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Endothelial function (EF) plays an important role in the onset and clinical course of atherosclerosis, although its relationship with
the presence and extent of coronary artery disease (CAD) has not been well defined. We evaluated EF and the ST segment
response to an exercise test in patients with a broad spectrum of CAD defined by coronary angiography. Sixty-two patients
submitted to diagnostic catheterization for the evaluation of chest pain or ischemia in a provocative test were divided into three
groups according to the presence and severity of atherosclerotic lesions (AL): group 1: normal coronaries (N = 19); group 2: CAD
with AL <70% (N = 17); group 3: CAD with AL 270% (N = 26). EF was evaluated by the percentage of flow-mediated dilatation
(%FMD) in the brachial artery during reactive hyperemia induced by occlusion of the forearm with a pneumatic cuff for 5 min.
Fifty-four patients were subjected to an exercise test. Gender and age were not significantly correlated with %FMD. EF was
markedly reduced in both groups with CAD (76.5 and 73.1% vs 31.6% in group 1) and a higher frequency of ischemic alterations
in the ST segment (70.8%) was observed in the group with obstructive CAD with AL >70% during the exercise test. Endothelial
dysfunction was observed in patients with CAD, irrespective of the severity of injury. A significantly higher frequency of ischemic
alterations in the ST segment was observed in the group with obstructive CAD. EF and exercise ECG differed among the three
groups and may provide complementary information for the assessment of CAD.
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Introduction

Atherosclerosis is the anatomical substrate of most
cardiovascular diseases and coronary artery disease (CAD)
continues to be the main cause of death throughout Amer-
ica, Europe and most of Asia. The endothelium plays a
central role in the process of plaque formation and instabi-
lization, with a direct effect on the clinical course of athero-
sclerotic disease and other cardiovascular disorders, such
as arterial hypertension and cardiac insufficiency.

Since the end of the 1980’s, a series of studies have
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evaluated endothelial function in healthy subjects in the
presence of risk factors for vascular damage or in patients
with CAD. Basically, what is tested is the capacity of the
endothelium to secrete nitric oxide (NO) in response to
physiological or pharmacological stimuli. Although this is
only one of the functions of the endothelium, a decrease in
intravascular NO concentration might be the biological link
between endothelial dysfunction and atherosclerosis (1),
since NO, in addition to being a potent vasodilator, inhibits
leukocyte and platelet activation and maintains smooth
muscle cells in a non-proliferative state (2).
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Endothelial function in the coronary circulation was first
evaluated in 1986 by Ludmer and colleagues (3) by the
intracoronary injection of acetylcholine. In normal arteries,
acetylcholine stimulates the release of NO by the endothe-
lium followed by vasodilatation. Paradoxical vasoconstric-
tion is observed in the absence of normal endothelial
function.

In 1992, Celermajer and colleagues (4) described a
technique for the noninvasive diagnosis of endothelial
dysfunction by ultrasound of the brachial artery (brachial
artery reactivity test, BART), which permitted the elabora-
tion of new concepts such as: 1) risk factors determine
endothelial dysfunction in apparently healthy asympto-
matic individuals, and 2) endothelial dysfunction can be
reversed by the administration of drugs, such as statins
and angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors (2). BART is
a reproducible method, which shows a good correlation
with the intracoronary acetylcholine test since the process
of functional damage to the endothelium seems to be
systemic and not restricted to the coronary arteries (5-8).

The ST segment response during dobutamine stress
echocardiography has been proposed as a marker for
endothelial dysfunction (9), whereas stress ECG contin-
ues to be the most frequently used screening method in
obstructive CAD when the atherosclerotic plaque occu-
pies more than 70% of the arterial lumen. A correlation has
been reported between BART and the severity of CAD as
defined by coronary angiography (10). The diagnostic
performance of the method has been compared to exer-
cise testing and myocardial scintigraphy (11) and it is
known that vascular reactivity is altered during a very early
stage of atherosclerosis before the formation of plaque.

The relationship between endothelial dysfunction and
the severity of atherosclerotic injury has not been well
characterized in patients with CAD. The objective of the
present study was to evaluate endothelial function by the
BART and the ST segment response methods during an
exercise test in patients presenting a wide range of CAD
defined by coronary angiography.

Patients and Methods

In a cross-sectional study, 62 patients recruited from
two centers were evaluated at the homodynamic labora-
tory after coronary angiography for the investigation of
chest pain or ischemic alterations in a provocative test.
Patients subjected to coronary angiography during the
course of acute coronary syndrome and with any other
chronic disease, such as cardiac insufficiency, valvulopathy,
chronic renal failure with serum creatinine higher than 2.0
mg%, liver diseases, thyroid diseases, connective tissue
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diseases, or neoplasms were excluded.

The study was approved by the Ethics Committee of
the Universidade Federal de Minas Gerais. After signing
an informed consent form, patients were submitted to
standard clinical evaluation, brachial artery ultrasound,
and a treadmill exercise test.

Stable angina was defined as typical chest pain sup-
posedly related to CAD. Systemic arterial hypertension
was defined on the basis of information provided by the
patient or the use of antihypertensive medication. The
presence of diabetes mellitus was diagnosed on the basis
of one of the following findings: information provided by the
patient, use of hypoglycemic medication, two fasting gly-
cemia measurements higher than 126 mg% or one glyce-
mia measurement higher than 200 mg%. Patients with a
smoking habit for the last three months were considered to
be smokers. Hereditary CAD was defined as the presence
of disease in first-degree relatives younger than 55 years
for males and younger than 65 years for females. Dyslipi-
demia was classified as serum low-density lipoprotein
cholesterol levels greater than 160 mg%.

Coronary angiography

Angiography was performed with a Phillips Integris
H3000 system (The Netherlands) and routine projections
were obtained for the definition of coronary anatomy. The
films were analyzed by two independent interventional
cardiologists who were unaware of the clinical data and
BART results. When the opinions were divergent, the films
were analyzed by a third observer. The patients were
divided into three groups according to the presence and
severity of atherosclerotic lesions: group 1: normal coro-
naries; group 2: coronaries with non-obstructive lesions
(degree of stenosis <70%); group 3: obstructive CAD
(degree of stenosis >70%).

Brachial artery reactivity test

Endothelial function was evaluated by the BART ac-
cording to the method of Celermajer et al. (4). Calcium
channel blockers, nitrates and angiotensin-converting en-
zyme inhibitors were withdrawn 24 h before the test and
beta-blockers were discontinued 48 h before the test. The
tests were performed in the morning (between 8:00 and
11:00 am) after a minimum fast of 8 h. All tests were
conducted by the same examiner with experience in vas-
cular ultrasound who was unaware of clinical and angio-
graphic data. The Aspen ultrasound system (Acuson, USA)
equipped with a linear 7.0-MHz transducer was used.

The patient was kept in dorsal decubitus for 10 min
before the test. With the transducer positioned 2 to 15 cm
above the cubital fossa, the cross-sectional diameter of
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the brachial artery was measured (in mm) under basal
conditions. Next, a pneumatic cuff positioned 5 cm below
the cubital fossa was inflated at 250 mmHg for 5 min in
order to produce distal ischemia for the stimulation of NO
secretion by the endothelium. Sixty seconds after deflation
of the cuff, new images of brachial artery diameter in the
reactive hyperemia state were obtained. After a 15-min
waiting period to allow the vessel to return to basal condi-
tion, sublingual nitroglycerine spray (400 pg) was adminis-
tered and a new recording of arterial diameter was ob-
tained 4 min later. All measurements were made in dias-
tole and the mean value of four measurements was calcu-
lated for each situation. The variation in arterial diameter
during rest and after reactive hyperemia is reported as the
percentage of flow-mediated dilatation (%FMD), a variable
that defines endothelial dysfunction. The administration of
nitroglycerine was used to evaluate endothelium-inde-
pendent vasodilatation by the direct action of the drug on
smooth muscle cells, thus excluding a possible confound-
ing factor in the evaluation of endothelial function.

Exercise test

The exercise test was performed on a treadmill within a
maximum interval of 6 months before or after coronary
angiography using the protocol considered to be the most
appropriate in each case (Bruce or modified Bruce) (12).
The ST segment depression during exercise was defined
as ischemic when >1 mm from the J point with flat or down
sloping morphology and >1.5 mm from the Y point with up
sloping (slope of more than 1 mV/s) morphology, meas-
ured at least 60 to 80 ms after the end of the QRS complex.
Patients with baseline ECG abnormalities (pre-excitation
syndromes, electronically paced rhythm, resting ST de-
pression greater than 1 mm, and complete left bundle
branch block) were excluded from this anal-
ysis. Common confounders for stress ECG

interpretation were also analyzed for each  disease.
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groups by ANOVA and discrete variables were compared
by the chi-square test. %FMD and ST changes in the
exercise test were considered to be outcome (dependent)
variables, with the severity or absence of coronary athero-
sclerotic injury being defined as the independent (predic-
tor) variable. Significant covariables were the severity of
atherosclerotic injury, left ventricular function, age, gen-
der, and the presence of risk factors. When necessary,
adequate mathematical transformations were performed
for analysis of variance, with the comparison of means by
the Fisher test and adjustment for covariables. A P value
<0.05 was considered to be statistically significant (13).

Results

Sixty-two patients were studied, 19 in group 1 (normal
coronary arteries), 17 in group 2 (atherosclerotic lesions
<70%) and 26 in group 3 (atherosclerotic lesions >70%).
The demographic characteristics of the patients are re-
ported in Table 1. There was a predominance of males in
groups 2 and 3 compared with group 1 (58.8 vs 73.1 vs
26.3%, respectively, P = 0.007) and the mean age tended
to be higher in these groups (59.2 + 8.8 vs 61.3 £ 9.7 vs
54.1 + 6.6 years, respectively, P = 0.025), but these
variables were not correlated with %FMD. The three groups
were similar in terms of the distribution of cardiovascular
risk factors (arterial hypertension, diabetes, dyslipidemia,
smoking, and family history of CAD). A higher percentage
of patients in group 3 presented a history of at least one
coronary event (acute myocardial infarction or myocardial
revascularization surgery; 0.0 vs 11.8 vs42.3%, P =0.001).
Atypical chest pain was significantly more prevalent in
groups 1 and 2 (63.2 vs 76.5 vs 23.1%, P = 0.001).
However, stable angina was more prevalent in group 3

Table 1. Clinical and demographic features and risk factors for coronary artery

case. Other ischemic criteria, such as chest

pain, hemodynamic abnormalities, arrhyth- &FO:U?;) ?"\lrc;u$72) ﬁ\lro:ugs?; com(i)rgrlijsons
mias, and ST elevations were also moni-
tored. Age (years) 541 +66 592+88 613197 1<2=3*
Gender (males) 26.3% 58.8% 73.1% 1<2=3*
P . Hypertension 84.2% 82.4% 84.6%
Statggzi:(iti:anglr?;If:ontinuous variables ob- Di);pb.et.es m_eIIitus 0% 17.6% 26.9%
Dyslipidemia 21.1% 29.4% 34.6%
tained for the three groups were submitted  gmoking 5.3% 17.6% 3.8%
to descriptive analysis. The presence or Atypical chest pain 63.2% 76.5% 23.1% 1=2>3*
absence of normal distribution of each vari- ~ Stable angina 10.5% 5.9% 46.2% 1=2<3
Previous coronary event 0% 11.8% 42.3% 1=2<3

able was evaluated by the Shapiro-Wilk

test and the Bartlett test was used for the
evaluation of variance homogeneity. Con-
tinuous variables were compared among
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Data are reported as mean + SD or percent. Group 1: normal coronaries; group 2:
atherosclerotic lesions <70%; group 3: atherosclerotic lesions >70%. *P < 0.05
(ANOVA for continuous variables and chi-square test for discrete variables).
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(10.5 vs 5.9 vs 46.2%, P = 0.003).

The results of the BART and the exercise test are
shown in Table 2. With respect to the most important BART
variable, mean %FMD was 9.0 + 5.8% in group 1, 4.5
3.6% ingroup 2,and 4.9 £ 3.6 ingroup 3 (P =0.003). Using
a receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve, endothe-
lial dysfunction was defined as an FMD <7.0% (area under
the curve = 0.72 £ 0.06; Figure 1).

When considering endothelial dysfunction as a binary
variable that is present when %FMD is <7.0%, the fre-

Table 2. Results of the brachial artery reactivity test and the exercise test.
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quency of endothelial dysfunction was 31.6% in group 1,
76.5% in group 2, and 73.1% in group 3 (P = 0.006). These
results demonstrate that the prevalence of endothelial
dysfunction was high in this selected sample, with signifi-
cantly more altered values in the groups presenting some
degree of CAD. After the administration of nitroglycerine,
%FMD was 12.1+4.0,11.2+ 4.6 and 8.5 + 3.5% in groups
1, 2, and 3, respectively (P = 0.011).

Fifty-four patients were subjected to the exercise test.
The test was not possible in 7 patients because of some
motor limitation, and was inappropriate in
the case of one patient because of the find-

ing of a left branch bundle block on baseline

Group 1 Group 2 Group 3 Group ECG. The frequencies of the ST segment

(N=19) (N=17) (N=26) comparisons depression types observed were: down slop-

ing: 5 (17.2%), flat: 20 (69.0%), and up

%FMD 9.0 +538 45 + 3.6 49 + 3.6 1>2=3* loping: 4 (13.8%). The ST depr ion
%NMD 121+40 11246 85%35 1=2>3 SOPING -070). 1he epression,
Endothelial dysfunction  31.6% 76.5% 73.1% 1<2=3+  Wwhen analyzed quantitatively, was not sta-
ST depression (mm) 1.58 + 0.80 1.60 + 0.42 1.96 * 0.98 tistically different between groups 1, 2 and
Abnormal exercise test 40.0% 40.0% 70.8% 1=2<3* 3:1.58 +0.80, 1.60 + 0.42 and 1.96 + 0.98,

(% of patients)

respectively (P = 0.574). A higher frequency

Data are reported as mean + SD or percent. Group 1: normal coronaries; group 2:
atherosclerotic lesions <70%; group 3: atherosclerotic lesions >70%; FMD = flow-
mediated dilatation. NMD = nitroglycerin-mediated dilatation. *P < 0.05 (ANOVA
for continuous variables and chi-square test for discrete variables).

100

80 —

Sensitivity

20

of an ischemic ST segment response was
observed in the group with obstructive CAD
(40.0 vs 40.0 vs 70.8%, P = 0.048). No
significant differences were observed

Figure 1. Accuracy of the brachial artery reac-
tivity test in recognizing obstructive coronary
artery disease evaluated by a receiver operating
characteristic curve (area under the curve = 0.72
+ 0.06). On the basis of these data, endothelial
dysfunction was defined as flow-mediated dila-
tation <7.0%.
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among the three groups with respect to the other exercise
test variables such as presence of symptoms, heart rate
and blood pressure response during exercise, functional
capacity, or arrhythmias.

Discussion

There is a growing interest in the study of the early
subclinical stages of atherosclerotic disease, and the diag-
nosis of endothelial dysfunction can be considered to be
part of these new methods.

The differences in some demographic and clinical char-
acteristics observed among the three groups are inherent
to the method used, i.e., since the patients were divided
according to the severity of injury defined by coronary
angiography, a higher mean age and higher prevalence of
males were observed in groups 2 and 3 compared to the
control group. ltis interesting to note that the prevalence of
atypical chest pain was higher in the control group and the
group without obstructive CAD and the prevalence of
stable angina was higher in patients with obstructive CAD,
a finding supporting the value of a clinical history as an
important diagnostic resource in CAD.

Endothelial function was found to be significantly al-
tered in groups 2 and 3 (%FMD of 4.4 and 4.7%, respec-
tively), with the mean FMD being well below the cut-off
point of 7.0%. This finding confirms the hypothesis that
endothelial dysfunction is present since the early stages of
CAD, irrespective of the severity of atherosclerotic injury.
In the present study, the BART was able to discriminate
patients with any degree of CAD, with the observation of
lower %FMD values in groups 2 and 3 compared to the
control group. However, similar values were obtained for
groups 2 and 3, demonstrating that the test is able to
discriminate patients with CAD but not the severity of
atherosclerotic injury defined by angiography.

Although the mean %FMD in the group with normal
coronaries was 8.9%, well above the values found for
groups 2 and 3, about one-third of the patients of this group
presented endothelial dysfunction when considering a cut-
off of 7.0%. This finding agrees with Celermajer et al. (4),
who demonstrated altered endothelial function in young
patients presenting risk factors when compared to the
control group of young patients with no risk factors (%FMD:
4.0 vs 11.0%, respectively, P <0.001). Witte et al. (14) also
showed a close correlation between %FMD and the main
cardiovascular risk factors in a population at an overall low
risk for CAD.

BART has been used in many cross-sectional studies
employing distinct inclusion criteria, ranging from the se-
lection of young asymptomatic patients with or without risk
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factors to patients with peripheral arterial disease or with a
clinical suspicion of CAD referred for coronary angiogra-
phy (4,11,15,16). Such a heterogeneous sample and the
lack of a large-scale community study impair the definition
of the performance of this method as a diagnostic test. No
consensus exists regarding the reference value for %FMD
that defines endothelial dysfunction. In a meta-analysis
regarding the use of BART, %FMD ranged from 0.2 to
19.2% in healthy subjects and from -1.3 to 14.0% in pa-
tients with coronary disease (17). In 2001, the International
BART Task Force published guidelines outlining an ad-
equate method for the execution of the test but did not
provide a %FMD value that would define endothelial dys-
function (18). Schroeder et al. (11) studied the diagnostic
performance of BART compared to exercise testing and
myocardial scintigraphy in 122 patients with a broad spec-
trum of CAD using coronary angiography as the gold
standard and defined the presence of endothelial dysfunc-
tion to be when %FMD was <4.5% based on the ROC
curve. The FMD <7.0% obtained in the present study is
closer to the value reported by Jambrik et al. (19), who
studied 198 patients submitted to coronary angiography
and found a %FMD <8.8% as a good cut-off using the ROC
curve, with a sensitivity of 90% and specificity of 37%.

A different situation is observed when analyzing the
prognostic value of BART: endothelial dysfunction is a
strong and independent predictor of cardiovascular events
in patients with chronic CAD referred for coronary angiog-
raphy and in acute coronary syndromes (15,20-23).

No correlation was observed between %FMD and the
degree of stenosis, in agreement with the findings reported
by Enderle et al. (24) but in contrast to those of Neunteufl
et al. (10). Other investigators compared BART with func-
tional methods evaluating myocardial perfusion and dem-
onstrated a good correlation between %FMD and alter-
ations detected by PET scintigraphy and a reduction in
coronary flow reserve using echo-Doppler (25,26). One
limitation of our study and of most of those cited here is that
the severity of CAD was established by subjective analysis
of the coronary angiogram. In this respect, computerized
quantitative coronary angiography would permit a more
objective assessment and the comparison among studies.
However, BART permits the detection of changes that
anticipate plaque formation and that is why our data may
not have demonstrated a clear correlation between endo-
thelial dysfunction and the degree of coronary obstruction.

With respect to endothelium-independent vasodilata-
tion mediated by nitroglycerine, as expected, the %FMD
was higher than that obtained during endothelium-medi-
ated vasodilatation, but a significant difference was ob-
served among the three groups, with a less marked re-
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sponse to nitroglycerine in the group with obstructive CAD.
We have no definite explanation for this difference and the
data reported in the literature are controversial, with wide
variations in the percentage of dilatation mediated by
nitroglycerine.

As expected, the response of the exercise test was
different between groups 1 and 2 (without obstructive
CAD) and group 3 (with obstructive CAD), since the is-
chemic response of the ST segment is related to the
severity of coronary atherosclerotic injury. The significant
difference in the ischemic response observed, which was
more frequent in group 3, agrees with the established
concept that usually only atherosclerotic lesions >70%
cause ischemia during provocative tests.

In the present study the two tests evaluated, BART and
exercise test, provided different results for the groups with
and without obstructive CAD, in contrast to the results

References

1. Ross R, Fuster V. The pathogenesis of atherosclerosis. In:
Fuster V, Ross R, Topol EJ (Editors), Atherosclerosis and
coronary artery disease. Philadelphia, New York: Lippin-
cott-Raven; 1996. p 441-460.

2. Celermajer DS. Endothelial dysfunction: does it matter? Is it
reversible? J Am Coll Cardiol 1997; 30: 325-333.

3. Ludmer PL, Selwyn AP, Shook TL, Wayne RR, Mudge GH,
Alexander RW, et al. Paradoxical vasoconstriction induced
by acetylcholine in atherosclerotic coronary arteries. N Engl/
J Med 1986; 315: 1046-1051.

4. Celermajer DS, Sorensen KE, Gooch VM, Spiegelhalter DJ,
Miller Ol, Sullivan ID, et al. Non-invasive detection of endo-
thelial dysfunction in children and adults at risk of athero-
sclerosis. Lancet 1992; 340: 1111-1115.

5. Sorensen KE, Celermajer DS, Spiegelhalter DJ, Georgako-
poulos D, Robinson J, Thomas O, et al. Non-invasive meas-
urement of human endothelium dependent arterial re-
sponses: accuracy and reproducibility. Br Heart J 1995; 74:
247-253.

6. Joannides R, Haefeli WE, Linder L, Richard V, Bakkali EH,
Thuillez C, et al. Nitric oxide is responsible for flow-depend-
ent dilatation of human peripheral conduit arteries in vivo.
Circulation 1995; 91: 1314-1319.

7. Anderson TJ, Uehata A, Gerhard MD, Meredith IT, Knab S,
Delagrange D, et al. Close relation of endothelial function in
the human coronary and peripheral circulations. J Am Coll
Cardiol 1995; 26: 1235-1241.

8. Takase B, Hamabe A, Satomura K, Akima T, Uehata A,
Ohsuzu F, et al. Close relationship between the vasodilator
response to acetylcholine in the brachial and coronary ar-
tery in suspected coronary artery disease. Int J Cardiol
2005; 105: 58-66.

9. Palinkas A, Toth E, Amyot R, Rigo F, Venneri L, Picano E.
The value of ECG and echocardiography during stress test-
ing for identifying systemic endothelial dysfunction and epi-

Braz J Med Biol Res 42(5) 2009

G. Chequer et al.

obtained by Palinkas et al. (9) when comparing the ST
segment response using a stress echocardiogram and
BART. Our data suggest that BART and the exercise test
evaluated different stages of CAD and provided distinct but
complementary information.

Despite the knowledge gathered over the last few
years, it is difficult to define the clinical importance of data
provided by the evaluation of endothelial function as dis-
cussed in a recently published review (27). Studies involv-
ing larger patient samples and different selection criteria
may provide answers to essential questions over the next
years. What is the role of the endothelial function noninva-
sive assessment in the evaluation of the overall cardiovas-
cular risk of the patient? What %FMD value defines endo-
thelial dysfunction? And, most important, are aggressive
strategies for the prevention of cardiovascular events indi-
cated for patients with endothelial dysfunction?

cardial artery stenosis. Eur Heart J 2002; 23: 1587-1595.

10. Neunteufl T, Katzenschlager R, Hassan A, Klaar U, Schwar-
zacher S, Glogar D, et al. Systemic endothelial dysfunction
is related to the extent and severity of coronary artery
disease. Atherosclerosis 1997; 129: 111-118.

11. Schroeder S, Enderle MD, Ossen R, Meisner C, Baumbach
A, Pfohl M, et al. Noninvasive determination of endothelium-
mediated vasodilation as a screening test for coronary ar-
tery disease: pilot study to assess the predictive value in
comparison with angina pectoris, exercise electrocardio-
graphy, and myocardial perfusion imaging. Am Heart J 1999;
138: 731-739.

12. Bruce RA, Kusumi F, Hosmer D. Maximal oxygen intake
and nomographic assessment of functional aerobic impair-
ment in cardiovascular disease. Am Heart J 1973; 85: 546-
562.

13. Kleinbaum DG, Kupper LL, Muller KE, Nizam A. Applied
regression analysis and other multivariable methods. 3rd
edn. Pacific Grove: Duxbury Press; 1997.

14. Witte DR, Westerink J, De Koning EJ, van der Graaf Y,
Grobbee DE, Bots ML. Is the association between flow-
mediated dilation and cardiovascular risk limited to low-risk
populations? J Am Coll Cardiol 2005; 45: 1987-1993.

15. Gokce N, Keaney JF Jr, Hunter LM, Watkins MT, Menzoian
JO, Vita JA. Risk stratification for postoperative cardiovas-
cular events via noninvasive assessment of endothelial
function: a prospective study. Circulation 2002; 105: 1567-
1572.

16. Celermajer DS, Adams MR, Clarkson P, Robinson J,
McCredie R, Donald A, et al. Passive smoking and impaired
endothelium-dependent arterial dilatation in healthy young
adults. N Engl J Med 1996; 334: 150-154.

17. Bots ML, Westerink J, Rabelink TJ, De Koning EJ. Assess-
ment of flow-mediated vasodilatation (FMD) of the brachial
artery: effects of technical aspects of the FMD measure-

www.bjournal.com.br



Endothelial dysfunction in coronary artery disease

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

ment on the FMD response. Eur Heart J 2005; 26: 363-368.
Corretti MC, Anderson TJ, Benjamin EJ, Celermajer D,
Charbonneau F, Creager MA, et al. Guidelines for the ultra-
sound assessment of endothelial-dependent flow-mediated
vasodilation of the brachial artery: a report of the Interna-
tional Brachial Artery Reactivity Task Force. J Am Coll
Cardiol 2002; 39: 257-265.

Jambrik Z, Venneri L, Varga A, Rigo F, Borges A, Picano E.
Peripheral vascular endothelial function testing for the diag-
nosis of coronary artery disease. Am Heart J 2004; 148:
684-689.

Schachinger V, Britten MB, Zeiher AM. Prognostic impact of
coronary vasodilator dysfunction on adverse long-term out-
come of coronary heart disease. Circulation 2000; 101:
1899-1906.

Fichtlscherer S, Breuer S, Zeiher AM. Prognostic value of
systemic endothelial dysfunction in patients with acute cor-
onary syndromes: further evidence for the existence of the
“vulnerable” patient. Circulation 2004; 110: 1926-1932.
Chan S, Mancini J, Kuramoto L, Schulzer M, Frohlich J,
Ignaszewski A. The prognostic importance of endothelial
dysfunction and carotic atheroma burden in patients with
coronary artery disease. J Am Col Cardiol 2003; 42: 1037-

www.bjournal.com.br

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

419

1043.

Brevetti G, Silvestro A, Schiano V, Chiariello M. Endothelial
dysfunction and cardiovascular risk prediction in peripheral
arterial disease: additive value of flow-mediated dilation to
ankle-brachial pressure index. Circulation 2003; 108: 2093-
2098.

Enderle MD, Schroeder S, Ossen R, Meisner C, Baumbach
A, Haering HU, et al. Comparison of peripheral endothelial
dysfunction and intimal media thickness in patients with
suspected coronary artery disease. Heart 1998; 80: 349-
354.

Masci PG, Laclaustra M, Lara JG, Kaski JC. Brachial artery
flow-mediated dilation and myocardial perfusion in patients
with cardiac syndrome X. Am J Cardiol 2005; 95: 1478-
1480.

Park CS, Youn HJ, Kim JH, Cho EJ, Jung HO, Jeon HK, et
al. Relation between peripheral vascular endothelial func-
tion and coronary flow reserve in patients with chest pain
and normal coronary angiogram. Int J Cardiol 2006; 113:
118-120.

Moens AL, Goovaerts |, Claeys MJ, Vrints CJ. Flow-medi-
ated vasodilation: a diagnostic instrument, or an experimen-
tal tool? Chest 2005; 127: 2254-2263.

Braz J Med Biol Res 42(5) 2009



