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Abstract 

Irritable bowel syndrome (IBS) has a complex aetiology involving biological 

and psychological alterations. Among others, stress seems to be a relevant 

factor for IBS symptom onset and exacerbation. Affective changes can be 

related to symptom severity and stressful experiences and may be valuable 

for therapeutic purposes. The aim of this study was to examine temporal 

dynamics of affect, stress, and symptom severity (specifically abdominal 

pain) in a sample of IBS patients.  

Thirty-two outpatients kept a diary with a set of short questionnaires (Affect 

scale, Symptom severity scale, and Daily stress measure) once a day, in the 

evening, for 14 days. 

Abdominal pain was modeled as a function of between-person, concurrent 

and lagged within-person effect of stress and affect controlling for 

autoregressive pain effects. Positive and negative affect exhibited concurrent 

effects on abdominal pain while stress did not. Daily variation in positive 

affect was associated with a decrease in pain while the opposite was true for 

negative affect. Positive and negative affect models explained over 40% of 

the variation in daily abdominal pain. Even though the models had a good 

fit, the amount of variance explained by positive and negative affect alone 

was relatively small (~7%) with high interindividual heterogeneity.  

It seems that day-to-day stress variations do not have a direct impact on 

abdominal pain, while affective dynamics appear closely related to pain 

variations. 
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Irritable bowel syndrome (IBS) is one of the most common functional 

gastrointestinal disorders, characterized by changes in stool frequency and/or 

appearance accompanied by pain and discomfort (Lacy et al., 2016). Most IBS 

patients are women (M:F=1:2) and the prevalence rates in developed countries vary 

from 4.6% to 9.0% (depending on the criteria used) (Palsson et al., 2020). Although 

IBS has been in the focus of research for several decades, some aspects of the 

disorder remain unknown.  

The predominating theoretical framework used to describe IBS and its 

aetiology is the biopsychosocial model of health and disease (Van Oudenhove et al., 

2016). In line with the model, IBS is the result of life-long interactions of genetically 

determined traits (eg. personality traits, hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal (HPA) axis 

reactivity) and environmental factors (exposure to pathogens, early adverse events) 

(Hauser et al., 2014). This interaction results in short-term and/or long-term changes 

in brain-gut communication, which are enabled via several mechanisms (central top-

down connections, HPA axis, autonomic system, immune system) (Kennedy et al., 

2012). Genes and early experiences shape specific brain-gut phenotypes which 

express different responses to external influences in adulthood (Mayer et al., 2023). 

Research shows that this brain-gut-microbiota axis has bidirectional connections, 

meaning that a change in any component of the axis can lead to global dysregulation 

and symptoms such as those in IBS (Martin et al., 2018). 

Although much remains to be elucidated regarding the aetiology of IBS, 

findings have provided relatively consistent data regarding some of its aspects. For 

example, most models attempting to describe the aetiology of IBS and maintenance 

of its symptoms include some aspects of stress (Mayer et al., 2023, Qin et al., 2014; 

Van Oudenhove et al., 2016). Some focus on stressful life events, others include 

stress related personality traits (neuroticism) or states (anxiety). Early life stress is 

also viewed as a significant factor for the development of the brain-gut axis, and 

thereby IBS. And finally, the impact of everyday stressors on symptom exacerbation 

is considered, along with coping strategies, cognitions and behaviours IBS patients 

use to deal with these stressors (Hauser et al., 2014; Kennedy et al., 2012; Martin et 

al., 2018; Mayer et al., 2023). 

Research indicates that stress most probably does have an impact on 

symptoms via various mechanisms within the brain-gut (-microbiota) axis (Martin 

et al., 2018). Different aspects and measures of stress have been related to IBS 

patients’ functioning. Even though there seem to be no differences between IBS 

patients and inflammatory bowel disease (IBD) patients, or healthy controls on 

reports of major life events (Blanchard et al., 2008; Kovács et al., 2007; Levy et al., 

1997), it seems that IBS patients report a greater number of negative stressful events 

(Halpert et al., 2005; Parker et al., 2019; Van Oudenhove et al., 2016) and a lower 

number of positive events (Drossman et al., 1988). IBS patients also show a higher 

reactivity to stress (Mayer et al., 2001), report higher levels of perceived stress 
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(Weaver et al., 2018) and experience elevated levels of daily stress compared to 

healthy controls (Blanchard et al., 2008; Hertig et al., 2007). 

There are multiple mechanisms of stress action, possibly involving HPA axis 

dysregulation - reflected in altered cortisol levels (Chang et al., 2009; Kennedy et 

al., 2014), autonomic dysfunction (Mazurak et al., 2012; Van Oudenhove et al., 

2016), maladaptive coping strategies, and altered cognitions and behaviours 

(Lackner et al., 2022). 

Research shows that even prenatal stress in mothers has an impact on the 

development of the brain-gut-microbiota axis in infants. Infants of mothers reporting 

higher stress and anxiety had reduced diversity of microbiota species as well as lower 

quantity of beneficial microbiota species. Animal models have shown that prenatal 

stress in the mother can lead to visceral hypersensitivity in the offspring (Zhou et al., 

2023). Emotional abuse, physical punishment and general trauma in childhood are 

associated with a greater risk for developing IBS later in life, as well as a variety of 

other medical conditions (Rahal et al., 2020), including anxiety and depression. This 

is one of several overlapping characteristics of IBS patients and people suffering 

from affective disorders. 

IBS patients have elevated levels of anxiety and depression compared to 

healthy persons (Lee et al., 2017) and compared to patients with similar diseases 

with clear organic pathology (Henningsen et al., 2003). They also tend to have 

comorbid psychiatric diagnoses, such as generalized anxiety disorder or major 

depressive disorder (Gros et al., 2009; Henningsen et al., 2003), however their 

anxiety and depression levels are lower than those found in psychiatric populations 

(Creed et al., 2006; Hood et al., 2008). A recent meta-analysis showed that IBS 

patients have three-fold increased chances of having anxiety or depression, 

compared to healthy controls (Zamani et al., 2019).  

The possible impact of anxiety and depression on IBS is diverse. For 

example, anxiety and depression could mediate the relationship between stress and 

GI symptoms, which was proposed by Hertig et al. (2007) when they demonstrated 

that this relationship becomes non-significant after controlling for levels of anxiety 

and depression. Furthermore, anxiety could lead to changes in cognitive 

interpretations of GI sensations, which could cause an attentional shift towards 

bowel sensations. Focusing attention on the abdomen in combination with worry and 

anxiety could exacerbate symptoms, reinforcing anxiety and thus closing the vicious 

circle (Deary et al., 2007). Compared to those without, IBS patients with anxiety and 

depression have altered ANS function, higher somatic symptoms, visceral 

hypersensitivity and higher visceral (GI-specific) anxiety (Midenfjord et al., 2019). 

IBS patients usually report daily stressful events as triggers of symptom 

exacerbation, however the symptoms themselves can also act as stressors (Qin et al., 

2014). Most research on daily stress and symptoms provides evidence for such a 

reciprocal relationship. There seems to be some support for concurrent, and to a 
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lesser degree, delayed effects of stress on symptom severity and vice versa 

(Pletikosić et al., 2016). Results obtained by Levy et al. (1997) show a positive 

relationship between same-day stress and symptoms, but also an increase in these 

correlations when multiple-day data are averaged. Several other studies (Blanchard 

et al., 2008; Chan et al., 2019; Pletikosić et al., 2016) also reported delayed effects 

of daily stress on symptoms (and vice versa), but some were unable to replicate those 

results and found only concurrent effects (Vork et al., 2020). The inconsistencies in 

obtained results could be attributed to variations in methodology, with some 

researchers using weekly data (Blanchard et al., 2008), others using end-of-day 

diaries (Dancey et al., 1998; Levy et al., 1997) and more recent studies (Chan et al., 

2019; Vork et al., 2020) employing experience sampling methodology (ESM). In 

some studies, different patterns of the stress-symptom relationship are reported for 

subsets of patients (Levy et al., 1997; Pletikosić et al., 2016). Most of them reported 

only concurrent effects, while others (Hertig et al., 2007; Suls et al., 1994) found no 

significant relationship between daily stress and symptoms. 

Most studies on stress and mood in IBS use retrospective patient reports, 

which limits the interpretation of their relationship with symptoms and quality of 

life. Temporal dynamics of mood have been the focus of research only recently. 

Research shows that low psychological well-being is related to unstable, more 

variable, and inert emotions (Houben et al., 2015). Findings suggest that compared 

to healthy controls, anxious individuals experience greater variability and instability 

of anxious mood following negative events (Lamers et al., 2018). Compared to 

patients in remission and healthy controls, patients currently experiencing anxiety or 

depression have the highest affect instability in positive and negative affect 

(Schoevers et al., 2021). Considering that anxiety is a characteristic of IBS patients, 

it is reasonable to wonder whether these altered dynamical patterns are also present 

in IBS patients. 

Disentangling the stress-mood-symptom relationship could be relevant for 

psychological interventions. However, to our knowledge, there is a single study 

exploring this relationship in IBS patients (Chan et al., 2019), which has shown that 

an increase in daily stress predicts a subsequent decrease in symptoms, while 

symptom severity predicts an increase in negative affect and daily stress. The 

counterintuitive relationship between stress and symptom severity was also found in 

a subset of patients in one of our previous studies (Pletikosić et al., 2016), however 

Vork et al. (2020) only reported significant concurrent associations between stress 

and symptoms. This study aims to expand and reexamine the findings by Chan et al. 

(2019) in several ways. First, we included patients with all predominating subtypes, 

not only IBS-D. Second, in order to avoid missing data which is typical for 

momentary assessment and leads to uneven intervals between consecutive 

measurement points, we chose a larger time interval between measurements, 

ensuring that participants have enough time and the proper surroundings to complete 
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the diary scales. Finally, we used validated questionnaires for measuring positive and 

negative mood in order to increase the validity of the measurement. Accordingly, the 

goal of this preliminary report was to examine the effects of mood and stress on 

abdominal pain in a small sample of IBS patients. 

 

 

Method 

Participants 

In this study, we recruited outpatients from two medical centres: the Clinical 

Hospital Center in Rijeka (Department of Gastroenterology) and Clinical Hospital 

Center “Sveti Duh” in Zagreb (Referral centre for functional gastrointestinal 

diseases). A total of 40 patients diagnosed with IBS (Rome III) participated in the 

study, however due to incomplete diary data (n=4), psychiatric comorbidities (n=2), 

and no variability in one of the measured variables (n=2) analyses were performed 

on data obtained from 32 participants (81.5% female). Their age range was 21 to 80 

(M=50,76; SD=14,51), most of them were married (55,3%), currently employed 

(55,3%) and had a high school (50,00%) or University education (36,8%). 

 

Measures 

Affect scale 

Affect was measured using an abbreviated version of the Mood scale 

(Kardum et al., 1992) which has 15 items and measures two factors (positive and 

negative affect). Positive affect (PA) contains the following adjectives: benevolent, 

lively, active, happy, tolerant, cheerful, satisfied. The negative affect factor 

comprises the following: melancholy, fearful, rejected, isolated, scared, irritable, sad, 

angry. The participants’ task was to mark the degree in which they feel a certain way 

(e.g. isolated) from zero (not at all) to four (I feel that way completely). By 

calculating the average response for items of each subscale (PA and NA), two final 

scores are obtained. 

 

Symptom severity scale  

The Symptom severity scale was constructed based on the Gastrointestinal 

Symptom Diary (Blanchard, 2001). The scale has eight symptoms (diarrhoea, 

constipation, abdominal pain, abdominal tenderness, nausea, belching, bloating and 

flatulence), and the participants’ task is to rate the severity of each symptom from 

zero (absent) to four (debilitating). In this paper, only data for abdominal pain was 

used. 
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Daily stress 

Daily stress was measured using a single-item measure, modified from 

Larsson et al. (2015) (sleep disturbances were left out of the description and the time 

frame was modified to suit the needs of the study): “Stress means a situation when a 

person feels tense, restless, nervous, or anxious. Have you experienced such a 

situation today? Mark how stressful the situation was (0 – I haven’t experienced such 

a situation today; 4 – extremely stressful). 

 

Procedure 

The study was conducted from February to April of 2018, in the Clinical 

Hospital Center in Rijeka and the Clinical Hospital Center “Sveti Duh” in Zagreb. 

Participants took part in a larger study and completed a series of questionnaires and 

computerized tasks during two sessions. Between those sessions, participants kept 

diaries once a day, in the evening, for a total of 14 days. Measurements were taken once 

a day as a means of capturing day-to-day variations, but also minimizing the burden of 

continuous two-week measurements on participants. This paper focuses solely on the 

prospective diary data. Participants were provided with booklets containing the 

Symptom severity scale, Affect scale and Daily stress. Prior to the beginning of the two-

week monitoring period, participants were individually given detailed instructions. 

Participants were explicitly instructed not to retrospectively input data if they missed a 

measurement point. They were also provided with a phone number and an email address 

where they could reach out at any time with questions or other inquiries.  

 

Analytic approach 

The main goal was to estimate the relationship of daily stress and affect with 

abdominal pain perception, as well as their temporal dependency. Because of the 

nested structure of the data (measurement points nested within individuals/ 

participants), analyses were made within a hierarchical linear modeling approach 

using the ‘lme4’ package (Bates et al., 2015) for the R statistical environment (R 

Core Team, 2020). With this approach we can estimate the variance that can be 

attributed to participant diversity, and at the same time we can estimate the effects of 

specific ratings (stress and affect) at each measurement point. 
Due to a low subject number, separate models were fitted for daily stress, 

positive and negative affect respectively. To separate between-person and within-
person effects of daily stress and affect, daily PA, NA and stress ratings were 
decomposed into individual level mean (i.e. between-person effects) and by-subjects 
deviation from the specific individual level mean (i.e. within-person effects) (Little 
et al., 2006). Temporal dependency of daily stress, affect and abdominal pain 
perception, was tested using lagged terms. To control for possible pain perseveration, 
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an autoregressive abdominal pain term was included in all models. The fitted models 
were compared to the unconditional model containing only random (by-subject) 
intercepts via likelihood ratio test while the estimates’ confidence intervals were 
calculated using a bootstrap procedure with 5000 samples. To help compare model 
estimates with usual regression results, standardized parameters, conditional and 
marginal R2` estimates (Nakagawa et al., 2017) were calculated. 

Sample size estimation 

The sample size was estimated by means of power analysis corrected for 
multilevel data (Cohen, 1992; Hox, 2010). For an approximate effect size of trait 
(0.50) (Blanchard et al., 2008; Pletikosić & Tkalčić, 2016) and state (0.30) (Dancey 
et al., 1998; Vork et al., 2020), a power of 0.80 and a two-tailed alpha of .05, the 
minimum N was 28.25 at level 2 (trait) and 84.07 at level 1 (state). After level 1 N 
was corrected for nestedness (14 ratings per participant and an ICC of 0.30), the 
resulting number of ratings (level 1 N) was 411.60. The sample used in the study 
consisted of N=32 (level 2) and N=448 (level 1). 

Results 

Correlations were estimated using hierarchical linear modeling. Reliabilities 
for all measures were estimated with variance components for the unconditional 
model extracted via hierarchical linear modeling as suggested by Revelle and Wilt 
(2017). Descriptives, correlations and estimated person-level reliabilities are 
presented in Table 1.  

Table 1. Between- and Within-Person Descriptives for Daily Stress, 

Positive and Negative Affect and Abdominal Pain. 

Variable Between-person r Within-person 

RkRN  Mean SD 1 2 3 4 Mean SD 

1. PA .91 2.43 0.45 - -.51** -.39* -.20* 0.00 0.49 

2. NA .83 0.83 0.47 -.33* - .45** .17* 0.00 0.47 

3. Daily stress .79 1.06 0.55 .16* .55** - .04 0.00 0.87 

4. AP severity .91  1.16 0.79 .01 .24* .18* - 0.00 0.76 

PA: positive affect; NA: negative affect; AP: abdominal pain; RkRN: Reliability over k Random Nested days, 

reliability was averaged over time; Correlations below the diagonal are between individuals, and correlations 

above the diagonal are within-individuals. * p<.05; ** p<.01 

Pain severity was characterized by relatively low intensity and high 

variability between and within-individuals. Between-person averages of daily stress 

and negative affect were relatively low as well, while the within-person variability 
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of daily stress was quite pronounced (high SD). Despite the high within-person 

variability, daily stress and abdominal pain severity were not significantly related 

within-person. Positive affect showed a higher within-person than between-person 

correlation with other measures.  

To predict abdominal pain severity, separate models were fitted and their 

global fit indicators, as well as comparisons with an unconditional null model, are 

presented in Table 2.  

Table 2. Fit Indices of The Tested Models (Stress; PA and NA) 

and Significance Testing Compared to the Null-Model 

Models df AIC BIC log-likelihood χ2 (vs. null-model) df(χ2`) p 

Null-model 3  1143.30 1155.61 -568.65    

Stress model 8 787.18 817.13 -385.59 366.12 5 <.001 

PA model 8 873.79 904.70  -428.89 279.51 5 <.001 

NA model  8 868.12 898.94 -426.06 285.18 5 <.001 

 

The inclusion of abdominal pain autoregressive term and respective 

predictors (stress, PA, NA, respectively) significantly increased the model fit above 

mere pain inter-individual differences. The parameters of specific models are 

presented in Table3. 

All models exhibited a fair fit (Conditional R2 <0.40) even though the 

estimated effect of fixed parameters was relatively low (Marginal R2 ~ 0.07). 

Autoregressive pain effects were significant with an estimated effect of 0.17 (a one-

point increase in pain above the person mean has a carry-over effect of 0.17 to the 

next day). Although the stress model was significant as a whole, no significant stress-

related estimates were found and most of the model fit is to be attributed to auto-

regressive pain effects. It must be noted though, that the between-person stress 

estimates were close to significance suggesting that it might be possible that 

individuals with higher mean stress levels have higher pain levels as well. Positive 

affect showed a significant concurrent within-person effect with no significant 

lagged effects. An increase in daily PA is associated with a -0.31 decrease in 

abdominal pain severity. The between-person estimates were small (close to zero). 

At the same time, negative affect exhibited a significant positive concurrent within-

person effect on abdominal pain severity (0.27) with no significant lagged effects. 

Similar to the stress model, the between-person estimates were marginally higher 

than other NA estimates (p~0.10) potentially suggesting a possible between-person 

effect on abdominal pain. 
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Table 3. Estimated Coefficients, Bootstrap 95% Confidence Intervals,  

and Variance Components of Stress, Positive and Negative Affect Models 

  Estimate S.E. Bootstrap 95% C.I. Std. Estimate t variance 

S
tr

es
s 

Intercept 0.58 0.27 0.05 : 1.13  2.13 0.3677 

Autoregressive term 0.15 0.06 0.04 : 0.25 0.15 2.65  

Between-person effects 0.39 0.22 -0.05 : 0.84 0.19 1.74  

Within-person effects 0.04 0.05 -0.06 : 0.14 0.03 0.73  

Lagged effects (-1) -0.05 0.05 -0.16 : 0.05 -0.04 -1.09  

Lagged effects (+1) 0.03 0.05 -0.06 : 0.13 0.03 0.66  

Residual      0.5692 

    Conditional R2 0.44 

    Marginal R2 0.08 

  Estimate S.E. Bootstrap 95% C.I. Std. Estimate t variance 

P
o
si

ti
v
e 

af
fe

ct
 

Intercept 0.93 0.66 -0.37 : 2.24  1.41 0.4120 

Autoregressive term 0.17 0.05 0.06 : 0.28 0.17 3.25  

Between-person effects 0.03 0.27 -0.50 : 0.54 0.01 0.10  

Within-person effects -0.31 0.08 -0.46 : -0.14 -0.14 -3.80  

Lagged effects (-1) 0.04 0.08 -0.12 : 0.20 0.02 0.52  

Lagged effects (+1) 0.01 0.08 -0.15 : 0.17 0.01 0.09  

Residual      0.5475 

    Conditional R2 0.46 

    Marginal R2 0.06 

  Estimate S.E. Bootstrap 95% C.I. Std. Estimate t variance 

N
eg

at
iv

e 
af

fe
ct

 

Intercept 0.75 0.24 0.27 : 1.22  3.08 0.3904 

Autoregressive term 0.16 0.05 0.06 : 0.27 0.16 3.05  

Between-person effects 0.32 0.25 -0.17 : 0.80 0.14 1.26  

Within-person effects 0.27 0.09 0.09 : 0.45 0.11 2.93  

Lagged effects (-1) -0.10 0.09 -0.28 : 0.09 -0.04 -1.04  

Lagged effects (+1) -0.01 0.09 -0.19 : 0.17 -0.01 -0.14  

Residual      0.5564 

    Conditional R2 0.46 

    Marginal R2 0.07 
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Discussion 

This study examined the concurrent and delayed effects of affect and stress 

on abdominal pain in IBS patients. The obtained results show that concurrent levels 

of positive and negative mood are related to pain intensity. Positive mood was 

negatively related to concurrent abdominal pain, while a positive association was 

found for negative mood. Those concurrent effects of positive and negative affect 

were relatively balanced in intensity. The mentioned results suggest that the impact 

of positive and negative affect on abdominal pain on a day-to-day basis is similarly 

important. No significant association was found between daily stress and abdominal 

pain, neither for concurrent nor for delayed effects. As already mentioned in the 

Results section, the between-person effects of stress on abdominal pain were higher 

than the other stress related model parameters and close to formally significant, 

suggesting a possible relation of average stress levels with interindividual 

differences in abdominal pain (people with higher stress levels tend to experience 

more abdominal pain). 

To our knowledge, repeated assessment of positive and negative affect has 

previously been reported only in one prospective study in IBS patients (Chan et al., 

2019), making this the second study exploring such temporal dynamics of affect. We 

obtained several noteworthy findings. First, we found significant negative 

correlations between concurrent positive and negative affect, which was also 

described by Chan et al. (2019). This has previously been reported for healthy 

subjects (Diener et al., 1984), especially in the context of momentary assessment. 

Even when measured retrospectively, positive and negative affect are increasingly 

more related as the respective time frames become shorter. This could imply that 

even though positive and negative affect can be unrelated on a general level, it is 

unlikely one can feel both positive and negative affect at the same moment, 

especially at a high intensity (Diener et al., 1984).  

Our data also indicated that negative and positive affect were significantly 

associated with abdominal pain, similar to results provided by Chan et al. (2019). 

Higher negative and lower positive affect were related to higher abdominal pain. 

Unlike Chan et al. (2019) who reported that pain and other GI symptoms were related 

to affective states in subsequent time points, we found significant concurrent effects, 

while delayed effects were not significant. This is probably due to the fact that Chan 

et al. (2019) used momentary assessment and their time points were, at most, 

separated by several hours, while ours were measured at daily intervals. Taken 

together, these findings suggest that the association between mood and pain is 

temporally limited to several hours, which is reflected in significant within-day 

effects, but not in delayed cross-correlations of end-of day diary scores. Regardless 
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of the temporal relationship, this shows that abdominal pain has a significant impact 

on daily psychological functioning and wellbeing of IBS patients.  

In the present study, significant concurrent associations of daily stress and 

mood were obtained. More precisely, as daily stress levels rose, IBS patients reported 

lower positive and higher negative mood. This was true for intraindividual as well 

as interindividual effects. Similar results were reported by the abovementioned study 

by Chan et al. (2019), however they only presented data for stress and negative 

mood. Findings obtained using end-of day diary data on healthy persons revealed the 

same associations for positive and negative affect with stress (Richardson, 2017). 

The correlation between stress and negative affect is well known and is especially 

pronounced in persons with high trait neuroticism, as their reactions to negative and 

stressful events tend to be more intense and aversive (Mroczek et al., 2004). It is well 

established that IBS patients represent one such group of people with high trait 

neuroticism (Hauser et al., 2014). 

 

Figure 1. Positive and Negative Affect, Stress,  

and Abdominal Pain Severity on 14 Days for Three IBS Patients. 

Note: Patient A shows a relatively high variability and a visible association of affect, stress, and abdominal 

pain. Patient B shows a lower variability with lower and less clear associations of affect, stress, and abdominal 

pain. Patient C exhibits a low variability with an almost non-existent correlation of affect, stress, and 

abdominal pain. 

The results of the present study do not support a significant relationship 

between daily stress and abdominal pain. We found no significant effects of stress 

on pain, neither concurrent nor delayed ones. This contrasts with findings by Chan 
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et al. (2019), who reported significant delayed effects, and Vork et al. (2020), who 

reported significant concurrent effects of stress on pain. In both of those studies, data 

were measured using momentary assessment, unlike our data which was reported 

retrospectively at the end of the day. It could be argued that stress and pain have an 

in-the-moment association, or a temporally limited association which is no longer 

significant when dealing with assessments for the experiences of an entire day. 

Mujagic et al. (2015) have shown that end-of-day diary abdominal pain scores are 

higher than scores obtained by momentary assessment, which could alternatively be 

the cause of these differing results. Perhaps the tendency of patients to overestimate 

pain intensity (which is a characteristic of persons with high neuroticism) leads to a 

distortion of the stress-symptom relationship, which is not the case for momentary 

assessment. Some previous studies which also used end-of-day diaries have reported 

significant associations of stress and pain in IBS patients. One study found 

correlations between symptoms and a combination of same-day and previous-day 

stress scores (Levy et al., 1997) and another found correlations between symptoms 

and a combination of stress scores from the preceding 4 days (Dancey et al., 1998). 

Both studies resorted to aggregated measures of stress, used small samples of IBS 

patients (n=26 and n=31) and reported significant associations in only 38% (Levy et 

al., 1997) and 43% (Dancey et al., 1998) of their participants. Similarly, Hertig et al. 

(2007) reported significant stress-symptom associations in around 30% of their 

sample (n=181), however these associations were substantially reduced after 

controlling for daily anxiety and depression. Their interpretation was that this 

relationship may be mediated by psychological distress, which we didn’t measure 

directly in the present study, but it could be reflected in high negative and low 

positive affect. Thus, even though we did not find significant stress-symptom 

correlations, we did find significant stress-mood associations as well as mood-pain 

correlations, which supports the possible mediating effect of psychological distress 

in the stress-symptom relationship. Another marginally non-significant effect is 

worth mentioning, especially considering the limited size of our sample – the average 

bi-weekly stress level reflected in interindividual variations of stress was marginally 

related to abdominal pain (p=0.18). This average of daily assessments could be 

viewed as a measure of chronic stress, which would imply that IBS daily symptoms 

are most dominantly impacted by long-term or chronic exposure to daily stress. 

In line with our findings, Suls et al. (1994) reported no significant effects of 

daily stress on symptoms after controlling for autocorrelation of symptoms, but they 

found significant stress-symptom correlations of weekly aggregates. Similarly, 

Blanchard et al. (2008) also analysed weekly data and concluded that most of the 

evidence supports a reciprocal relationship between stress and symptoms, rather than 

a causal one. They offered a very plausible explanation as to why patients so often 

report stress as a precursor to symptom exacerbation: one cannot separate the 

concurrent stress-symptoms effects, from the delayed stress-stress and symptoms-
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symptoms effects, and by integrating them into one experience, it seems as if stress 

precedes and exacerbates symptoms. Whether or not stress and symptoms have a 

causal relationship, remains to be elucidated. Perhaps the answer will not be 

straightforward – we might find that such a relationship exists not for all, but for 

some of the patients, or not consistently, but some of the time. Such heterogeneity in 

the magnitude of associations between stress and abdominal pain between 

participants was present in our data. It was also reported by previous studies (Vork 

et al., 2020), and evident from stress-symptom correlations having been reported 

only for subsets of IBS samples (Dancey et al., 1998; Hertig et al., 2007; Levy et al., 

1997). In the present study this heterogeneity was illustrated in Figure 1 which 

presents data from 3 IBS patients with different affect and stress-pain associations 

over the 14-day period. The observed heterogeneity could be the result of several 

different factors, for example differences in how people experience stress 

(physiologically and psychologically) and how they cope with the stress they have 

experienced. First, patients who are physiologically less responsive to stressful 

stimuli may not experience a significant effect of those stimuli on their abdominal 

symptoms. Reported variations in findings on autonomic and HPA axis functioning 

in IBS patients offer evidence of such interindividual differences (Böhmelt et al., 

2005; Kennedy et al., 2014; Mazurak et al., 2012). Secondly, considering that we did 

not measure physiological stress, but rather perceived stress, we must acknowledge 

that there are differences in what people report as stressful (Mroczek et al., 2004). 

Third, interindividual differences in how people deal with the experience of stress 

are best described using coping strategies. Findings reported by Lackner et al. (2010) 

indicate that IBS patients who employ more effective coping strategies could in 

effect be buffering the effects of stress on their symptoms, or specifically, their 

abdominal pain. And finally, there are different types of stressors which can have 

different effects on symptom generation and perpetuation (Mayer et al., 2001), which 

we did not control for in the present study.  

The main limitations of this study are its correlational nature, which does 

not allow for making causal inferences on the nature of the stress-symptom 

relationship and the relatively small sample size. Also, end-of day retrospective diary 

assessment might not be the most appropriate method for capturing stress-symptom 

associations. Considering all of the above, the conclusions of this study are limited. 

However, prospective studies of this type are rare due to the level of engagement 

which is required from the patients and the time it takes for data collection, thus the 

contribution from this clinical sample might be valuable for directing future research. 

Clinical implications of this study are in line with previous research, despite 

the small sample size. Although the results indicate that there are no correlations 

between day-to-day stress and abdominal pain in IBS patients, and only point to a 

marginal effect of average stress on average pain scores, this does not mean that 

stress is irrelevant for IBS. On the contrary, research indicates that the impact of 
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stress on IBS outcomes (quality of life, burden of illness, symptom severity) is more 

indirect than direct - through cognitive and behavioural processes which maintain 

symptoms. For example, it seems that maladaptive coping strategies (rigid coping 

style accompanied by problem focused strategies) related to cognitive alterations 

(impaired cognitive flexibility and problem solving) and negative mood (worry, 

anxiety, catastrophizing) are especially important for IBS. Cognitive-behavioural 

therapies (CBT) which focus on these mechanisms seem to be most effective and 

have a long-lasting impact on the improvement of IBS symptoms (Lackner et al., 

2022). Meta-analyses show that psychotherapy in general is effective for reducing 

various psychosocial symptoms in IBS patients, including anxiety, depression, and 

catastrophizing, but most importantly, psychotherapy leads to a reduction in GI 

symptoms (Black et al., 2020; Hetterich & Stengel, 2020). CBT interventions 

(specifically minimum contact CBT, standard CBT and group CBT) have the most 

consistent effects, and have been shown to be more effective than active control 

programs (such as psychoeducation) which also have some positive effects on 

treatment outcomes (Black et al., 2020). In addition to symptom reduction, CBT 

results in significant improvements in psychosocial functioning of IBS patients, 

including quality of life, visceral anxiety and negative cognitions (Craske et al., 

2011; Ljótsson et al., 2011). 

Specific therapeutic techniques which simultaneously lead to improvements 

in psychosocial outcomes (stress, quality of life) and symptom-related outcomes 

(pain, bowel dysfunction, symptom severity), some of which are utilized in CBT, 

include: support or empathy, symptom self-monitoring, self-monitoring of 

cognitions, finding associations between symptoms and cognitions, providing 

feedback, problem solving, encouraging rehearsal. It also seems that explaining the 

working mechanisms of an intervention improves its effectiveness (Henrich et al., 

2015, Hetterich & Stengel, 2020). For detailed information on CBT for IBS, see 

Lackner (2020). 

From the CBT perspective, it is the interpretation of events, not the events 

themselves, which increases the intensity of negative emotions and feelings, negative 

thoughts, and physical symptoms such as pain. Teaching patients how to employ 

effective cognitive strategies in order to challenge their beliefs and attitudes about 

their own health leads to a change in the way patients interpret information. This is 

important especially for patients experiencing heightened stress, who see themselves 

as vulnerable and unable to cope with stressful events, which consequently leads to 

excessive worry about future events (for example, having bowel-related accidents in 

public). Worrying about events which are unlikely to happen is negatively reinforced 

by the events not occurring – which further increases worrying in the future. This 

vicious cycle of stress, negative emotions, symptoms and behaviour can be broken 

by challenging beliefs about future events, specifically by training patients to 

monitor and evaluate their own thoughts and feelings (Lackner, 2020). Our results 



 

Articles Section 

 

 

Temporal Dynamics of Stress, Affect and Pain in IBS 15 

 

point to a marginally significant between-subject effect of stress on pain, in other 

words we found that patients with higher average stress levels seem to experience 

more pain. Based on the CBT approach, these patients may be interpreting their pain 

more intensely because of limited psychological resources and stress-related changes 

in mood (lower positive and higher negative mood). Applying CBT techniques based 

on the obtained results would indicate, for example, combining symptom self-

monitoring (in order to detect what precedes symptoms and if any patterns exist) 

with relaxation training (with the aim of reducing physiological arousal) and flexible 

problem solving (teaching patients adaptive coping strategies – problem oriented in 

the case of controllable problems and emotion-oriented for uncontrollable problems) 

in order to reduce patients’ stress levels, and consequently the level of reported pain. 

On a day-to day level, the obtained results underline the significance of low positive 

mood and high negative mood, which are both related to increased daily stress and 

increased daily pain levels. It could be proposed that employing emotion (and 

cognition) self-monitoring, combined with symptom self-monitoring, and making 

connections between the two, could be effective in pain reduction, and possibly daily 

stress alleviation in IBS patients (Henrich et al., 2015).  

 

 

Authors’ Notes 

Funding: This study was financially supported by University of Rijeka 

(Grant Number 13.04.1.3.1). 

Competing interests: The authors declare that there are no potential 

conflicts of interest associated with this publication, and that any financial support 

has been noted in the Acknowledgment section. 

Ethics approval: This study was performed in line with APA ethical 

standards and the principles of the Declaration of Helsinki. Approval was granted by 

the Ethics Committees of Clinical Hospital Centre Rijeka (February 6th, 2018.; Class 

003-05/18-1/11, Reg. No. 2170-29-02/15-18-2) and Clinical Hospital Sv. Duh 

Zagreb (January 25th, 2018.; Reg. No. 01-384). 

Consent: Informed consent was obtained from all participants included in 

the study. 

 

 

References 

Bates, D. M., Mächler, M., Bolker, B., & Walker, S. (2015). Fitting Linear Mixed-

Effects Models Using lme4. Journal of Statistical Software, 67(1), 1–48. 

https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v067.i01 



 

Articles Section 

 

 

16  Temporal Dynamics of Stress, Affect and Pain in IBS 

 

Black, C. J., Thakur, E. R., Houghton, L. A., Quigley, E., Moayyedi, P., & Ford, A. 

C. (2020). Efficacy of psychological therapies for irritable bowel syndrome: 

systematic review and network meta-analysis. Gut, 69(8), 1441–1451. 

https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2020-321191  

Blanchard, E. B. (2001). Irritable bowel syndrome: Psychosocial assessment and 

treatment. Washington, D.C.: American Psychological Association. 

Blanchard, E. B., Lackner, J. M., Jaccard, J., Rowell, D., Carosella, A. M., Powell, 

C., et al. (2008). The role of stress in symptom exacerbation among IBS 

patients. Journal of Psychosomatic Research, 64(2), 119–128. https://doi.org/

10.1016/j.jpsychores.2007.10.010 

Böhmelt, A. H., Nater, U. M., Franke, S., Hellhammer, D. H., & Ehlert, U. (2005). 

Basal and stimulated hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal axis activity in patients 

with functional gastrointestinal disorders and healthy controls. Psychosomatic 

Medicine, 67(2), 288–294. https://doi.org/10.1097/01.psy.0000157064.

72831.ba 

Chan, Y., So, S. H., Mak, A. D. P., Siah, K. T. H., Chan, W., & Wu, J. C. Y. (2019). 

The temporal relationship of daily life stress, emotions, and bowel symptoms 

in irritable bowel syndrome—Diarrhea subtype: A smartphone‐based 

experience sampling study. Neurogastroenterology & Motility, 31(3), e13514. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/nmo.13514 

Chang, L., Sundaresh, S., Elliott, J., Anton, P. A., Baldi, P., Licudine, A., et al. (2009). 

Dysregulation of the hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal (HPA) axis in irritable 

bowel syndrome. Neurogastroenterology & Motility, 21(2), 149–159. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2982.2008.01171.x 

Chen, H.-H., Hung, C.-H., Kao, A.-W., & Hsieh, H.-F. (2021). Exploring Quality of 

Life, Stress, and Risk Factors Associated with Irritable Bowel Syndrome for 

Female University Students in Taiwan. International Journal of Environmental 

Research and Public Health, 18(8), 3888. https://doi.org/10.3390/

ijerph18083888 

Cohen, J. (1992). A power primer. Psychological Bulletin, 112(1), 155–159. 

https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.112.1.155 

Craske, M. G., Wolitzky-Taylor, K. B., Labus, J., Wu, S., Frese, M., Mayer, E. A., & 

Naliboff, B. D. (2011). A cognitive-behavioral treatment for irritable bowel 

syndrome using interoceptive exposure to visceral sensations. Behaviour 

research and therapy, 49(6-7), 413–421. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2011.

04.001 

Creed, F. H., Levy, R. L., Bradley, L., Drossman, D. A., Francisconi, C., Naliboff, B. 

D., & Olden, K. W. (2006). Psychosocial aspects of functional gastrointestinal 

disorders. In D. A. Drossman, E. Corazziari, M. Delvaux, R. C. Spiller, N. J. 

Talley, W. G. Thompson, & W. E. Whitehead (Eds.), Rome III: The functional 

gastrointestinal disorders (pp. 295–368). McLean, VA: Degnon Associates Inc. 



 

Articles Section 

 

 

Temporal Dynamics of Stress, Affect and Pain in IBS 17 

 

Dancey, C. P., Taghavi, M., & Fox, R. J. (1998). The relationship between daily stress 

and symptoms of irritable bowel: a time-series approach. Journal of 

Psychosomatic Research, 44(5), 537–545. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-

3999(97)00255-9 

Deary, V., Chalder, T., & Sharpe, M. (2007). The cognitive behavioural model of 

medically unexplained symptoms: A theoretical and empirical review. Clinical 

Psychology Review, 27(7), 781–797. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2007.07.002 

Diener, E., & Emmons, R. A. (1984). The independence of positive and negative 

affect. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 47(5), 1105–1117. 

https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.47.5.1105 

Drossman, D. A., & Hasler, W. L. (2016). Rome IV—Functional GI Disorders: 

Disorders of Gut-Brain Interaction. Gastroenterology, 150(6), 1257–1261. 

https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2016.03.035 

Drossman, D. A., McKee, D. C., Sandler, R. S., Mitchell, C. M., Cramer, E. M., 

Lowman, B. C., & Burger, A. L. (1988). Psychosocial Factors in the Irritable 

Bowel Syndrome. Gastroenterology, 95(3), 701–708. https://doi.org/10.1016/

S0016-5085(88)80017-9 

Gros, D. F., Antony, M. M., McCabe, R. E., & Swinson, R. P. (2009). Frequency and 

severity of the symptoms of irritable bowel syndrome across the anxiety 

disorders and depression. Journal of Anxiety Disorders, 23(2), 290–296. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.janxdis.2008.08.004 

Halpert, A., & Drossman, D. (2005). Biopsychosocial Issues in Irritable Bowel 

Syndrome. Journal of Clinical Gastroenterology, 39(8), 665–669. 

https://doi.org/10.1097/01.mcg.0000174024.81096.44 

Hauser, G., Pletikosić, S., & Tkalčić, M. (2014). Cognitive behavioral approach to 

understanding irritable bowel syndrome. World Journal of Gastroenterology, 

20(22), 6744. https://doi.org/10.3748/wjg.v20.i22.6744 

Heitkemper, M., Burr, R. L., Jarrett, M., Hertig, V., Lustyk, M. K., & Bond, E. F. 

(1998). Evidence for autonomic nervous system imbalance in women with 

irritable bowel syndrome. Digestive Diseases and Sciences, 43(9), 2093–2098. 

https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1018871617483 

Henningsen, P., Zimmermann, T., & Sattel, H. (2003). Medically Unexplained 

Physical Symptoms, Anxiety, and Depression. Psychosomatic Medicine, 65(4), 

528–533. https://doi.org/10.1097/01.PSY.0000075977.90337.E7 

Henrich, J. F., Knittle, K., De Gucht, V., Warren, S., Dombrowski, S. U., & Maes, S. 

(2015). Identifying effective techniques within psychological treatments for 

irritable bowel syndrome: a meta-analysis. Journal of psychosomatic research, 

78(3), 205–222. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychores.2014.12.009  

Hertig, V. L., Cain, K. C., Jarrett, M. E., Burr, R. L., & Heitkemper, M. M. (2007). 

Daily Stress and Gastrointestinal Symptoms in Women With Irritable Bowel 



 

Articles Section 

 

 

18  Temporal Dynamics of Stress, Affect and Pain in IBS 

 

Syndrome. Nursing Research, 56(6), 399–406. https://doi.org/10.1097/01.

NNR.0000299855.60053.88 

Hetterich, L., & Stengel, A. (2020). Psychotherapeutic Interventions in Irritable 

Bowel Syndrome. Frontiers in psychiatry, 11, 286. https://doi.org/10.3389/

fpsyt.2020.00286 

Hood, S. D., Shufflebotham, J. Q., Hendry, J., Hince, D. A., Rich, A. S., Probert, C. 

S. J., & Potokar, J. (2008). Irritable Bowel Syndrome Patients Exhibit Depressive 

and Anxiety Scores in the Subsyndromal Range. The Open Psychiatry Journal, 

2(1), 12–22. https://doi.org/10.2174/1874354400802010012 

Houben, M., Van Den Noortgate, W., & Kuppens, P. (2015). The relation between 

short-term emotion dynamics and psychological well-being: A meta-analysis. 

Psychological Bulletin, 141(4), 901–930. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0038822 

Hox, J. J. (2010). Quantitative methodology series. Multilevel analysis: Techniques 

and applications (2nd ed.). Routledge/Taylor & Francis Group. 

Kardum, I., & Bezinović, P. (1992). Metodološke i teorijske implikacije pri 

konstrukciji skale za mjerenje emocionalnog doživljavanja. Godišnjak zavoda 

za psihologiju, 1, 53–60. 

Kennedy, P. J., Clarke, G., Quigley, E. M. M., Groeger, J. A., Dinan, T. G., & Cryan, 

J. F. (2012). Gut memories: Towards a cognitive neurobiology of irritable 

bowel syndrome. Neuroscience and Biobehavioral Reviews, 36(1), 310–340. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2011.07.001 

Kennedy, P. J., Cryan, J. F., Quigley, E. M. M., Dinan, T. G., & Clarke, G. (2014). A 

sustained hypothalamic–pituitary–adrenal axis response to acute psychosocial 

stress in irritable bowel syndrome. Psychological Medicine, 44(14), 3123–

3134. https://doi.org/10.1017/S003329171400052X 

Kovács, Z., & Kovács, F. (2007). Depressive and Anxiety Symptoms, Dysfunctional 

Attitudes and Social Aspects in Irritable Bowel Syndrome and Inflammatory 

Bowel Disease. The International Journal of Psychiatry in Medicine, 37(3), 

245–255. https://doi.org/10.2190/PM.37.3.a 

Lackner, J. M. (2020): Skills over pills? A clinical gastroenterologist’s primer in 

cognitive behavioral therapy for irritable bowel syndrome, Expert Review of 

Gastroenterology & Hepatology, https://doi.org/10.1080/17474124.2020.1780

118  

Lackner, J. M., Brasel, A. M., Quigley, B. M., Keefer, L., Krasner, S. S., Powell, C., 

et al. (2010). The ties that bind: perceived social support, stress, and IBS in 

severely affected patients. Neurogastroenterology & Motility, 22(8), 893–900. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2982.2010.01516.x 

Lackner, J. M., Gudleski, G. D., Radziwon, C. D., Krasner, S. S., Firth, R. S., 

Naliboff, B. D., Vargovich, A. M., Borden, A. B., & Mayer, E. A. (2022). 

Cognitive flexibility improves in cognitive behavioral therapy for irritable 

https://doi.org/10.1037/a0038822
https://doi.org/10.2190/PM.37.3.a
https://doi.org/10.1080/17474124.​2020.1780​118
https://doi.org/10.1080/17474124.​2020.1780​118
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2982.2010.01516.x


 

Articles Section 

 

 

Temporal Dynamics of Stress, Affect and Pain in IBS 19 

 

bowel syndrome but not nonspecific education/support. Behaviour research 

and therapy, 154, 104033. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2022.104033  

Lacy, B. E., Mearin, F., Chang, L., Chey, W. D., Lembo, A. J., Simren, M., & Spiller, 

R. (2016). Bowel Disorders. Gastroenterology, 150(6), 1393-1407.e5. 

https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2016.02.031  

Lamers, F., Swendsen, J., Cui, L., Husky, M., Johns, J., Zipunnikov, V., & 

Merikangas, K. R. (2018). Mood reactivity and affective dynamics in mood 

and anxiety disorders. Journal of Abnormal Psychology, 127(7), 659–669. 

https://doi.org/10.1037/abn0000378 

Larsson, U. F.-, Brink, E., Grankvist, G., Jonsdottir, I. H., & Alsen, P. (2015). The 

Single-Item Measure of Stress Symptoms after Myocardial Infarction and Its 

Association with Fatigue. Open Journal of Nursing, 05(04), 345–353. 

https://doi.org/10.4236/ojn.2015.54037 

Lee, C., Doo, E., Choi, J. M., Jang, S., Ryu, H.-S., Lee, J. Y., et al. (2017). The 

Increased Level of Depression and Anxiety in Irritable Bowel Syndrome 

Patients Compared with Healthy Controls: Systematic Review and Meta-

analysis. Journal of Neurogastroenterology and Motility, 23(3), 349–362. 

https://doi.org/10.5056/jnm16220 

Levy, R. L., Cain, K. C., Jarrett, M., & Heitkemper, M. M. (1997). The relationship 

between daily life stress and gastrointestinal symptoms in women with irritable 

bowel syndrome. Journal of behavioral medicine, 20(2), 177–93. 

https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1025582728271 

Little, T. D., Slegers, D. W., & Card, N. A. (2006). A Non-arbitrary Method of 

Identifying and Scaling Latent Variables in SEM and MACS Models. 

Structural Equation Modeling: A Multidisciplinary Journal, 13(1), 59–72. 

https://doi.org/10.1207/s15328007sem1301_3 

Ljótsson, B., Hedman, E., Andersson, E., Hesser, H., Lindfors, P., Hursti, T., Rydh, 

S., Rück, C., Lindefors, N., & Andersson, G. (2011). Internet-delivered 

exposure-based treatment vs. stress management for irritable bowel syndrome: 

a randomized trial. The American journal of gastroenterology, 106(8), 1481–

1491. https://doi.org/10.1038/ajg.2011.139 

Martin, C. R., Osadchiy, V., Kalani, A., & Mayer, E. A. (2018). The Brain-Gut-

Microbiome Axis. In CMGH (Vol. 6, Issue 2, pp. 133–148). Elsevier Inc. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcmgh.2018.04.003 

Mayer, E. A., Naliboff, B. D., Chang, L., & Coutinho, S. V. (2001). V. Stress and 

irritable bowel syndrome. American Journal of Physiology-Gastrointestinal 

and Liver Physiology, 280(4), G519–G524. https://doi.org/10.1152/ajpgi.

2001.280.4.G519 

Mayer, E. A., Ryu, H. J., & Bhatt, R. R. (2023). The neurobiology of irritable bowel 

syndrome. In Molecular Psychiatry (Vol. 28, Issue 4, pp. 1451–1465). Springer 

Nature. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41380-023-01972-w 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2022.104033
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2016.02.031
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15328007sem1301_3
https://doi.org/10.1152/​ajpgi.​2001.280.4.G519
https://doi.org/10.1152/​ajpgi.​2001.280.4.G519


 

Articles Section 

 

 

20  Temporal Dynamics of Stress, Affect and Pain in IBS 

 

Mazurak, N., Seredyuk, N., Sauer, H., Teufel, M., & Enck, P. (2012). Heart rate 

variability in the irritable bowel syndrome: A review of the literature. 

Neurogastroenterology and Motility, 24(3), 206–216. https://doi.org/10.1111/

j.1365-2982.2011.01866.x 

Midenfjord, I., Polster, A., Sjövall, H., Törnblom, H., & Simrén, M. (2019). Anxiety 

and depression in irritable bowel syndrome: Exploring the interaction with 

other symptoms and pathophysiology using multivariate analyses. 

Neurogastroenterology and Motility, 31(8), 1–14. https://doi.org/10.1111/

nmo.13619 

Mroczek, D. K., & Almeida, D. M. (2004). The Effect of Daily Stress, Personality, 

and Age on Daily Negative Affect. Journal of Personality, 72(2), 355–378. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0022-3506.2004.00265.x 

Mujagic, Z., Leue, C., Vork, L., Lousberg, R., Jonkers, D. M. A. E., Keszthelyi, D., et 

al. (2015). The Experience Sampling Method - a new digital tool for momentary 

symptom assessment in IBS: an exploratory study. Neurogastroenterology & 

Motility, 27(9), 1295–1302. https://doi.org/10.1111/nmo.12624 

Nakagawa, S., Johnson, P. C. D., & Schielzeth, H. (2017). The coefficient of 

determination R 2 and intra-class correlation coefficient from generalized 

linear mixed-effects models revisited and expanded. Journal of The Royal 

Society Interface, 14(134), 20170213. https://doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2017.0213 

Ng, C., Malcolm, A., Hansen, R., & Kellow, J. (2007). Feeding and colonic 

distension provoke altered autonomic responses in irritable bowel syndrome. 

Scandinavian Journal of Gastroenterology, 42(4), 441–446. https://doi.org/10.

1080/00365520600965749 

Palsson, O. S., Whitehead, W., Törnblom, H., Sperber, A. D., & Simren, M. (2020). 

Prevalence of Rome IV Functional Bowel Disorders Among Adults in the 

United States, Canada, and the United Kingdom. Gastroenterology, 158(5), 

1262-1273.e3. https://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2019.12.021 

Parker, C. H., Naliboff, B. D., Shih, W., Presson, A. P., Videlock, E. J., Mayer, E. A., 

& Chang, L. (2019). Negative Events During Adulthood Are Associated With 

Symptom Severity and Altered Stress Response in Patients With Irritable 

Bowel Syndrome. Clinical Gastroenterology and Hepatology, 17(11), 2245–

2252. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cgh.2018.12.029 

Pletikosić, S., & Tkalčić, M. (2016). The Role of Stress in IBS Symptom Severity. 

Pychological Topics, 25(1), 29–43. 

Revelle, W., & Wilt, J. (2019). Analyzing dynamic data: A tutorial. Personality and 

Individual Differences, 136(August 2017), 38–51. https://doi.org/10.1016/

j.paid.2017.08.020 

Qin, H.-Y., Cheng, C.-W., Tang, X.-D., & Bian, Z.-X. (2014). Impact of 

psychological stress on irritable bowel syndrome. World Journal of 

Gastroenterology, 20(39), 14126. https://doi.org/10.3748/wjg.v20.i39.14126 

https://doi.org/10.1111/​j.1365-2982.2011.01866.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/​j.1365-2982.2011.01866.x
https://doi.org/10.​1080/​00365520600965749
https://doi.org/10.​1080/​00365520600965749


 

Articles Section 

 

 

Temporal Dynamics of Stress, Affect and Pain in IBS 21 

 

R Core Team. (2020). R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. 

Vienna, Austria. https://www.r-project.org/ 

Rahal, H., Videlock, E. J., Icenhour, A., Shih, W., Naliboff, B., Gupta, A., Mayer, E. 

A., & Chang, L. (2020). Importance of trauma-related fear in patients with 

irritable bowel syndrome and early adverse life events. Neurogastroenterology 

and Motility, 32(9). https://doi.org/10.1111/nmo.13896 

Richardson, C. M. E. (2017). Emotion regulation in the context of daily stress: 

Impact on daily affect. Personality and Individual Differences, 112, 150–156. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2017.02.058 

Schoevers, R. A., van Borkulo, C. D., Lamers, F., Servaas, M. N., Bastiaansen, J. A., 

Beekman, A. T. F., et al. (2021). Affect fluctuations examined with ecological 

momentary assessment in patients with current or remitted depression and 

anxiety disorders. Psychological Medicine, 51(11), 1906–1915. https://doi.org/

10.1017/S0033291720000689 

Suls, J., Wan, C. K., & Blanchard, E. B. (1994). A multilevel data-analytic approach 

for evaluation of relationships between daily life stressors and 

symptomatology: Patients with irritable bowel syndrome. Health Psychology, 

13(2), 103–113. https://doi.org/10.1037/0278-6133.13.2.103 

van Orshoven, N. P., Andriesse, G. I., van Schelven, L. J., Smout, A. J., Akkermans, 

L. M. A., & Oey, P. L. (2006). Subtle involvement of the parasympathetic 

nervous system in patients with irritable bowel syndrome. Clinical Autonomic 

Research, 16(1), 33–39. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10286-006-0307-x 

Van Oudenhove, L., Levy, R. L., Crowell, M. D., Drossman, D. A., Halpert, A. D., 

Keefer, L., et al. (2016). Biopsychosocial Aspects of Functional 

Gastrointestinal Disorders: How Central and Environmental Processes 

Contribute to the Development and Expression of Functional Gastrointestinal 

Disorders. Gastroenterology, 150(6), 1355-1367.e2. https://doi.org/10.1053/

j.gastro.2016.02.027 

Vork, L., Keszthelyi, D., van Kuijk, S. M. J., Quetglas, E. G., Törnblom, H., Simrén, 

M., et al. (2020). Patient-Specific Stress–Abdominal Pain Interaction in 

Irritable Bowel Syndrome: An Exploratory Experience Sampling Method 

Study. Clinical and Translational Gastroenterology, 11(7), e00209. 

https://doi.org/10.14309/ctg.0000000000000209 

Weaver, K. R., Melkus, G. D., Fletcher, J., & Henderson, W. A. (2018). Perceived 

Stress, Its Physiological Correlates, and Quality of Life in Patients With 

Irritable Bowel Syndrome. Biological Research For Nursing, 20(3), 312–320. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1099800418756733 

Zamani, M., Alizadeh-Tabari, S., & Zamani, V. (2019). Systematic review with meta-

analysis: the prevalence of anxiety and depression in patients with irritable 

bowel syndrome. In Alimentary Pharmacology and Therapeutics (Vol. 50, Issue 

2, pp. 132–143). Blackwell Publishing Ltd. https://doi.org/10.1111/apt.15325 

https://www.r-project.org/


 

Articles Section 

 

 

22  Temporal Dynamics of Stress, Affect and Pain in IBS 

 

Zhou, G. Q., Huang, M. J., Yu, X., Zhang, N. N., Tao, S., & Zhang, M. (2023). Early 

life adverse exposures in irritable bowel syndrome: new insights and 

opportunities. In Frontiers in Pediatrics (Vol. 11). Frontiers Media SA. 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fped.2023.1241801 
 

 


	ISSN 2360-0853  JEBP_vol 24_no 2_septembrie 2024_22.08  BT.pdf
	Temporal Dynamics of Stress, Affect,  and Abdominal Pain in IBS:  Insights From a Clinical Sample
	Sanda Pletikosić Tončić1*, Marko Tončić2, and Tajana Jančec3
	Method
	Participants
	Measures
	Procedure
	Analytic approach
	Sample size estimation

	Results
	Discussion
	Authors’ Notes
	References




