decompensation phase of acute heart failure;  201 

11. Neurological pathology (Parkinson's disease, multiple sclerosis, acute psychosis, 202 

Guillain-Barré syndrome); 203 

12. Cardiac arrhythmias that do not allow exercise ECG testing (Wolff-Parkinson-White 204 

syndrome, Sick sinus syndrome, AV block of II-III-degree, persistent ventricular 205 

tachycardia);  206 

13. Diseases of the musculoskeletal system that prevent passing a stress test (bicycle 207 

ergometry); 208 

14. Allergic reaction to iodine and/or adenosine triphosphate. 209 

Data collection 210 

All participants at rest pass registration of S-ECG and pulse wave before (during 3 minutes) 211 

and just after (during 3 minutes) physical stress test (bicycle ergometry) using a portable 212 

single-channel recorder (CARDO-QVARK ; Russia, Moscow) [29]. The SCECG and pulse 213 

wave results interpreted using machine learning models developed by the Sechenov 214 

University team [29, 30]. 215 

Both groups pass a vessel stiffness test and pulse wave recording as well as vascular age by 216 

using Fukuda Denshi device (VaSera VS-1500; Japan). Cuffs placed to assess the vascular 217 

stiffness (CAVI parameter) and the vascular age as well as the ancle-brachial index.  [31] 218 

Subsequently, participants pass exercise bicycle ergometry  test (SCHILLER CS200 device; 219 

Bruce protocol or modified Bruce protocol). According to the results metabolic equivalent; 220 

Mets-ВT (ВТ), the angina functional class (FC) in participants with positive stress test results 221 

determined. During the bicycle ergometry, the participants monitored with 12-lead ECG and 222 

manual blood pressure measurement, 1 time each 2 minutes.  The rest time ECG and blood 223 

pressure monitoring continue for at least five minutes after the end of the stress bicycle 224 

ergometry test.  225 

The procedure discontinues if: an increase in systolic blood pressure ≥ 220 mmHg,  226 

horizontal or down sloping ST segment depression on the ECG ≥ 1 mm, typical heart pain 227 

during  test, ventricular tachycardia or atrial fibrillation, or other significant heart rhythm 228 

disorders were found. Moreover, stop the procedure if the target heart rate (86% of the 220-229 

age) is reached.  230 

Before performing CTP, all the participants present results of the venous creatinine level, 231 

eGFR (estimated glomerular filtration rate) according to the 2021 CKD-EPI Creatinine > 30 232 

ml/min/1,73 m2, according to the recommendation for using this formula by the National 233 

kidney foundation and the American Society of Nephrology [32–35]. 234 
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The participants of both groups got catheterization in the basilar vein or the radial vein for 235 

injection of contrast and ATP to performed pharmacological stress test to the heart by 236 

increasing heart rate during the stressed myocardial perfusion computer tomography imaging.  237 

Computer tomography was performed on Canon scanner with 640 slice, 0,5 mm thickness of 238 

slice, with contrast (Omnipaque, 50 ml), injected two times: in rest to get images for 239 

myocardial perfusion before test, and in 20 mints just after ATP had been injected in dose 240 

according to body weight.  241 

The results of the myocardial perfusion considered positive if there was a perfusion defect 242 

after stress test or worsen the already existing at the rest phase perfusion defect.  243 

Statistical processing was carried out using the R programming language v4.2 and Python 244 

v.3.10 [^R] [36, 37]. Statistically significant values considered at p<0.05.  245 

Statistical analysis  246 

For quantitative parameters, the nature of the distribution (using the Shapiro-Wilk test), the 247 

mean, the standard deviation, the median, the interquartile, the 95% confidence interval, the 248 

minimum and maximum values were determined. For categorical and qualitative features, the 249 

proportion and absolute number of values were determined. 250 

Comparative analysis for normally distributed quantitative traits was carried out on the basis 251 

of Welch's t-test (2 groups); for abnormally distributed quantitative traits, using the Mann-252 

Whitney U-test (2 groups). 253 

Comparative analysis of categorical and qualitative features was carried out using the Pearson 254 

X-square criterion, in case of its inapplicability, using the exact Fisher test. 255 

For Single channel ECG values, pre-load values (prefixed with " �0_" were used, and deltas 256 

between immediately after exertion (�1) and after 2nd single channel ECG record, were 257 

calculated: 258 

 259 

�0 � ����	� 

�1 � 
���	 1 

Calculation of deltas: 260 

����� � �1 � �0 

Outcome and feature selection 261 

In order to assess the impact of factors on outcomes due to the small number of observations, 262 

it was decided to abandon the classic univariate and subsequent stepwise or multivariate 263 
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regression analysis. The effect of exhaled air and CARDO-QVARK  on the target variable 264 

was assessed using a mathematical modeling conveyor. 265 

Due to the small number of observations, the so-called external cross-validation was used to 266 

assess the model's performance to select predictors. Selection was made among the predictor 267 

levels before the sample (CARDO-QVARK results), and then the delta for CARDO-QVARK  268 

results, as calculated above. 269 

The data was randomly split with a mixing procedure into 3 parts. Each part became a 270 

validation array, and the remaining 2/3 became a training array. Thus, 3 different models 271 

were trained on each iteration, and none of the models were validated on the same data as 272 

they were trained. 273 

This iteration was repeated 500 times with different options for splitting the data into 3 parts 274 

[38]. This approach allows us to draw indirect conclusions about the possibility of generalizing 275 

the results of model quality into larger samples.  276 

The purpose of this method was to select the predictors with the highest normalized 277 

coefficients for each constructed model, which was a logistic regression with L1 278 

regularization (Lasso regression). For each model that showed the quality of the AUC 279 

classifier above 0.75 in the validation part of the sample, the selected predictors and the 280 

corresponding coefficients were taken. For each predictor, the coefficients were taken 281 

modulo, then averaged, after which the 5 predictors with the highest coefficients were used 282 

for subsequent validation. 283 

The validation process consisted of using only 5 selected predictors to build the model. In 284 

other respects, 3-fold cross-validation with data mixing with subsequent evaluation of the 285 

results of 3 classifiers was also used. This was possible because the hyperparameters of the 286 

classifiers were the same, and all 3 validation samples together gave all the data in the total 287 

sample. 288 

Results  289 

The characteristics of the sample described in the tables bellow. (Table 1A-B) 290 

Table 1A: Categorical variables presented in absolute and relative values of the study for true 291 

incidence of the stated factor. Abbreviations: CPT; stress myocardial perfusion computer 292 

tomography imaging. X2 test used as a comparative test. * Values statically significant 293 

difference. Abbreviations: METs; metabolic equivalent.  294 

Index  Factor Group 1 (n=19). 

Positive CTP 

Group 2 (n=19). 

Negative 

p 
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CTP 

Gender F 10 (52.6%) 7 (36.8%) 0.32

8 

M 9 (47.4%) 12 (63.2%)  

Obesity stage 1 degree 3 (15.8%) 3 (15.8%) >0.9

99 

Normal 8 (42.1%) 9 (47.4%)  

Overweig

ht 

8 (42.1%) 7 (36.8%)  

Atherosclerotic vascular 

(Namely) 

Carotid 1 (9.1%) 0 (0.0%) >0.9

99 

Carotid. 

Brachioce

phalic 

bifurcation 

10 (90.9%) 4 (100.0%)  

Stage of hypertension I 2 (25.0%) 1 (7.1%) 0.17

9 

II 3 (37.5%) 11 (78.6%)  

III 3 (37.5%) 2 (14.3%)  

Degree of hypertension  Degree 1 4 (50.0%) 7 (50.0%) 0.36

6 

Degree 2 1 (12.5%) 5 (35.7%)  

Degree 3 3 (37.5%) 2 (14.3%)  

Risk of cardiovascular disease High 3 (15.8%) 7 (36.8%) 0.48

6 

Low 7 (36.8%) 4 (21.1%)  

Moderate 7 (36.8%) 7 (36.8%)  

Very high 2 (10.5%) 1 (5.3%)  

Blood pressure reaction type 

on stress test 

Asthenic 2 (10.5%) 1 (5.3%) 0.30

2 

Hypertoni

c 

1 (5.3%) 1 (5.3%)  

Hypotonic 3 (15.8%) 0 (0.0%)  
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Mild 

Hypertoni

c 

1 (5.3%) 1 (5.3%)  

Normotoni

c 

12 (63.2%) 16 (84.2%)  

Watt  75 4 (21.1%) 7 (36.8%) 0.16

7 

100 8 (42.1%) 2 (10.5%)  

125 4 (21.1%) 3 (15.8%)  

150 1 (5.3%) 2 (10.5%)  

175 0 (0.0%) 2 (10.5%)  

200 1 (5.3%) 3 (15.8%)  

250 1 (5.3%) 0 (0.0%)  

Functional class by Watt  FC-I 2 (40.0%) 3 (42.9%) >0.9

99 

FC-II 3 (60.0%) 4 (57.1%)  

Functional class by METs FC-I 1 (20.0%) 3 (42.9%) 0.73

5 

FC-II 4 (80.0%) 3 (42.9%)  

FC-III 0 (0.0%) 1 (14.3%)  

Reaction type to stress test 

(positive/negative) 

Negative 8 (42.1%) 9 (47.4%) 0.59

3 

Positive 5 (26.3%) 7 (36.8%)  

Suspected 6 (31.6%) 3 (15.8%)  

Reason of discontinuation of 

the stress test 

Horizontal 

ST 

depression 

>1mm 

2 (10.5%) 4 (21.1%) 0.66

0 

Reach 

goal HR 

17 (89.5%) 15 (78.9%)  

Tolerance to exertion on stress 

test 

Close to 

high 

2 (10.5%) 2 (10.5%) 0.83

0 

High 2 (10.5%) 2 (10.5%)  
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Low 0 (0.0%) 1 (5.3%)  

Moderate 13 (68.4%) 10 (52.6%)  

Very high 2 (10.5%) 4 (21.1%)  

Biological estimated vascular 

age  

High 10 (52.6%) 9 (47.4%) 0.74

6 

Normal 9 (47.4%) 10 (52.6%)  

CKD stage 

I 6 (31.6%) 10 (52.6%) 

0.07

8 

II 9 (47.4%) 9 (47.4%)  

IIIa 4 (21.1%) 0 (0.0%)  

 295 

Table 1B: The continuous variables of the sample presented as a mean ± standard deviation 296 

(Std. div.), Student test as independent variables used. * Values statically significant 297 

difference. Abbreviations: SBP; systolic blood pressure, DBP; diastolic blood pressure, BMI, 298 

body mass index, HR; heart rate, METs; metabolic equivalent, R-CAVI; right Cardio-ankle 299 

vascular index, L-CAVI; left Cardio-ankle vascular index, RABI; right ankle-brachial index, 300 

LABI; left ankle-brachial index, SBP B; systolic blood pressure brachial, DBP B; diastolic 301 

blood pressure brachial, BP RB; blood pressure right brachial, BP RA  ; blood pressure right 302 

ankle, BP LA; blood pressure left ankle, BP A; blood pressure ankle, ABI; ankle-brachial 303 

index, RTb; right brachial pulse, LTb; left brachial pulse, Tb; mean brachial pulse, Tba; mean 304 

brachial-ankle pulse, Lha (cm); length heart-ankle, haPWV (m/s); heart-ankle pulse wave 305 

velocity.  306 

Index  Group 1 (n=19). Positive 

CTP. Mean ± Std. div. 

Group 2 (n=19). Negative 

CTP. Mean ± Std. div. 

p 

Age 56.9 ± 6.2 60.6 ± 12.1 0.2

38 

Pulse rest 73.2 ± 9.6 71.3 ± 11.1 0.5

78 

SBP rest 124.4 ± 9.4 120.6 ± 14.8 0.3

54 

DBP rest 79.1 ± 11.1 76.6 ± 8.2 0.4

29 

Body weight 77.8 ± 17.4 74.0 ± 10.6 0.4

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted June 8, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.20.24306122doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.20.24306122


18 

Height 173.2 ± 10.3 169.4 ± 8.9 0.2

40 

BMI 25.8 ± 4.3 25.9 ± 4.1 0.9

39 

Goal heart rate (HR) 163.1 ± 6.2 159.4 ± 12.1 0.2

38 

Maximum HR 149.5 ± 11.2 146.7 ± 19.7 0.7

48 

Reached % of the target 

HR on stress test 91.8 ± 8.2 92.6 ± 14.9 

0.6

65 

METs 

6.7 ± 2.0 6.5 ± 2.1 

0.7

15 

Ejection fraction (%) 64.6 ± 4.1 65.3 ± 5.4 0.7

26 

Biological estimated 

vessel age 

58.1 ± 7.6 62.6 ± 13.9 0.2

22 

R-CAVI 8.5 ± 0.8 9.1 ± 1.8 0.2

92 

L-CAVI 8.5 ± 0.7 9.0 ± 1.7 0.2

31 

RABI 1.2 ± 0.1 1.1 ± 0.1 0.1

81 

LABI 1.2 ± 0.1 1.1 ± 0.1 0.0

82 

Mean SBP B 130.1 ± 8.7 133.2 ± 16.2 0.4

65 

Mean DBP B 82.9 ± 8.4 83.5 ± 9.0 0.8

17 

BP RB (=(SBP+DBP)/2) 100.7 ± 10.0 102.8 ± 14.0 0.5

89 

BP LB  

(=(SBP+DBP)/2) 

101.8 ± 10.6 103.7 ± 12.7 0.6

31 
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Mean BP B= (BP RB+ 

BP LB  )/2 

101.3 ± 10.1 103.3 ± 13.2 0.6

03 

BP RA  

(=(SBP+DBP)/2) 

105.3 ± 10.7 108.3 ± 14.1 0.4

73 

BP LA  

(=(SBP+DBP)/2) 

106.6 ± 9.6 106.9 ± 11.1 0.9

26 

Mean BP A= (BP RA  + 

BP LA  )/2 

106.0 ± 9.6 107.6 ± 12.1 0.6

47 

Mean ABI= 

(RABI+LABI)/2 

1.2 ± 0.1 1.1 ± 0.1 0.1

01 

RTb 79.4 ± 8.9 78.7 ± 11.5 0.8

39 

LTb 73.3 ± 6.5 74.8 ± 10.7 0.5

99 

Mean Tb =( RTb+ 

LTb)/2 

76.3 ± 7.0 76.8 ± 10.8 0.8

88 

Right Tba 88.5 ± 10.9 77.4 ± 22.1 0.1

25 

Left Tba 87.7 ± 9.0 79.0 ± 20.8 0.1

44 

Mean Tba =( Right 

Tba+ Left Tba)/2 

88.1 ± 9.8 78.2 ± 21.3 0.1

29 

Lha (cm) 150.8 ± 8.4 147.7 ± 7.2 0.2

40 

haPWV (m/s) 0.9 ± 0.1 1.0 ± 0.2 0.2

34 

β-stiffness index from 

PWV 

3.0 ± 0.6 3.3 ± 1.2 0.6

86 

Creatinine (µmol/L) 83.9 ± 11.9 86.4 ± 19.4 0.6

36 

eGFR (2021 CKD-EPI 

Creatinine) 

84.5 ± 13.7 79.6 ± 17.4 0.3

45 

 307 
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The diagnostic accuracy of the bicycle ergometry  308 

We examined the diagnostic accuracy of a standard exercise test on a bicycle ergometer. In 309 

the ROC analysis, where the predictor was the result of a sample with the results of the 310 

physical exertion “Reaction_type” = 'Positive', and the target variable  was 311 

Myocardial_perfusion_defect_after_stress_ATP, the following results were obtained. (Table 312 

2) 313 

Table 2: The quality of the bicycle ergometry appeared quite low in our cohort. 314 

 

Chars 

Point estimate  95%CI 

AUC 0.553 [0.406 ; 0.695] 

Sensitivity  0.263 [0.067 ; 0.474] 

Specificity  0.632 [0.409 ; 0.833] 

Negative predictive 

value  

0.462 [0.269 ; 0.654] 

Positive predictive 

value  

0.417 [0.143 ; 0.714] 

 315 

CARDO-QVARK  Feature selection with cross-validation 316 

After performing pipeline for feature selection using 500 iterations with 3-fold outer cross-317 

validation , 87 best models were selected, showing AUC ≥ 0.9 for the test set. All models 318 

were aggregated with their respective absolute coefficients, and then the median estimate of 319 

the coefficients for each feature was calculated. Below are the selected 20 predictors (the 320 

final model included the first 5). (Table 3)  321 

Table 3: The 20 most statically significant features according to the build model. Dltq_01 322 

indicates the difference between the selected single channel ECG features immediately after 323 

the stress minus the selected features before the stress test.  324 

 Feature Lasso absolute coefficient 

1.  dltq_01_Pan...31 0.589804 

2.  dltq_01_SA 0.509832 

3.  dltq_01_JA 0.37366 

4.  dltq_01_TE1 0.270038 

5.  dltq_01_TpTe 0.258854 
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6.  dltq_01_HFNoise 0.248446 

7.  dltq_01_PpeakN 0.206324 

8.  dltq_01_QRS11energy 0.190459 

9.  dltq_01_TA 0.15963 

10.  dltq_01_Sbeta 0.150864 

11.  dltq_01_TE3 0.138504 

12.  dltq_01_Tenergy 0.125174 

13.  dltq_01_TE4 0.116375 

14.  dltq_01_Tpenergy 0.106516 

15.  dltq_01_QTc 0.102957 

16.  dltq_01_TE2 0.102495 

17.  dltq_01_HFQRS 0.090197 

18.  dltq_01_SDNN 0.082806 

19.  dltq_01_QRSE1 0.082143 

20.  dltq_01_QRSw 0.063462 

 325 

The model was then rebuilt as follows. The top 5 predictors from Table 3 were with the most 326 

mathematically importance according to the built model taken and included in the new 327 

LASSO regression model. 328 

Then the leave-one-out cross-validation  procedure was performed, which allowed us to 329 

obtain approximate estimates of sensitivity, specificity, positive and negative prognostic 330 

value. At each iteration of leave-one-out cross-validation , the quantitative predictors were 331 

normalized.  332 

The quality of the classification is shown in the table below. (Table 4) 333 

Table 4:The quality of the single channel ECG in the diagnosis of ischemic heart disease 334 

using the CARDO-QVARK .  335 

Chars Point estimate  95%CI 

AUC 0.684 [0.527 ; 0.817] 

Sensitivity  0.737 [0.533 ; 0.929] 

Specificity  0.632 [0.391 ; 0.833] 

Negative 0.706 [0.47 ;  0.917] 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted June 8, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.20.24306122doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.20.24306122


predictive value 

Positive predictive 

value 

0.667 [0.444 ; 0.857] 

 336 

Confidence results are calculated using a bootstrap. Due to the small number of observations, 337 

the 95% CI is quite wide. Comparison with load results was carried out using the McNemar 338 

test [39]. (Figure 1) 339 

 340 

Figure 1: There is a significant difference between the results of the diagnostic accuracy of 341 

the load test (55.3 %) and the built model (68.4%), based on our study results. Obviously, the 342 

model has better predictive properties, P value = 0.0001. 343 
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The comparative statistical analysis demonstrated that the dltq_01_TpTe parameter has a 344 

statically significant difference between the two groups, in the first group, the mean  ± Std. 345 

Div. 7.2 ± 28.1, and in the second group, the mean  ± Std. Div.  -12.2 ± 20.0, p value=0.046. 346 

Discussion  347 

Using single channel ECG in the diagnosis of ischemic heart disease is a potential novel 348 

diagnostic strategy. The usage of single channel ECG in optimizing the physical stress test 349 

such as bicycle ergometry [1]. Additionally, single channel ECG results can be interpreted 350 

using machine learning models to increase the diagnostic accuracy and used as a novel risk 351 

score for future cardiovascular events [10].  352 

Several ongoing clinical trials to assess the reliability of single channel ECG in the diagnosis 353 

of ischemic heart disease and arrythmia in both adults and children (NCT05756309, 354 

NCT06181799). 355 

Using physical stress tested monitored 12 lead-ECG  remains the elementary test for the 356 

primary detection of ischemic heart disease. However, severe limitations exist in the 357 

diagnostic accuracy related to the ECG artifact during the movement of the patients during 358 

the physical stress test.  359 

Improving the diagnostic accuracy of the physical stress test is a point of focus of the 360 

cardiological scientific community. Several attempts performed to enhance the diagnosis 361 

performance of the physical exertion tests using complementary methods such as the 362 

dynamics of cardiac electrical activity (EAS) during exercise testing [40]. The study suggests 363 

that incorporating the equivalent electric cardiac generator of dipole type during exercise 364 

ECG testing can enhance the accuracy of diagnosing coronary artery disease [40]. 365 

Previous clinical study using a Wearable wireless electrocardiographic (ECG) has shown that 366 

the single channel ECG has a poor sensitivity 8.3% (1.0–27.0%) and quite high specificity 367 

89.9% (80.2–95.8%) for detection of reversible ischemic heart disease [41]. The study 368 

concluded that both 12-lead ECG (sensitivity 12.5% (3.0–34.4%), specificity 91.3% (82.0–369 

96.7%)) and the single channel ECG have poor clinical usefulness in terms of ability to detect 370 

ischemic heart disease. Interestingly, a dramatic difference has been observed in the II lead of 371 

the 12- lead ECG in compare to the single channel ECG [41]. However, other studies 372 

suggested the use of deep learning models to enhance the diagnostic accuracy (sensitivity) of 373 

the ECG for ischemic heart disease in emergency department [42].  374 

Advancements in single-channel ECG technology for the detection of ischemic heart disease 375 

demonstrated that machine learning models based on single-lead ECG and pulse wave 376 

parameters, along with age and gender, can simplify screening diagnostics of ejection fraction 377 
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decrease and diastolic dysfunction with high accuracy [37]. Furthermore, high-frequency ECG 378 

signals have shown increased sensitivity and early timing in diagnosing cardiac ischemia, and 379 

portable high-resolution ECG devices have demonstrated utility in acute emergency settings 380 

[43]. 381 

Conclusions  382 

Single channel ECG (CARDO-QVARK ) have a potential to be used as an additional method 383 

for the diagnosis of ischemic heart disease in combination with the physical stress test 384 

including bicycle ergometry. Further studies required on a larger sample size needed to 385 

confirm the usage of the CARDO-QVARK  for the clinical use for the diagnosis of ischemic 386 

heart disease.  387 

The following CARDO-QVARK  parameter are of interest for further investigation to reveal 388 

the hidden diagnostic value in the diagnosis of ischemic heart disease, dltq_01_Pan...31, 389 

dltq_01_SA, dltq_01_JA, dltq_01_TE1, and dltq_01_TpTe. Further, study on a larger sample 390 

is ongoing on clinicaltrials.gov (NCT06181799).  391 
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Figure legends  632 

 633 

Figure 2: There is a significant difference between the results of the diagnostic accuracy of 634 

the load test (55.3 %) and the built model (68.4%), based on our study results. Obviously, the 635 

model has better predictive properties, P value = 0.0001. 636 

Table legends  637 

Table 5A: Categorical variables presented in absolute and relative values of the study for true 638 

incidence of the stated factor. Abbreviations: CPT; stress myocardial perfusion computer 639 

tomography imaging. X2 test used as a comparative test. * Values statically significant 640 

difference. Abbreviations: METs; metabolic equivalent.  641 

Index  Factor Group 1 (n=19). 

Positive CTP 

Group 2 (n=19). 

Negative 

CTP 

p 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted June 8, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.20.24306122doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.20.24306122


Gender F 10 (52.6%) 7 (36.8%) 0.32

8 

M 9 (47.4%) 12 (63.2%)  

Obesity stage 1 degree 3 (15.8%) 3 (15.8%) >0.9

99 

Normal 8 (42.1%) 9 (47.4%)  

Overweig

ht 

8 (42.1%) 7 (36.8%)  

Atherosclerotic vascular 

(Namely) 

Carotid 1 (9.1%) 0 (0.0%) >0.9

99 

Carotid. 

Brachioce

phalic 

bifurcation 

10 (90.9%) 4 (100.0%)  

Stage of hypertension I 2 (25.0%) 1 (7.1%) 0.17

9 

II 3 (37.5%) 11 (78.6%)  

III 3 (37.5%) 2 (14.3%)  

Degree of hypertension  Degree 1 4 (50.0%) 7 (50.0%) 0.36

6 

Degree 2 1 (12.5%) 5 (35.7%)  

Degree 3 3 (37.5%) 2 (14.3%)  

Risk of cardiovascular disease High 3 (15.8%) 7 (36.8%) 0.48

6 

Low 7 (36.8%) 4 (21.1%)  

Moderate 7 (36.8%) 7 (36.8%)  

Very high 2 (10.5%) 1 (5.3%)  

Blood pressure reaction type 

on stress test 

Asthenic 2 (10.5%) 1 (5.3%) 0.30

2 

Hypertoni

c 

1 (5.3%) 1 (5.3%)  

Hypotonic 3 (15.8%) 0 (0.0%)  

Mild 1 (5.3%) 1 (5.3%)  
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Hypertoni

c 

Normotoni

c 

12 (63.2%) 16 (84.2%)  

Watt  75 4 (21.1%) 7 (36.8%) 0.16

7 

100 8 (42.1%) 2 (10.5%)  

125 4 (21.1%) 3 (15.8%)  

150 1 (5.3%) 2 (10.5%)  

175 0 (0.0%) 2 (10.5%)  

200 1 (5.3%) 3 (15.8%)  

250 1 (5.3%) 0 (0.0%)  

Functional class by Watt  FC-I 2 (40.0%) 3 (42.9%) >0.9

99 

FC-II 3 (60.0%) 4 (57.1%)  

Functional class by METs FC-I 1 (20.0%) 3 (42.9%) 0.73

5 

FC-II 4 (80.0%) 3 (42.9%)  

FC-III 0 (0.0%) 1 (14.3%)  

Reaction type to stress test 

(positive/negative) 

Negative 8 (42.1%) 9 (47.4%) 0.59

3 

Positive 5 (26.3%) 7 (36.8%)  

Suspected 6 (31.6%) 3 (15.8%)  

Reason of discontinuation of 

the stress test 

Horizontal 

ST 

depression 

>1mm 

2 (10.5%) 4 (21.1%) 0.66

0 

Reach 

goal HR 

17 (89.5%) 15 (78.9%)  

Tolerance to exertion on stress 

test 

Close to 

high 

2 (10.5%) 2 (10.5%) 0.83

0 

High 2 (10.5%) 2 (10.5%)  

Low 0 (0.0%) 1 (5.3%)  
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Moderate 13 (68.4%) 10 (52.6%)  

Very high 2 (10.5%) 4 (21.1%)  

Biological estimated vascular 

age  

High 10 (52.6%) 9 (47.4%) 0.74

6 

Normal 9 (47.4%) 10 (52.6%)  

CKD stage 

I 6 (31.6%) 10 (52.6%) 

0.07

8 

II 9 (47.4%) 9 (47.4%)  

IIIa 4 (21.1%) 0 (0.0%)  

 642 

Table 1B: The continuous variables of the sample presented as a mean ± standard deviation 643 

(Std. div.), Student test as independent variables used. * Values statically significant 644 

difference. Abbreviations: SBP; systolic blood pressure, DBP; diastolic blood pressure, BMI, 645 

body mass index, HR; heart rate, METs; metabolic equivalent, R-CAVI; right Cardio-ankle 646 

vascular index, L-CAVI; left Cardio-ankle vascular index, RABI; right ankle-brachial index, 647 

LABI; left ankle-brachial index, SBP B; systolic blood pressure brachial, DBP B; diastolic 648 

blood pressure brachial, BP RB; blood pressure right brachial, BP RA  ; blood pressure right 649 

ankle, BP LA; blood pressure left ankle, BP A; blood pressure ankle, ABI; ankle-brachial 650 

index, RTb; right brachial pulse, LTb; left brachial pulse, Tb; mean brachial pulse, Tba; mean 651 

brachial-ankle pulse, Lha (cm); length heart-ankle, haPWV (m/s); heart-ankle pulse wave 652 

velocity.  653 

Index  Group 1 (n=19). Positive 

CTP. Mean ± Std. div. 

Group 2 (n=19). Negative 

CTP. Mean ± Std. div. 

p 

Age 56.9 ± 6.2 60.6 ± 12.1 0.2

38 

Pulse rest 73.2 ± 9.6 71.3 ± 11.1 0.5

78 

SBP rest 124.4 ± 9.4 120.6 ± 14.8 0.3

54 

DBP rest 79.1 ± 11.1 76.6 ± 8.2 0.4

29 

Body weight 77.8 ± 17.4 74.0 ± 10.6 0.4

18 
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Height 173.2 ± 10.3 169.4 ± 8.9 0.2

40 

BMI 25.8 ± 4.3 25.9 ± 4.1 0.9

39 

Goal heart rate (HR) 163.1 ± 6.2 159.4 ± 12.1 0.2

38 

Maximum HR 149.5 ± 11.2 146.7 ± 19.7 0.7

48 

Reached % of the target 

HR on stress test 91.8 ± 8.2 92.6 ± 14.9 

0.6

65 

METs 

6.7 ± 2.0 6.5 ± 2.1 

0.7

15 

Ejection fraction (%) 64.6 ± 4.1 65.3 ± 5.4 0.7

26 

Biological estimated 

vessel age 

58.1 ± 7.6 62.6 ± 13.9 0.2

22 

R-CAVI 8.5 ± 0.8 9.1 ± 1.8 0.2

92 

L-CAVI 8.5 ± 0.7 9.0 ± 1.7 0.2

31 

RABI 1.2 ± 0.1 1.1 ± 0.1 0.1

81 

LABI 1.2 ± 0.1 1.1 ± 0.1 0.0

82 

Mean SBP B 130.1 ± 8.7 133.2 ± 16.2 0.4

65 

Mean DBP B 82.9 ± 8.4 83.5 ± 9.0 0.8

17 

BP RB (=(SBP+DBP)/2) 100.7 ± 10.0 102.8 ± 14.0 0.5

89 

BP LB  

(=(SBP+DBP)/2) 

101.8 ± 10.6 103.7 ± 12.7 0.6

31 

Mean BP B= (BP RB+ 101.3 ± 10.1 103.3 ± 13.2 0.6
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BP LB  )/2 03 

BP RA  

(=(SBP+DBP)/2) 

105.3 ± 10.7 108.3 ± 14.1 0.4

73 

BP LA  

(=(SBP+DBP)/2) 

106.6 ± 9.6 106.9 ± 11.1 0.9

26 

Mean BP A= (BP RA  + 

BP LA  )/2 

106.0 ± 9.6 107.6 ± 12.1 0.6

47 

Mean ABI= 

(RABI+LABI)/2 

1.2 ± 0.1 1.1 ± 0.1 0.1

01 

RTb 79.4 ± 8.9 78.7 ± 11.5 0.8

39 

LTb 73.3 ± 6.5 74.8 ± 10.7 0.5

99 

Mean Tb =( RTb+ 

LTb)/2 

76.3 ± 7.0 76.8 ± 10.8 0.8

88 

Right Tba 88.5 ± 10.9 77.4 ± 22.1 0.1

25 

Left Tba 87.7 ± 9.0 79.0 ± 20.8 0.1

44 

Mean Tba =( Right 

Tba+ Left Tba)/2 

88.1 ± 9.8 78.2 ± 21.3 0.1

29 

Lha (cm) 150.8 ± 8.4 147.7 ± 7.2 0.2

40 

haPWV (m/s) 0.9 ± 0.1 1.0 ± 0.2 0.2

34 

β-stiffness index from 

PWV 

3.0 ± 0.6 3.3 ± 1.2 0.6

86 

Creatinine (µmol/L) 83.9 ± 11.9 86.4 ± 19.4 0.6

36 

eGFR (2021 CKD-EPI 

Creatinine) 

84.5 ± 13.7 79.6 ± 17.4 0.3

45 

 654 

 655 
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Table 6: The quality of the bicycle ergometry appeared quite low in our cohort. 656 

 

Chars 

Point estimate  95%CI 

AUC 0.553 [0.406 ; 0.695] 

Sensitivity  0.263 [0.067 ; 0.474] 

Specificity  0.632 [0.409 ; 0.833] 

Negative predictive 

value  

0.462 [0.269 ; 0.654] 

Positive predictive 

value  

0.417 [0.143 ; 0.714] 

 657 

Table 7: The 20 most statically significant features according to the build model. Dltq_01 658 

indicates the difference between the selected single channel ECG features immediately after 659 

the stress minus the selected features before the stress test.  660 

 Feature Lasso absolute coefficient 

21.  dltq_01_Pan...31 0.589804 

22.  dltq_01_SA 0.509832 

23.  dltq_01_JA 0.37366 

24.  dltq_01_TE1 0.270038 

25.  dltq_01_TpTe 0.258854 

26.  dltq_01_HFNoise 0.248446 

27.  dltq_01_PpeakN 0.206324 

28.  dltq_01_QRS11energy 0.190459 

29.  dltq_01_TA 0.15963 

30.  dltq_01_Sbeta 0.150864 

31.  dltq_01_TE3 0.138504 

32.  dltq_01_Tenergy 0.125174 

33.  dltq_01_TE4 0.116375 

34.  dltq_01_Tpenergy 0.106516 

35.  dltq_01_QTc 0.102957 

36.  dltq_01_TE2 0.102495 
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37.  dltq_01_HFQRS 0.090197 

38.  dltq_01_SDNN 0.082806 

39.  dltq_01_QRSE1 0.082143 

40.  dltq_01_QRSw 0.063462 
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Table 8:The quality of the single channel ECG in the diagnosis of ischemic heart disease 662 

using the CARDO-QVARK .  663 

Chars Point estimate  95%CI 

AUC 0.684 [0.527 ; 0.817] 

Sensitivity  0.737 [0.533 ; 0.929] 

Specificity  0.632 [0.391 ; 0.833] 

Negative 

predictive value 

0.706 [0.47 ;  0.917] 

Positive predictive 

value 

0.667 [0.444 ; 0.857] 
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