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Introduction

= Theories of consciousness have developed in parallel without much cross-talk.

* In this adversarial collaboration, we contrast two leading theories of consciousness: Global Neuronal Workspace theory (GNWT) and Integrated Information
Theory (lIT).

» Two experiments were developed with, and endorsed by, the theories’ proponents.

» These experiments were preregistered and run in seven theory-impartial laboratories using three complementary methods: functional Magnetic Resonance
Imaging (fMRI), Magneto-Electroencephalography (M-EEG), and intracranial electroencephalography (iIEEG).

» The theories are tested based on the same data and analytical approaches, and included an optimization phase and a replication phase.
* Here we present the rationale and predictions of the first study, including the experimental design, and the behavioral and eye tracking results.
» A series of posters present in-depth results obtained across three different data modalities and predictions
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