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4 Introduction * To turther explore bifurcation dynamics supporting visual awareness, while avoiding complications caused by A
 Bifurcation dynamics from ~250-700 ms have been proposed as a potential signature stimulus-mask overlap, here, we used a stimulus degradation paradigm more closely matched with the auditory
of conscious processing in an auditory threshold paradigm [1]. paradigm of Sergent et al. (2021) [1].

* Similar results have been reported in visual masking paradigms, with signs of « Stimulus contrast was manipulated around perceptual threshold in both report and no-report conditions, while
bifurcation dynamics found at ~250-300 ms or ~300-500 ms, depending on the analyses focused on (1) identitying EEG signals with non-linear amplitude profiles, and (2) testing for bifurcation
\ reporting task [2,3]. dynamics via inter-trial EEG variability. Yy

Methods Bifurcation Model
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Inter-Trial EEG Variability
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