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Abstract 

Background. 

Galacto-oligosaccharides (GOS) are prebiotics linked to gut microbiota modulation and 

potential gut-brain axis effects on neurochemistry, mental health and cognition. This study 

evaluated the influence of GOS along the gut-brain axis, integrating assessments of mental 

health, neurochemistry, gut microbiome composition, cognition, and nutrition in healthy 

females. 

Methods. 

In a randomised, double-blind, placebo-controlled trial, 83 females (17–25 years) received 

GOS or placebo for 28 days. Assessments occurred at baseline, endline, and 28 days post-

supplementation. The primary outcome was trait anxiety, with secondary outcomes including 

neurochemical measures of GABA and glutamate via 1H-MRS in the dorsolateral prefrontal 

cortex (dlPFC), anterior cingulate cortex (ACC), and inferior occipital gyrus (IOG) of the 

brain, and gut microbiome composition. Tertiary outcomes included social anxiety, 

depression, emotion behaviour, reaction times, and nutritional intake. Analyses included 

intention-to-treat, per-protocol, and sensitivity approaches. 

Results. 

Trait anxiety did not differ significantly between groups at endline (p = .443), though trends 

favoured lower anxiety in the GOS group at follow-up (p = .069). GOS reduced GABA at 

trend significance in the inferior occipital gyrus (p = .053) and dorsolateral prefrontal cortex 

(p = .088) in high-anxious participants, with effects persisting at follow-up. GOS increased 

Bifidobacterium abundance (p = .001) but did not affect overall microbiome diversity. Tertiary 

outcomes showed no significant changes in social anxiety or depression but faster reaction 

rates in high-anxious participants for simple (p = .036) and choice tasks (p < .001). 

Nutritional intake was unaffected. 

Conclusion. 

While GOS supplementation did not significantly reduce trait anxiety, it produced 

neurochemical changes and transient modulations of the gut microbiome in Bifidobacterium 

abundance. These findings suggest GOS-induced changes can be traced along the gut-

brain axis, with  implications for mental health and cognitive function that warrant further 

investigation. 
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Introduction 

Mental health challenges in youth have long-lasting consequences, impacting both 

individuals and society as a whole. 1,2. Novel interventions for youth mental health are a 

priority, especially in cases where pharmacological therapies may be less appropriate. One 

approach is to modify the gut microbiome to guide holobionts towards a homeostatic state 

with an enhanced capacity to thrive. Over the past 15 years, extensive research has 

highlighted the inextricable links between the gut microbiota and the brain, offering a 

promising pathway for intervention. However, deterministic research in humans remains 

limited. 

The gut microbiome is an entity engaged in complex interactions in human homeostasis 
3, following a developmental trajectory through successive stages to reach relative stability in 

adulthood 4. That said, gut microbiota can be adjusted for health benefits through 

environmental or dietary means in a matter of days 5, although effects appear transient 6. Of 

gut microbiome modifiers, prebiotics are most extensively studied. Thirty years ago, Gibson 

and Roberfroid introduced the term prebiotics, to describe the gut health benefits of non-

digestible dietary fibres7. Advances in methodology have since broadened this concept to 

include systemic health benefits beyond the gut  8,9, and the use of prebiotics to modulate 

the gut microbiome has proved revealing of the inextricable links between the gut, the brain, 

and behaviour.  

Beneficially modifying  the gut microbiome with prebiotics has shown anxiolytic effects in 

high-anxious females 10 , demonstrating that increasing Bifidobacterium abundance through  

prebiotic supplementation can significantly alleviate anxiety symptoms. Extensive evidence 

from preclinical models reveals the crucial role of the gut microbiome in regulating brain 

function and emotional behavior 12–15. During development, neurobiological systems are fine-

tuned, setting maturational trajectories. As the brain grows and adapts, the gut microbiota 

also changes 16–18, making it a promising modifiable target for guiding neurodevelopment 
19,20. In addition, preclinical research shows that the gut microbiome plays a crucial role in 

mental health disorder emergence 21–24. While the mechanisms of how this occurs is not yet 

clear, influential neurotransmitters may be one potential pathway. 

When the composition and activity of gut bacteria are adjusted, the production and 

regulation of key neurotransmitters, such as gamma-aminobutyric acid (GABA) are affected, 

thereby influencing brain function and mental health outcomes. The gut microbiome may 

contribute to GABA levels in the brain via various processes. For example, several species 

of Bifidobacteria, (B. adolescentis, B. dentium and B, infantis) are known  to produce GABA 

in vivo in the gut 25,26 that may contribute to circulating peripheral GABA levels 27. Another 
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way may be via short-chain fatty acids produced in the gut (e.g., butyrate, propionate and 

acetate) that serve as precursors of neurotransmitters 28,29. While neither of these are direct 

effects, mechanistic actions are likely facilitated by humoral or neuronal pathways 30,31.  

However, precise mechanisms of the effect of the gut microbiota on the brain are still 

debated.  

GABA and glutamate are the  primary inhibitory and excitatory neurotransmitters of the 

brain, essential for synapse formation and functional connectivity. Early brain development 

relies on GABA-triggered glutamate responses that shape neurocircuitry 32,33.  The 

developmental trajectories of glutamate and GABA measured by magnetic resonance 

spectroscopy in humans, are non-linear and interconnected 34. Glutamate levels steadily 

decline before stabilising in adulthood, whereas GABA levels decrease during early 

childhood, increase during adolescence, and stabilise thereafter 34–36. This results in a net 

reduction in the glutamate-to-GABA ratio with age, reflecting a progressive balance in the 

excitatory/inhibitory (E/I) ratio.  

During adolescence sensitive periods marked by changes in the E/I ratio support 

neuroplasticity critical for cognitive development 37–40. These neurochemical shifts coincide 

with the peak onset of mental health disorders, such as anxiety, emphasising the need to 

understand how fluctuations neurochemical balance relate to psychological maturation 41. 

Stable brain function depends on maintaining a balance between excitatory and inhibitory 

neural circuits 42,43 with perturbations resulting in the emergence of divergent states, shifting 

the brain towards sensory-driven (bottom-up) dominance over cognitive (top-down) control 
43. This imbalance reflects insufficient inhibition and heightened excitability (glutamate 

activity), potentially contributing to mental health challenges. Restoring balance by 

enhancing GABA-mediated inhibition could stabilise neural activity and promote improved 

psychological well-being.  

 Supporting healthy GABA regulation through low-impact methods, such as cultivating 

a healthy gut microbiome, may help maintain brain health and psychological wellbeing. In a 

pioneering interventional trial using multi-level assessments of mental health, behaviour, gut 

microbiome, and dietary intake, we showed that the prebiotic galacto-oligosaccharide (GOS) 

has anxiolytic effects in highly anxious females aged 18-25 10. Results illustrated that GOS 

improved self-reported anxiety levels, reduced attentional bias to negative stimuli, and 

promoted the growth of Bifidobacterium, altering the gut microbiome composition in highly 

anxious participants. There were further dietary changes associated with the increase in 

Bifidobacterium abundance whereby intakes of carbohydrates and sugars decreased and fat 

increased 44. In the current study, we aim to replicate these effects in addition to 
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investigating how GOS impacts GABA and glutamate levels in the brain. We anticipate that 

GOS will elevate GABA levels in key brain regions integral to emotion regulation. These 

include the dorsolateral prefrontal cortex (dlPFC), a late maturing region weighted towards 

emotion regulation, and the anterior cingulate cortex (ACC) a region associated with higher 

order cognitive control 45. As a control, inferior occipital gyrus (IOG), an early maturing region 

weighted towards visual processing with limited direct input into emotion regulation 

processes will also be included.  

A further 28 day follow up period  will determine longevity of effects at each level of 

assessment. It is predicted that participants receiving GOS will, in comparison to the placebo 

group; 

(i) In the primary outcome, reduce trait anxiety levels. 

(ii) In the secondary outcomes, increased levels of GABA in specific brain regions 

involved in emotional regulation such as the dorsolateral prefrontal cortex 

(DLPFC) and the anterior cingulate cortex (ACC), and increase Bifidobacterium 

abundance in the gut microbiota. 

(iii) In the tertiary outcomes, exhibit improvements on other indices of mental health, 

and elicit enhanced emotion behaviour and cognitive function, and alter 

nutritional intake consuming less carbohydrate and sugar, and increased fat.  
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Method 

This study obtained favourable ethical approval from the University ethics committee. 

Written informed consent was secured from all participants, with primary caregivers 

providing additional consent for those under 18 years old to participate in MRI scans. 

Participants provided assent before undergoing MRI procedures. Compensation of £75 was 

provided to participants for their time. The protocol for this study was registered on 

https://clinicaltrials.gov/  [NCT03835468] on February 2, 2019. 

Participants and design  

This two-arm double-blind placebo-controlled trial aimed to recruit 83 females aged 

17-25 between April 2022 and May 2023. Sample size was calculated for a medium sized 

effect on the primary outcome with 80% power and alpha level .05 for an ancova model with 

four covariates. Eligibility criteria included females aged 17-25 with no clinical anxiety, co-

morbid psychological diagnoses, developmental disorders, gastrointestinal issues, restrictive 

diets, or MRI contraindications. Recruitment occurred through word of mouth and invitations 

extended to existing participant databases. The flow of participants is outlined in Figure 1. 

Of 469 screened, 158 did not meet inclusion criteria and 228 declined to participate. Eighty-

three females enrolled, with allocation to supplement intervention groups (1:1) based on 

stratification of trait anxiety scores to ensure equitable distribution of anxiety levels using 

custom software created by author NJ. The study research assistant enrolled and assigned 

participants using the software. 42 were allocated to the GOS group, and 40 to the placebo 

group. In total, 24 participants discontinued, 13 in GOS group, and 11 in placebo group.  

Analyses were performed on three populations within the sample, (i) Intention-to-treat 

(ITT), which includes all randomised subjects regardless of protocol adherence or 

completion of primary measures at endline (T2) or follow-up (T3); (ii) Per-Protocol (PP), 

comprising subjects who completed the supplement intervention with at least 80% 

compliance and provided primary trait anxiety measures at baseline (T1) and endline (T2), 

considered complete cases; and (iii) a subgroup for sensitivity analysis, focusing on 

individuals with high trait anxiety, defined as those scoring above the sample median on the 

STAI trait subscale at T1, and analysed within PP populations. No adverse events were 

reported, and discontinuation was attributed to either time commitments or loss of contact.  

 Allocation concealment was maintained with the GOS and placebo supplements 

provided in powdered form in plain, matched, coded sachets by FrieslandCampina, 

Amersfoort, the Netherlands. These were 7.5 g/day (corresponding with 5.5 g/day active 

Biotis® GOS (FrieslandCampina, Amersfoort, the Netherlands) and 7.5 g/day Maltodextrin 

Maltosweet G 181 (Tate & Lyle) as placebo. Outcomes were assessed at baseline (T1), 
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endline (T2), and 4 weeks later (follow-up, T3). Primary outcomes assessed trait anxiety 

using the state-trait anxiety inventory 46. Secondary outcomes measured neurochemical 

levels (GABA) using 1H-MRS and gut microbiome composition via metagenomic shotgun 

sequencing. Tertiary outcomes included social anxiety (SAS 47), depression (BDI-II, 48), 

emotion behaviour (dot probe task 49), reaction time 50, nutritional intake, and longevity of 

effects post supplement intervention, at follow up.  

 

Figure 1. Participant flow chart showing the number of participants progressing through the 
study milestones.  

 

Procedure and materials 
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We adapted a previous RCT 10 by extending the study duration and incorporating 

MRI measurements (Figure 2). In brief, at each time point (T1, T2, T3), participants 

completed a battery of questionnaires hosted online 51 on trait anxiety 46, social anxiety 47, 

depression 48, sleep quality 52, menstrual symptoms 53, physical activity 54 and demographics, 

and kept a food diary in the 4 days prior to in-person testing. In-person testing involved a 

computer tasks (dot probe 49, reaction times 50) and MRI scans lasting approximately 1 hour. 

MRI scans comprised anatomical images for constructing volumes of interest (VOIs) for MR 

spectroscopy, as well as 3 1H-MRS scans. For the 1H-MRS scans, three VOIs were defined 

over the left dorsolateral prefrontal cortex (dlPFC), anterior cingulate cortex (ACC), and the 

left inferior occipital gyrus (IOG). Stool sample collection kits were provided for stool 

collection at home for later gut microbiome analysis. At T1 only, participants received a 28-

day supply of supplements, instructed to consume 1 sachet daily at breakfast, mixed in food 

or a drink and return empty sachets for compliance monitoring. Stool sample collection kits 

were provided for stool collection at home for later gut microbiome analysis.  

 Figure 2. The study protocol illustrates the three testing points over 56 days. Day Zero 
represents baseline measurement (T1), followed by a 28-day supplement intervention. 
Endline measures (T2) were taken on the last day of supplement consumption, with a final 
follow-up session (T3) around day 56. The duration for recording food diaries is indicated. 
Survey measures were conducted using online platforms, including validated questionnaires 
for trait anxiety, depression, and demographic variables. In-person testing involved an MRI 
scan and completion of two behavioural tasks on a laptop outside the scanner. Stool sample 
collection kits were provided for participants to collect and return samples to the lab for 
storage, prior to microbiome analysis.  

 

Questionnaires 

Demographic measures collected by self-report included ethnicity, diet, height in 

centimetres and weight in kilograms (validated at in person sessions) and date of birth. Age 
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was calculated from the reported date of birth and testing date. Data on hormonal 

contraceptive use and menstrual cycle phase was collected (average duration of menstrual 

cycle over the past 3 months, date of last period) and calculated in reference to testing date. 

Illness occurrence over the previous 4 weeks was also recorded. 

Trait anxiety. The trait scale of the State-Trait Anxiety Inventory (STAI, 46), is a 

validated scale measuring anxiety over the previous 2 weeks,  comprised of 20 questions 

assessing feelings related to trait anxiety in general. All items are rated on a 4-point (1-4) 

scale (e.g., from “Almost Never” to “Almost Always”), and summed to a total anxiety score 

with a range from 20-80. Higher scores indicate higher trait anxiety levels. Reliability across 

all assessments was good (20 items α = .918). 

Social anxiety. The Social Anxiety Scale for Children-Revised (SAS, 47) is a 22 item 

validated self-report measure of 3 factors related to social anxiety; fear of negative 

evaluation (8 items); social avoidance and distress in new situations (6 items) and social 

avoidance and distress in general (4 items). Items are rated on a 5-point Likert scale (1 = not 

at all, 2 = hardly ever, 3 = sometimes, 4 = most of the time, 5 = all the time). Each subscale 

is summed to provide a total social anxiety score, ranging between 18-90. Higher values 

equate to more social anxiety. Reliability across all time points was good (18 items, α = 

.945). 

Depression. The Beck Depression Inventory (BDI-II, 48) is a 21 item validated self-

report instrument using a four-point scale ranging from 0 (symptom not present) to 3 

(symptom very intense). Values are summed, greater values indicate more depression 

symptoms with a range from 0-63. Reliability across assessments was good (21 items, α = 

.825). 

Quality of sleep. The Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index (PSQI, 52) is a validated tool 

used for assessing sleep quality and disturbances over a one-month time interval. It consists 

of 19 self-rated questions that generate seven component scores: subjective sleep quality, 

sleep latency, sleep duration, habitual sleep efficiency, sleep disturbances, use of sleeping 

medication, and daytime dysfunction. These component scores are then summed to produce 

a global score ranging from 0 to 21, with higher scores indicating poorer sleep quality. 

Reliability assessed on 14 items across all time points was good, α = .71. 

Physical activity. The International Physical Activity Questionnaire - Short Form 

(IPAQ-SF, 54) is a validated tool used to assess physical activity levels over the past seven 

days. It gathers information on activities in four domains: work, transportation, household 

chores, and leisure-time activities. Respondents report the frequency and duration of their 

physical activities, categorized by intensity (vigorous, moderate, and walking). The IPAQ-SF 
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provides a summary of total physical activity in MET-minutes, a measure of energy 

requirements for activity undertaken, that are categorised as low, moderate, or high activity 

engagement.  

Premenstrual screening. The Premenstrual Symptoms Screening Tool revised for 

adolescents (PSST-A, 53) is a validated questionnaire designed to assess premenstrual 

symptoms in young females. It includes questions that evaluate both physical and emotional 

symptoms experienced during the premenstrual phase of the menstrual cycle. Symptoms 

are scored on a scale from 0 to 4, with 0 indicating "not at all" and 4 indicating "extremely." 

Reliability assessed on 14 items across assessments was good, α = .842. Items are recoded 

and summed according to symptom categories to provide three classifications of 

premenstrual symptoms severity: none/mild, moderate (indicative of premenstrual syndrome, 

PMS) and severe (indicative of premenstrual dysphoric disorder, PMDD).  

Nutritional intake was measured using a food diary over 4 days. Participants were 

asked to record everything they ate and drank, including brands, portion sizes and time of 

consumption. These data were entered into a nutritional analysis database 55 that estimated 

daily energy intake, and macro- and micro-nutrient intakes averaged over 4 days. The 

macronutrients were converted to a percentage of average energy intake using 4 calories 

per gram for carbohydrates and protein, 9 calories per gram for fat, and 8 calories per gram 

for alcohol. 

 

Behavioural tasks 

 Attentional Dot-Probe task. This measure is validated for measuring attentional 

bias in emotional disorders behaviourally 49, using emotionally valanced words (positive, 

negative and neutral) in both masked and unmasked conditions to alter awareness of 

stimulus emotional valence. Participants were positioned approximately 1 meter from a 19” 

LED monitor (native resolution 1280 x 1024 SXGA, brightness 250 cd/m2) on which white 

stimuli were presented (size 36 Aerial font) on a black background. PsychoPy 56 was used to 

present experimental stimuli, and responses collected by keyboard with 1000Hz polling rate. 

At the beginning of each trial, a fixation cross appeared on screen, followed with a word pair 

that was one of 30 positive-neutral, 30 negative-neutral and 30 neutral-neutral pairs, with 

words positioned at the top and bottom of the screen. Emotional word position was equally 

split across top and bottom. In the masked condition (90 trials), word pairs were presented 

for 17 ms, followed by a length and position matched mask of a nonsense letter string for 

483 ms. In the unmasked condition (90 trials), word pairs were presented for 500 ms. This 

was followed by a probe of either one or Placebo stars that was congruent or incongruent 
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with the emotional word position. The participant responded by pressing either ‘1’ or ‘2’ 

corresponding to the number of stars in the probe, terminating the trial. Frequency of number 

of stars and of position was equally split across all trials. A total of 180 trials were presented 

and randomised across masked and unmasked conditions, and valence stimulus pairs. 

Attentional vigilance was calculated from the response rate of correct responses by 

subtracting congruent response from incongruent responses. This was done for positive and 

negative stimuli in masked and unmasked conditions separately.  

 Reaction times. The Deary-Liewald Reaction Time task 50 is a short and simple 

stimulus-response task assessing reaction time in two tasks, Simple Reaction Time (SRT) 

and Four-Choice Reaction Time (CRT) tasks. Presented under the same conditions as 

described for the attentional dot probe task, participants press a button each time an ‘x’ is 

presented on screen. Mean and standard deviation measurements were taken for each 

participant on both the SRT and CRT tasks. In the SRT task, participants were required to 

press a key in response to a single stimulus. Conversely, the CRT task involved four stimuli, 

and participants had to press the key corresponding to the correct response. There were 

eight practice trials and twenty test trials for the SRT and eight practice trials and forty test 

trials for the CRT. This is an objective assessment of arousal and can indicate the emotional 

state of the participant 50. 

 

Gut microbiome 

 Stool sampling. Sampling kits were provided by BaseClear, the Netherlands 

including hygienic tools, stool catcher, collection tubes containing DNA/RNA Shield (Zymo 

Research, CA, USA) and secure return packaging with instructions. Samples were collected 

at home and kept at ambient room temperature until returned to the laboratory (within 1 

month) for storage at −�80 °C.  

Next generation sequencing: shallow shotgun metagenomics. All samples were 

shipped to Novogene, Cambridge, UK, for shallow shotgun metagenomic analysis57. This 

process involved several stages, including DNA extraction, quality control (QC), 

metagenomic library preparation, sequencing, and subsequent taxonomic and functional 

annotation. Samples that met QC thresholds, which included absence of contamination and 

sufficient volume, proceeded to library construction. 

The library construction process involved randomly fragmenting genomic DNA into 

approximately 350 bp segments using a Covaris ultrasonic disruptor. These fragments were 

then end-repaired, A-tailed, and ligated with sequencing adapters. After this, the library was 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted January 10, 2025. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.09.25320270doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.09.25320270
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


RCT: GOS and Gut-Brain Axis in Young Females  Preprint 

V1.1_08012025   Johnstone et al. 

13 

 

size-selected, PCR-amplified, purified, and quantified using Qubit and qPCR methods. 

Libraries that passed QC, including those with effective library concentrations exceeding 3 

nM, were pooled according to target data output requirements, and subjected to shallow 

shotgun sequencing. Sequencing was performed on the NovaSeq X Plus Series platform, 

using paired-end 150 bp reads (PE150), and generated 6 GB of raw data per sample. 

After sequencing, quality control was conducted using Fastp 58 to remove paired 

reads that contained adapter contamination, had more than 10% uncertain nucleotides, or 

contained more than 50% low-quality nucleotides (base quality <5). To further ensure data 

quality, clean reads were aligned to the host genome using Bowtie2 (Langmead & Salzberg, 

2012) with the parameters --end-to-end, --sensitive, -I 200, -X 400, following previously 

established protocols 65,70,71. 

The filtered clean data was assembled into contigs using MEGAHIT with meta-large 

presets 67. During the assembly process, scaftigs, which are scaffolds without 'N' regions, 

were produced by breaking scaffolds at the ‘N’ junctions 72. Gene prediction was carried out 

using MetaGeneMark on scaffolds greater than or equal to 500 bp in length 73, and 

sequences shorter than 100 nucleotides were filtered out 72. To remove redundancy, the 

predicted genes were dereplicated using CD-HIT, creating a non-redundant gene catalogue 
68. 

For taxonomic annotation, the predicted genes were aligned to the MicroNR 

database (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov), which contains sequences from bacteria, fungi, 

archaea, and viruses. The alignment was performed using DIAMOND 60, employing the 

blastp algorithm with parameters set to -e 1e-5 65. The taxonomy of the sequences was 

assigned using the lowest common ancestor (LCA) algorithm, implemented in MEGAN 63. 

Species abundance was calculated by summing the gene abundances corresponding to 

each species 62,70,74.  

Of the 178 samples returned by participants, 167 passed all QC thresholds and were 

available for analysis, with number of samples available by group at each time point and for 

each population specified in Table 1. 

Table 1. Number of available stool samples for metagenomic gut microbiome analysis by 

group, time, and population.  

 
Time 1 Time 2 Time 3 

 

G
OS 

P
lacebo 

GO
S 

P
lacebo 

GO
S 

P
lacebo 

Intention to Treat 31  
3

0  29  
2

6  25  
2

6  
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Per Protocol 24 
2

3 24 
2

0 22 
2

0 

High Anxious 13 
1

3 13 
1

1 12 
1

0 
 

Bioinformatic analysis of sequenced stool samples. Bioinformatics analysis of 

the DNA sequenced from stool samples aimed to determine if the supplement intervention 

had effects on gut microbiome composition with predictions that GOS would increase 

Bifidobacterium abundance in comparison to placebo. To investigate the gut microbiome 

composition diversity metrics were calculated on all available annotated metagenomic taxa 

(n = 17130) for each sample, including Abundance-based Coverage Estimator (ACE) and 

Chao1 to estimate richness, Shannon and Simpson metrics to estimate richness and 

evenness, counts of observed species, and Goods coverage to estimate community 

diversity.  

Supplement intervention effects on the gut microbiome were then investigated with a 

two-step differential abundance analysis. First the R package Microbiome Multivariable 

Association with Linear Models 75, (MaAsLin2, version 1.15.1) was used to determine if there 

was an association with supplement exposure (e.g., GOS versus placebo) on gut microbiota 

at the genus level over time on the gut microbiome. Absolute abundances of metagenomic 

taxa were filtered at a 100% prevalence across all samples to retain n = 195 core taxa. 

Analysis was normalised using a Centred Log-Ratio (CLR) transformation to address 

compositionality. Fixed effects were specified for supplement group (GOS versus placebo) 

and time (baseline, endline, follow up), and an interaction term of supplement group*time.  

Second, the R package Analysis of Compositions of Microbiomes with Bias 

Correction 2 76, (ANCOM-BC2, version 2.4.0), selected for stringent bias correction analysis, 

was used to quantify the magnitude of change in microbiota at the genus level over time in 

each supplement group separately. Core taxa were identified across all samples using 

prevalence of 97%, n = 591. To address the presence of zero counts in compositional data, 

pseudo-count sensitivity analysis was enabled. Additionally, taxa exhibiting consistent zeros 

across samples were flagged as structural zeros, and a negative lower bound adjustment 

applied for these cases. Mixed directional False Discovery Rate (mdFDR) was employed to 

account for multiple comparisons across taxa and pairwise group tests.  

 

MRI scanning 
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 Anatomical acquisition. MRI data were acquired on a Siemens 3T Magneton TIM 

Trio scanner with a 32-channel head coil. Sagittal T1-weighted Magnetization Prepared 

Rapid Acquisition Gradient Echo (MPRAGE) images were acquired with parameters TR = 

1900 ms, TE = 3030 and dwell time 1500 ms, 1 mm slices in field of view (FOV) resolution 

256 x 256 over 5 minutes acquisition time. T2*-weighted Turbo Spin Echo (TSE) images 

were acquired in the coronal and axial planes with TR = 3500 ms, TE = 93 ms, dwell time 

7100 ms, GRAPPA acceleration factor = 2,  and FOV of 179 x 256 in 4 mm slices. Structural 

images were reconstructed to guide voxel placement for 1H-MRS acquisition.  

1H-MRS data acquisition. 1H-MRS in vivo spectra were acquired in three volumes of 

interest (VOIs), left dorsolateral prefrontal cortex (DLPFC), anterior cingulate cortex (ACC) 

and left inferior occipital gyrus (IOG). A 2 cm³ voxel was manually centred within each VOI, 

guided by sagittal T1-weighted images.  

 Spectra were acquired using the Spin Echo full Intensity-Acquired Localized 

spectroscopy sequence, SPECIAL 77. Water suppressed spectra were acquired with TR = 

3200 ms, TE 8.5 ms, flip angle of 90° over 192 averages. Water unsuppressed spectra were 

acquired beforehand over 16 averages in the same region. To minimise unwanted signals 

outside the voxel boundaries, saturation bands were manually aligned along the six outer 

planes of each voxel before acquisition. Figure 3 displays a representation of voxel 

placement over each region of interest.  

 

Figure 3. A representation of voxel locations over each region, shown as white squares, all 
2 cm3. The most lateral sagittal edge and superior axial edge are shown (from left to right) 
for the dorsolateral prefrontal cortex VOI, anterior cingulate gyrus VOI, and inferior occipital 
gyrus VOI. Voxel locations were based on a reference image and agreed upon by two 
experienced MRI operators. 
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1H-MRS data pre-processing. For each VOI, processing functions in the FID-A 

toolbox 78 in MATLAB (The Mathworks, Natick, MA) were used to remove motion corrupted 

averages and correct frequency drift.  Voxel tissue was apportioned for cerebrospinal fluid 

(CSF) correction79 using the segment function of the Gannet toolbox 80 which uses the 

Statistical Parametric Mapping toolbox (SPM12, MATLAB, The Mathworks, Natick, MA) for 

co-registration and segmentation 81. Detailed formulas for tissue correction are available at 

Gannet documentation. 

Cleaned averaged spectra were analysed in LCModel 82 to estimate relative 

concentrations of GABA and glutamate in each VOI, referenced to the water peak of the 

VOI. Spectral quality was assessed through: (i) line width of the water peak (full width at half 

maximum), excluding widths >13 Hz; (ii) signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), defined as the NAA 

peak height (1.8–2.2 ppm) divided by noise (averaged signal from -2 to 0 ppm), with SNR 

<150 excluded; (iii) visual confirmation of NAA, Cr, Cho, and glutamate peaks at expected 

ppm values; and (iv) Cramer-Rao lower bounds (CRLBs), with thresholds of >29 for GABA 

and >15 for glutamate. These stringent criteria ensured consistency across timepoints and 

VOIs. 

Statistical analysis.  

The statistical analysis plan was written for intention to treat (ITT), per protocol (PP) 

and high anxious subgroup and performed in R 83. Missing data was not imputed. 

Ancova models were used to test supplement intervention effects by comparing daily  

GOS exposure versus daily placebo exposure for 28 days in separate groups on primary 

(trait anxiety), secondary (brain measures, gut microbiome composition and diversity 

measures) and tertiary outcomes (other psychological, behavioural and nutrition measures) 

separately. Baseline measures of the outcomes were included as covariates in addition to 

quality of sleep, physical activity, menstrual cycle phase and BMI. For nutritional analysis, 

diet type and energy intake in calories were used as covariates.  

Linear mixed models were used to explore longevity of effects over the study period 

estimating fixed effects of the supplement group (GOS or placebo) and time (supplement 

intervention period, contrast T1 – T2; and follow up, contrast T1-T3) on primary and 

secondary outcomes. Random effects were specified at the participant level, and covariates 

the same as for ancova. Simple effect contrasts were reported over time within groups and 

between groups at time 1, 2 and 3 to illustrate pattens of effects. Models will be considered 

significant at p < .05 and considered trend level around p < .1. 
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Differential abundance analysis of the gut microbiome was performed, following a 

specialised analysis plan to accommodate the volume and compositional nature of the data 

to determine which gut microbiota differ over time due to GOS supplementation. MaAsLin2 

was used to assess the effects of GOS versus placebo groups across all time points. The 

resulting coefficients represented the size and direction of the effect of the supplement 

intervention on the relative abundance of each taxon, accounting for compositionality. P-

values were used to assess the statistical significance of these associations, while q-values 

were calculated to account for adjustments due to multiple testing and control for false 

discovery.  

To further examine within-group changes over time, ANCOMBC2 was applied 

separately to the GOS and placebo groups. This method identified which microbiota was 

differentially abundant over time, using the W-statistic to reflect the strength of the 

association, p-values for significance and q-values for mdFDR. Differential abundance was 

quantified using log fold change (LFC), which represents the logarithmic ratio of relative 

abundance changes between time points, providing a measure of the direction and scale of 

change in microbial taxa. 

 

Results.  

Descriptive characteristics and compliance.  

An overview of demographic variables for all enrolled participants in presented in 

Table 2. 61 participants provided endline measures for the primary outcome (trait anxiety). 

The average supplement intervention period was 28.1 days (SD = 4.3, range 17-43 days; 

group GOS M = 28.6 days, SD = 4.92; placebo group M = 27.5 days, SD = 3.53). In the 

intervention period, an average of 25.3 supplements were consumed (SD = 4.29, range 5-

28; group GOS M = 24.9 days, SD = 5; placebo group M = 25.8 days, SD = 3.43). A 

compliance score was calculated by dividing the number of supplements consumed by days 

in the intervention period. Those with a compliance score of 80 and above were included in 

the per-protocol analysis if they also provided the primary measure at baseline and follow 

up. This produced a sample size of n = 52, n = 26 in each group at endline. Sensitivity 

analysis was performed on a high anxious subgroup. This included participants scoring 

higher than the sample median on the trait subscale of the STAI at baseline, giving a total 

sample of n = 26, n = 13 per group at endline. Participants were asked which supplement 

they believed they had consumed at endline and follow up, with more participants reporting 
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placebo at both endline (χ2 (1, N = 55) = 11.36, p < .001) and follow up (χ2 (1, N = 51) = 

10.37, p = .001). 

Table 2. Overview of demographic and covariate variables for all participants (n = 83, 

ITT population). 

Time point 1 2 3 

Demographics GOS, N = 
421 

Placebo, 
N = 411 

GOS, N = 
321 

Placebo, 
N = 301 

GOS, N = 
291 

Placebo, 
N = 291 

Age 20.08 
(2.63) [2] 

20.56 
(2.61) [4] 

20.45 
(2.70) 

20.79 
(2.57) 

20.57 
(2.76) 

20.89 
(2.55) 

Trait anxiety 47 (11) 43 (9) [1] 45 (10) [1] 42 (10) 43 (10) 42 (10) 

Quality of Sleep 7.17 
(3.12) 

6.63 (3.03) 6.5 (3.9) 5.1 (2.3) 6.14 
(3.24) 

5.07 (2.62) 

Physical activity       

High 2 (4.8%) 3 (7.3%) 1 (3.1%) 3 (10%) 1 (3.4%) 1 (3.4%) 

Moderate 37 (88%) 32 (78%) 26 (81%) 22 (73%) 24 (83%) 18 (62%) 

Low 3 (7.1%) 6 (15%) 5 (16%) 5 (17%) 4 (14%) 10 (34%) 

Menstrual phase       

Follicular 16 (47%) 13 (37%) 10 (40%) 13 (48%) 10 (45%) 14 (58%) 

Luteal 18 (53%) 
[8] 

22 (63%) 
[6] 

15 (60%) 
[7] 

14 (52%) 
[3] 

12 (55%) 
[7] 

10 (42%) 
[5] 

Diet       

Omnivore 39 (93%) 38 (93%) 30 (94%) 28 (93%) 27 (93%) 27 (93%) 

Vegetarian 3 (7.1%) 3 (7.3%) 2 (6.3%) 2 (6.7%) 2 (6.9%) 2 (6.9%) 

BMI 23.8 (4.1) 22.4 (3.5) 
[1] 

23.7 (4.2) 22.3 (3.5) 23.8 (4.3) 22.4 (3.5) 

Compliance 89 (18) 
[11] 

94 (10) 
[12] 

89 (18) [1] 94 (10) [1] 90 (18) 94 (10) 

Supplements 
consumed 

24.9 (5.0) 
[11] 

25.8 (3.4) 
[11] 

24.9 (5.0) 25.8 (3.4) 24.9 (5.2) 25.7 (3.5) 

Guess       

Placebo   22 (79%) 18 (67%) 20 (80%) 17 (65%) 

GOS   6 (21%) 
[4] 

9 (33%) 
[3] 

5 (20%) 
[4] 

9 (35%) 
[3] 

1Mean (SD); n (%); [missing] 

 

Primary outcome: Trait anxiety.  

 On the primary outcome of trait anxiety, there were no baseline group differences, 

and the distribution of trait anxiety scores was normal. The covariate quality of sleep was 

related to anxiety outcomes, with better quality of sleep associated with lower anxiety (β = 

4.69, SE = 2.42, p < 0.001. Accounting for this, ancova models of supplement intervention 

effects found no significant differences between GOS and Placebo groups at endline in ITT 
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(F(3,57) = 0.59, p = .443), PP (F(3,48) = 0.62, p = .433) or high anxious populations (F(2,23) 

= 0.19, p = .665). Mixed model analysis of ITT population found that poorer quality of sleep 

was associated with higher anxiety levels (β = 3.06, SE = 0.69, p < .001). Accounting for 

this, there was a trend level supplement group difference in the follow up period (T3-T1, β = 

2.89, SE = 1.57, p = .069). Simple effects analysis of both between group effects (comparing 

supplement groups at each time point), and within group effects (comparing responses at 

each time point for each group) showed that GOS group reduced anxiety levels over time, 

significantly at follow up (β = -2.68, SE = 1.12, p = .034), which was not evident in placebo 

group (β = 0.21, SE = 1.15, p = .96), Figure 4.   

 

Figure 4. Results of trait anxiety longevity analysis by mixed models in ITT population. Trait 
anxiety reduces over time in the GOS group and is significant at T3 Dashed horizontal line 
shows boundary for inclusion in high anxious subgroup. Point estimates are estimated 
marginal means (EMM) from the mixed model analysis and error bars are standard error of 
EMM. *p >0.05.  

 

Secondary outcome: Neurochemical effects. 

 The neurochemicals under investigation, GABA and glutamate were obtained from 3 

regions of the brain, DLPFC, ACC and IOG. There were no baseline group differences, nor 

influential covariates on GABA levels. GABA distribution was non-normal thus a gamma 

distribution was fit to model effects in a generalised linear model. In the ITT population, 

analysis of intervention effects on GABA found no supplement group difference but a 

regional difference was evident, F(2,141) = 5.61, p = .005. Examining the group effects 

within each region found a trend level group difference in the IOG where GABA levels were 

lower in GOS group versus placebo (β = -0.079, SE = 0.04, p = .053, GOS group EMM = 

1.50, SE = 0.65; placebo group EMM = 1.70. SE = 0.81), Figure 5, panel A. A similar trend 

level pattern was found in the PP population, but not the high anxious population, Figure 5, 

panel B. In the high anxious population, simple effects analysis of the regions found a trend 

to reduced GABA levels in the DLPFC in GOS group versus placebo (β = -0.125, SE = 0.02, 
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p = .088, GOS group EMM = 1.29, SE = 0.09; placebo group EMM = 1.54. SE = 0.12), 

Figure 5, panel C.  

 

Figure 5. Results of GABA outcomes following supplement intervention. In panel A, GABA 
levels are lower in the IOG in GOS group compared to placebo group for the ITT population. 
The same effect is seen in panel B for the PP population. In panel C, GABA levels are lower 
in the DLPFC in the GOS group compared to placebo group. At trend level. Bars plot 
estimated marginal means (EMM) from ANCOVA, and error bars are standard error of EMM. 
*p >0.05, ● p > 0.1.  

 Due to the identified regional variations in GABA levels, mixed models including all 

three time points were run for each region separately. For ITT and PP populations in both 

the ACC and DLPFC there were no group differences in GABA levels. In the IOG there were 

effects following intervention (β = -0.153, SE = 0.04, p < .001) and at follow up longevity 

effects (β = -0.171, SE = 0.04, p < .001). Simple effects analysis showed this was due to 

lower GABA levels in GOS group compared to placebo group at endline T2 (β = -0.090, SE 

= 0.04, p = .046) and follow up (T3) (β = -0.109, SE = 0.04, p = .016); driven by reducing 

GABA levels in GOS group), Figure 6, panel A. In the high anxious population, the 

intervention effect identified by ANCOVA in the DLPFC was evident (β = -0.169, SE = 0.07, 

p = .016) but was not maintained at follow up (β = -0.110, SE = 0.07, p = .115), Figure 6, 

panel B. However, in the ACC, there was a group difference at follow up (T3) (β = -0.111, SE 

= 0.04, p = .002) where GABA levels were lower in GOS group EMM = 1.51, SE = 0.07 than 

placebo group EMM = 1.84. SE = 0.11, Figure 6, panel C.  
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Figure 6. Results of GABA longevity analysis by mixed models. In panel A, the GABA 
response in the ITT population is shown. GABA levels reduce in the GOS group compared 
to placebo in the IOG at T2 following intervention is maintained at T3. Panels B and C show 
GABA response in the high anxious population. In panel B, GABA is lower at T2 in the GOS 
group compared to placebo, and in panel C, GABA is significantly lower at T3 in the GOS 
group in the ACC, compared to placebo. Point estimates are estimated marginal means 
(EMM) from mixed model analysis and error bars are standard error of the EMM. *p < 0.05. 

  Regarding glutamate, there were differing levels at baseline by region (ACC had 

higher levels compared to DLPFC and IOG which had similar levels) and there were no 

baseline group differences between GOS and placebo, nor influential covariates on 

glutamate levels. Glutamate distribution was non-normal thus a gamma distribution was fit to 

model effects in a generalised linear model. For ITT, PP and high anxious populations, there 

were no intervention effects on glutamate levels. 

In the mixed model analysis, glutamate levels were lower at follow up (T3) in the 

DLPFC of the ITT population for GOS group compared to placebo group (β = -0.011, SE = 

0.005, p = .050, GOS group EMM = 5.68, SE = 0.14; placebo group EMM = 6.09. SE = 

0.15). For the PP population in the ACC there was trend level lower glutamate levels for 

GOS group compared to placebo group at follow up (β = 0.54, SE = 0.32, p = .090, group 
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GOS EMM = 7.78, SE = 0.17; placebo group EMM = 8.08. SE = 0.17), and a similar pattern 

in the IOG (β = 0.40, SE = 0.25, p = .10, group GOS EMM = 4.93, SE = 0.13; placebo group 

EMM = 5.06. SE = 0.13). Reduced glutamate levels for group GOS at follow up were also 

observed in the high anxious population in the ACC (β = 0.92, SE = 0.40, p = .02, group 

GOS EMM = 7.30, SE = 0.23; placebo group EMM = 8.26. SE = 0.26), but not in the DLPFC 

or IOG.  

The balance of glutamate and GABA, or excitation/inhibition ratio (E/I ratio) is an 

important index in determining if there are alterations in cortical responsiveness across the 

regions. At baseline, E/I ratio differed by region and was lower in the IOG compared to both 

the ACC and DLPFC which has similar levels. There were no baseline group differences in 

E/I ratio, nor influential covariates. E/I ratio distribution was normal thus a gaussian 

distribution was fit to model effects in a generalised linear model. No intervention effects 

were found in the ITT or PP populations. In the high anxious population, simple effects 

analysis by region showed increased E/I ratios in the DLPFC (β = 0.69, SE = 0.32, p = .040, 

group GOS EMM = 4.73, SE = 0.21; placebo group EMM = 4.04. SE = 0.20), reflecting the 

decrease in GABA. The mixed model analysis found trend level intervention and follow up 

effects for the ITT population in the ACC (β = -0.014, SE = 0.01, p = .079 and β = -0.014, SE 

= 0.01, p = .094, respectively) driven by an increase in E/I ratio in placebo group. A similar 

pattern was seen in the PP population but not the high anxious population.  

Secondary outcome: Gut microbiome. 

 On the diversity of the gut microbiome, the metrics calculated from all sequenced 

taxa (n = 17130) included ACE, Chao1, Shannon, Simpson, observed counts and Goods 

coverage. Across all populations, there were no group differences at baseline for any 

diversity measure. Similarly, there were no differences between GOS and placebo identified 

by ANCOVA in the ITT, PP, or high anxious populations, or in the mixed model analysis of 

longevity effects. 

 Differential effects of GOS and placebo were on gut microbiome composition at the 

genus level were contrasted in a mixed MaAsLin model with fixed effects specified as the 

supplement intervention group, time, and an interaction term of supplement intervention 

group and time to contrast GOS versus placebo at each time point. We predicted that GOS 

would increase Bifidobacterium abundance. In the ITT population the model found a trend 

level main effect of supplement intervention group, β = -0.46, SE = 0.27, p = .099; a main 

effect of time, β = 0.51, SE = 0.25, p = .048, and interaction, β = -0.79, SE = 0.39, p = .042. 

Note, mdFDR corrections reported q-values all greater than .739, giving a high probability of 

Type I error within the sample. However, given our predictions for GOS supplementation to 
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increase the abundance of Bifidobacterium, we proceeded with further analyses, noting that 

other significant changes are less likely to be true effects as restricted by the available 

sample size. In the PP population the model found similar results, a trend level main effect of 

supplement group, β = -0.51, SE = 0.30, p = .098; a main effect of time, β = 0.62, SE = 0.28, 

p = .030, and interaction, β = -0.88, SE = 0.42, p = .041. However, this pattern was not found 

in the high anxious population; main effect of supplement group, β = -0.19, SE = 0.46, p = 

.671; a main effect of time, β = 0.67, SE = 0.47, p = .112, and interaction, β = -0.56, SE = 

0.64, p = .385.   

 The magnitude of change in taxa over time was established with ANCOMBC2 

models of genus level in each supplement group separately. Here we report (i) which taxa 

showed a significant change over all time points (baseline, endline an follow up) defined by 

the W statistic > 1 and p < 0.05, and (ii) determining the direction and influential time points 

with LFC of these taxa. Full LFC analysis is available in supplementary Table S1. 

Differential abundance in GOS group. In the ITT population of GOS group at the 

genus level, differentially abundant taxa included Bifidobacterium (W = 8.05, p = .001, q = 

0.321), Paraclostridium (W = 4.62, p = .025, q = 0.581), Rhizopus (W = 4.68, p = .024, q = 

0.581), and Gardnerella (W = 6.92, p = .003, q = 0.321). Figure 7, panel A shows 

Bifidobacterium increasing at time two by 87.39%, following intervention, and decreasing at 

time 3 by 31.75%, at follow up a pattern consistent and specific to the period in which GOS 

was consumed, while the other taxa show increases either at both time 2 and time 3, or 

decreases (Table S1).  

In the PP population of the GOS group at the genus level, differentially abundant taxa 

included Bifidobacterium (W = 6.22, p = 0.007, q = 0.879), Paraclostridium (W = 4.90, p = 

0.021, q = 0.965), Gardnerella (W = 5.85, p = 0.009, q = 0.879), and Copranaerobaculum (W 

= 4.18, p = 0.039, q = 0.965). Figure 7, panel B shows an increase in Bifidobacterium at 

time 2 by 104.83% and decrease at time 3 by 21.57% consistent with the period of GOS 

supplementation. While the others either increase or decrease at both time 2 and time 3.  
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Figure 7. Log fold change at time 2 and time 3 for each differentially abundant microbe 
identified in the GOS group at genus level of ITT and PP populations.  

 

Differential abundance in placebo group. In the ITT population of the Placebo 

group at the genus level, there were no significant changes in taxa. In the absence of other 

differentially abundant taxa, results here show stability in the gut microbiome of the placebo 

group over time, and no specific growth or reduction of taxa due to the maltodextrin placebo. 

It also illustrates no significant transient or environmental exposures during the study period, 

proving confidence in the success of the supplement intervention protocol and illustration of 

differential abundance effects in the GOS group. An illustrative overview of the differential 

effects of GOS versus placebo on the scaled and normalised mean absolute abundance of 

Bifidobacterium is shown in Figure 8.  

 

Figure 8. Scaled and normalised mean absolute abundance of Bifidobacterium over time in 

the GOS and placebo groups in the PP population. Percentage change is calculated from 

mean absolute abundance in reference to Time 1 in each group separately.  

A. ITT GOS Genus B. PP GOS Genus 
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Tertiary outcomes.  

  For the psychological variables social anxiety and depression there were no 

baseline differences between groups and poorer quality of sleep was associated with both 

higher social anxiety and depression scores, yet there were no changes following 

supplement intervention in any population; Social anxiety, ITT F(3,57) = 0.13, p = .725; 

depression, ITT F(3,57) = 0.64, p = .426.  

For the assessment of attentional bias to emotional stimuli in the dot-probe task, it is 

expected that emotional biases will become evident to positive and negative stimuli (in this 

case words) by scores greater than zero. The larger the value from zero, the greater the 

effect of the emotional stimuli (e.g., someone who held a negative disposition would spend 

more time drawn to a negative word, and the bias score would be larger). Where bias scores 

are less than zero, this indicates that the emotional stimuli have not been noticed. Mean 

emotional bias scores at baseline were close to zero for both groups and did not differ 

between groups. There was no change in scores following supplement intervention, F(8,227) 

= 0.01, p = .917. 

 In the behavioural simple reaction time task, mean reaction times were significantly 

quicker in GOS group compared to placebo group (p = 0.003) at baseline. Individual trial 

reaction times were transformed to the inverse to calculate reaction rate, and a gaussian 

distribution fit to the data. Higher physical activity levels were related to slower reaction rates 

and participation during the luteal menstrual phase was associated with quicker reactions 

compared to participation during the follicular phase. Accounting for this, there was no group 

difference at T2, following supplement intervention in the ITT or PP populations. In the high 

anxious population, there was a difference following supplement intervention where group 

GOS were quicker to respond than placebo group (F(1,448) = 4.41, p = .036; GOS group 

EMM = 0.183, SE = 0.001, placebo group EMM = 0.181, SE = 0.001, Figure 9, panel A).  

In the behavioural choice reaction time task, mean reaction times were significantly 

quicker in GOS group compared to placebo group (p = 0.001) at baseline. The inverse 

transform was applied to individual trial reaction times to calculate reaction rates, and a 

gaussian distribution fit to the data. Higher physical activity levels were related to slower 

reaction rates and participation during the luteal menstrual phase was associated with 

quicker reactions compared to participation during the follicular phase. Poorer quality of 

sleep was also related to quicker reactions. Accounting for this, there was no group 

difference at T2 in the ITT population. However there were group differences in the PP and 

high anxious populations, with  GOS group quicker than placebo group; PP: (F(1,1390) = 
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3.87, p = .049; group GOS EMM = 0.176, SE <0.001, placebo group EMM = 0.175, SE < 

0.001), high anxious: (F(1,599) = 15.88, p < .001; group GOS EMM = 0.178, SE = 0.001, 

placebo group EMM = 0.174, SE = 0.001, Figure 9 panel B). Results for supplement 

intervention effects in each population for each outcome can be found in Table S2.  

 

Figure 9. GOS versus Placebo intervention outcomes in high anxious participants on 
reaction rates in the simple reaction time task (panel A) and choice reaction time task (panel 
B). Higher values (y-axis, reaction rate, ms) indicate quicker reactions. In both tasks, simple 
and choice, those in the GOS group improved speed of response in contrast to those in the 
placebo group. * p < 0.05.  

Tertiary outcome: Nutrition variables.  

Nutrient intake was measured using the average self-reported food and drink intake 

over 4 days at baseline, endline and follow up. This was quantified as average energy intake 

(in calories), and individual macronutrients (carbohydrates, protein, and fat) were quantified 

as a percentage of energy intake. Fiber and added sugars were also examined (quantified 

as grams). For the ITT population, nutrient intake data was available from 29 participants in 

the GOS group, and 31 participants in the placebo group.  

In the mixed model analysis, for average energy intake, BMI, diet, and trait anxiety 

scores were examined as covariates. Higher trait anxiety scores were linked to lower energy 

intakes β = -111.31, SE = 44.47, p = .014. After accounting for this, no further effects of 

supplement group were observed at endline or follow-up. For the remaining nutrient intakes, 

BMI, diet, and energy intake were considered as covariates. In the case of carbohydrates, 

there were no covariate influences and no supplement intervention or follow-up effects. For 

protein higher energy intake was associated with lower protein intake, β = -0.059, SE = -
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0.016, p < .001, and vegetarian diets also reduced protein intake β = -0.307, SE = 0.116, p = 

.010. However, there were no supplement intervention or follow-up effects. Regarding fat, 

higher energy intake was associated with higher fat intake, β = 1.18, SE = 0.53, p = .028, but 

again, there were no supplement intervention or follow-up effects. For fibre, higher energy 

intake was associated with increased fibre intake, β = 0.526, SE = 0.053, p < .001, though 

no supplement intervention or follow-up effects were found. Similarly, for free (added) 

sugars, higher energy intake correlated with higher free sugar intake, β = 0.821, SE = 0.157, 

p < .001, and after accounting for this, there were no supplement intervention or follow-up 

effects. 
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Discussion 

The present study investigated the effects of galacto-oligosaccharides (GOS) 

supplementation on trait anxiety, neurochemistry, gut microbiome composition, cognition, 

and nutritional outcomes in healthy young adult females. Although our primary hypothesis 

that GOS would reduce trait anxiety after supplement intervention, we observed no 

significant differences between the GOS and placebo groups. However, a trend-level 

reduction in anxiety was detected at follow-up, suggesting that psychological effects of GOS 

may require a longer duration to manifest. 

Our secondary analyses revealed more pronounced effects in neurochemical and 

microbiome outcomes. While we predicted brain GABA levels would increase with GOS 

supplementation, we found the opposite to be true. Specifically, GOS supplementation 

resulted in a significant reduction in GABA levels in the inferior occipital gyrus (IOG) in the 

ITT and PP populations after supplement intervention and follow up, highlighting the effects 

of GOS on whole-brain chemistry. In the high anxious subgroup, there was a trend level 

reduction in the  dlPFC due to GOS supplementation, and a reduction in the ACC at follow 

up, two key brain regions associated with emotional regulation and cognitive function, 

illustrating a sensitivity of the GABA response in high anxious participants. For glutamate, 

there were trend level reductions in the GOS group at follow up in the dlPFC of the ITT 

population, and in the ACC and IOG of the PP population. In the High anxious population, 

GOS reduced glutamate in the ACC at follow up matching the reduction reported in GABA. 

Analysis of E/I ratio showed an increase in the high anxious GOS group following 

intervention in the dlPFC, reflecting the decrease in GABA.  

Additionally, the gut microbiome analysis found GOS supplementation to increase 

Bifidobacterium compared to placebo following intervention (p = .042, CI[−1.56,−0.02]). 

Following the intervention, GOS led to an increase in Bifidobacterium abundance, though the 

effect was transient. In the ITT population, abundance rose by 84% at endline but declined 

by 31.8% at follow-up. Similarly, in the PP population, abundance doubled with a 105% 

increase at endline, only to decrease sharply by 78.4% at follow-up. This is  consistent with 

the known prebiotic effects of GOS. Interestingly, broader microbiome diversity measures 

did not show significant changes, suggesting that the effects of GOS were specific to 

Bifidobacterium rather than overall community structure. 

In terms of tertiary outcomes, GOS supplementation did not significantly affect 

psychological variables such as social anxiety, depression, or attentional bias. However, a 

notable improvement was observed in behavioral reaction times in the high-anxious 
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population. Specifically, participants in the GOS group reacted more quickly than those in th 

e placebo group in both simple and choice reaction time tasks, suggesting a potential 

cognitive benefit of GOS in individuals with heightened anxiety. Nutritional intake measures 

showed no significant changes following GOS supplementation, although energy intake was 

negatively correlated with trait anxiety, consistent with previous literature 84 on the 

relationship between anxiety and eating behaviors. 

In summary, while GOS did not influence immediate psychological improvements, 

the observed neurochemical and microbiome changes indicate that GOS may have subtle 

but meaningful effects on the gut-brain axis that could translate into longer-term 

psychological or cognitive benefits. Several recent supplementation trials support the idea 

that covert biological processes exhibit more rapid modifications than self-assessed 

psychological indices. For example in a recent well-designed cross over trial of 28 days 

probiotic supplementation on emotional reactivity in moderately stressed adults, there were 

no overt improvements in subjective stress reports, yet improvements in covert responses 

were evident in emotional reactivity during a cognitive task 85. The present study mirrors 

these effects, whereby covert improvements in GABA levels, Bifidobacterium growth, and 

speed of processing in response times were evident in the GOS group following supplement 

intervention, but not at the subjective self-report level.  

Similarly, in another placebo controlled 28 day probiotic intervention trial of high 

stress, overweight students with sleep difficulties, covert measures showed a response to 

intervention (increase in peripheral GABA levels, suppression of HPA axis hormones) while 

overt self-reported mood did not 86. In contrast, a recent placebo-controlled probiotic study 

revealed both covert and overt effects after six weeks of supplementation. Covert measures, 

including functional near-infrared spectroscopy (fNIRS) to assess brain activity during a 

mental arithmetic task and metabolomic analysis of stool samples, as well as overt self-

reported improvements in mood, were observed. 87. This suggests that behavioural 

improvements in mood and well-being may take additional time to develop, following the 

progression of underlying biological and physiological changes. 

At the brain level, it was found that GABA reduced due to GOS supplementation. 

Predominantly, this was seen in the IOG, but also indicated in the dlPFC and ACC in high 

anxious participants. Our focus on GABA is due to the strong associations with 

Bifidobacterium  in the gut microbiome, but we also measured glutamate and the ratio of 

glutamate to GABA as a metric of cortical excitability, a critical dimension in the 

neurobiological basis of anxiety. There were trends of lowered glutamate levels via GOS at 

follow up in the ACC and dlPFC, but not immediately following intervention. An increase in 
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E/I ratio was observed in the dlPFC following supplement intervention for the high anxious 

group. Overall, the findings indicate that GABA levels decreased in the IOG due to GOS 

supplementation, with specific effects in the ACC and dlPFC of the high-anxious population. 

These results suggest a rebalancing of the E/I ratio, potentially reflecting improved cortical 

responsiveness. 

Improved cortical responsiveness in the high anxious population represents  a 

modification in the neural circuitry underpinning anxiety. The reductions in GABA levels in 

key emotion regulation regions were antithetical to our predictions and yet evident in the high 

anxious population. Emerging evidence suggests that reductions in 1H-MRS measured 

GABA levels are likely beneficial in anxious states 36,43,88–90, despite past inconsistencies in 

the relationship of prefrontal GABA and anxiety where both positive 91 and negative 

correlations have been found 92–94.  

Building on the neural over-inhibition hypothesis of anxiety 36, which posits that 

anxious states are sustained by elevated GABA relative to glutamate in the brain, we 

propose that lowered GABA levels in the GOS group reflect improvements in cortical 

excitability by rebalancing glutamate levels. For high anxious individuals, increased levels of 

GABA signal imbalanced cortical networks whereby inhibitory processes associated with 

GABA levels work overtime on monitoring sensory input and impair higher order cognition 43. 

Here we show that GOS reduces GABA in critical emotion processing regions, bringing the 

neural circuitry underlying emotional processing into balance. This evidence aligns with 

neurocomputational accounts of brain networks (e.g., 43) that consider neurochemistry 

critical in coordinating brain function underpinning behaviour.  

 The IOG is an occipital region of the brain, primarily engaged in visual processing 

and for that reason functional specialisation and structural maturation are realised earlier 

than other later developing regions on the brain. It is assumed that due to a state of stable 

regulation, E/I levels, or GABA and glutamate measured in the IOG would serve as a control 

metric against the dlPFC and ACC regions in the prefrontal cortex that reach maturity later. 

However, it is clear from these data that GABA levels are reducing due to GOS. A reduction 

in GABA in the IOG may signal a path to altered sensory processing, either increasing 

efficiency, or tuning down responsiveness in visual information processing 95.  This suggests 

modifications to brain GABA levels that are not specific only in anxiety, but also generally.  

 On GOS effects of the gut microbiome, there were clear increases in Bifidobacterium 

following supplement intervention, and marked decreases at follow up. While this is 

confirmatory of the prebiotic effects of GOS 96, and noting a transient pattern, there was no 
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other changes in the gut microbiome composition due to GOS. The selective increase in 

Bifidobacterium abundance is significant for multiple reasons: Bifidobacterium are critical for 

maintaining gut health 7, in immunological function 98 via production of short chain fatty acids 
99,100, and in early neurodevelopment 101 and beyond 96. Coupled with clear changes in 

neurochemistry measured in vivo, we determined that positive modulation of the gut 

microbiome with GOS impacts neural circuitry underpinning brain function. While 

deterministic intervention studies in humans to modulate the gut microbiome and influence 

brain function have previously used functional and structural neuroimaging of the brain 102–

104, this is the first to examine neurochemistry directly. These complements supporting 

evidence in preclinical models. For example, a B. dentium intervention has been shown to 

increase GABA levels in the gut and influence tyrosine in the brain 105, the prebiotics GOS 

and FOS result in altered GABA and 5-HT in the brain 106, and probiotic supplementation in 

disease downregulates GABA 107.   

This study has several strengths. That it is a randomised double-blind placebo-

controlled trial allows deterministic, robust, and unbiased inference on the effects of GOS. 

Muli-levels of assessment allow us to examine responses along the entire gut brain axis and 

is the first to measure neurochemical responses in this scenario in vivo, allowing direct 

observation of critical neurotransmitters such as GABA. The single sex sample enhances 

study rigor as research indicates that GABA levels in the prefrontal cortex (PFC) differ by 

sex 108,109, and that male levels of GABA and associated inhibitory thresholds in emotion-

related outcomes differ in comparison to females 110,111. However, the study may be 

improved by extending the supplement intervention duration to amplify effects at the mental 

health level, or an alternative approach would be to focus on high anxious participants. No 

effects on depression or social anxiety were found despite evidence from other studies (e.g., 
112,113). We did however find improvements in cognitive function, at the level of speed of 

information processing in reaction rates. This was most prominent in high anxious 

populations and may be explained by a reduction in anxious states, facilitated by GOS to 

allow more efficient information processing 114. 

Conclusion.  

 While GOS supplementation did not yield significant trait anxiety reductions following 

intervention, the observed neurochemical changes, gut microbiota modulation, and reaction 

time improvements in high-anxious individuals indicate GOS’s potential as a modulator of 

the gut-brain axis. These findings suggest further investigation into longer-term and 

population-specific effects, especially among individuals with heightened anxiety or altered 

neurochemical states. 
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