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Abstract: We investigated the effects of Lactobacillus paragasseri OLL2716 on gastrointestinal symptoms
in healthy adults with gastric complaints. In this randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled trial,
174 healthy Japanese adults were randomly assigned to an OLL2716 or placebo group, and each
group consumed 85 g of yogurt containing L. paragasseri OLL2716 or placebo yogurt daily for
12 weeks. The primary endpoint was the change in gastric symptoms from baseline as per the
participants’ questionnaires at 6 and 12 weeks. The secondary endpoints were changes from baseline
in the short-form Nepean Dyspepsia Index (SF-NDI), the Gastrointestinal Symptom Rating Scale
(GSRS), and the Council on Nutrition Appetite Questionnaire-Japanese (CNAQ-J) scores at 6 and
12 weeks. The primary endpoint data showed that the changes in “epigastric pain” at 6 and 12 weeks
were significantly decreased in the OLL2716 group compared with those in the placebo group.
Additionally, the changes in “epigastric pain syndrome-like symptoms” were significantly decreased
in the OLL2716 group compared with those in the placebo group at 6 weeks. The SF-NDI items
that improved at 6 weeks were “irritable, tense, or frustrated”, “enjoyment of eating or drinking”,
and “tension”, which are sub-scales related to mental stress. The items “Over-all” in the GSRS and
“feeling hungry” in the CNAQ-J significantly improved in the OLL2716 group compared with the
placebo group at 12 weeks. The results suggest that regular intake of L. paragasseri OLL2716 may
improve both gastric discomfort and mental stress in healthy adults with gastric complaints, such as
postprandial fullness or early satiety.

Keywords: probiotics; Lactobacillus paragasseri OLL2716; gastrointestinal discomfort; autonomic
nervous system; mental stress; appetite

1. Introduction

Mental stress in daily life is thought to be related to gastrointestinal dysfunction and
subsequent harmful symptoms because it disrupts the autonomic nervous system. Several
studies have suggested that disturbances in the autonomic nervous system can cause de-
layed gastric motility [1–3]. A recent systematic review and meta-analysis supported the
association between optimally measured delayed gastric emptying and upper gastrointesti-
nal symptoms [4]. Furthermore, several studies concerning the stomach–brain axis have
been performed, and they have reported the existence of a mutual communication between
the brain and stomach via the autonomic nervous system [5–7].

Mental stress affects gastric motility, visceral perception, and the secretion of gastric
hormone [8]. In contrast, stomach dysfunction, such as stomach pain and overloaded
stomach acid, causes mental stress because it directly impairs the quality of life [9,10].
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According to epidemiological studies, 50% of functional gastroenteropathies are caused
by psychological stress, whereas the remaining 50% are caused by gastrointestinal tract
dysfunction [11–13]. Although the cause-and-effect relationship remains unclear [14],
maintaining both mental health and normal stomach function is essential.

Recently, several probiotic strains have been reported to exert beneficial effects on
gastrointestinal function and discomfort [3,15,16]. Lactobacillus paragasseri OLL2716 (for-
merly known as Lactobacillus gasseri) has been reported to have beneficial effects, such
as suppressive effects on Helicobacter pylori infection and the improvement of functional
dyspepsia (FD), which is a condition with persistent abdominal symptoms mainly affecting
the epigastrium [17,18]. Otomi et al. reported that L. paragasseri OLL2716 may ameliorate
autonomic nervous system disorders [15]. Ohtsu et al. reported that L. paragasseri OLL2716
improved delayed gastric emptying and salivary amylase concentrations in healthy adults
with stomach dysfunction [3]. In this study, we investigated the effects of L. paragasseri
OLL2716 on gastric discomfort and mental stress in healthy adults with gastric complaints.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Design

A randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled, parallel-group trial was conducted
by assigning participants to either the OLL2716 or the placebo group (Figure 1). This
study was conducted between June 2021 and April 2022 at eight hospitals and clinics
(Ageo Central Second Hospital, Saitama, Japan; Kanauchi Medical Clinic, Tokyo, Japan;
Kanazawabunko Hospital, Kanagawa, Japan; Fuefuki Central Hospital, Yamanashi, Japan;
MY Medical Clinic Shibuya, Tokyo, Japan; Musashisakai Clinic, Tokyo, Japan; Medicaltopia
Soka Hospital, Saitama, Japan; and Nihonbashi Sakura Clinic, Tokyo, Japan). The study
was approved by the Ethics Committees of Meiji Co., Ltd. (Tokyo, Japan) and Ageo
Central Second Hospital (Saitama, Japan). In compliance with the ethical principles of
the Declaration of Helsinki and the ethical guidelines for epidemiological studies, the
participants were fully informed of the purpose and content of the study, and written
informed consent was obtained from all participants before participating in the study.
The study protocol was registered on 12 November 2020, using the University Hospital
Medical Information Network (UMIN) Clinical Trial Registration System (UMIN000042422).
CONSORT 2010 checklist can be found in Table S1.
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Figure 1. Study design and schedule to investigate the effects of L. paragasseri OLL2716 on gastric
discomfort and mental stress in healthy adults with gastric complaints.

2.2. Participants

Healthy Japanese adults aged 20–64 years were recruited for this study. Eligibility was
determined based on whether participants met the inclusion and exclusion criteria. The
inclusion criteria were as follows: (1) healthy Japanese men and women aged 20–64 years
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at the time of consent; (2) participants who felt “mild” to “slightly severe” postprandial
fullness or early satiety on the ‘Individual Gastric Symptom Scores’ at the first screening
test and baseline (second screening).

The exclusion criteria were as follows: (1) receiving medical care or treatment for
diabetes or gastrointestinal-, eating-, or stress-related psychiatric disorders in the past
6 months; (2) treatment with medication for dyspepsia symptoms in the past 6 months;
(3) taking low-dose aspirin or nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drugs (NSAIDs) in the past
6 months or more; (4) meeting at least one of the first screening or baseline functional
dyspepsia Rome IV criteria; (5) serum anti-H. pylori antibody titer of ≥10 U/mL at the
first H. pylori screening test and having received H. pylori eradication treatment; (6) severe
heartburn or acid reflux at either the first screening or baseline; (7) suspected diabetes
mellitus, dyslipidemia, gastrointestinal disease, or severe renal impairment at the first
screening or baseline; (8) undergoing any treatment other than those listed previously
(excluding transient treatments such as those for the common cold); (9) judged to have a
good appetite on the Council on Nutrition Appetite Questionnaire-Japanese (CNAQ-J) at
either the first screening or baseline; (10) m-FSSG scores for “postprandial fullness” and
“early satiety” were both “0” at baseline; (11) answer was the “best (score 1)” on Q1 of
the SF-36v2 at baseline; (12) a total score of 2 on the short-form Nepean Dyspepsia Index
(SF-NDI) “irritable, tense, or frustrated because of your stomach problems” at baseline;
(13) taking medicines that may affect gastric symptoms for at least 3 days per week for the
past one month or more; (14) regular use of foods containing lactic acid bacteria such as
yogurt, health foods, or supplements for at least 1 month; (15) taking medicines (such as
antibiotics) that affect lactic acid bacteria; (16) smokers; (17) normal alcohol consumption
exceeding 40 g per day; (18) food allergies; (19) pregnant, planning or hoping to become
pregnant during the study period, or breastfeeding; (20) dental or oral problems that
cause bleeding during saliva test; (21) marked lifestyle changes, (22) unable to perform the
various testing procedures; (23) would or might travel for more than 1 week during the
study period; (24) participated in other clinical trials in the past month or plan to participate
in other clinical trials during the study period; and (25) judged by the investigator to be
unsuitable for participation. The m-FSSG and SF-36v2 were used only as exclusion criteria
during volunteer screening and were not used for the efficacy evaluation. Ultimately, the
clinicians made a comprehensive judgment to ensure that no such patients were included
in this study.

2.3. Study Protocol

The allocation manager randomly assigned participants to two groups, one receiving
the test food and the other receiving the control food, using a block randomization method,
with age and sex as adjustment factors. The placebo group was asked to ingest 85 g of
yogurt per serving, which consisted of raw milk, dairy products, sugar, a sweetener (stevia),
and water fermented with Lactobacillus delbrueckii subsp. bulgaricus and Streptococcus
thermophilus. The OLL2716 group was asked to ingest yogurt containing L. paragasseri
OLL2716 (with ≥109 colony-forming units of L. paragasseri OLL2716 per serving), added
to the same yogurt described for the placebo group. The nutritional values per serving
(85 g) of placebo yogurt and yogurt containing L. paragasseri OLL2716 were 68 kcal energy,
2.9 g protein, 2.6 g fat, 8.3 g carbohydrate, and 102 mg calcium. After confirming that they
were indistinguishable in flavor and appearance, the participants ingested one (85 g) of the
assigned test foods per day for 12 weeks. The timing of consumption was not limited. In
addition to the person in charge of allocation who assigned the participants to two groups
and determined the group of participants, the person who decided the identification
number of the test food products and the person who assigned the identification number
of the test food products to the group number were separated. As a result, the participants
and all study staff were blinded to the test food by using a method in which the three pieces
of information necessary for key opening were not collected.
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2.4. Helicobacter Pylori Screening Test

Serum anti-H. pylori antibody titers were measured during the first screening con-
ducted by SRL (Tokyo, Japan), and participants with a titer of 10 U/mL or higher were
excluded from the study because they were H. pylori-infected.

2.5. FD Rome IV Diagnostic Criteria

Participants who answered at least one question regarding postprandial fullness, early
satiety, epigastric pain, or epigastric burning at baseline were suspected of having FD using
a questionnaire based on the international diagnostic criteria (Rome IV) at first screening
and baseline [19]. Two FD subtypes have been defined: (1) postprandial fullness and early
satiety, classified as postprandial distress syndrome (PDS); and (2) epigastric pain and
burning, classified as epigastric pain syndrome (EPS) [20]. Therefore, participants suspected
of having FD symptoms, such as PDS and EPS, based on the Rome IV questionnaire
were excluded according to the exclusion criteria, and participants with chronic stomach
discomfort were also excluded from this study.

2.6. Individual Gastric Symptom Scores (Questionnaire for Gastric Symptoms of the Participants)

A questionnaire on the severity of individual FD and accompanying symptoms was
completed during the baseline period and after 6 and 12 weeks of test food intake, as
described in a previous study [18]. Participants rated the severity of symptoms (post-
prandial fullness, early satiety, epigastric bloating, epigastric pain, epigastric burning,
heartburn, reflux feeling of gastric acid, nausea, belching, and abdominal bloating) oc-
curring in the prior week on a seven-point Likert scale [18,21,22]: (1) none (absence of
symptoms); (2) extremely mild (symptoms could be entirely ignored); (3) mild (symp-
toms easily tolerated); (4) moderate (symptoms noticed by the patient, but did not affect
daily activities); (5) moderate-to-severe (symptoms occasionally limited daily activities);
(6) severe (symptoms often limited daily activities); and (7) extremely severe (considerable
interference with daily activities, often requiring rest). Furthermore, symptoms including
“postprandial fullness” and “early satiety” were categorized as PDS-like symptoms; those
including “epigastric pain” and “epigastric burning” as EPS-like symptoms; and symptoms
including both PDS- and EPS-like symptoms as FD-like symptoms. This questionnaire has
been widely used not only in previous clinical studies on L. paragasseri OLL2716 [18] but
also as a tool for evaluating upper gastrointestinal symptoms [21,22].

2.7. Short-Form Nepean Dyspepsia Index (SF-NDI)

The SF-NDI consists of several items that assess health-related quality of life [23,24].
The questionnaire was administered at the first screening, baseline, and 6 and 12 weeks
after consumption of the test foods. Five sub-scales, namely tension (two items, “general
emotional well-being” and “irritable, tense, or frustrated”), interference with daily activities
[two items, “fun (ability)” and “fun (enjoyment)”], eating/drinking [two items, “eat or
drink (ability)” and “eating or drinking (enjoyment)”], knowledge/control [two items,
“wondered (always)” and “thought (very serious illness)”], and work/study [two items,
“work or study (ability)” and “work or study (enjoyment)”], were derived.

2.8. Gastrointestinal Symptom Rating Scale (GSRS)

The questionnaire was administered at baseline and at 6 and 12 weeks after consump-
tion of the test foods. The GSRS is a 15-item, self-administered questionnaire that assesses
the severity of a wide range of gastrointestinal symptoms [25,26]; Each of the 15 questions
on a Likert scale could be scored on a scale of 1–7, with a total score ranging from 15
to 105 points; however, they were divided by the number of questions to evaluate the
score. Five sub-scales, namely reflux syndrome (RS, two items, “heartburn” and “acid
regurgitation”), abdominal pain syndrome (AP, three items, “abdominal pain”, “sucking
sensations in the epigastrium”, and “nausea and vomiting”), indigestion syndrome (IS,
four items, “borborygmus”, “abdominal distension”, “eructation”, and “increased flatus”),
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constipation syndrome (CS, three items, “decreased passage of stools”, “hard stools”, and
“feeling of incomplete evacuation”), and diarrhea syndrome (DS, three items, “increased
passage of stools”, “loose stools”, and “urgent need for defecation”), were derived. Fur-
thermore, symptoms including RS, AP, and IS were categorized as upper gastrointestinal
(GI)-related, whereas symptoms including CS and DS were categorized as lower GI-related.

2.9. Council on Nutrition Appetite Questionnaire-Japanese (CNAQ-J)

The CNAQ-J consists of eight categories: (1) appetite, (2) feeling full, (3) feeling hungry,
(4) food tastes, (5) food tastes compared with those when younger, (6) meal frequency per
day, (7) feeling sick or nauseated when eating, and (8) usual mood. Each item is answered
on a five-point scale ranging from 1 to 5, with the total score ranging from 8 to 40 [27,28].
Additionally, we defined the total score of feeling full and feeling hungry as “pre- and
post-meal satisfaction” and the total score of appetite, feeling full, and feeling hungry as
“eating satisfaction” for evaluation. The CNAQ-J was administered at the first screening,
baseline, and 6 and 12 weeks after consumption of the test foods.

2.10. Statistical Analyses

The effect size of L. paragasseri OLL2716 in the present study was predicted based on
a previous study [18] that examined its effectiveness in improving functional dyspepsia,
because no studies have examined the effectiveness of L. paragasseri OLL2716 in healthy
adults on the improvement of upper gastrointestinal symptoms. In a previous study [18],
the disappearance rate of PDS symptoms in individuals with PDS symptoms was 37.5% in
the OLL2716 group (n = 48) and 17.8% in the placebo group (n = 45), with a difference in
disappearance rates of 19.7%. In the current study targeting healthy adults with PDS-like
symptoms, the difference in disappearance rates between the OLL2716 and placebo groups
was 19.7%, similar to that in the previous study [18]. At a two-sided significance level of
5% and power of 80%, the required sample size for each group was calculated to be 78.
Considering an approximately 10% dropout rate, the target number of participants in the
study was set at 90 for each group.

Intergroup comparisons at baseline were performed using the chi-square test for cate-
gorical variables and unpaired Student’s t-test for continuous variables. Gastrointestinal
symptoms were compared between the two groups using the Wilcoxon signed rank and
Fisher’s exact tests. As this study included healthy adults with low-severity upper gastroin-
testinal symptoms, the improvement rate instead of the disappearance rate was used for
the evaluation. To compare the ratio of improvement in gastrointestinal symptoms between
the groups, logistic regression analysis with group factors was performed to evaluate the
odds ratio, 95% confidence interval, and p-value for the placebo group. Data are expressed
as means ± standard deviation. All statistical analyses were two-sided, and the signifi-
cance level was set at 5% with no adjustment for multiple comparisons. Data analysis was
conducted using SAS version 9.4 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA) and Bell Curve for
Excel 2016 version 3.20 (Social Survey Research Information Co., Ltd., Tokyo, Japan).

3. Results
3.1. Participant Selection and Baseline Characteristics

A total of 487 Japanese individuals (21–62 years old) who provided written, informed
consent were recruited and selected using two screening tests: (1) first screening and (2) sec-
ond screening (baseline). According to the protocol, after the screening, 174 participants
were enrolled in the present study and randomly assigned to the OLL2716 and placebo
groups, with 87 participants in each group (Figure 2).

No significant differences were observed in the participants’ background character-
istics (Table 1). All 174 participants completed the intake period of 12 weeks and were
included in the analysis. No adverse effects or serious adverse events were observed in
either group. Additionally, the average intake rate was 99.9% in both the OLL2716 and
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placebo groups, with the lowest intake rate among the participants being 97.5%. Compli-
ance was confirmed by having the participants record their daily intake in a lifestyle diary.
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Table 1. Baseline characteristics of the participants.

Characteristics OLL2716
(n = 87)

Placebo
(n = 87) p-Value

Female 55 56
0.875 1

Male 32 31
Age (year) 37.4 ± 11.9 37.0 ± 11.1 0.792 2

Postprandial fullness score 2.5 ± 0.7 2.5 ± 0.8 0.839 2

Early satiety score 2.1 ± 0.9 2.1 ± 1.0 0.814 2

BMI [kg(m2)−1] 22.2 ± 3.7 22.4 ± 3.5 0.777 2

Data are shown as mean ± standard deviation. Intergroup comparison: 1 Chi-square test, 2 t-test; BMI, body
mass index.

3.2. Primary Endpoint

In the present study, the primary endpoint was the change in gastric symptoms
in the participants’ questionnaires, similar to a previous study [18]. Table 2 shows the
changes in scores and the number of participants with improved scores. The number of
participants with improved scores is further presented as the proportion of the number of
participants with improved scores to the number of evaluated participants. The changes in
epigastric pain at 6 and 12 weeks were −0.5 ± 1.3 and −0.7 ± 1.2 in the OLL2716 group
and −0.1 ± 1.3 and −0.2 ± 1.4 in the placebo group, respectively. The data showed that
changes in epigastric pain in the OLL2716 group were significantly improved compared
with those in the placebo group at 6 and 12 weeks. The changes in EPS-like symptoms in
the OLL2716 group (−0.9 ± 2.1) were significantly improved compared with those in the
placebo group (−0.3 ± 2.3) at 6 weeks. Similarly, the number of participants with improved
scores for epigastric pain and EPS-like symptoms in the OLL2716 group was 45 and 52,
respectively, which was a significant improvement compared with that in the placebo group
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(30 and 34, respectively) at 6 weeks. No significant differences in other symptoms were
noted between the two groups.

3.3. Secondary Endpoints
3.3.1. SF-NDI

In the present study, several items concerning the stress caused by gastric symptoms
were improved by the intake of the yogurt containing L. paragasseri OLL2716 (Table 3).
Specifically, the changes in “irritable, tense, or frustrated”, “enjoyment of eating or drink-
ing”, and tension (summary of two items), which are the sub-scales related to mental stress,
in the OLL2716 group at 6 weeks were improved compared with those in the placebo group.
The number of participants with improved scores for “enjoyment of eating or drinking”
in the OLL2716 group was significantly more than that in the placebo group at 6 weeks
(Table 3).

3.3.2. GSRS

The changes in the GSRS scores were similar between the two groups (Table 4). The
number of participants with improved scores for “lower GI symptoms” and “Over-all” in
the OLL2716 group at 12 weeks was significantly more than that in the placebo group. No
significant differences in other symptoms were noted between the two groups.

3.3.3. CNAQ-J

Changes in the CNAQ-J scores for feeling hungry at 12 weeks improved with the intake
of yogurt containing L. paragasseri OLL2716 (Table 5). In addition, changes at 12 weeks in
the CNAQ-J scores for “pre- and post-meal satisfaction”, including feeling full and feeling
hungry and for “eating satisfaction”, including appetite, feeling full, and feeling hungry,
were significantly improved in the OLL2716 group, compared with those in the placebo
group. No significant differences in other symptoms were noted between the two groups.
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Table 2. Score change before ingestion and the number of participants with improved scores in the Individual Gastric Symptom Scores.

Items
Score Change before Ingestion (
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Placebo 2.1 ± 1.0 1.8 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.1 −0.3 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.1 34 (39.1%) 40 (46.0%) 

3. Epigastric bloating 
OLL2716 2.3 ± 1.1 1.9 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.1 −0.5 ± 1.1 

0.362 
−0.7 ± 1.1 

0.861 
46 (52.9%) 

0.544 
48 (55.2%) 

1.000 
Placebo 2.2 ± 1.2 1.9 ± 1.3 1.5 ± 1.1 −0.4 ± 1.2 −0.7 ± 1.4 41 (47.1%) 48 (55.2%) 

4. Epigastric pain 
OLL2716 1.6 ± 1.1 1.1 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.3 

0.020 
−0.7 ± 1.2 

0.028 
45 (51.7%) 

0.032 
47 (54.0%) 

0.095 
Placebo 1.3 ± 1.2 1.2 ± 1.1 1.1 ± 1.0 −0.1 ± 1.3 −0.2 ± 1.4 30 (34.5%) 35 (40.2%) 

5. Epigastric burning 
OLL2716 1.3 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.4 ± 1.0 

0.256 
−0.4 ± 1.0 

0.289 
33 (37.9%) 

0.753 
34 (39.1%) 

0.754 
Placebo 1.1 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 0.9 0.9 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.3 −0.2 ± 1.4 30 (34.5%) 31 (35.6%) 

6. Heartburn 
OLL2716 1.5 ± 1.2 1.1 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.1 

0.550 
−0.6 ± 1.1 

0.322 
37 (42.5%) 

1.000 
50 (57.5%) 

0.225 
Placebo 1.4 ± 1.2 1.1 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 0.9 −0.3 ± 1.2 −0.4 ± 1.3 36 (41.4%) 41 (47.1%) 

7. Reflex feeling of gastric acid 
OLL2716 1.5 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.0 

0.258 
−0.5 ± 1.1 

0.094 
41 (47.1%) 

0.166 
39 (44.8%) 

0.442 
Placebo 1.2 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.2 −0.2 ± 1.3 31 (35.6%) 33 (37.9%) 

8. Nausea 
OLL2716 1.0 ± 1.1 0.7 ± 1.0 0.7 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.0 

0.583 
−0.3 ± 0.9 

0.413 
29 (33.3%) 

0.873 
30 (34.5%) 

1.000 
Placebo 1.0 ± 1.0 0.8 ± 1.0 0.8 ± 0.9 −0.2 ± 1.0 −0.2 ± 1.2 31 (35.6%) 30 (34.5%) 

9. Belching 
OLL2716 1.6 ± 1.2 1.4 ± 1.1 1.2 ± 1.1 −0.3 ± 1.1 

0.653 
−0.4 ± 1.0 

0.818 
33 (37.9%) 

0.877 
40 (46.0%) 

1.000 
Placebo 1.7 ± 1.3 1.3 ± 1.1 1.3 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.1 −0.4 ± 1.2 35 (40.2%) 40 (46.0%) 

10. Abdominal bloating 
OLL2716 2.1 ± 1.2 1.7 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.2 −0.4 ± 1.2 

0.108 
−0.5 ± 1.3 

0.638 
43 (49.4%) 

0.091 
41 (47.1%) 

0.649 
Placebo 2.0 ± 1.4 1.7 ± 1.3 1.4 ± 1.1 −0.2 ± 1.3 −0.6 ± 1.4 31 (35.6%) 45 (51.7%) 

PDS-like (1 and 2) 
OLL2716 4.5 ± 1.3 3.8 ± 1.6 3.3 ± 1.8 −0.7 ± 1.5 

0.455 
−1.2 ± 1.7 

0.689 
43 (49.4%) 

0.880 
51 (58.6%) 

0.757 
Placebo 4.6 ± 1.4 3.7 ± 1.8 3.2 ± 1.9 −0.9 ± 1.7 −1.4 ± 2.0 45 (51.7%) 54 (62.1%) 

EPS-like (4 and 5) 
OLL2716 3.0 ± 2.1 2.0 ± 1.9 1.9 ± 1.9 −0.9 ± 2.1 

0.028 
−1.0 ± 1.9 

0.073 
52 (59.8%) 

0.010 
49 (56.3%) 

0.068 
Placebo 2.4 ± 2.0 2.1 ± 1.8 1.9 ± 1.8 −0.3 ± 2.3 −0.5 ± 2.5 34 (39.1%) 36 (41.4%) 

FD-like (PDS-like and EPS-like) 
OLL2716 7.5 ± 2.9 5.9 ± 3.0 5.2 ± 3.3 −1.6 ± 3.0 

0.207 
−2.3 ± 3.0 

0.377 
50 (57.5%) 

0.129 
52 (59.8%) 

0.540 
Placebo 7.0 ± 2.8 5.7 ± 3.1 5.1 ± 3.4 −1.3 ± 3.3 −1.9 ± 4.0 39 (44.8%) 47 (54.0%) 

Changes in scores and number of participants with improved scores from baseline. Data are shown as mean ± standard deviation (n = 87 in the OLL2716 group 
and n = 87 in the placebo group). Intergroup comparison: 1 Wilcoxon rank sum test and 2 Fisher’s exact test. Number of improved participants (%): (number of 
participants who improved/total number of participants evaluated) × 100. PDS, postprandial distress syndrome; EPS, epigastric pain syndrome; FD, functional 
dyspepsia. Sub-scales: PDS-like, “postprandial fullness” and “early satiety”; EPS-like, “epigastric pain” and “epigastric burning”; and FD-like, PDS- and EPS-like. 

) Number of Participants with Improved Scores (%)

Group 0 Week 6 Weeks 12 Weeks 6 Weeks–0 Week p Value 1 12 Weeks–0 Week p Value 1 6 Weeks p Value 2 12 Weeks p Value 2

1. Postprandial fullness OLL2716 2.5 ± 0.7 2.0 ± 0.8 1.7 ± 0.9 −0.5 ± 0.8 0.564 −0.8 ± 1.0 0.745 37 (42.5%) 0.879 50 (57.5%) 1.000Placebo 2.5 ± 0.8 1.9 ± 0.9 1.6 ± 1.0 −0.6 ± 1.1 −0.9 ± 1.2 39 (44.8%) 49 (56.3%)

2. Early satiety OLL2716 2.1 ± 0.9 1.9 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.1 −0.2 ± 1.0 0.483 −0.5 ± 1.0 0.841 29 (33.3%) 0.528 37 (42.5%) 0.760Placebo 2.1 ± 1.0 1.8 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.1 −0.3 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.1 34 (39.1%) 40 (46.0%)

3. Epigastric bloating OLL2716 2.3 ± 1.1 1.9 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.1 −0.5 ± 1.1 0.362 −0.7 ± 1.1 0.861 46 (52.9%) 0.544 48 (55.2%) 1.000Placebo 2.2 ± 1.2 1.9 ± 1.3 1.5 ± 1.1 −0.4 ± 1.2 −0.7 ± 1.4 41 (47.1%) 48 (55.2%)

4. Epigastric pain OLL2716 1.6 ± 1.1 1.1 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.3 0.020 −0.7 ± 1.2 0.028 45 (51.7%) 0.032 47 (54.0%) 0.095Placebo 1.3 ± 1.2 1.2 ± 1.1 1.1 ± 1.0 −0.1 ± 1.3 −0.2 ± 1.4 30 (34.5%) 35 (40.2%)

5. Epigastric burning OLL2716 1.3 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.4 ± 1.0 0.256 −0.4 ± 1.0 0.289 33 (37.9%) 0.753 34 (39.1%) 0.754Placebo 1.1 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 0.9 0.9 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.3 −0.2 ± 1.4 30 (34.5%) 31 (35.6%)

6. Heartburn OLL2716 1.5 ± 1.2 1.1 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.1 0.550 −0.6 ± 1.1 0.322 37 (42.5%) 1.000 50 (57.5%) 0.225Placebo 1.4 ± 1.2 1.1 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 0.9 −0.3 ± 1.2 −0.4 ± 1.3 36 (41.4%) 41 (47.1%)

7. Reflex feeling of
gastric acid

OLL2716 1.5 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.0 0.258 −0.5 ± 1.1 0.094 41 (47.1%) 0.166 39 (44.8%) 0.442Placebo 1.2 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.2 −0.2 ± 1.3 31 (35.6%) 33 (37.9%)

8. Nausea OLL2716 1.0 ± 1.1 0.7 ± 1.0 0.7 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.0 0.583 −0.3 ± 0.9 0.413 29 (33.3%) 0.873 30 (34.5%) 1.000Placebo 1.0 ± 1.0 0.8 ± 1.0 0.8 ± 0.9 −0.2 ± 1.0 −0.2 ± 1.2 31 (35.6%) 30 (34.5%)

9. Belching OLL2716 1.6 ± 1.2 1.4 ± 1.1 1.2 ± 1.1 −0.3 ± 1.1 0.653 −0.4 ± 1.0 0.818 33 (37.9%) 0.877 40 (46.0%) 1.000Placebo 1.7 ± 1.3 1.3 ± 1.1 1.3 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.1 −0.4 ± 1.2 35 (40.2%) 40 (46.0%)

10. Abdominal bloating OLL2716 2.1 ± 1.2 1.7 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.2 −0.4 ± 1.2 0.108 −0.5 ± 1.3 0.638 43 (49.4%) 0.091 41 (47.1%) 0.649Placebo 2.0 ± 1.4 1.7 ± 1.3 1.4 ± 1.1 −0.2 ± 1.3 −0.6 ± 1.4 31 (35.6%) 45 (51.7%)

PDS-like (1 and 2) OLL2716 4.5 ± 1.3 3.8 ± 1.6 3.3 ± 1.8 −0.7 ± 1.5 0.455 −1.2 ± 1.7 0.689 43 (49.4%) 0.880 51 (58.6%) 0.757Placebo 4.6 ± 1.4 3.7 ± 1.8 3.2 ± 1.9 −0.9 ± 1.7 −1.4 ± 2.0 45 (51.7%) 54 (62.1%)

EPS-like (4 and 5) OLL2716 3.0 ± 2.1 2.0 ± 1.9 1.9 ± 1.9 −0.9 ± 2.1 0.028 −1.0 ± 1.9 0.073 52 (59.8%) 0.010 49 (56.3%) 0.068Placebo 2.4 ± 2.0 2.1 ± 1.8 1.9 ± 1.8 −0.3 ± 2.3 −0.5 ± 2.5 34 (39.1%) 36 (41.4%)

FD-like (PDS-like
and EPS-like)

OLL2716 7.5 ± 2.9 5.9 ± 3.0 5.2 ± 3.3 −1.6 ± 3.0 0.207 −2.3 ± 3.0 0.377 50 (57.5%) 0.129 52 (59.8%) 0.540Placebo 7.0 ± 2.8 5.7 ± 3.1 5.1 ± 3.4 −1.3 ± 3.3 −1.9 ± 4.0 39 (44.8%) 47 (54.0%)

Changes in scores and number of participants with improved scores from baseline. Data are shown as mean ± standard deviation (n = 87 in the OLL2716 group and n = 87 in the placebo
group). Intergroup comparison: 1 Wilcoxon rank sum test and 2 Fisher’s exact test. Number of improved participants (%): (number of participants who improved/total number of
participants evaluated) × 100. PDS, postprandial distress syndrome; EPS, epigastric pain syndrome; FD, functional dyspepsia. Sub-scales: PDS-like, “postprandial fullness” and “early
satiety”; EPS-like, “epigastric pain” and “epigastric burning”; and FD-like, PDS- and EPS-like.
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Table 3. Score change before ingestion and the number of participants with improved scores in the Short-form Nepean Dyspepsia Index (SF-NDI).

Items
Score Change before Ingestion (
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Table 2. Score change before ingestion and the number of participants with improved scores in the Individual Gastric Symptom Scores. 

Items 
    Score Change before Ingestion (⊿) Number of Participants with Improved Scores (%) 

Group 0 Week 6 Weeks 12 Weeks 6 Weeks–0 Week p Value 1 12 Weeks–0 Week p Value 1 6 Weeks p Value 2 12 Weeks p Value 2 

1. Postprandial fullness 
OLL2716 2.5 ± 0.7 2.0 ± 0.8 1.7 ± 0.9 −0.5 ± 0.8 

0.564 
−0.8 ± 1.0 

0.745 
37 (42.5%) 

0.879 
50 (57.5%) 

1.000 
Placebo 2.5 ± 0.8 1.9 ± 0.9 1.6 ± 1.0 −0.6 ± 1.1 −0.9 ± 1.2 39 (44.8%) 49 (56.3%) 

2. Early satiety 
OLL2716 2.1 ± 0.9 1.9 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.1 −0.2 ± 1.0 

0.483 
−0.5 ± 1.0 

0.841 
29 (33.3%) 

0.528 
37 (42.5%) 

0.760 
Placebo 2.1 ± 1.0 1.8 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.1 −0.3 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.1 34 (39.1%) 40 (46.0%) 

3. Epigastric bloating 
OLL2716 2.3 ± 1.1 1.9 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.1 −0.5 ± 1.1 

0.362 
−0.7 ± 1.1 

0.861 
46 (52.9%) 

0.544 
48 (55.2%) 

1.000 
Placebo 2.2 ± 1.2 1.9 ± 1.3 1.5 ± 1.1 −0.4 ± 1.2 −0.7 ± 1.4 41 (47.1%) 48 (55.2%) 

4. Epigastric pain 
OLL2716 1.6 ± 1.1 1.1 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.3 

0.020 
−0.7 ± 1.2 

0.028 
45 (51.7%) 

0.032 
47 (54.0%) 

0.095 
Placebo 1.3 ± 1.2 1.2 ± 1.1 1.1 ± 1.0 −0.1 ± 1.3 −0.2 ± 1.4 30 (34.5%) 35 (40.2%) 

5. Epigastric burning 
OLL2716 1.3 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.4 ± 1.0 

0.256 
−0.4 ± 1.0 

0.289 
33 (37.9%) 

0.753 
34 (39.1%) 

0.754 
Placebo 1.1 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 0.9 0.9 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.3 −0.2 ± 1.4 30 (34.5%) 31 (35.6%) 

6. Heartburn 
OLL2716 1.5 ± 1.2 1.1 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.1 

0.550 
−0.6 ± 1.1 

0.322 
37 (42.5%) 

1.000 
50 (57.5%) 

0.225 
Placebo 1.4 ± 1.2 1.1 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 0.9 −0.3 ± 1.2 −0.4 ± 1.3 36 (41.4%) 41 (47.1%) 

7. Reflex feeling of gastric acid 
OLL2716 1.5 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.0 

0.258 
−0.5 ± 1.1 

0.094 
41 (47.1%) 

0.166 
39 (44.8%) 

0.442 
Placebo 1.2 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.2 −0.2 ± 1.3 31 (35.6%) 33 (37.9%) 

8. Nausea 
OLL2716 1.0 ± 1.1 0.7 ± 1.0 0.7 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.0 

0.583 
−0.3 ± 0.9 

0.413 
29 (33.3%) 

0.873 
30 (34.5%) 

1.000 
Placebo 1.0 ± 1.0 0.8 ± 1.0 0.8 ± 0.9 −0.2 ± 1.0 −0.2 ± 1.2 31 (35.6%) 30 (34.5%) 

9. Belching 
OLL2716 1.6 ± 1.2 1.4 ± 1.1 1.2 ± 1.1 −0.3 ± 1.1 

0.653 
−0.4 ± 1.0 

0.818 
33 (37.9%) 

0.877 
40 (46.0%) 

1.000 
Placebo 1.7 ± 1.3 1.3 ± 1.1 1.3 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.1 −0.4 ± 1.2 35 (40.2%) 40 (46.0%) 

10. Abdominal bloating 
OLL2716 2.1 ± 1.2 1.7 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.2 −0.4 ± 1.2 

0.108 
−0.5 ± 1.3 

0.638 
43 (49.4%) 

0.091 
41 (47.1%) 

0.649 
Placebo 2.0 ± 1.4 1.7 ± 1.3 1.4 ± 1.1 −0.2 ± 1.3 −0.6 ± 1.4 31 (35.6%) 45 (51.7%) 

PDS-like (1 and 2) 
OLL2716 4.5 ± 1.3 3.8 ± 1.6 3.3 ± 1.8 −0.7 ± 1.5 

0.455 
−1.2 ± 1.7 

0.689 
43 (49.4%) 

0.880 
51 (58.6%) 

0.757 
Placebo 4.6 ± 1.4 3.7 ± 1.8 3.2 ± 1.9 −0.9 ± 1.7 −1.4 ± 2.0 45 (51.7%) 54 (62.1%) 

EPS-like (4 and 5) 
OLL2716 3.0 ± 2.1 2.0 ± 1.9 1.9 ± 1.9 −0.9 ± 2.1 

0.028 
−1.0 ± 1.9 

0.073 
52 (59.8%) 

0.010 
49 (56.3%) 

0.068 
Placebo 2.4 ± 2.0 2.1 ± 1.8 1.9 ± 1.8 −0.3 ± 2.3 −0.5 ± 2.5 34 (39.1%) 36 (41.4%) 

FD-like (PDS-like and EPS-like) 
OLL2716 7.5 ± 2.9 5.9 ± 3.0 5.2 ± 3.3 −1.6 ± 3.0 

0.207 
−2.3 ± 3.0 

0.377 
50 (57.5%) 

0.129 
52 (59.8%) 

0.540 
Placebo 7.0 ± 2.8 5.7 ± 3.1 5.1 ± 3.4 −1.3 ± 3.3 −1.9 ± 4.0 39 (44.8%) 47 (54.0%) 

Changes in scores and number of participants with improved scores from baseline. Data are shown as mean ± standard deviation (n = 87 in the OLL2716 group 
and n = 87 in the placebo group). Intergroup comparison: 1 Wilcoxon rank sum test and 2 Fisher’s exact test. Number of improved participants (%): (number of 
participants who improved/total number of participants evaluated) × 100. PDS, postprandial distress syndrome; EPS, epigastric pain syndrome; FD, functional 
dyspepsia. Sub-scales: PDS-like, “postprandial fullness” and “early satiety”; EPS-like, “epigastric pain” and “epigastric burning”; and FD-like, PDS- and EPS-like. 

) Number of Participants with Improved Scores (%)

Group 0 Week 6 Weeks 12 Weeks 6 Weeks–0 Week p Value 1 12 Weeks–0 Week p Value1 6 Weeks p Value 2 12 Weeks p Value 2

1. General emotional
well-being

OLL2716 2.0 ± 0.6 1.7 ± 0.6 1.6 ± 0.6 −0.3 ± 0.7 0.084 −0.4 ± 0.7 0.822 28 (32.2%) 0.121 39 (44.8%) 0.760
Placebo 2.0 ± 0.6 1.9 ± 0.6 1.6 ± 0.5 −0.1 ± 0.7 −0.4 ± 0.7 18 (20.7%) 36 (41.4%)

2. Irritable, tense,
or frustrated

OLL2716 2.2 ± 0.5 1.7 ± 0.6 1.6 ± 0.6 −0.5 ± 0.6 0.042 −0.6 ± 0.7 0.666 40 (46.0%) 0.061 47 (54.0%) 0.544
Placebo 2.2 ± 0.5 1.9 ± 0.6 1.6 ± 0.6 −0.3 ± 0.7 −0.6 ± 0.7 27 (31.0%) 42 (48.3%)

3. Fun (ability) OLL2716 1.7 ± 0.7 1.3 ± 0.5 1.3 ± 0.5 −0.3 ± 0.8 0.353 −0.4 ± 0.8 0.457 34 (39.1%) 0.429 39 (44.8%) 0.279
Placebo 1.6 ± 0.8 1.4 ± 0.6 1.3 ± 0.5 −0.2 ± 0.7 −0.3 ± 0.7 28 (32.2%) 31 (35.6%)

4. Fun (enjoyment) OLL2716 1.7 ± 0.7 1.3 ± 0.5 1.3 ± 0.5 −0.4 ± 0.8 0.284 −0.4 ± 0.8 0.909 38 (44.2%) 0.279 39 (45.3%) 0.760
Placebo 1.7 ± 0.8 1.4 ± 0.7 1.3 ± 0.5 −0.3 ± 0.8 −0.4 ± 0.7 31 (35.6%) 37 (42.5%)

5. Eat or drink (ability) OLL2716 1.9 ± 0.7 1.6 ± 0.6 1.4 ± 0.6 −0.2 ± 0.7 0.215 −0.5 ± 0.7 0.226 29 (33.3%) 0.177 44 (50.6%) 0.287
Placebo 1.8 ± 0.7 1.6 ± 0.6 1.4 ± 0.6 −0.1 ± 0.6 −0.4 ± 0.7 20 (23.0%) 36 (41.4%)

6. Eating or drinking
(enjoyment)

OLL2716 2.0 ± 0.7 1.5 ± 0.6 1.4 ± 0.6 −0.5 ± 0.9 0.031 −0.6 ± 0.8 0.150 42 (48.3%) 0.044 52 (59.8%) 0.171
Placebo 1.9 ± 0.8 1.6 ± 0.6 1.4 ± 0.6 −0.2 ± 0.7 −0.5 ± 0.8 28 (32.2%) 42 (48.3%)

7. Wondered (always) OLL2716 1.7 ± 0.7 1.3 ± 0.5 1.2 ± 0.5 −0.4 ± 0.7 0.421 −0.4 ± 0.8 0.454 31 (35.6%) 0.63 38 (43.7%) 0.537
Placebo 1.6 ± 0.8 1.4 ± 0.6 1.2 ± 0.5 −0.3 ± 0.8 −0.4 ± 0.9 27 (31.0%) 33 (37.9%)

8. Thought (very
serious illness)

OLL2716 1.3 ± 0.5 1.1 ± 0.4 1.1 ± 0.4 −0.1 ± 0.5 0.182 −0.2 ± 0.5 0.097 16 (18.4%) 0.403 19 (21.8%) 0.328
Placebo 1.2 ± 0.4 1.2 ± 0.4 1.1 ± 0.3 0.0 ± 0.5 −0.1 ± 0.5 11 (12.6%) 13 (14.9%)

9. Work or study (ability) OLL2716 1.6 ± 0.6 1.5 ± 0.6 1.3 ± 0.5 −0.1 ± 0.7 0.620 −0.3 ± 0.7 0.677 24 (27.6%) 1.000 30 (34.5%) 1.000
Placebo 1.6 ± 0.6 1.4 ± 0.7 1.3 ± 0.5 −0.1 ± 0.7 −0.3 ± 0.6 24 (27.6%) 29 (33.3%)

10. Work or study
(enjoyment)

OLL2716 1.6 ± 0.7 1.4 ± 0.6 1.3 ± 0.6 −0.2 ± 0.8 0.681 −0.3 ± 0.8 0.890 30 (34.5%) 0.747 31 (35.6%) 0.749
Placebo 1.6 ± 0.7 1.4 ± 0.6 1.3 ± 0.5 −0.2 ± 0.8 −0.3 ± 0.7 27 (31.0%) 28 (32.2%)

Tension (1 and 2) OLL2716 4.1 ± 0.9 3.4 ± 1.1 3.1 ± 1.2 −0.7 ± 1.1 0.026 −1.0 ± 1.2 0.675 45 (51.7%) 0.032 54 (62.1%) 0.357
Placebo 4.2 ± 1.0 3.8 ± 1.1 3.2 ± 1.1 −0.4 ± 1.3 −1.0 ± 1.2 30 (34.5%) 47 (54.0%)

Interference with daily
activities (3 and 4)

OLL2716 3.4 ± 1.2 2.7 ± 1.0 2.6 ± 1.0 −0.7 ± 1.4 0.262 −0.8 ± 1.4 0.575 42 (48.8%) 0.361 46 (53.5%) 0.288
Placebo 3.3 ± 1.5 2.8 ± 1.3 2.5 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.4 −0.8 ± 1.3 36 (41.4%) 39 (44.8%)

Eating/drinking (5 and 6) OLL2716 3.9 ± 1.3 3.2 ± 1.0 2.8 ± 1.1 −0.7 ± 1.4 0.057 −1.1 ± 1.5 0.095 45 (51.7%) 0.224 56 (64.4%) 0.217
Placebo 3.6 ± 1.3 3.2 ± 1.1 2.8 ± 1.1 −0.4 ± 1.1 −0.9 ± 1.3 36 (41.4%) 47 (54.0%)

Knowledge/control
(7 and 8)

OLL2716 3.0 ± 1.0 2.5 ± 0.8 2.4 ± 0.8 −0.5 ± 1.0 0.240 −0.6 ± 1.1 0.223 37 (42.5%) 0.210 41 (47.1%) 0.358
Placebo 2.9 ± 1.2 2.5 ± 0.9 2.4 ± 0.8 −0.3 ± 1.1 −0.5 ± 1.3 28 (32.2%) 34 (39.1%)

Work/study (9 and 10) OLL2716 3.2 ± 1.3 2.8 ± 1.1 2.6 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.5 0.977 −0.6 ± 1.4 0.942 33 (37.9%) 0.875 36 (41.4%) 1.000
Placebo 3.2 ± 1.3 2.9 ± 1.3 2.6 ± 0.9 −0.3 ± 1.4 −0.7 ± 1.2 31 (35.6%) 35 (40.2%)

Changes in scores and number of participants with improved scores from baseline. Data are shown as mean ± standard deviation (n = 87 in the OLL2716 group and n = 87 in the
placebo group). Intergroup comparison: 1 Wilcoxon rank sum test and 2 Fisher’s exact test. Number of improved participants (%): (number of participants who improved/total number
of participants evaluated) × 100. Sub-scales: tension, “general emotional well-being” and “irritable, tense, or frustrated”; interference with daily activities, “fun (ability)” and “fun
(enjoyment)”; eating/drinking, “eat or drink (ability)” and “eating or drinking (enjoyment)”; knowledge/control, “wondered (always)” and “thought (very serious illness)”; and
work/study, “work or study (ability)” and “work or study (enjoyment)”.
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Table 4. Score change before ingestion and the number of participants with improved scores in the Gastrointestinal Symptom Rating Scale (GSRS).

Items
Score Change before Ingestion (
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Table 2. Score change before ingestion and the number of participants with improved scores in the Individual Gastric Symptom Scores. 

Items 
    Score Change before Ingestion (⊿) Number of Participants with Improved Scores (%) 

Group 0 Week 6 Weeks 12 Weeks 6 Weeks–0 Week p Value 1 12 Weeks–0 Week p Value 1 6 Weeks p Value 2 12 Weeks p Value 2 

1. Postprandial fullness 
OLL2716 2.5 ± 0.7 2.0 ± 0.8 1.7 ± 0.9 −0.5 ± 0.8 

0.564 
−0.8 ± 1.0 

0.745 
37 (42.5%) 

0.879 
50 (57.5%) 

1.000 
Placebo 2.5 ± 0.8 1.9 ± 0.9 1.6 ± 1.0 −0.6 ± 1.1 −0.9 ± 1.2 39 (44.8%) 49 (56.3%) 

2. Early satiety 
OLL2716 2.1 ± 0.9 1.9 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.1 −0.2 ± 1.0 

0.483 
−0.5 ± 1.0 

0.841 
29 (33.3%) 

0.528 
37 (42.5%) 

0.760 
Placebo 2.1 ± 1.0 1.8 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.1 −0.3 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.1 34 (39.1%) 40 (46.0%) 

3. Epigastric bloating 
OLL2716 2.3 ± 1.1 1.9 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.1 −0.5 ± 1.1 

0.362 
−0.7 ± 1.1 

0.861 
46 (52.9%) 

0.544 
48 (55.2%) 

1.000 
Placebo 2.2 ± 1.2 1.9 ± 1.3 1.5 ± 1.1 −0.4 ± 1.2 −0.7 ± 1.4 41 (47.1%) 48 (55.2%) 

4. Epigastric pain 
OLL2716 1.6 ± 1.1 1.1 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.3 

0.020 
−0.7 ± 1.2 

0.028 
45 (51.7%) 

0.032 
47 (54.0%) 

0.095 
Placebo 1.3 ± 1.2 1.2 ± 1.1 1.1 ± 1.0 −0.1 ± 1.3 −0.2 ± 1.4 30 (34.5%) 35 (40.2%) 

5. Epigastric burning 
OLL2716 1.3 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.4 ± 1.0 

0.256 
−0.4 ± 1.0 

0.289 
33 (37.9%) 

0.753 
34 (39.1%) 

0.754 
Placebo 1.1 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 0.9 0.9 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.3 −0.2 ± 1.4 30 (34.5%) 31 (35.6%) 

6. Heartburn 
OLL2716 1.5 ± 1.2 1.1 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.1 

0.550 
−0.6 ± 1.1 

0.322 
37 (42.5%) 

1.000 
50 (57.5%) 

0.225 
Placebo 1.4 ± 1.2 1.1 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 0.9 −0.3 ± 1.2 −0.4 ± 1.3 36 (41.4%) 41 (47.1%) 

7. Reflex feeling of gastric acid 
OLL2716 1.5 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.0 

0.258 
−0.5 ± 1.1 

0.094 
41 (47.1%) 

0.166 
39 (44.8%) 

0.442 
Placebo 1.2 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.2 −0.2 ± 1.3 31 (35.6%) 33 (37.9%) 

8. Nausea 
OLL2716 1.0 ± 1.1 0.7 ± 1.0 0.7 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.0 

0.583 
−0.3 ± 0.9 

0.413 
29 (33.3%) 

0.873 
30 (34.5%) 

1.000 
Placebo 1.0 ± 1.0 0.8 ± 1.0 0.8 ± 0.9 −0.2 ± 1.0 −0.2 ± 1.2 31 (35.6%) 30 (34.5%) 

9. Belching 
OLL2716 1.6 ± 1.2 1.4 ± 1.1 1.2 ± 1.1 −0.3 ± 1.1 

0.653 
−0.4 ± 1.0 

0.818 
33 (37.9%) 

0.877 
40 (46.0%) 

1.000 
Placebo 1.7 ± 1.3 1.3 ± 1.1 1.3 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.1 −0.4 ± 1.2 35 (40.2%) 40 (46.0%) 

10. Abdominal bloating 
OLL2716 2.1 ± 1.2 1.7 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.2 −0.4 ± 1.2 

0.108 
−0.5 ± 1.3 

0.638 
43 (49.4%) 

0.091 
41 (47.1%) 

0.649 
Placebo 2.0 ± 1.4 1.7 ± 1.3 1.4 ± 1.1 −0.2 ± 1.3 −0.6 ± 1.4 31 (35.6%) 45 (51.7%) 

PDS-like (1 and 2) 
OLL2716 4.5 ± 1.3 3.8 ± 1.6 3.3 ± 1.8 −0.7 ± 1.5 

0.455 
−1.2 ± 1.7 

0.689 
43 (49.4%) 

0.880 
51 (58.6%) 

0.757 
Placebo 4.6 ± 1.4 3.7 ± 1.8 3.2 ± 1.9 −0.9 ± 1.7 −1.4 ± 2.0 45 (51.7%) 54 (62.1%) 

EPS-like (4 and 5) 
OLL2716 3.0 ± 2.1 2.0 ± 1.9 1.9 ± 1.9 −0.9 ± 2.1 

0.028 
−1.0 ± 1.9 

0.073 
52 (59.8%) 

0.010 
49 (56.3%) 

0.068 
Placebo 2.4 ± 2.0 2.1 ± 1.8 1.9 ± 1.8 −0.3 ± 2.3 −0.5 ± 2.5 34 (39.1%) 36 (41.4%) 

FD-like (PDS-like and EPS-like) 
OLL2716 7.5 ± 2.9 5.9 ± 3.0 5.2 ± 3.3 −1.6 ± 3.0 

0.207 
−2.3 ± 3.0 

0.377 
50 (57.5%) 

0.129 
52 (59.8%) 

0.540 
Placebo 7.0 ± 2.8 5.7 ± 3.1 5.1 ± 3.4 −1.3 ± 3.3 −1.9 ± 4.0 39 (44.8%) 47 (54.0%) 

Changes in scores and number of participants with improved scores from baseline. Data are shown as mean ± standard deviation (n = 87 in the OLL2716 group 
and n = 87 in the placebo group). Intergroup comparison: 1 Wilcoxon rank sum test and 2 Fisher’s exact test. Number of improved participants (%): (number of 
participants who improved/total number of participants evaluated) × 100. PDS, postprandial distress syndrome; EPS, epigastric pain syndrome; FD, functional 
dyspepsia. Sub-scales: PDS-like, “postprandial fullness” and “early satiety”; EPS-like, “epigastric pain” and “epigastric burning”; and FD-like, PDS- and EPS-like. 

) Number of Participants with Improved Scores (%)

Group 0 Week 6 Weeks 12 Weeks 6 Weeks–0 Week p Value 1 12 Weeks–0 Week p Value 1 6 Weeks p Value 2 12 Weeks p Value 2

1. Abdominal pain OLL2716 2.5 ± 1.1 2.0 ± 0.8 1.9 ± 0.8 −0.4 ± 1.2 0.369 −0.6 ± 1.1 0.143 37 (42.5%) 0.643 48 (55.2%) 0.288
Placebo 2.2 ± 1.0 2.0 ± 1.0 1.8 ± 1.0 −0.2 ± 1.1 −0.4 ± 1.1 33 (37.9%) 40 (46.0%)

2. Heartburn OLL2716 2.1 ± 0.8 1.9 ± 0.8 1.7 ± 0.8 −0.2 ± 1.0 0.439 −0.4 ± 0.8 0.641 27 (31.0%) 0.522 38 (43.7%) 0.879
Placebo 2.1 ± 1.0 1.8 ± 0.9 1.6 ± 0.8 −0.3 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 0.9 32 (36.8%) 40 (46.0%)

3. Acid regurgitation OLL2716 2 ± 0.9 1.8 ± 0.8 1.6 ± 0.7 −0.2 ± 0.9 0.843 −0.4 ± 0.8 0.220 26 (29.9%) 0.736 42 (48.3%) 0.221
Placebo 1.9 ± 0.9 1.7 ± 0.8 1.6 ± 0.8 −0.2 ± 0.9 −0.3 ± 1.0 23 (26.4%) 33 (37.9%)

4. Sucking sensations in
the epigastrium

OLL2716 2.1 ± 0.9 1.9 ± 0.9 1.7 ± 0.8 −0.2 ± 1.0 0.534 −0.4 ± 1.0 0.228 34 (39.1%) 0.340 38 (43.7%) 0.440
Placebo 2.0 ± 0.8 1.8 ± 0.9 1.7 ± 0.9 −0.2 ± 0.9 −0.2 ± 0.9 27 (31.0%) 32 (36.8%)

5. Nausea and vomiting OLL2716 1.9 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 0.9 1.6 ± 0.7 −0.3 ± 1.2 0.498 −0.3 ± 0.8 0.701 33 (37.9%) 0.144 33 (37.9%) 0.635
Placebo 1.9 ± 0.9 1.8 ± 0.8 1.7 ± 0.9 −0.1 ± 0.9 −0.3 ± 0.9 23 (26.4%) 29 (33.3%)

6. Borborygmus OLL2716 2.3 ± 1.1 2.4 ± 1.0 2.1 ± 1.0 0.0 ± 1.0 0.089 −0.3 ± 1.0 0.931 24 (27.6%) 0.147 34 (39.1%) 0.754
Placebo 2.6 ± 1.2 2.3 ± 1.1 2.2 ± 1.1 −0.3 ± 1.1 −0.3 ± 1.2 34 (39.1%) 31 (35.6%)

7. Abdominal distension OLL2716 2.4 ± 1.0 2.1 ± 0.8 2.0 ± 0.8 −0.3 ± 1.1 0.507 −0.4 ± 1.0 0.654 35 (40.2%) 1.000 38 (43.7%) 0.761
Placebo 2.4 ± 1.0 2.1 ± 0.9 1.9 ± 0.9 −0.4 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.1 34 (39.1%) 41 (47.1%)

8. Eructation OLL2716 2.0 ± 0.9 1.8 ± 0.8 1.8 ± 0.9 −0.2 ± 0.9 0.671 −0.2 ± 0.9 0.830 27 (31.0%) 0.522 29 (33.3%) 0.528
Placebo 2.1 ± 1.1 1.9 ± 0.8 1.8 ± 0.8 −0.3 ± 1.1 −0.3 ± 1.0 32 (36.8%) 34 (39.1%)

9. Increased flatus OLL2716 2.4 ± 1.0 2.2 ± 0.9 2.0 ± 0.8 −0.2 ± 1.0 0.821 −0.4 ± 1.0 0.605 32 (36.8%) 0.751 39 (44.8%) 0.646
Placebo 2.5 ± 1.2 2.3 ± 1.1 2.1 ± 0.9 −0.2 ± 1.1 −0.4 ± 1.0 29 (33.3%) 35 (40.2%)

10. Decreased passage
of stools

OLL2716 2.4 ± 1.1 2.1 ± 1.0 1.8 ± 0.9 −0.3 ± 1.0 0.479 −0.6 ± 1.1 0.526 33 (37.9%) 0.877 42 (48.3%) 0.543
Placebo 2.4 ± 1.4 2.0 ± 1.2 1.9 ± 1.0 −0.4 ± 1.1 −0.5 ± 1.2 35 (40.2%) 37 (42.5%)

11. Increased passage
of stools

OLL2716 2.1 ± 1.1 1.9 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 0.7 −0.1 ± 1.0 0.532 −0.4 ± 0.9 0.147 27 (31.0%) 0.747 34 (39.1%) 0.264
Placebo 1.9 ± 1.1 1.7 ± 1.1 1.7 ± 1.0 −0.2 ± 1.0 −0.2 ± 1.1 30 (34.5%) 26 (29.9%)

12. Loose stools OLL2716 2.0 ± 1.0 1.9 ± 0.9 1.7 ± 0.7 −0.1 ± 0.9 0.813 −0.3 ± 0.8 0.617 26 (29.9%) 1.000 29 (33.3%) 1.000
Placebo 1.9 ± 1.1 1.7 ± 0.8 1.6 ± 0.8 −0.2 ± 1.1 −0.3 ± 1.1 25 (28.7%) 28 (32.2%)

13. Hard stools OLL2716 2.2 ± 1.1 2.1 ± 1.0 1.8 ± 0.8 −0.1 ± 0.9 0.273 −0.4 ± 1.0 0.827 29 (33.3%) 0.347 33 (37.9%) 0.757
Placebo 2.3 ± 1.2 1.9 ± 1.0 1.9 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.1 −0.4 ± 1.2 36 (41.4%) 36 (41.4%)

14. Urgent need for
defecation

OLL2716 2.2 ± 1.0 2.2 ± 1.0 1.8 ± 0.8 0.0 ± 1.1 0.598 −0.4 ± 1.0 0.151 25 (28.7%) 1.000 34 (39.1%) 0.637
Placebo 2.2 ± 1.2 2.2 ± 1.1 2.1 ± 1.1 0.0 ± 1.1 −0.1 ± 1.2 26 (29.9%) 30 (34.5%)

15. Feeling of incomplete
evacuation

OLL2716 2.4 ± 1.1 2.2 ± 0.9 1.9 ± 0.9 −0.2 ± 1.1 0.510 −0.5 ± 1.0 0.225 31 (35.6%) 0.630 41 (47.1%) 0.358
Placebo 2.3 ± 1.0 2.2 ± 1.0 2.0 ± 0.9 −0.1 ± 0.9 −0.3 ± 1.0 27 (31.0%) 34 (39.1%)

RS (2 and 3) OLL2716 2.1 ± 0.8 1.9 ± 0.7 1.7 ± 0.7 −0.2 ± 0.8 0.780 −0.4 ± 0.7 0.762 31 (35.6%) 0.639 50 (57.5%) 0.648
Placebo 2.0 ± 0.8 1.8 ± 0.7 1.6 ± 0.7 −0.3 ± 0.9 −0.4 ± 0.9 35 (40.2%) 46 (52.9%)

AP (1, 4, and 5) OLL2716 2.1 ± 0.8 1.8 ± 0.8 1.7 ± 0.7 −0.3 ± 0.9 0.251 −0.5 ± 0.8 0.126 44 (50.6%) 0.362 54 (62.1%) 0.169
Placebo 2.0 ± 0.8 1.9 ± 0.8 1.7 ± 0.8 −0.2 ± 0.7 −0.3 ± 0.8 37 (42.5%) 44 (50.6%)

IS (6, 7, 8, and 9) OLL2716 2.3 ± 0.8 2.1 ± 0.7 2.0 ± 0.7 −0.2 ± 0.8 0.370 −0.3 ± 0.8 0.859 32 (36.8%) 0.219 48 (55.2%) 0.363
Placebo 2.4 ± 0.9 2.1 ± 0.8 2.0 ± 0.8 −0.3 ± 0.8 −0.4 ± 0.9 41 (47.1%) 41 (47.1%)
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Table 4. Cont.
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Table 2. Score change before ingestion and the number of participants with improved scores in the Individual Gastric Symptom Scores. 

Items 
    Score Change before Ingestion (⊿) Number of Participants with Improved Scores (%) 

Group 0 Week 6 Weeks 12 Weeks 6 Weeks–0 Week p Value 1 12 Weeks–0 Week p Value 1 6 Weeks p Value 2 12 Weeks p Value 2 

1. Postprandial fullness 
OLL2716 2.5 ± 0.7 2.0 ± 0.8 1.7 ± 0.9 −0.5 ± 0.8 

0.564 
−0.8 ± 1.0 

0.745 
37 (42.5%) 

0.879 
50 (57.5%) 

1.000 
Placebo 2.5 ± 0.8 1.9 ± 0.9 1.6 ± 1.0 −0.6 ± 1.1 −0.9 ± 1.2 39 (44.8%) 49 (56.3%) 

2. Early satiety 
OLL2716 2.1 ± 0.9 1.9 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.1 −0.2 ± 1.0 

0.483 
−0.5 ± 1.0 

0.841 
29 (33.3%) 

0.528 
37 (42.5%) 

0.760 
Placebo 2.1 ± 1.0 1.8 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.1 −0.3 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.1 34 (39.1%) 40 (46.0%) 

3. Epigastric bloating 
OLL2716 2.3 ± 1.1 1.9 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.1 −0.5 ± 1.1 

0.362 
−0.7 ± 1.1 

0.861 
46 (52.9%) 

0.544 
48 (55.2%) 

1.000 
Placebo 2.2 ± 1.2 1.9 ± 1.3 1.5 ± 1.1 −0.4 ± 1.2 −0.7 ± 1.4 41 (47.1%) 48 (55.2%) 

4. Epigastric pain 
OLL2716 1.6 ± 1.1 1.1 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.3 

0.020 
−0.7 ± 1.2 

0.028 
45 (51.7%) 

0.032 
47 (54.0%) 

0.095 
Placebo 1.3 ± 1.2 1.2 ± 1.1 1.1 ± 1.0 −0.1 ± 1.3 −0.2 ± 1.4 30 (34.5%) 35 (40.2%) 

5. Epigastric burning 
OLL2716 1.3 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.4 ± 1.0 

0.256 
−0.4 ± 1.0 

0.289 
33 (37.9%) 

0.753 
34 (39.1%) 

0.754 
Placebo 1.1 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 0.9 0.9 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.3 −0.2 ± 1.4 30 (34.5%) 31 (35.6%) 

6. Heartburn 
OLL2716 1.5 ± 1.2 1.1 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.1 

0.550 
−0.6 ± 1.1 

0.322 
37 (42.5%) 

1.000 
50 (57.5%) 

0.225 
Placebo 1.4 ± 1.2 1.1 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 0.9 −0.3 ± 1.2 −0.4 ± 1.3 36 (41.4%) 41 (47.1%) 

7. Reflex feeling of gastric acid 
OLL2716 1.5 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.0 

0.258 
−0.5 ± 1.1 

0.094 
41 (47.1%) 

0.166 
39 (44.8%) 

0.442 
Placebo 1.2 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.2 −0.2 ± 1.3 31 (35.6%) 33 (37.9%) 

8. Nausea 
OLL2716 1.0 ± 1.1 0.7 ± 1.0 0.7 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.0 

0.583 
−0.3 ± 0.9 

0.413 
29 (33.3%) 

0.873 
30 (34.5%) 

1.000 
Placebo 1.0 ± 1.0 0.8 ± 1.0 0.8 ± 0.9 −0.2 ± 1.0 −0.2 ± 1.2 31 (35.6%) 30 (34.5%) 

9. Belching 
OLL2716 1.6 ± 1.2 1.4 ± 1.1 1.2 ± 1.1 −0.3 ± 1.1 

0.653 
−0.4 ± 1.0 

0.818 
33 (37.9%) 

0.877 
40 (46.0%) 

1.000 
Placebo 1.7 ± 1.3 1.3 ± 1.1 1.3 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.1 −0.4 ± 1.2 35 (40.2%) 40 (46.0%) 

10. Abdominal bloating 
OLL2716 2.1 ± 1.2 1.7 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.2 −0.4 ± 1.2 

0.108 
−0.5 ± 1.3 

0.638 
43 (49.4%) 

0.091 
41 (47.1%) 

0.649 
Placebo 2.0 ± 1.4 1.7 ± 1.3 1.4 ± 1.1 −0.2 ± 1.3 −0.6 ± 1.4 31 (35.6%) 45 (51.7%) 

PDS-like (1 and 2) 
OLL2716 4.5 ± 1.3 3.8 ± 1.6 3.3 ± 1.8 −0.7 ± 1.5 

0.455 
−1.2 ± 1.7 

0.689 
43 (49.4%) 

0.880 
51 (58.6%) 

0.757 
Placebo 4.6 ± 1.4 3.7 ± 1.8 3.2 ± 1.9 −0.9 ± 1.7 −1.4 ± 2.0 45 (51.7%) 54 (62.1%) 

EPS-like (4 and 5) 
OLL2716 3.0 ± 2.1 2.0 ± 1.9 1.9 ± 1.9 −0.9 ± 2.1 

0.028 
−1.0 ± 1.9 

0.073 
52 (59.8%) 

0.010 
49 (56.3%) 

0.068 
Placebo 2.4 ± 2.0 2.1 ± 1.8 1.9 ± 1.8 −0.3 ± 2.3 −0.5 ± 2.5 34 (39.1%) 36 (41.4%) 

FD-like (PDS-like and EPS-like) 
OLL2716 7.5 ± 2.9 5.9 ± 3.0 5.2 ± 3.3 −1.6 ± 3.0 

0.207 
−2.3 ± 3.0 

0.377 
50 (57.5%) 

0.129 
52 (59.8%) 

0.540 
Placebo 7.0 ± 2.8 5.7 ± 3.1 5.1 ± 3.4 −1.3 ± 3.3 −1.9 ± 4.0 39 (44.8%) 47 (54.0%) 

Changes in scores and number of participants with improved scores from baseline. Data are shown as mean ± standard deviation (n = 87 in the OLL2716 group 
and n = 87 in the placebo group). Intergroup comparison: 1 Wilcoxon rank sum test and 2 Fisher’s exact test. Number of improved participants (%): (number of 
participants who improved/total number of participants evaluated) × 100. PDS, postprandial distress syndrome; EPS, epigastric pain syndrome; FD, functional 
dyspepsia. Sub-scales: PDS-like, “postprandial fullness” and “early satiety”; EPS-like, “epigastric pain” and “epigastric burning”; and FD-like, PDS- and EPS-like. 

) Number of Participants with Improved Scores (%)

Group 0 Week 6 Weeks 12 Weeks 6 Weeks–0 Week p Value 1 12 Weeks–0 Week p Value 1 6 Weeks p Value 2 12 Weeks p Value 2

CS (10, 13, and 15) OLL2716 2.4 ± 0.9 2.1 ± 0.8 1.8 ± 0.8 −0.2 ± 0.8 0.775 −0.5 ± 0.8 0.227 41 (47.1%) 0.879 54 (62.1%) 0.221
Placebo 2.3 ± 1.0 2.1 ± 1.0 1.9 ± 0.9 −0.3 ± 0.8 −0.4 ± 0.9 43 (49.4%) 45 (51.7%)

DS (11, 12, and 14) OLL2716 2.1 ± 0.9 2.0 ± 0.8 1.7 ± 0.7 −0.1 ± 0.8 0.638 −0.4 ± 0.7 0.127 32 (36.8%) 1.000 45 (51.7%) 0.288
Placebo 2.0 ± 1.0 1.9 ± 0.8 1.8 ± 0.8 −0.1 ± 0.7 −0.2 ± 0.9 31 (35.6%) 37 (42.5%)

Upper GI (RS, AP, and IS) OLL2716 2.2 ± 0.7 2.0 ± 0.6 1.8 ± 0.6 −0.2 ± 0.7 0.970 −0.4 ± 0.7 0.424 28 (32.2%) 0.271 47 (54.0%) 0.225
Placebo 2.2 ± 0.8 2.0 ± 0.7 1.8 ± 0.7 −0.2 ± 0.7 −0.4 ± 0.7 36 (41.4%) 38 (43.7%)

Lower GI (CS and DS) OLL2716 2.2 ± 0.8 2.1 ± 0.7 1.8 ± 0.6 −0.1 ± 0.7 0.730 −0.4 ± 0.7 0.078 36 (41.4%) 0.533 52 (59.8%) 0.048
Placebo 2.2 ± 0.9 2.0 ± 0.7 1.9 ± 0.7 −0.2 ± 0.6 −0.3 ± 0.8 31 (35.6%) 38 (43.7%)

Over-all OLL2716 2.2 ± 0.6 2.0 ± 0.6 1.8 ± 0.6 −0.2 ± 0.7 0.855 −0.4 ± 0.6 0.160 19 (21.8%) 0.229 39 (44.8%) 0.041
Placebo 2.2 ± 0.7 2.0 ± 0.6 1.8 ± 0.7 −0.2 ± 0.6 −0.3 ± 0.7 27 (31.0%) 25 (28.7%)

Changes in scores and number of participants with improved scores from baseline. Data are shown as mean ± standard deviation (n = 87 in the OLL2716 group and n = 87 in the placebo
group). Intergroup comparison: 1 Wilcoxon rank sum test and 2 Fisher’s exact test. Number of improved participants (%): (number of participants who improved/total number of
participants evaluated) × 100. RS, reflux syndrome; AP, abdominal pain syndrome; IS, indigestion syndrome; CS, constipation syndrome; DS, diarrhea syndrome; GI, gastrointestinal.
Sub-scales: RS, “heartburn” and “acid regurgitation”; AP, “abdominal pain”, “sucking sensations in the epigastrium”, and “nausea and vomiting”; IS, “borborygmus”, “abdominal
distension”, “eructation”, and “increased flatus”; CS, “decreased passage of stools”, “hard stools”, and “feeling of incomplete evacuation”; DS, “increased passage of stools”, “loose
stools”, and “urgent need for defecation”; Upper GI, RS, AP, and IS; Lower GI, CS and DS.
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Table 5. Score change before ingestion and the number of participants with improved scores in the Council on Nutrition Appetite Questionnaire-Japanese (CNAQ-J).

Items
Score Change before Ingestion (
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Group 0 Week 6 Weeks 12 Weeks 6 Weeks–0 Week p Value 1 12 Weeks–0 Week p Value 1 6 Weeks p Value 2 12 Weeks p Value 2 

1. Postprandial fullness 
OLL2716 2.5 ± 0.7 2.0 ± 0.8 1.7 ± 0.9 −0.5 ± 0.8 

0.564 
−0.8 ± 1.0 

0.745 
37 (42.5%) 

0.879 
50 (57.5%) 

1.000 
Placebo 2.5 ± 0.8 1.9 ± 0.9 1.6 ± 1.0 −0.6 ± 1.1 −0.9 ± 1.2 39 (44.8%) 49 (56.3%) 

2. Early satiety 
OLL2716 2.1 ± 0.9 1.9 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.1 −0.2 ± 1.0 

0.483 
−0.5 ± 1.0 

0.841 
29 (33.3%) 

0.528 
37 (42.5%) 

0.760 
Placebo 2.1 ± 1.0 1.8 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.1 −0.3 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.1 34 (39.1%) 40 (46.0%) 

3. Epigastric bloating 
OLL2716 2.3 ± 1.1 1.9 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.1 −0.5 ± 1.1 

0.362 
−0.7 ± 1.1 

0.861 
46 (52.9%) 

0.544 
48 (55.2%) 

1.000 
Placebo 2.2 ± 1.2 1.9 ± 1.3 1.5 ± 1.1 −0.4 ± 1.2 −0.7 ± 1.4 41 (47.1%) 48 (55.2%) 

4. Epigastric pain 
OLL2716 1.6 ± 1.1 1.1 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.3 

0.020 
−0.7 ± 1.2 

0.028 
45 (51.7%) 

0.032 
47 (54.0%) 

0.095 
Placebo 1.3 ± 1.2 1.2 ± 1.1 1.1 ± 1.0 −0.1 ± 1.3 −0.2 ± 1.4 30 (34.5%) 35 (40.2%) 

5. Epigastric burning 
OLL2716 1.3 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.4 ± 1.0 

0.256 
−0.4 ± 1.0 

0.289 
33 (37.9%) 

0.753 
34 (39.1%) 

0.754 
Placebo 1.1 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 0.9 0.9 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.3 −0.2 ± 1.4 30 (34.5%) 31 (35.6%) 

6. Heartburn 
OLL2716 1.5 ± 1.2 1.1 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.1 

0.550 
−0.6 ± 1.1 

0.322 
37 (42.5%) 

1.000 
50 (57.5%) 

0.225 
Placebo 1.4 ± 1.2 1.1 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 0.9 −0.3 ± 1.2 −0.4 ± 1.3 36 (41.4%) 41 (47.1%) 

7. Reflex feeling of gastric acid 
OLL2716 1.5 ± 1.1 1.0 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.5 ± 1.0 

0.258 
−0.5 ± 1.1 

0.094 
41 (47.1%) 

0.166 
39 (44.8%) 

0.442 
Placebo 1.2 ± 1.2 0.9 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.2 −0.2 ± 1.3 31 (35.6%) 33 (37.9%) 

8. Nausea 
OLL2716 1.0 ± 1.1 0.7 ± 1.0 0.7 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.0 

0.583 
−0.3 ± 0.9 

0.413 
29 (33.3%) 

0.873 
30 (34.5%) 

1.000 
Placebo 1.0 ± 1.0 0.8 ± 1.0 0.8 ± 0.9 −0.2 ± 1.0 −0.2 ± 1.2 31 (35.6%) 30 (34.5%) 

9. Belching 
OLL2716 1.6 ± 1.2 1.4 ± 1.1 1.2 ± 1.1 −0.3 ± 1.1 

0.653 
−0.4 ± 1.0 

0.818 
33 (37.9%) 

0.877 
40 (46.0%) 

1.000 
Placebo 1.7 ± 1.3 1.3 ± 1.1 1.3 ± 1.0 −0.3 ± 1.1 −0.4 ± 1.2 35 (40.2%) 40 (46.0%) 

10. Abdominal bloating 
OLL2716 2.1 ± 1.2 1.7 ± 1.0 1.6 ± 1.2 −0.4 ± 1.2 

0.108 
−0.5 ± 1.3 

0.638 
43 (49.4%) 

0.091 
41 (47.1%) 

0.649 
Placebo 2.0 ± 1.4 1.7 ± 1.3 1.4 ± 1.1 −0.2 ± 1.3 −0.6 ± 1.4 31 (35.6%) 45 (51.7%) 

PDS-like (1 and 2) 
OLL2716 4.5 ± 1.3 3.8 ± 1.6 3.3 ± 1.8 −0.7 ± 1.5 

0.455 
−1.2 ± 1.7 

0.689 
43 (49.4%) 

0.880 
51 (58.6%) 

0.757 
Placebo 4.6 ± 1.4 3.7 ± 1.8 3.2 ± 1.9 −0.9 ± 1.7 −1.4 ± 2.0 45 (51.7%) 54 (62.1%) 

EPS-like (4 and 5) 
OLL2716 3.0 ± 2.1 2.0 ± 1.9 1.9 ± 1.9 −0.9 ± 2.1 

0.028 
−1.0 ± 1.9 

0.073 
52 (59.8%) 

0.010 
49 (56.3%) 

0.068 
Placebo 2.4 ± 2.0 2.1 ± 1.8 1.9 ± 1.8 −0.3 ± 2.3 −0.5 ± 2.5 34 (39.1%) 36 (41.4%) 

FD-like (PDS-like and EPS-like) 
OLL2716 7.5 ± 2.9 5.9 ± 3.0 5.2 ± 3.3 −1.6 ± 3.0 

0.207 
−2.3 ± 3.0 

0.377 
50 (57.5%) 

0.129 
52 (59.8%) 

0.540 
Placebo 7.0 ± 2.8 5.7 ± 3.1 5.1 ± 3.4 −1.3 ± 3.3 −1.9 ± 4.0 39 (44.8%) 47 (54.0%) 

Changes in scores and number of participants with improved scores from baseline. Data are shown as mean ± standard deviation (n = 87 in the OLL2716 group 
and n = 87 in the placebo group). Intergroup comparison: 1 Wilcoxon rank sum test and 2 Fisher’s exact test. Number of improved participants (%): (number of 
participants who improved/total number of participants evaluated) × 100. PDS, postprandial distress syndrome; EPS, epigastric pain syndrome; FD, functional 
dyspepsia. Sub-scales: PDS-like, “postprandial fullness” and “early satiety”; EPS-like, “epigastric pain” and “epigastric burning”; and FD-like, PDS- and EPS-like. 

) Number of Participants with Improved Scores (%)

Group 0 Week 6 Weeks 12 Weeks 6 Weeks–0 Week p Value 1 12 Weeks–0 Week p Value 1 6 Weeks p Value 2 12 Weeks p Value 2

1. Appetite OLL2716 3.3 ± 0.5 3.4 ± 0.5 3.4 ± 0.6 0.1 ± 0.5 0.393 0.1 ± 0.6 0.207 6 (6.9%) 0.307 7 (8.0%) 0.331
Placebo 3.3 ± 0.6 3.4 ± 0.6 3.4 ± 0.6 0.0 ± 0.6 0.1 ± 0.6 11 (12.6%) 12 (13.8%)

2. Feeling full OLL2716 3.7 ± 0.5 3.7 ± 0.4 3.8 ± 0.4 0.1 ± 0.4 0.502 0.1 ± 0.5 0.781 5 (5.7%) 0.188 4 (4.6%) 0.535
Placebo 3.7 ± 0.5 3.7 ± 0.4 3.8 ± 0.4 0.0 ± 0.5 0.1 ± 0.5 11 (12.6%) 7 (8.0%)

3. Feeling hungry OLL2716 3.0 ± 0.7 3.0 ± 0.8 3.1 ± 0.8 0.1 ± 0.7 0.570 0.1 ± 0.8 0.020 13 (14.9%) 0.685 13 (14.9%) 0.063
Placebo 3.1 ± 0.8 3.2 ± 0.7 3.0 ± 0.7 0.0 ± 0.7 –0.1 ± 0.8 16 (18.4%) 24 (27.6%)

4. Food tastes OLL2716 3.6 ± 0.6 3.7 ± 0.6 3.7 ± 0.7 0.1 ± 0.6 0.271 0.1 ± 0.6 0.330 6 (6.9%) 0.432 9 (10.3%) 0.194
Placebo 3.7 ± 0.6 3.7 ± 0.6 3.8 ± 0.7 0.1 ± 0.6 0.1 ± 0.7 10 (11.5%) 16 (18.4%)

5. Food tastes compared to
when younger

OLL2716 3.2 ± 0.6 3.3 ± 0.6 3.2 ± 0.6 0.0 ± 0.6 0.538 0.0 ± 0.7 0.873 9 (10.3%) 1.000 13 (14.9%) 1.000
Placebo 3.3 ± 0.6 3.4 ± 0.7 3.3 ± 0.6 0.1 ± 0.6 0.0 ± 0.6 9 (10.3%) 12 (13.8%)

6. Meal frequency a day OLL2716 3.8 ± 0.4 3.8 ± 0.4 3.9 ± 0.4 0.0 ± 0.3 0.314 0.0 ± 0.4 0.162 3 (3.4%) 0.720 2 (2.3%) 1.000
Placebo 3.9 ± 0.3 3.9 ± 0.4 3.9 ± 0.3 0.0 ± 0.4 0.0 ± 0.2 5 (5.7%) 2 (2.3%)

7. Feeling sick or nauseated
when eating

OLL2716 4.1 ± 0.7 4.3 ± 0.7 4.4 ± 0.7 0.2 ± 0.7 0.367 0.3 ± 0.7 0.210 11 (12.6%) 0.524 9 (10.3%) 0.194
Placebo 4.2 ± 0.7 4.3 ± 0.7 4.3 ± 0.7 0.1 ± 0.9 0.1 ± 0.9 15 (17.2%) 16 (18,4%)

8. Usual mood OLL2716 3.4 ± 0.6 3.4 ± 0.6 3.4 ± 0.6 0.0 ± 0.5 0.087 0.0 ± 0.5 0.070 9 (10.3%) 0.794 7 (10.3%) 0.794
Placebo 3.3 ± 0.5 3.4 ± 0.6 3.4 ± 0.5 0.1 ± 0.5 0.1 ± 0.5 7 (8.0%) 7 (8.0%)

2 and 3 OLL2716 6.7 ± 0.9 6.8 ± 0.9 6.9 ± 1.0 0.1 ± 0.8 0.603 0.3 ± 1.0 0.045 – – – –
Placebo 6.9 ± 0.9 6.9 ± 0.8 6.9 ± 0.8 0.0 ± 0.9 0.0 ± 1.0 – – – –

1, 2, and 3 OLL2716 9.9 ± 1.2 10.1 ± 1.2 10.3 ± 1.3 0.2 ± 1.0 0.531 0.4 ± 1.3 0.022 – – – –
Placebo 10.2 ± 1.3 10.3 ± 1.1 10.3 ± 1.1 0.1 ± 1.2 0.0 ± 1.3 – – – –

Over-all OLL2716 28.1 ± 2.5 28.7 ± 2.3 29.0 ± 2.5 0.6 ± 2.0 0.711 0.9 ± 2.4 0.144 – – – –
Placebo 28.6 ± 2.4 29.0 ± 2.5 29.0 ± 2.3 0.4 ± 2.2 0.4 ± 2.3 – – – –

Changes in scores and number of participants with improved scores from baseline. Data are shown as mean ± standard deviation (n = 87 in the OLL2716 group and n = 87 in the placebo
group). Intergroup comparison: 1 Wilcoxon rank sum test and 2 Fisher’s exact test. Number of improved participants (%): (number of participants who improved/total number of
participants evaluated) × 100. Sub-scales: pre- and post-meal satisfaction, “feeling full” and “feeling hungry”; eating satisfaction, “appetite”, “feeling full”, and “feeling hungry”.
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4. Discussion

In the present study, we investigated the effects of L. paragasseri OLL2716 intake on
gastric discomfort and mental stress in healthy Japanese adults with gastric complaints,
using four different questionnaires. An evaluation of the questionnaires showed that
yogurt containing L. paragasseri OLL2716 helped relieve both gastric discomfort and mental
stress. At the primary endpoint, epigastric pain and EPS-like symptoms in the OLL2716
group significantly improved compared with those in the placebo group (Table 2). The
odds ratios for the improvement in gastric symptoms in the efficacy analysis population
were investigated in an additional analysis. The relief odds ratios for the improvement
in “epigastric pain” and “EPS-like symptoms” of the OLL2716 and placebo groups after
6 weeks of intake were 2.0 (95% CI, 1.1–3.7, p = 0.022) and 2.3 (95% CI, 1.3–4.3, p = 0.007),
respectively. Similarly, a previous study [15] showed that yogurt containing L. paragasseri
OLL2716 improved stomach pain caused by an empty stomach. These data strongly
suggest that L. paragasseri OLL2716 intake reduces the risk of stomach upsets. Interestingly,
L. paragasseri OLL2716 ameliorated FD in H. pylori-uninfected individuals [18]. Therefore,
L. paragasseri OLL2716 may be a beneficial probiotic strain for the stomach in a wide range
of healthy adults and patients. However, because a study on H. pylori-uninfected patients
with FD showed an improvement in PDS symptoms [18], we hypothesized that PDS-like
symptoms would also improve in the present study. The differences in the results could be
due to the low baseline values for both PDS- and EPS-like symptoms because this study
was conducted on healthy adults. Healthy adults were more responsive than unhealthy
adults to changes in EPS-like symptoms because humans are generally more sensitive
to pain.

At the secondary endpoint, L. paragasseri OLL2716 probably improved the stress
associated with gastric disorders, based on the results of the SF-NDI. The SF-NDI is a
common questionnaire used to assess the relationship between gastric complaints and the
quality of life, including mental stress. In the present study, question items concerning
stress, namely “tension” and sub-scales related to mental stress, at 6 weeks, were improved
by the intake of the yogurt containing L. paragasseri OLL2716. An additional analysis was
conducted because the intake of yogurt containing L. paragasseri OLL2716 may improve
gastrointestinal symptoms and further enhance the quality of life, including mental stress.
The relief odds ratios for improvement in “eating or drinking (enjoyment)” and “tension”
of the OLL2716 and placebo groups after 6 weeks of intake were 2.0 (95% CI, 1.1–3.6,
p = 0.031) and 2.0 (95% CI, 1.1–3.7, p = 0.022), respectively. The lack of statistical differences
at 12 weeks could be due to the beneficial effects of placebo yogurt on the stomach in
the long term; however, yogurt containing L. paragasseri OLL2716 was considered to be
more effective earlier. To the best of our knowledge, these are the first subjective results
indicating a relationship between the stomach and stress in L. paragasseri OLL2716-ingesting
participants. Thus, L. paragasseri OLL2716 may ameliorate both gastric discomfort and
mental stress in healthy adults with gastric complaints.

The GSRS is a popular questionnaire that is used to assess gastrointestinal symptoms.
Whereas the change in GSRS scores was similar between the groups, the number of “Over-
all” improved participants (total assessment) in the OLL2716 group at 12 weeks was
improved compared with the placebo group. Compared with the placebo group, the odds
ratios for improvement in “lower GI symptom” and “Over-all” in the OLL2716 group after
12 weeks of intake were 1.9 (95% CI, 1.0–3.5, p = 0.035) and 2.0 (95% CI, 1.1–3.8, p = 0.029),
respectively. The results of the primary endpoint and GSRS evaluations suggest that
L. paragasseri OLL2716 has a positive effect on the entire digestive tract. Otomi et al. reported
that L. paragasseri OLL2716 improved GSRS scores [15] and suggested that L. paragasseri
OLL2716 helped relieve upper gastrointestinal symptoms. However, the current study
suggests that L. paragasseri OLL2716 alleviates upper and lower gastrointestinal symptoms.
Further research is required to clarify whether L. paragasseri OLL2716 alleviates the lower
gastrointestinal symptoms.
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The CNAQ-J is commonly used to assess appetite. The changes at 12 weeks in the
CNAQ-J score of feeling hungry, “pre- and post-meal satisfaction” and “eating satisfaction”,
were improved by the intake of the yogurt containing L. paragasseri OLL2716. Gastroin-
testinal signaling, such as neural pathways and released peptide hormones, has been
reported to influence the feelings of satiety and hunger [29]. Additionally, acute mental
stress suppresses appetite [30,31]. Therefore, in this study, it was considered possible
that improvements in the gastrointestinal symptoms and stress led to the improvement
in appetite.

The efficacy of L. paragasseri OLL2716 was not limited to gastrointestinal symptoms
such as stomach pain and EPS-like symptoms but also affected stress and appetite. These
improvements were considered to be due to the consumption of yogurt containing L. para-
gasseri OLL2716, which alleviated gastrointestinal symptoms such as stomach pain and
subsequently led to reduced stress and improved appetite.

All previous clinical studies on L. paragasseri OLL2716 [15,18,32–34] were conducted
with live bacteria in yogurt, leading us to consider that L. paragasseri OLL2716 is most
effective when included in yogurt in the live bacterial state. Therefore, we chose yogurt
as the formulation and set yogurt as the placebo. However, the control food was yogurt
containing Lactobacillus delbrueckii subsp. bulgaricus and Streptococcus thermophilus, known as
starter lactic acid bacteria, which are necessary for preparing yogurt. Therefore, considering
that yogurt itself has a beneficial effect on the digestive tract, these effects may lead to an
improvement in gastric symptoms. Additionally, yogurt is primarily composed of milk
ingredients and contains α-lactalbumin, one of the whey proteins, and casein, both of
which have been reported to have analgesic effects [35,36]. Given that the placebo yogurt
contained these proteins in addition to the two types of lactic acid bacteria, it is possible
that the placebo yogurt also demonstrated a certain degree of improvement. Nonetheless,
it is considered to be highly significant that the continued intake of L. paragasseri OLL2716
resulted in even greater improvement.

We identified three limitations of this study: an unclear mechanism of action, the
selection of participants primarily based on subjective measures, and the observation
period. One limitation of this study is that although we found that the regular intake of
yogurt containing L. paragasseri OLL2716 improved both gastric discomfort and mental
stress in healthy adults with gastric complaints, the mechanism of action remains unclear.
One of the presumed mechanisms for the beneficial effects of L. paragasseri OLL2716 is
thought to be associated with the regulation of autonomic function because previous
studies [3,15] have reported the improvement of stress markers, such as immunoglobulin
A and amylase concentrations in saliva, also known as sympathetic markers. Moreover,
in a previous study on L. paragasseri OLL2716, the main effects were observed in PDS
symptoms [18]; however, in the present study, improvements were also observed in EPS-
like symptoms such as stomach pain. Stomach pain is associated with peptic ulcers caused
by stomach acid or H. pylori infection as well as gastritis caused due to medications such
as NSAIDs, infections, alcohol, and gastroesophageal reflux disease [37–40]. The present
study targeted healthy adults, excluding those with H. pylori infections, medication use, or
excessive alcohol consumption; therefore, these factors were not thought to be the cause of
stomach pain. Imbalances in autonomic nervous system function have also been reported
as the causes of stomach pain [41]. Given that previous studies [3,15] have reported
improvements in stress and sympathetic markers, the effects of L. paragasseri OLL2716 on
the autonomic nervous system may also contribute to the improvement of stomach pain.
However, as evaluations to support this finding were not conducted in the present study,
further evidence of EPS-like symptoms is required.

Second, the selection of participants primarily based on subjective measures may
have resulted in an inability to completely exclude participants with conditions such as
gastroparesis, which could have prevented us from clearly demonstrating the differences
between the OLL2716 and placebo groups. In this study, it was not feasible to conduct
gastric emptying tests for all the participants because of scheduling constraints. How-
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ever, in future studies, conducting such tests on selected participants may help clarify
participant characteristics.

Regarding the third limitation, an increasing number of participants showed improve-
ment after 6 and 12 weeks. Therefore, extending the intervention period might have led to
more pronounced improvement effects. Future research should consider the duration of
intake based on the evaluation criteria.

As suggested by this study, continuous intake of L. paragasseri OLL2716 may help
improve gastric symptoms and alleviate stress, which in turn suggests that functional
foods containing L. paragasseri OLL2716 could enhance the quality of life in healthy adults.
Although the continuous intake of L. paragasseri OLL2716 has been reported to improve
symptoms in patients with FD [18] and in those infected with H. pylori [32], its impact on
the quality of life in these patients has not been investigated. Therefore, it is important
to explore whether continuous intake of L. paragasseri OLL2716 could also contribute to
improving the quality of life associated with symptoms in these patients, making this a
topic for further research.

5. Conclusions

In conclusion, our findings suggest that regular intake of L. paragasseri OLL2716 may
improve both gastric discomfort and mental stress in healthy adults with gastric complaints
such as postprandial fullness or early satiety. Although one possible mechanism is the
regulation of autonomic function, further research is required to clarify the mechanism of
action of L. paragasseri OLL2716.

6. Patents

N.Y., K.K., A.N., and H.K. are the inventors of pending patents (Japanese Patent
Application No. 2023–015847).

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at https://
www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/nu16183188/s1: Table S1. CONSORT 2010 checklist of information
included for randomized trial.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization and methodology, N.Y., K.K. and H.K.; investigation,
N.Y. and K.K.; additional analysis, A.S.; writing—original draft preparation, N.Y., A.N. and K.H.;
writing—review and editing, N.Y., A.N., T.T., A.S. and K.H.; project administration, A.N. and H.K.
All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research and the APC was funded by Meiji Co., Ltd.

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted according to the guidelines of
the Declaration of Helsinki and approved by the Ethics Committee of Meiji Co., Ltd. (Tokyo, Japan)
(Review Number: 193; date of approval: 8 October 2020) and Ageo Central Second Hospital (Saitama,
Japan) (Review Number: GI1–2001; date of approval: 9 November 2020).

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all the participants involved in
this study.

Data Availability Statement: Data supporting the results of this study are available from the
corresponding author upon reasonable request. However, data for the test food analysis result are
not publicly available due to include confidential product specifications.

Acknowledgments: We thank the staff of APO PLUS STATION Co., Ltd. for supporting this study
as a contract research organization. We would like to thank Takaya Kitamura at Meiji Co., Ltd. for
monitoring this study. We would like to thank Hisanobu Noji, Takuya Takabayashi, and Rina Inomata
at Meiji Co., Ltd. for supplying the test food products.

Conflicts of Interest: N.Y., A.N., A.S., T.T. and K.H. are employees of Meiji Co., Ltd. K.K. and H.K.
are employees of Meiji Holdings Co., Ltd.

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/nu16183188/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/nu16183188/s1


Nutrients 2024, 16, 3188 16 of 17

References
1. Parkman, H.P.; Hasler, W.L.; Fisher, R.S. American Gastroenterological Association technical review on the diagnosis and

treatment of gastroparesis. Gastroenterology 2004, 127, 1592–1622. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Browning, K.N. Stress-induced modulation of vagal afferents. Neurogastroenterol. Motil. 2019, 31, e13758. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Ohtsu, T.; Haruma, K.; Ide, Y.; Takagi, A. The effect of continuous intake of Lactobacillus gasseri OLL2716 on mild to moderate

delayed gastric emptying: A randomized controlled study. Nutrients 2021, 13, 1852. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Vijayvargiya, P.; Jameie-Oskooei, S.; Camilleri, M.; Chedid, V.; Erwin, P.J.; Murad, M.H. Association between delayed gastric

emptying and upper gastrointestinal symptoms: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Gut 2019, 68, 804–813. [CrossRef]
5. Travagli, R.A.; Anselmi, L. Vagal neurocircuitry and its influence on gastric motility. Nat. Rev. Gastroenterol. Hepatol. 2016, 13,

389–401. [CrossRef]
6. Holtmann, G.; Talley, N.J. The stomach–brain axis. Best Pract. Res. Clin. Gastroenterol. 2014, 28, 967–979. [CrossRef]
7. Rebollo, I.; Devauchelle, A.D.; Béranger, B.; Tallon-Baudry, C. Stomach-brain synchrony reveals a novel, delayed-connectivity

resting-state network in humans. eLife 2018, 7, e33321. [CrossRef]
8. Konturek, P.C.; Brzozowski, T.; Konturek, S.J. Stress and the gut: Pathophysiology, clinical consequences, diagnostic approach,

and treatment options. J. Physiol. Pharmacol. 2011, 62, 591–599.
9. Aro, P.; Talley, N.J.; Agréus, L.; Johansson, S.E.; Bolling-Sternevald, E.; Storskrubb, T.; Ronkainen, J. Functional dyspepsia impairs

quality of life in the adult population. Aliment. Pharmacol. Ther. 2011, 33, 1215–1224. [CrossRef]
10. Talley, N.J.; Locke, G.R., 3rd; Lahr, B.D.; Zinsmeister, A.R.; Tougas, G.; Ligozio, G.; Rojavin, M.A.; Tack, J. Functional dyspepsia,

delayed gastric emptying, and impaired quality of life. Gut 2006, 55, 933–939. [CrossRef]
11. Jones, M.P.; Tack, J.; Van Oudenhove, L.; Walker, M.M.; Holtmann, G.; Koloski, N.A.; Talley, N.J. Mood and anxiety disorders

precede development of functional gastrointestinal disorders in patients but not in the population. Clin. Gastroenterol. Hepatol.
2017, 15, 1014–1020. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Koloski, N.A.; Jones, M.; Kalantar, J.; Weltman, M.; Zaguirre, J.; Talley, N.J. The brain–gut pathway in functional gastrointestinal
disorders is bidirectional: A 12-year prospective population-based study. Gut 2012, 61, 1284–1290. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Koloski, N.A.; Jones, M.; Talley, N.J. Evidence that independent gut-to-brain and brain-to-gut pathways operate in the irritable
bowel syndrome and functional dyspepsia: A 1-year, population-based prospective study. Aliment. Pharmacol. Ther. 2016, 44,
592–600. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Black, C.J.; Drossman, D.A.; Talley, N.J.; Ruddy, J.; Ford, A.C. Functional gastrointestinal disorders: Advances in understanding
and management. Lancet 2020, 396, 1664–1674. [CrossRef]

15. Otomi, K.; Ymaguchi, T.; Watanabe, S.; Kobayashi, A.; Kobayashi, H.; Hashiguchi, N. Effects of yogurt containing Lactobacillus
gasseri OLL2716 on autonomic nerve activities and physiological functions. Health 2015, 7, 397–405. [CrossRef]

16. Gomi, A.; Yamaji, K.; Watanabe, O.; Yoshioka, M.; Miyazaki, K.; Iwama, Y.; Urita, Y. Bifidobacterium bifidum YIT 10347 fermented
milk exerts beneficial effects on gastrointestinal discomfort and symptoms in healthy adults: A double-blind, randomized,
placebo-controlled study. J. Dairy Sci. 2018, 101, 4830–4841. [CrossRef]

17. Sakamoto, I.; Igarashi, M.; Kimura, K.; Takagi, A.; Miwa, T.; Koga, Y. Suppressive effect of Lactobacillus gasseri OLL 2716 (LG21) on
Helicobacter pylori infection in humans. J. Antimicrob. Chemother. 2001, 47, 709–710. [CrossRef]

18. Ohtsu, T.; Takagi, A.; Uemura, N.; Inoue, K.; Sekino, H.; Kawashima, A.; Uchida, M.; Koga, Y. The ameliorating effect of
Lactobacillus gasseri OLL2716 on functional dyspepsia in Helicobacter pylori-uninfected individuals: A randomized, controlled
study. Digestion 2017, 96, 92–102. [CrossRef]

19. Stanghellini, V.; Chan, F.K.; Hasler, W.L.; Malagelada, J.R.; Suzuki, H.; Tack, J.; Talley, N.J. Gastroduodenal disorders. Gastroen-
terology 2016, 150, 1380–1392. [CrossRef]

20. Tack, J.; Talley, N.J.; Camilleri, M.; Holtmann, G.; Hu, P.; Malagelada, J.R.; Stanghellini, V. Functional gastroduodenal disorders.
Gastroenterology 2006, 130, 1466–1479. [CrossRef]

21. Veldhuyzen van Zanten, S.J.; Chiba, N.; Armstrong, D.; Barkun, A.N.; Thomson, A.B.; Mann, V.; Escobedo, S.; Chakraborty, B.;
Nevin, K. Validation of a 7-point Global Overall Symptom scale to measure the severity of dyspepsia symptoms in clinical trials.
Aliment. Pharmacol. Ther. 2006, 23, 521–529. [CrossRef]

22. Iwakiri, R.; Tominaga, K.; Furuta, K.; Inamori, M.; Furuta, T.; Masuyama, H.; Kanke, K.; Nagahara, A.; Haruma, K.; Kinoshita,
Y.; et al. Randomised clinical trial: Rabeprazole improves symptoms in patients with functional dyspepsia in Japan. Aliment.
Pharmacol. Ther. 2013, 38, 729–740. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Talley, N.J.; Verlinden, M.; Jones, M. Quality of life in functional dyspepsia: Responsiveness of the Nepean Dyspepsia Index and
development of a new 10-item short form. Aliment. Pharmacol. Ther. 2001, 15, 207–216. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Arslan, G.; Lind, R.; Olafsson, S.; Florvaag, E.; Berstad, A. Quality of life in patients with subjective food hypersensitivity:
Applicability of the 10-item short form of the Nepean Dyspepsia Index. Dig. Dis. Sci. 2004, 49, 680–687. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Kulich, K.R.; Madisch, A.; Pacini, F.; Piqué, J.M.; Regula, J.; Van Rensburg, C.J.; Ujszászy, L.; Carlsson, J.; Halling, K.; Wiklund,
I.K. Reliability and validity of the Gastrointestinal Symptom Rating Scale (GSRS) and Quality of Life in Reflux and Dyspepsia
(QOLRAD) questionnaire in dyspepsia: A six-country study. Health Qual. Life Outcomes 2008, 6, 12. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Revicki, D.A.; Wood, M.; Wiklund, I.; Crawley, J. Reliability and validity of the Gastrointestinal Symptom Rating Scale in patients
with gastroesophageal reflux disease. Qual. Life Res. 1998, 7, 75–83. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2004.09.055
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15521026
https://doi.org/10.1111/nmo.13758
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31736236
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu13061852
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34071718
https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2018-316405
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrgastro.2016.76
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpg.2014.10.001
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.33321
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2036.2011.04640.x
https://doi.org/10.1136/gut.2005.078634
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cgh.2016.12.032
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28087404
https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2011-300474
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22234979
https://doi.org/10.1111/apt.13738
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27444264
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)32115-2
https://doi.org/10.4236/health.2015.73045
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2017-13803
https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/47.5.709
https://doi.org/10.1159/000479000
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2016.02.011
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2005.11.059
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2036.2006.02774.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/apt.12444
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23957383
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2036.2001.00900.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11148439
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:DDAS.0000026318.81635.3b
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15185878
https://doi.org/10.1186/1477-7525-6-12
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18237386
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1008841022998


Nutrients 2024, 16, 3188 17 of 17

27. Tokudome, Y.; Okumura, K.; Kumagai, Y.; Hirano, H.; Kim, H.; Morishita, S.; Watanabe, Y. Development of the Japanese version
of the Council on Nutrition Appetite Questionnaire and its simplified versions, and evaluation of their reliability, validity, and
reproducibility. J. Epidemiol. 2017, 27, 524–530. [CrossRef]

28. Wilson, M.M.G.; Thomas, D.R.; Rubenstein, L.Z.; Chibnall, J.T.; Anderson, S.; Baxi, A.; Diebold, M.R.; Morley, J.E. Appetite
assessment: Simple appetite questionnaire predicts weight loss in community-dwelling adults and nursing home residents. Am.
J. Clin. Nutr. 2005, 82, 1074–1081. [CrossRef]

29. Tack, J.; Verbeure, W.; Mori, H.; Schol, J.; van den Houte, K.; Huang, I.H.; Balsiger, L.; Broeders, B.; Colomier, E.; Scarpellini, E.;
et al. The gastrointestinal tract in hunger and satiety signalling. United Eur. Gastroenterol. J. 2021, 9, 727–734. [CrossRef]

30. Nakamura, C.; Ishii, A.; Matsuo, T.; Ishida, R.; Yamaguchi, T.; Takada, K.; Uji, M.; Yoshikawa, T. Neural effects of acute stress on
appetite: A magnetoencephalography study. PLoS ONE 2020, 15, e0228039. [CrossRef]

31. Petrowski, K.; Wintermann, G.B.; Joraschky, P.; Päßler, S. Chewing after stress: Psychosocial stress influences chewing frequency,
chewing efficacy, and appetite. Psychoneuroendocrinology 2014, 48, 64–76. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Kimura, K. Health benefits of probiotics: Probiotics for Helicobacter pylori infection. Food Sci. Technol. Res. 2004, 10, 1–5. [CrossRef]
33. Takagi, A.; Yanagi, H.; Ozawa, H.; Uemura, N.; Nakajima, S.; Inoue, K.; Kawai, T.; Ohtsu, T.; Koga, Y. Effects of Lactobacillus gasseri

OLL2716 on Helicobacter pylori-associated dyspepsia: A multicenter, randomized, double-blind, controlled trial. Gastroenterol. Res.
Pract. 2016, 2016, 7490452. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Koga, Y.; Ohtsu, T.; Kimura, K.; Asami, Y. Probiotic L. gasseri strain (LG21) for the upper gastrointestinal tract acting through
improvement of indigenous microbiota. BMJ Open Gastroenterol. 2019, 6, e000314. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Yamaguchi, M.; Yoshida, K.; Uchida, M. Novel functions of bovine milk-derived α-lactalbumin: Anti-nociceptive and anti-
inflammatory activity caused by inhibiting cyclooxygenase-2 and phospholipase A2. Biol. Pharm. Bull. 2009, 32, 366–371.
[CrossRef]

36. Carrillo, W.; Monteiro, K.M.; Spindola, H.; Ramos, M.; de Carvalho, J.E. Antiulcerative and antinociceptive activities of casein
and whey proteins. J. Med. Food 2018, 21, 605–611. [CrossRef]

37. Lukic, S.; Mijac, D.; Filipovic, B.; Sokic-Milutinovic, A.; Tomasevic, R.; Krstic, M.; Milosavljevic, T. Chronic abdominal pain:
Gastroenterologist approach. Dig. Dis. 2022, 40, 181–186. [CrossRef]

38. Bailey, J.M. Gastrointestinal conditions: Peptic ulcer disease. FP Essent. 2024, 540, 16–23.
39. Scida, S.; Russo, M.; Miraglia, C.; Leandro, G.; Franzoni, L.; Meschi, T.; De’Angelis, G.L.; Di Mario, F. Relationship between

Helicobacter pylori infection and GERD. Acta Biomed. 2018, 89, 40–43. [CrossRef]
40. Leung, W.K.; Graham, D.Y. Ulcer and gastritis. Endoscopy 2001, 33, 8–15. [CrossRef]
41. Mayer, E.A. The neurobiology of stress and gastrointestinal disease. Gut 2000, 47, 861–869. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.je.2016.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/82.5.1074
https://doi.org/10.1002/ueg2.12097
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0228039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2014.06.008
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24997349
https://doi.org/10.3136/fstr.10.1
https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/7490452
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27478434
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjgast-2019-000314
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31523442
https://doi.org/10.1248/bpb.32.366
https://doi.org/10.1089/jmf.2017.0090
https://doi.org/10.1159/000516977
https://doi.org/10.23750/abm.v89i8-S.7918
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2001-11183
https://doi.org/10.1136/gut.47.6.861

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Design 
	Participants 
	Study Protocol 
	Helicobacter Pylori Screening Test 
	FD Rome IV Diagnostic Criteria 
	Individual Gastric Symptom Scores (Questionnaire for Gastric Symptoms of the Participants) 
	Short-Form Nepean Dyspepsia Index (SF-NDI) 
	Gastrointestinal Symptom Rating Scale (GSRS) 
	Council on Nutrition Appetite Questionnaire-Japanese (CNAQ-J) 
	Statistical Analyses 

	Results 
	Participant Selection and Baseline Characteristics 
	Primary Endpoint 
	Secondary Endpoints 
	SF-NDI 
	GSRS 
	CNAQ-J 


	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	Patents 
	References

