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* A group of frontal and parietal regions demonstrated
larger BOLD responses for the incongruent than the
congruent condition (red) while another group of
fronto-parietal regions demonstrated larger BOLD
responses for seen than unseen Gabors (green) (p <
0.05, voxel-wise FDR corrected). No interaction between
executive control and consciousness was found for any
of the fronto-parietal regions examined.
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DISCUSSION Our data support the gateway hypothesis about the relationship between attention and consciousness [1, 2].
Executive control modulated the conscious perception of near-threshold stimuli, which, at the neural level, was reflected in the
functional connectivity of fronto-parietal regions. DTl data highlighted the importance of the dorsal and middle branch of the SLF in
the left hemisphere, demonstrating the importance of taking into account functional and structural connectivity for a more
complete understanding of the cognitive system.
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