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Abstract:  12 

Recent research indicates prolonged disorders of consciousness (PDOC) result from structural and 13 
functional impairments to key cortical and subcortical networks including the default mode network 14 
(DMN) and the anterior forebrain mesocircuit (AFM). However, the specific mechanisms which 15 
underpin such impairments remain unknown. It is known that disruptions in the striatal-pallidal 16 
pathway can result in the over inhibition of the thalamus and lack of excitation to the cortex that 17 
characterises PDOC. Here, we used spectral dynamic causal modelling and parametric empirical 18 
Bayes on rs-fMRI data to assess whether DMN changes in PDOC are caused by disruptions in the 19 
AFM. 20 

PDOC patients displayed overall reduced coupling within the AFM, and specifically, decreased self-21 
inhibition of the striatum paired with reduced coupling from striatum to thalamus. This led to loss 22 
of inhibition from AFM to DMN, mostly driven by posterior areas including the precuneus and 23 
inferior parietal cortex. In turn, the DMN showed disruptions in self-inhibition of the precuneus and 24 
medial prefrontal cortex.  25 

Our results provide support for the anterior mesocircuit model at the subcortical level but highlight 26 
an inhibitory role for the AFM over the DMN, which is disrupted in PDOC. 27 
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 32 

1. Introduction 33 
Recent years have seen an increasing interest in characterizing the neural bases underlying the 34 

(full or partial) lack of awareness in prolonged disorders of consciousness (PDOC) with 35 
neuroimaging techniques [1]. Alongside contributing to advancing our understanding of the neural 36 
correlates of consciousness [2], the outcomes of this research can provide biomarkers to improve 37 
diagnosis and prognostication accuracy, as well as assist with the development of potential therapies. 38 
Much of the work to date has focused on structural and (resting-state) functional connectivity [3]. 39 
This has identified disconnections in long-range fronto-parietal networks, and particularly the 40 
default mode network (DMN) [4–13], as a key contributor to the lack of awareness in PDOC. The 41 
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DMN is an intrinsic brain network encompassing the posterior cingulate cortex / precuneus (PCC), 42 
bilateral inferior parietal lobules (IPL) and the medial prefrontal cortex (MPFC), which show 43 
synchronic activity in individuals at rest [14]. There is increasing evidence of structural [5,7,8] and 44 
functional disconnections [9–13] as well as metabolic impairments in the DMN in PDOC [15,16], the 45 
severity of which correlates with clinical severity [7,8,10–13,16], and prognosis [7,17]. For example, 46 
recently, intact functional connectivity of the DMN was associated with later recovery (observed 47 
through command following) in a patient who became unresponsive after contracting COVID-19 48 
[18]. The DMN has a key role in the generation of self-referential processes and awareness [4,19], 49 
suggesting its deficits could specifically explain the lack of self-awareness in PDOC. 50 

 51 
In parallel, the so called mesocircuit hypothesis [20] proposes that the lack of awareness in PDOC 52 

is caused by disbalances in the anterior forebrain mesocircuit (AFM) that result in an excess of 53 
thalamic inhibition and lack of excitation to the cortex. In support of this model, positron emission 54 
topography (PET) studies have confirmed reduced metabolic uptake in the striatum, thalamus, and 55 
fronto-parietal regions, coupled with increased metabolism of the globus pallidus in PDOC [16]. 56 
According to the mesocircuit model, the striatum fails to inhibit the globus pallidus, which becomes 57 
hyperreactive and excessively inhibits the thalamus. This excess of inhibition in an already damaged 58 
and hypoactive thalamus [21] in turn leads to severely reduced excitatory output to high order 59 
frontoparietal regions. The mesocircuit model provides a framework to interpret causal mechanisms 60 
explaining the, sometimes paradoxical, positive effect of pharmacological agents such as zolpidem 61 
or amantadine on the basis of their effects on striatal and thalamic populations [22–25]  62 

 63 
We have previously demonstrated that these models are not mutually exclusive. In fact, the 64 

DMN and AFM are highly interconnected via well-established thalamo-cortical and corticostriatal 65 
white matter paths, and these show specific damage that correlates with severity in PDOC [8]. In line 66 
with earlier work focusing on the DMN alone [5], we have identified a key role for the PCC in the 67 
relationship between DMN and AFM. Specifically, we confirmed structural damage to the white 68 
matter fibers connecting the PCC with all major nodes in the DMN, as well as with key subcortical 69 
structures including the thalamus and striatum [8]. The PCC is known to be highly structurally 70 
connected to other high order regions in the brain and is considered to be one of the major hubs for 71 
the functional integration across networks [26–28]. In line with our structural findings, dynamic 72 
causal modelling (DCM) provided support to the PCC’s role in mediating functional disconnections 73 
in the DMN in PDOC [6]. Similarly, a recent study demonstrated abnormal effective connectivity in 74 
anterior forebrain regions in PDOC [29]. Here, we expand these results by using DCM to investigate 75 
causal dynamics within and between regions of the DMN and AFM in a group of PDOC patients. We 76 
aim to confirm previously reported disconnections and disbalances in both networks but also to 77 
establish whether (1) cortical changes in the DMN are caused by lack of excitation from the thalamus 78 
(as predicted by the mesocircuit model) and (2) this is modulated by the PCC specifically (as earlier 79 
structural and functional research suggests). 80 

 81 

2. Materials and Methods 82 

2.1. Participants 83 
We recruited a convenience sample of 18 PDOC patients, in a vegetative or minimally conscious 84 

state, at the University of Western Ontario (UWO) between 2012 and 2015. Exclusion criteria included 85 
age under 18 years, and lack of eligibility to enter the MRI environment. Two patients were discarded 86 
due to poor data quality (excessive movement in the scanner > 3 mm translation and 3° radius for 87 
more the 15% of the acquired scans) leaving a final sample of 16 patients (7 female, aged 20-56, 88 
M=35.94, SD=11.91). Patients were behaviourally assessed repeatedly through administrations of the 89 
Coma Recovery Scale-Revised (CRS-R) [30] over a 5-day period during the week they were scanned 90 
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(Median number of CRS-R assessments = 3, range = 1-5). Independent functional [31–35] and 91 
structural [8,36] subsets of this dataset have previously been reported. Table 1 contains clinical details 92 
of each patient. 93 

We also recruited 16 right-handed healthy volunteers (7 female, aged 19-29, M=25.43, SD=2.53), 94 
with no history of psychiatric or neurological disorders, between 2013 and 2014. 95 

The UWO’s Health Sciences Research Ethics Board (London, Ontario, Canada) provided ethical 96 
approval for the study. All healthy volunteers provided informed written consent. For each patient, 97 
a surrogate decision maker provided informed written consent to participate in the study.  98 

2.2. MRI acquisition 99 
We acquired MRI data with a 3T Siemens scanner (Siemens, Erlangen, Germany) and a 32-100 

channel head-coil at the Centre for Functional and Metabolic Mapping at Robarts Research Institute 101 
(London, Canada). The patients were recruited over a 3-year period, in which time the 3T scanner 102 
was upgraded. Seven patients and 7 healthy volunteers were scanned before the upgrade, in a 103 
Magnetom Trio system and the remaining 9 patients and 9 healthy volunteers were scanned in the 104 
new Magnetom Prisma system. This resulted in a balanced distribution of patients and healthy 105 
controls across the two scanners. The fMRI acquisition consisted of functional echo-planar images of 106 
36 slices covering the whole brain with the following parameters: TR = 2,000 ms, TE = 30 ms, matrix 107 
size = 420 × 420, slice thickness = 3 mm, in-plane resolution = 3 × 3 mm, flip angle = 78° (9 healthy 108 
controls and 10 patients), and TR = 2,000 ms, TE = 30, matrix size = 384 x 384, flip angle = 75° (7 healthy 109 
controls and 6 patients).  110 

In addition to the fMRI data, we acquired a high-resolution, T1-weighted, 3-dimensional 111 
magnetization prepared rapid acquisition gradient echo (MPRAGE) image during the same session 112 
(Trio system: TR = 2300 ms, TE = 2.98 ms, inversion time = 900 ms, matrix size = 256 × 240, voxel size 113 
= 1 × 1 × 1 mm, flip angle = 9°; Prisma system: TR = 2300 ms, TE = 2.32 ms, inversion time = 900 ms, 114 
matrix size = 256 × 256, voxel size = 1 × 1 × 1 mm, flip angle = 8°; for five patients matrix size = 240 x 115 
256 and flip angle = 9°). 116 

2.3. Preprocessing 117 
We reprocessed all data using SPM12 (http://www.fil.ion.ucl.ac.uk/spm) running on MATLAB 118 

version R2014b. We first reoriented the data according to the AC-PC. Spatial pre-processing included: 119 
realignment to correct subjects’ motion, co-registration between the functional and structural data 120 
sets, and smoothing with an 8 mm full width half maximum Gaussian kernel. Finally, to reduce noise, 121 
we applied a bandpass temporal filtering between 0.009 - 0.08 to the data using the DPABI toolbox in 122 
the DPARSF package (http://rfmri.org/DPARSF) [37]. 123 

 Note that we conducted all analysis in native space for both patients and healthy volunteers, in 124 
order to avoid misalignment errors related to the gross brain abnormalities that characterize our 125 
patient group.  126 

2.4. Selection of ROIs 127 
We used four regions of interest (ROIs) to characterize the DMN (medial frontal cortex; PCC; 128 

bilateral inferior parietal lobules), in line with previous DCM reports focusing on this network [6,38–129 
40]. In addition, we included four ROIs to represent the anterior forebrain mesocircuit (bilateral 130 
thalamus; bilateral striatum). To functionally localize each region in each participant, we conducted 131 
a seed-based connectivity for each network using the PCC and the striatum as seeds for the DMN 132 
and the AFM respectively. For this, first we identified coordinates for the PCC and bilateral striatum 133 
manually for each individual by visual inspection of the T1. To locate the PCC, we moved 6mm left 134 
in the x-axis from the AC-PC and located the space between the marginal sulcus and the parieto-135 
occipital sulcus in sagittal view. From here, to identify the centre of our sphere in the z plane, we 136 
used a reference line crossing the upper boundary of the corpus callosum. This resulted in centring 137 
the sphere in the same anatomical subregion that reported by Fox et al., (2005) [41]). For the striatum, 138 
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we made note of the co-ordinates 5mm above the AC-PC line on the coronal plane, as well as the co-139 
ordinates of the point at which the superior edge of the dorsal striatum ends, bordered by the lateral 140 
ventricle, as recommended elsewhere [42]. After finding the co-ordinates halfway between these two 141 
points, we used the sagittal and axial axis to find the centre of the dorsal striatum by inspection, 142 
checking that the sphere was going to fully remain within the anatomical boundaries of the region. 143 
In addition, we identified coordinates for two spheres to be located in the cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) 144 
and white matter (WM) for their time series to be used later as regressors of no interest. We used the 145 
posterior horn of the right lateral ventricle for the CSF, and the area anterior to the anterior horn of 146 
the right lateral ventricle for WM, ensuring 5mm spheres would fit within their respective anatomical 147 
boundaries.  148 

After this, we used the MarsBaR SPM toolbox [43] to generate spheres centred on the above 149 
coordinates for each individual: we set the radius at 8mm for the PCC, 3mm for right and left 150 
striatum, and 5 mm for CSF and WM, to accommodate for anatomical differences in the size of each 151 
structure. We then ran seed-based connectivity analysis on SPM independently for the PCC and 152 
bilateral striatum using CSF and WM as nuisance regressors. For each individual, we then located 153 
each region of interest (MPFC, and IPL for the DMN and thalamus for the AFM) visually and saved 154 
the coordinates of the nearest local maxima to use in the extraction of time series for the DCM. Note 155 
that we used connectivity with PCC to identify the DMN regions, and connectivity with striatum to 156 
identify the AFM. As visual reference, for the medial prefrontal cortex, we placed the cursor in the 157 
middle of the frontal medial cortex in the area between the paracingulate gyrus and the frontal pole 158 
(as per Harvard-Oxford Cortical Structural Atlas); to locate the IPL, we placed the cursor in the 159 
middle of the angular gyrus, located between the lateral occipital cortex and the supramarginal gyrus. 160 
Finally, to locate the coordinates for the left and right thalamus, we simply placed the crosshairs in 161 
the centre of each before selecting the nearest local maximum. Note that, due to the level of subcortical 162 
damage that characterize PDOC patients, and the spatial resolution of our data it was not possible to 163 
accurately identify the globus pallidus in most patients and we will not include this region in our 164 
analyses. 165 

For all regions, we visually inspected the location of the nearest local maxima selected in the 166 
above step to ensure the area was still appropriate anatomically. If no local maxima was present in 167 
the appropriate anatomical region, we used anatomical coordinates (based on our visual inspection 168 
as described above) to extract the timeseries for the DCM. Figure 1 displays the ROIs used in the 169 
DCM for a representative healthy volunteer overlaid onto their T1 image. 170 

 171 
Figure 1. Regions of interest for DCM analyses, on the T1 of a representative healthy control and. 172 
Red, IPL; green, MPFC; light blue, PCC; dark blue, thalamus; yellow, striatum; L, left hemisphere; R, 173 
right hemisphere; HC, healthy control 174 

2.5. General linear model 175 
Note that the above ROI selection was done independently of the analyses used to draw 176 

inferences about effective connectivity. For this, we ran a second linear model to extract the time 177 
series to be used during dynamic causal modelling. This included 6 rigid body realignment 178 
parameters to account for head motion in our general linear model, as well as white matter and 179 

R L
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cerebral spinal fluid mean signals as nuisance regressors. We discarded volumes with levels of 180 
motion above 3 mm and 3 degrees for patients. No volumes were above 2 mm translation and 2° 181 
radius for any of the healthy volunteers.  182 

2.6. Dynamic causal modelling 183 
We performed bilinear, one-state spectral DCM with the DCM12 routine implemented on 184 

SPM12 on MATLAB version R2014b. Spectral DCM operates in the frequency domain rather than 185 
time and is therefore better suited to resting state data analysis [44] (see [44] for more details). We 186 
first extracted the time series using the ROIs with spheres centred on the individual coordinates 187 
previously generated for PCC, MPFC, left and right IPL (all 8 mm radius), bilateral striatum and 188 
thalamus (all 3 mm radius). The difference in radius reflected differences in anatomical size for 189 
cortical vs subcortical regions. We specified our model space based on a fully and reciprocally 190 
connected model, resulting in a total of 64 effective connections (i.e., the A-matrix) produced and 191 
estimated for each model.  192 

2.7. Parameter estimations - parametric empirical Bayes (PEB), Bayesian model reduction (BMR) and 193 
Bayesian model averaging (BMA) 194 

After the model specification, we took the first level individual (within-subjects) estimated fully 195 
connected DCMs to a second level (between-subjects) analysis using parametric empirical Bayes (PEB) [45]. 196 
PEB is a hierarchical approach to model how individual subjects’ connections relate to the group level by 197 
using the individual DCMs as priors (first level) to constrain the variables in the  198 

Bayesian linear regression model (second level) [46]. This method allows individual variability 199 
in connection strengths to then influence the group (second level) analysis. After group level 200 
connection strengths (parameters) have been estimated, hypotheses are tested by comparing 201 
evidence for different variations of these parameters in a process known as Bayesian model 202 
comparison. 203 

In order to assess the differences in connectivity strength between patients and healthy controls 204 
we first built a PEB model including the average connectivity in the healthy group (as baseline), the 205 
intercept of differences between healthy controls (0) and patients (1), and the mean centred age as 206 
non-interest regressor (to account for the effect of differences in age between the groups, p = 0.002). 207 
We subsequently ran a second PEB model including only PDOC patients to assess the canonical 208 
connectivity in this group, also using mean centred age as covariate. This was used to extract 209 
connectivity parameters to conduct correlations with clinical variables (see CRS-R below). 210 

For both PEBs, after fitting each model we used Bayesian model comparison to prune away 211 
parameters that are not contributing to the model evidence. This was achieved by performing a search 212 
over nested models where parameters are removed from the full model hierarchically. We then used 213 
Bayesian Model Reduction (BMR) to prune connections from the full model until there are no more 214 
improvements in model-evidence. Parameters from the best models following BMR were then taken, 215 
weighted by their model evidence, and combined using Bayesian model averaging (BMA). To define 216 
statistical significance, we applied a threshold of a posterior probability > 0.95 (strong evidence) for 217 
free energy. For each connection (i.e., comparing the evidence for all models in which the particular 218 
connection is on with those where the connection is switched off). For more information on BMR and 219 
BMA, see Friston et al., 2016 and Zeidman et al., 2019 [45,46]. 220 

To investigate any relationship between the effective connectivity and level of consciousness in 221 
the PDOC group, we extracted re-estimated parameters (Ep.A values) from the PDOC PEB for each 222 
connection that was significantly different in the comparison between PDOC and HC and correlated 223 
them with CRS-R on the day of scanning and maximum CRS-R on the week of scanning using the 224 
Kendall’s Rank Correlation Coefficient (both frequentist and Bayesian implementations) in JASP [47]. 225 
For this analysis, we converted self-connection parameters to Hz using y = -0.5 * exp(x), where x is 226 
the log scaling parameter (Ep.A value), -0.5Hz is the prior and y is the self-connections strength in 227 
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Hz. We set statistical significance at two-tailed P<0.05. For the Bayesian analysis, a JSZ-BF10 between 228 
0.33 and 3 is considered to be weak/anecdotal evidence for an effect; 3–10: substantial evidence; 10–229 
100: strong evidence; >100: very strong evidence. To consider any support for the null we also 230 
calculated BF01. 231 

3. Results 232 

3.1. Effective connectivity 233 
Figure 2 shows the effective connectivity matrix depicting the mean for healthy controls (A) as 234 

well as the differences between healthy controls and patients (B) in the reduced model: i.e., only for 235 
those parameters with evidence above our threshold of .95 posterior probability; the lower half of the 236 
figure displays the differences between groups as a schematic for DMN (C) and AFM (D) separately, 237 
and well as for the connections between both networks (E).  238 

As our main focus is the difference between groups, we will only make a few remarks regarding 239 
the pattern of effective connectivity observed in healthy controls: the PCC has a clear excitatory role 240 
over all other regions of the DMN; each striatum excites the ipsilateral thalamus; the AFM is mostly 241 
inhibitory towards the DMN, with a marked lateral component (left thalamus and right striatum); 242 
and the DMN seem to modulate the AFM mostly through frontal (MPFC) rather than parietal (PCC) 243 
medial areas. 244 

In terms of group differences, within the DMN we observe disruptions only in self-connections 245 
of medial areas, with PDOC patients having decreased self-inhibition of the PCC and increased self-246 
inhibition of the MPFC compared to healthy controls. Note that parameters for self-connections are 247 
log scale parameters and thus negative differences (blue cells in Figure 2.B) reflect less self-inhibition 248 
in patients. In contrast, parameters for the between region connections reflect differences in the 249 
connection strength across groups, and thus negative values (blue cells) represent reduced coupling 250 
in PDOC. In the AFM, PDOC patients show less self-inhibition in both striata, as well as the left 251 
thalamus. In turn, most connections between AFM regions also show reduced coupling in PDOC, 252 
resulting in overall reductions in connectivity. We did not identify any connection with increased 253 
coupling in PDOC for the AFM. Crucially, PDOC patients showed decreased coupling from both 254 
striata to the ipsilateral thalamus, which would result in an increased inhibitory tone. The reduced 255 
thalamic self-inhibition in the left hemisphere would in turn suggest that the left thalamus is more 256 
readily affected by the inhibitory striatal input.  257 

In terms of extrinsic (between networks) connections, PDOC patients showed increased 258 
coupling, reflecting an overall reduction in inhibition from the AFM to the DMN. Specifically, this 259 
affected afferent connections from left thalamus to PCC and right IPL, left striatum to MPFC, and 260 
right striatum to both IPLs. In contrast, the connection from right striatum to MPFC showed a very 261 
weak negative value. However, upon further investigation, its 95% confidence interval included zero 262 
values (Supplementary Figure 1) and therefore it is not possible to determine the sign of this effect 263 
(even when this connection contributes to the model evidence, albeit weakly).  264 

Finally, for the connections from DMN to AFM, PDOC patients showed a decoupling of afferent 265 
connections from midline regions. This had a laterality effect the PCC showing reduced coupling 266 
with both right thalamus and right striatum, and MPFC showing reduced coupling with the 267 
equivalent regions (thalamus and striatum) in the left hemisphere. Similarly, the lateral parietal areas 268 
significantly lost their natural inhibitory tone to the right thalamus (displaying an increased coupling) 269 
in PDOC. In addition, the left and right IPL showed increased and decreased coupling with the left 270 
thalamus respectively, but we did not find these connections to contribute to the healthy controls 271 
model (Figure 2 A) and therefore the differences in PDOC are not straightforward to interpret. 272 
For clarity, Figure 3 shows the strengths of the connections that showed differences between groups. 273 
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 274 
Figure 2. Group mean effective connectivity in healthy controls (A, C-E) and differences with PDOC 275 
patients (B-E). We only display connections present in the reduced model (> 95% posterior probability 276 
for free energy). The top two panels, A and B, show the mean parameter strength (Ep.A) for the 277 
healthy controls mean and the difference between them and PDOC respectively. Note that self-278 
connections are always inhibitory meaning a positive self-connection parameter in B indicates that 279 
PDOC have stronger self-inhibition compared to healthy controls (negative being the opposite). C-D 280 
show schematic representations of the results in the matrix in B separately for the DMN (C), the AFM 281 
(D) and the extrinsic connections between them (E). Note that this is only to facilitate visualisation, 282 
but all regions were part of the model space in our analysis. The colour of the line refers to its tone in 283 
the healthy control mean: red lines represent excitatory connections, and blue represent inhibitory. 284 
Grey lines show connections that did not contribute to the healthy control mean model but showed 285 
differences between them and PDOC. The format of the line represents the differences between 286 
groups: a dashed line represents reduced coupling in PDOC and a thick line shows stronger coupling 287 
in PDOC. For self-connections, dashed lines represent reduced self-inhibition and thicker lines 288 
increased self-inhibition. PCC, posterior cingulate cortex / precuneus; MPFC, medial prefrontal 289 
cortex; LIPL, left inferior parietal lobule; RIPL, right inferior parietal lobule; LTh, left thalamus; RTh, 290 
right thalamus; LStr, left striatum; RStr, right striatum. 291 
 292 
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 293 
 294 
Figure 3. Mean connection strength (Ep.A) for the connections contributing to the difference between 295 
groups. Error bars represent standard error. Self-connections appear in darker grey and have been 296 
converted into Hz. PCC, posterior cingulate cortex / precuneus; MPFC, medial prefrontal cortex; 297 
LIPL, left inferior parietal lobule; RIPL, right inferior parietal lobule; LTh, left thalamus; RTh, right 298 
thalamus; LStr, left striatum; RStr, right striatum. 299 

3.2. CRS-R and effective connectivity 300 
 We found significant correlations with CRS-R score on the day for the left thalamus self-301 
connection (r = -0.477, p = 0.029, BF10 = 3.630) and the connection between right thalamus to left 302 
thalamus (r = -0.450, p = 0.040, BF10 = 2.804). Both were however driven by outliers, and when these 303 
were removed, they both were no longer significant (left thalamus: r = 0.375, p = 0.105, BF10 = 1.331; 304 
right thalamus to left thalamus: r = -0.350, p = 0.150, BF10 = 1.032). See Supplementary Figure 2. We 305 
found no significant correlations for the maximum CRS-R on the week of scan. In addition, when 306 
outliers were removed, we found evidence for the lack of a relationship between maximum CRS-R 307 
and four connections: MPFC to left thalamus (BF01=3.045), RIPL to right thalamus (BF01 = 3.154); left 308 
thalamus to left striatum (BF01 = 3.14), and left striatum to MPFC (BF01 = 3.1). See supplementary 309 
Table 1. 310 

4. Discussion 311 
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In this study, we provide the first report of disruptions in effective connectivity within and 312 
between the DMN and AFM in PDOC patients using spectral DCM of fMRI. We show marked 313 
disruptions in coupling mostly affecting the AFM and key connections from and to the DMN.  314 

The AFM and extrinsic connections to the DMN 315 
PDOC patients showed extensive decoupling between most regions of the AFM, alongside 316 

reduced self-inhibition across all but the right thalamus (no differences) compared to healthy 317 
controls. As expected, healthy controls showed bi-directional excitation between the striatum and the 318 
thalamus, in line with the well-known canonical interactions between these regions at the neuronal 319 
level [20]. The mesocircuit hypothesis posits that, in PDOC, the striatum fails to inhibit the globus 320 
pallidus, which in turn becomes hyperactive and excessively inhibits the thalamus. This catalyses a 321 
widespread downregulation of the anterior forebrain and its cortical projections [20]. In the current 322 
study, we did not have the spatial resolution to reliably identify the globus pallidus as a region of 323 
interest to include in our DCM models, and we included a direct connection between striatum and 324 
thalamus instead. However, DCM does not assume direct anatomo-functional connections between 325 
the regions and thus our effects for the connection from striatum to thalamus are likely to be mediated 326 
by the globus pallidus. As predicted, PDOC patients showed reduced coupling from each striatum 327 
to the ipsilateral thalamus as compared to controls. The left thalamus was also less self-inhibited, 328 
which made it more vulnerable to this reduced excitation from the striatum (or increased inhibition 329 
from the globus pallidus). In turn, the left thalamus showed reduced coupling with the striatum, 330 
which was also more responsive to external inputs, further contributing to a reduced excitatory 331 
output back to thalamus. Overall, our results are in line with previous research showing a reversal in 332 
the resting metabolic profiles of the globus pallidus and thalamus in PDOC patients compared to 333 
controls using PET (specifically, an increase in globus pallidus metabolism alongside a reduction in 334 
central thalamus metabolism in patients) [16]. Therefore, we provide further support for the 335 
mesocircuit hypothesis to explain forebrain disfunctions in PDOC [20]. In addition, our results 336 
suggest a hemispheric asymmetry, with a the left hemisphere more strongly contributing to the 337 
differences between PDOC and controls.  338 

Against our prediction, the AFM showed a widespread inhibitory tone towards the DMN in 339 
healthy controls, and a reduction of this inhibition in PDOC. The AFM typically exerts an excitatory 340 
role over fronto-parietal networks, which is thought to be reduced in PDOC [48]. While the specific 341 
cortical networks involved in this subcortico-cortical disbalance in PDOC are not fully defined, we 342 
have previously argued that the DMN is likely to have a central role, on the basis of its strong 343 
structural connectivity with the AFM and its widely reported functional and metabolic impairments 344 
in this patient group [8]. Our current results confirm an important relationship between both 345 
networks but, interestingly, this was in an unexpected direction. It is well known that the DMN is 346 
typically deactivated during tasks [41], and anti-correlates with dorsal fronto-parietal networks 347 
associated with external awareness and high order cognitive functions and executive control [49]. It 348 
is thus possible that the AFM exerts a different tone over the DMN as compared to its anti-correlated 349 
dorsal networks. The study of such dorsal networks was beyond our scope and therefore this 350 
conclusion remains necessarily speculative, but our findings could be suggesting a role for the 351 
thalamus, and the rest of the AFM, in the modulation of excitation and inhibition between 352 
anticorrelated networks, which would be altered in PDOC and might result in an inability to filter 353 
internal and external stimuli. In either case, our results suggest that the lack of awareness in PDOC 354 
may be underpinned by lack of inhibition to the DMN rather than lack of excitation. Interestingly, 355 
previous research in severe traumatic brain injury has revealed increased functional connectivity in 356 
the DMN compared to controls. While this study focused on patients who had recovered 357 
consciousness, their findings highlight the complex relationship between brain injury and observed 358 
disruptions to brain function, which can be translated in both hypo- and hipper- connectivity [50].  359 

 360 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 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 preprintthis version posted April 17, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.10.21255204doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.10.21255204
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 10 of 23 
  

The relationship between AFM and DMN once again showed a hemispheric assymetry, with the 361 
left thalamus and the right striatum driving the effects for their respective hemisphere. Specifically, 362 
patients had increased coupling from the letf thalamus to the PCC and right IPL, as well as from the 363 
right striatum to both IPLs. In addition, the left striatum showed increased coupling with MPFC. 364 
Previous research suggests that structural differences are more prominent in the left hemisphere in 365 
PDOC [51,52], and atrophy in the left thalamus predicts functional outcome in post-traumatic brain 366 
injury survivors [53]. Furthermore, the metabolic integrity of the left hemisphere better predicts 367 
clinical diagnosis (vegetative versus minimally conscious state) [54]. In a recent ultrasound 368 
stimulation study in 3 chronic PDOC patients, stimulation of the left thalamus elicited some 369 
promising improvements in CRS-R scores [55]. Together, these studies provide evidence for a 370 
laterality effect in the neural bases of PDOC, although the reasons behind the higher vulnerability 371 
of structures in the left hemehisphere remains unclear. 372 

 373 

The DMN and extrinsic connections to the AFM 374 
PDOC patients were characterised by differences in the self-inhibitory tone of the two midline 375 

regions of the DMN (PCC and MPFC), but no differences in any intrinsic (region to region) 376 
connections. Specifically, they showed reduced self-inhibition of the PCC and increased self-377 
inhibition in MPFC.  378 

The observed reduced PCC self-inhibition would leave this region more susceptible to afferent 379 
inputs from other regions, which in our case were limited to the above discussed increased coupling 380 
from the left thalamus. Therefore, PCC self-inhibition would make the DMN more vulnerable to the 381 
effects of the AFM modulations. This result is in line with an earlier report investigating effective 382 
connectivity changes in the DMN of PDOC patients [6]. They observed reduced self-inhibition of the 383 
PCC in vegetative state compared with minimally conscious state patients, which correlated with 384 
level of consciousness [6]. Similarly, a PET study reported reduced effective connectivity (based on 385 
reduced glucose metabolism) of the PCC in vegetative state patients compared with controls [15]. 386 
The PCC is widely regarded as a central hub for functional integration of information within the 387 
DMN and across networks [26–28], and it has been noted this pathway could play a central role in 388 
consciousness [5,48]. We have previously reported specific structural damage to all white matter 389 
connections connecting the PCC with the rest of the DMN and the AFM in PDOC [5,8] and more 390 
broadly, damage to the PCC area consistently appears as crucial to understanding the neural basis of 391 
PDOC [56]. 392 

Leaving differences between PDOC and controls aside, previous research from healthy 393 
populations reported inconsistent results on the role and tone of the influence of the PCC to the rest 394 
of the DMN at rest. Some studies observed all driving influences from the PCC were negative [6,40], 395 
whilst others found the PCC excerpts an excitatory tone over the network [57,58]. In our sample, we 396 
found support for the latter, with the PCC displaying excitatory output to all remaining regions of 397 
the DMN. This tone did not appear to differ in PDOC. 398 

In contrast, we observed a marked increase in the self-inhibition of the MPFC in patients. This 399 
would lead to the MPFC being less influenced by inputs from within the DMN (specifically the PCC 400 
and LIPL) and the AFM (bilateral thalamus and left striatum). This is in line with previous research 401 
using graph theory on functional connectivity that found enhanced MPFC connectivity in PDOC  402 
[59]. Interesting, their effects were driven specifically by minimally conscious patients, with no 403 
changes between vegetative state and controls. While our sample size does not allow for 404 
disaggregated comparisons across diagnostic categories, our cohort includes a large proportion of 405 
vegetative state patients (11/16), suggesting that our differences are not likely to be driven by 406 
minimally conscious patients alone. In either case, our results agree in suggesting more marked 407 
disruptions in posterior regions of the DMN in PDOC [56].  408 
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Beyond the above discussed changes in self-inhibition, we did not identify any differences in the 409 
region-to-region connections of the DMN in PDOC. This is in contrast with previous studies 410 
reporting differences in functional connectivity between PDOC and healthy controls, many of which 411 
consistently reported disconnections between midline DMN regions [2,54,60,61]. These typically 412 
correlate with level of consciousness (based on CRS-R score) and outcome [62]. It is worth 413 
highlighting here that functional and effective connectivity tap into very different underlying 414 
mechanisms. While functional connectivity observes areas which neural activity across time is 415 
statistically dependent (correlated), effective connectivity investigates the causal influence one region 416 
exerts over another [63]. Our findings thus suggest that previously reported disruptions in functional 417 
connectivity across the DMN in PDOC do not necessarily translate into changes in how they influence 418 
or depend on each other. To our knowledge, only one previous study has looked at effective 419 
connectivity withing the DMN in PDOC [6]. The authors reported reduced inhibitory coupling from 420 
PCC to MPFC and LIPL in patients [6], which we did not see in our study. It is possible our inclusion 421 
of the AFM in our model is explaining this discrepancy and some of the effects in [6] were driven by 422 
indirect connections to subcortical regions. We also note that we conducted our analyses in native 423 
space with manually defined masks. While Crone and colleagues embedded robust steps in their 424 
analyses to account for potential confounds due to brain abnormalities, we cannot rule out that 425 
differences in the pipeline are explaining the discrepancy in our results. This highlights the need for 426 
further research to investigate these discrepancies.  427 

 428 
The influence of cortical networks on the AFM is much less understood. Here, we saw a 429 

decoupling from the PCC to right thalamus and right striatum in PDOC, as well as from the MPFC 430 
to left thalamus and left striatum. This suggests a lack of excitation, which would further contribute 431 
to the downregulation of the AFM. Interestingly, we also identified a laterality effect with PCC and 432 
MPFC modulating the right left hemispheres respectively.  433 

 434 

Clinical severity 435 

 We were unable to identify a relationship between the differences in effective connectivity 436 
observed between healthy controls and PDOC and clinical severity as indexed by CRS-R. We note 437 
that our sample size was small and thus our correlations may be underpowered. Indeed, our 438 
Bayesian analyses confirmed lack of support for a relationship or a lack of for most connections. 439 
Our small sample size also precluded us from undertaking comparisons between vegetative state 440 
and minimally conscious state. Therefore, while we can conclude that the above discussed 441 
differences in effective connectivity contribute to explaining the neural bases of disorders of 442 
consciousness, we cannot make strong arguments about the specific relationship between these to 443 
different levels of awareness in PDOC.  444 

Conclusions  445 
In summary, the current study aimed to establish whether previously reported changes in the 446 

DMN in PDOC are caused by lack of excitation from the AFM and the role of the PCC in modulating 447 
these effects. PDOC patients showed an overall downregulation of the AFM, likely caused by an 448 
increased inhibitory tone of the striatum over the thalamus, providing support for the anterior 449 
mesocircuit model. Moreover, in PDOC, The AFM modulated the DMN mostly through posterior 450 
areas, including the PCC and IPL. However, instead of identifying a loss of excitation from AFM to 451 
DMN in PDOC, we found the AFM has an inhibitory tone over the DMN in the healthy brain at rest 452 
and this is disrupted in PDOC. Overall, our results suggest that complex disruptions in the interplay 453 
between DMN and AFM characterise PDOC. 454 

 455 
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Table 1. Clinical information  653 

Patient 
No. 

Sex Age  Interva
l since 
ictus 
(month
s) 

Etiology Diagnosis CRS-
R on 
day 
of 
scan 

Max 
CRS-
R on 
week 
of 
scan 

Auditory 
function 

Visual 
function 

Motor 
function 

Oromotor/ 
Verbal 

Commun
ication 

Arousal Number of 
CRS-R 
scores 
taken on 
week of 
scan 

1 Male 35-40 150 Traumatic VS 6 6 1 0 2 1 0 2 1 
2 Male 30-35 176 Non-

Traumatic 
MCS 9 10 1 3 2 1 0 2-3 5 

3 Male 25-30 88 Traumatic VS 7 7 1-2 0-1 2 1 0 1-2 5 
4 Female 40-45 245 Traumatic VS 3 5 0-1 0-1 0-2 0-1 0 0-2 4 
5 Female 45-50 230 Non-

Traumatic 
MCS - 10 1-2 3 2 1 0 1-2 2 

6 Male 55-60 37 Non-
Traumatic 

VS - 6 1 0-1 0-2 1 0 1-2 3 

7 Male 25-30 36 Non-
Traumatic 

MCS - 13 3 3 0-2 2 0 3 3 

8 Female 19-25 67 Non-
Traumatic 

VS 6 8 1-2 0-1 1-2 1 0 2 4 

9 Female 30-35 24 Non-
Traumatic 

VS 5 5 0-1 0 0-2 1 0 1-2 3 

10 Male 19-25 2 Non-
Traumatic 

VS 6-7 7 2 1 1 0-1 0 2 3 

11 Female 25-30 68 Traumatic MCS 8 9 1-2 3 1 1 0 2 5 
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12 Female 40-45 55 Non-
Traumatic 

VS 5 7 1 0-1 2 1 0 1-2 3 

13 Male 19-25 48 Non-
Traumatic 

VS 5 6 1 0-1 0-2 1 0 1-2 3 

14 Female 50-55 11 Non-
Traumatic 

VS 4 4 3-4 1 0-1 0-1 0 1 5 

15 Female 50-55 78 Non-
Traumatic 

VS 6 6 1 0 1-2 1 0 1-2 4 

16 Male 35-40 38 Traumatic MCS 7 7 1 0-3 0-1 0-1 0 1-2 5 
 CRS-R, coma recovery scale-revised; VS, vegetative state; MCS, minimally conscious state 654 

 655 

 656 

 657 
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 660 
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Supplementary materials 665 
 666 

 667 

Figure S1. Posterior estimates after Bayesian model reduction (grey bars) and 95% Bayesian confidence intervals (pink lines). The parameters along the horizontal 668 
axis represent the connection number. The problematic parameter between the right striatum (RStr) and medial prefrontal cortex (MPFC) is indicated with an 669 
arrow. 670 
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 671 

 672 

Figure S2. Correlations between effective connectivity (y-axis) in the Left thalamus (left) and the connection from right to left thalamus (right) and CRS-R (x-axis) 673 
on the day of the scan (N = 13). Note that these correlations are no longer significant when the outlier (circled red dot) is removed from the analysis. Red dots 674 
indicate vegetative state patients and blue show minimally conscious state. All connections (including self-connections) are displayed in Hz. EC, effective 675 
connectivity; CRS-R, coma recovery scale-revised; LTh, left thalamus; RTh, right thalamus. 676 
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Table S1. Correlation between CRS-R and effective connectivity in the regions and connections showing differences between PDOC and healthy controls. 686 

   CRS-R on day of scan Max CRS-R on week of scan  
 

 

Kendall's 
Tau B p-value BF10 BF01 N 

Kendall's 
Tau B p-value BF10 BF01 N 

 PCC to PCC 0.259 0.237 0.699 1.432 13 0.301 0.118 1.088 0.92 16 
            

 PCC to RTh -0.014 0.95 0.35 2.86 13 -0.177 0.358 0.486 2.058 16 
DMN            
 PCC to RStr -0.423 0.053 2.199 0.455 13 -0.319 0.098 1.262 0.792 16 

            
 MPFC -0.123 0.575 0.408 2.452 13 -0.124 0.52 0.391 2.558 16 

  -0.276 0.365 0.642 1.558 8 0.048 0.853 0.4 2.503 10 
 MPFC to LTh 0.095 0.663 0.384 2.607 13 0.071 0.713 0.34 2.945 16 

  0.016 0.944 0.363 2.756 12 0.02 0.92 0.328 3.045* 15 
 MPFC to LStr 0.123 0.575 0.408 2.452 13 0.177 0.358 0.486 2.058 16 

  0.048 0.834 0.37 2.704 12 0.141 0.481 0.419 2.388 15 
 LIPL to RTh 0.041 0.852 0.355 2.816 13 -0.071 0.713 0.34 2.945 16 
DMN 

to 
AFM  0.048 0.834 0.37 2.704 12 -0.153 0.447 0.439 2.28 15 
 LIPL to LStr 0.068 0.755 0.366 2.731 13 0.124 0.52 0.391 2.558 16 

            
 RIPL to RTh 0.014 0.95 0.35 2.86 13 0 1 0.317 3.154* 16 

            
 RIPL to LStr -0.286 0.191 0.814 1.228 13 -0.106 0.582 0.37 2.704 16 
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 LTh to PCC -0.204 0.35 0.538 1.859 13 -0.142 0.462 0.417 2.399 16 

       -0.101 0.614 0.371 2.696 15 
 LTh to RIPL -0.204 0.35 0.538 1.859 13 -0.053 0.783 0.329 3.035* 16 

  -0.463 0.123 1.3 0.769 8 -0.327 0.176 0.909 1.1 11 
 LTh 0.477 0.029* 3.63 0.275 13 0.266 0.168 0.828 1.207 16 

  0.375 0.105 1.331 0.751 12 0.183 0.362 0.497 2.012 15 
 LTh to LStr -0.095 0.663 0.384 2.607 13 -0.018 0.927 0.318 3.14* 16 

            
 RTh to LTh -0.45 0.04* 2.804 0.357 13 -0.337 0.081 1.477 0.677 16 

  -0.35 0.15 1.032 0.969 11 -0.258 0.218 0.72 1.388 14 
 RTh to LStr -0.041 0.852 0.355 2.816 13 0.018 0.927 0.318 3.14* 16 

  0.048 0.834 0.37 2.704 12 0.04 0.84 0.333 2.999 15 
 LStr to MPFC 0.232 0.29 0.608 1.644 13 0.035 0.854 0.323 3.1* 16 

       -0.02 0.92 0.328 3.045* 15 
AFM 
to 
DMN LStr to LTh 0.041 0.852 0.355 2.816 13 0.124 0.52 0.391 2.558 16 

  0.145 0.596 0.469 2.133 9 0.176 0.442 0.483 2.07 12 
 LStr  0.068 0.755 0.366 2.731 13 0.106 0.582 0.37 2.704 16 

  -0.016 0.944 0.363 2.756 12 0.06 0.762 0.342 2.924 15 
 LStr to RStr -0.014 0.95 0.35 2.86 13 0.071 0.713 0.34 2.945 16 

            
 RStr to MPFC 0.095 0.663 0.384 2.607 13 0.089 0.646 0.353 2.834 16 

            
 RStr to LIPL 0.259 0.237 0.699 1.432 13 0.213 0.27 0.586 1.705 16 
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  0.272 0.263 0.694 1.442 11 0.117 0.576 0.395 2.534 14 
 RStr to RIPL 0.204 0.35 0.538 1.859 13 0.177 0.358 0.486 2.058 16 

            
 RStr to LTh -0.041 0.852 0.355 2.816 13 -0.213 0.27 0.586 1.705 16 

  -0.242 0.355 0.598 1.671 10 -0.357 0.104 1.301 0.768 13 
 RStr to RTh 0.204 0.35 0.538 1.859 13 0.089 0.646 0.353 2.834 16 
AFM       0.04 0.84 0.333 2.999 15 
 RStr to LStr 0.314 0.152 0.964 1.037 13 0.355 0.066 1.743 0.574 16 

  0.229 0.342 0.58 1.726 11 0.38 0.067 1.742 0.574 14 
 RStr to RStr 0.259 0.237 0.699 1.432 13 0.124 0.52 0.391 2.558 16 
   0.304 0.184 0.855 1.169 12 0.081 0.687 0.354 2.822 15 

* p < 0.05, BF10 > 3, BF01 > 3; Italics represent results after removing outliers for each comparison. We highlight in bold the comparisons that indicated a 687 
significant correlation prior to removal of outliers, and in grey those that provided evidence for a lack of a correlation after removing outliers. 688 

PCC, posterior cingulate cortex / precuneus; MPFC, medial prefrontal cortex; LIPL, left inferior parietal lobule; RIPL, right inferior parietal lobule; LTh, left 689 
thalamus; RTh, right thalamus; LStr, left striatum; RStr, right striatum. 690 
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