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Abstract

Whether bilingual dominance is moderated by language similarity has been a matter of debate in the
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field. Among them, the interference suppression effect suggests that the constant suppression of sim-
ilar language pairs’ overlapping representations enhances the brain’s executive functions, whereas
the processing complexity effect indicates that the greater cognitive load generated by dissimilar lan-
guage pairs during switching facilitates the development of executive functions. The aim of this paper
is to systematically explore the explanations for these ideas and the mechanisms behind them, and to
identify future research directions and priorities that will contribute to our understanding of the im-
pact of language similarity in bilingual dominance. This will provide theoretical basis and practical
insights for the fields of bilingual education, intercultural communication, and rehabilitation of lan-
guage disorders.
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1. 51§

XEAL F(Bilingual Advantage) & 18 XUiE #& £ AT I B8 (Executive Functions, EFs)_ I 3R I AR R iEE
BEARBREE ), X — IR OEAE KRB F 115 2 3 FF(Adi-Japha et al., 2010; Antén et al., 2019; Bak et al.,
2014; Bialystok et al., 2004; Janus et al., 2016; Ljungberg et al., 2013; HL#, 2023). {HZEARFIXIEHE
ALK — A A A4 (B W, De Bruin et al., 2015; Dufiabeitia & Carreiras, 2015; Paap et al., 2015; Paap
& Greenberg, 2013). XEEF N F R THFFEXTELER] . P RESZIN XGE L 2 I R PR ARG (Dick et al.,
2019; Gathercole et al., 2014), SCHT 2 7N BUE L3610 2 N 4E B (L UnsE 38 5 IS HFER . 185 2%
FERITE 5 0 - HEAT /3 MR ), SRS ReAE — e R B B m U & A JR1E S AR5 T R I (B 1,
Blumenfeld et al., 2016; Gollan et al., 2008; Luo et al., 2010; Portocarrero et al., 2007). {HXUEZK K H—4
J7 T —— P MG 5 8] B AR AT RGEAR 3 B 5o, P R MR I — BN 45k . DA R SRR Tk, oK
REIRFN 53 B 18 5 AR SGER B A R S, IR B G LS. B 7 A B e 30k
A BINLENLE] S 36 e ROEE 7T Ak AR AR, [RS8 B8 RUE 2 E BUK K6 e S Rk ks, i
F BRSO F I SR B v AT I LB ATV
2. BEHEMNY

5 5 A A (Language Similarity) 2 £i5 MG 5 1) 3L R4 BUAHUFE FE (Olguin et al., 2019). #FFTIX—
FRAEA BT FRATTSE VR N M B SUE 2 A A FN A i h R I ZE 5, 38 BUE 8 WHRT 8 P R 5 2 [A) e 25
SEPLETDE e (Coderre & van Heuven, 2014; Green, 1998; Linck et al., 2008). It4b, #FFRIE S AL AKEE
5 SCAL NS E 5 1) 2 4 {E(Barac & Bialystok, 2012), EAMLAEE G T8 5 % S FH AT 3] 77 K (Gollan
et al., 2008), i&A] DAAEBRIR AN TE 5 BUA MBI B SC IR (SO HF, X 215 Bt il S EUR T e 5 5%
T R TR LR, 2001).

3. BiTIhREE

EFs s& —H @il E e g, EE A To Bge, AT 8T H bR S m s A, CASZE

IR AT 55 A N B A A i(Diamond, 2013). ‘84 A AU K25 (Prefrontal Cortex, PFC)I#Z.LIfE, ¥ Jit

el
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. R R, RIE RS L 4 AL J(Friedman & Miyake, 2017). HE3E Miyake ) = &4 H,
EFs A] 73BN UL T ZFiAZ O F 143 #0135 il (Inhibitory Control) TAE 1t 12 5 H#i(Working Memory Updating,
SRR HT) A KN R 75 14 (Cognitive Flexibility) (Friedman & Miyake, 2017).

WAEH T H o BB SR AE B ARE S HYVHIES R4, FIkEsEI6e /1. BERe SRR R IE
PEAAE R IAF R I —— X P RN T REE B MR« Rt £ b 7 7= AR I 28R (Bialystok, 2011).
HARRL, S dlfa 2 R e R B, LiEse B ARIRe /1, HIGsmIE T KW 9E B ARG 5 s
BT (Green, 1998); kil H7 A8 7 REME 2 W 42 A B i G 475 5., IR LB G 9 R e SRAKHE , BRI
WU RHTRE 1 AR 3ok B 218 5 15 B FEAT N L% K (Bialystok, 2017); AENRIEERIYIAT 55 SRB
BUEAER A DOE AR RE T, EEIES . B U S A e 22 77 A S0 R ROV B
(Prior & Gollan, 2011),

4. BEHRUEERN=MIEILEE

WA R FTEE R, 1 5 AR SUE AL B F AN — 2, 28 B I L7 JE B 4518 (Bailey
et al., 2024; Coderre & van Heuven, 2014; Radman et al., 2021; Linck et al., 2008; Yang et al., 2019; Barac &
Bialystok, 2012; Laketa et al., 2021; Oschwald et al., 2018). Antoniou 1 Wright (2017)% lb 34T 7 H G HE&
1, BT PR B SLIALE] . TP 2N (interference inhibition effect, e.g. Coderre & van Heuven,
2014; Radman et al., 202 1)F1n T & 4% XM (processing complexity effect, e.g. Linck et al., 2008; Lu et al.,
2023; Yang et al., 2019).

4.1. FHINEI R

FHANHRIRS G, HPTMIE S ARSI JE T BEAR AR, 8 5 51 K EE1E 5 KAV E SR,
K38 hn HARE BB . XX RGO,  XGEE T S I 5 SR A ge 1R R T HE S R E B
WO, R AZ B 8 0 R B DSR4 RE A HTE 5 IS E RAE,  [RIRE, IO R 4 B 0 RS 1 SIS
F AN PR DI #(Radman et al., 2021). Bk, ZABRUETGN, BUELH AT REAIE T XA LLE & 318 R AR
i, BARRINE S AL S B0 AR B RS SR A, R SGER AT REEH R . — e SERT A SR
RN, i Coderre A1 van Heuven (2014) ELER T 15 5 ALY B 5 B I = 008 3 —— (80 - 5050
HE(n=19)s 218 - FHEXEE (n = 22) L ABTHAA1E - JEEXEE (n = 17)1E Stroop Al Simon 155 1
FIRIL, I AR A0S — DB RS 2 A 2208 — SO 05 AT 5 R B AR AR AL R BT F2 48 -
FEIEXUEE , %45 RER W ER AR E T RGES BA T ae /1. [FFE, Radman 55 A(2021)%
EAE - JUEXOEH (n=19, mAHRI) RIS - SFERGEE (n=19, RAHAME) AT S5 )44 )R ILEAT
A, RIEVE - B NOE 2 I SRR S R B2, 3 B AR A AUE 5 I X0E - B TR A AR RIS

4.2. T EFMHN

FHEC T FHLANHI S, I TR ARSI, FEAREIE T 2 )32 R s A A g . X2
AN RIS & 2 [k Z S RAE, IR SRAMAAT (8 53 5 i) = R 4k H AR iE 5 48, I
oL 22 BN BRI MR R A B AR ICAZ R AR DGIE S B S, X LR RN ZE R T 305 5 A AR
A F G N(Antoniou & Wright, 2017). F&T A G A AEMEEN, LEAFIE T Z AR # X EFs [l 2h2s
SEXGEREF=H, B F AL, otk mxE, SOERAHE . Linck 2 A (2008) I 7t 32 1%
BN, BARKYL, TR R T HIE - SEXGEE (n = 26, (KAL) FIFEHE A 15 - JBEX0EE (n = 34,
AR )TE Simon 4145 FRISRIL, 45 HE - JHBXGEHF RIEM, R\ RN ELABCIEES
MIXGE 2 BA Bk I §E ). Yang 25 A (2019) b H ST - SHEXUEE (n =37, AN 5T HEF 15 -
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GUEXEH (n =22, EARRME)EEE I 4R (Attention Network Test, ANT)FHIRI, RIESER
BRI S E XOEF RIS, LW R PAT M RE . IR, HRYE Lu 55 A(2023) B A,
PO T AERTT & - HEIEXGEF (n =20, &G E AR ) A - il 1 XE# (n =20, (RiEF L)L
i - TR 454155 (color-shape task) b )R TR B, RIEE A MER EAE - s SuE 1T
FRIELF, R T RIHIHIFE

4.3. TXMERIR

HERWARET TR TS ERFEAEEA RIS 18, BIE S S XOEILH 2 18] 376 53 8k
(Barac & Bialystok, 2012; Laketa et al., 2021; Oschwald et al., 2018). b4l Barac 1 Bialystok (2012)i# I3 % f#
FIAFRBIE 53 - JEMIXGEE (n = 30) (EFHIARUE 5k - S8l = 28)MIPEHEA 18 - JEifi(n = 20)H9XX
HH SV ERIEAT A, RIS R IF R E E R, XRW 715 5 A IR AR RS 1
PR . FRE, Oschwald 25 A(2018)i8 5 HL e Hs L E1E 77 5 - FpiEEESUEE (n=26, JEHFLLH
BTN PRUEAETE - A0 R EDRR LS5 5 A0EE (n =24, FRARE S XHFEE - JEERGE R1E 5 1805
H(n =24, ARIFIEFIN=RIGEE, i &AL T EF AR5 R, Wi PRk 7 X —458.
AR IR, TE S AR BF RZPEREA S, H SR UESE SCRF 0 38 52 (1) 2518 . 1X LUH
FLEE RN FIRP MR R T EEERRAR, PRI TIE AR SR T 7T R R RS A SR I v, A
WA HE LT IR AR IS 5 AU 2 5 X RGE A = A 5

5. AT R RBR R Bt I

AR, 15 S A SR A FI L5 B0 BT B8 52 BR T 7 V5% 2 TH 1) 2 H R R -

o, R AR AR AS 1) (R AR B AR AE 30 NAih), RXATRESEGIT AR
FHERALG LN . De Bruin 5 A (2015) K170/ Hrdg th, FEARRACT 50 BF, BUEM I RN B 25 5 11K
hEE ORI R Bk, ¥ RKFEAE R 100 ALLEIF-PA A D32 B2 na0. B0E KH RO R
AT T (1) B2 L T )

¥, EF HIE—ANBR—MIAFIRS, /e hHamsl. BEEF A RS = A RS B (Miyake et
al., 2000). 55 AU AT BT IX LEAN R 4E 1) BF PR AN A 52 I (Kroll & Bialystok, 2013). {HJZHTAK
ZAHAG —TUA AT S, Hogh Fon RET0IE A T S WL iE 5 A AT BF 122 R Emsem, R ARkRFRREE £
4t EF PPl TR ANT J6X. AX-CPT 1£5%), I H A H RS 4EL 1AM, DUR A T [ BiE 5 A
ALLAAE o BB A 5 R Mo

=, HETHEA R TE S MEUMEN & — bk, BEAFR EZRH =K CFRaM
SAAME (I T B vs BT 1B B S RECEE T8 A0S E) RS & 4 R (A EPRRIE 524 ) (Ramanujan,
2019)0 FARLIED & 45 H 52 E WA, 3t BAFEARARAEL R ). 4K, ASIP HdiE FECER 20 fR)
it Levenshtein #u#EEF B 5L, 4Bk 10,168 MG & 807 & (HIAFAE T 1 83.02%) ) 2 SR 4t 1 Axitk
A EAELL(Wichmann et al., 2022). FHAZ.O 1538 T 40 N EEMRNCFNE S HSX L, THEIR—103E il
H R B9 75 (LDND) 1 4, A 2 15 -5 918 118 & AR UL FE 4 (LDND = 0.44), 177 8145 5 9515 1) 22 5 1. 2% (LDND
=0.62). ASIP JIEMRIE H AT AR BERT T B S AR S M, NG S A E iR gt T
A nTEE M EMHELEGR LE, 2024).

S0, XOEF LM R EE S 2S5 2 BRI U T SR EN R AR R (Barac & Bialystok, 2012), X
TR FIREIE TS AN R SO TS S1E 5 R AL 5 2 SR AR B T4 DRI AE [R5 A 1 5 (Xl
BEI ORI S R S XCERA B, B A s H S C B = TR, A B T15 5 AR %
PERIBF 75 2518 (Antoniou & Wright, 2017). Antoniou %5 A\ (2016) [ SUERF FERaR, RIS XS -5 42 5 B AR A
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77 R E FHREE, Uyl I EE 2 i SRS, o E A R A R T - T
WU DL A R T BAR R R o AR 53 R 028, DUETT 5 KRB 7 SR AL AT R 73 N B i R
BTG S ENEAIR FOECRAE R YL, 2001), IXEET7F BIERC RG0S AR R = A IR
Ho& R R BIRZ M URHE(Wang et al., 2013). FEBEE 205 5 ST BOR KRS (F 205 5 07 L
PRz i 2y, 2022), HIETE - 758 0E # ORI HE R H R PERT Fo 5, HOE F S 23 “X
FEISTTH T - AU BTG AN AR (Lu etal, 2023). ZARAUEEE R, HAH
SR RN EAE - Ol S R - E Ol S E T R RO ZE ) A T W TR S AU 50
KPS 22 1) 2 E AL B 11

6. RESRE

M, TEMRRIGER SR RSB, 1S AR — DN EER W R §7 A EE A
UG F B A RUE S 1E EFs ERIRIL, RILTA—ZEE R THRIAEIBN N8 5 AR UXGE LA
FRE, X BT U AE S S R AR, XUE A 75 EEA W) E S RV RE VR AR, X AR
Y G5 ST BEIG SR A M HAT I RE 75 100 T Z MBI B2 A S 325k, B O 5 R AN AR ALLOUTE 1t 34 sk B
B, FJEFTET 25 038 0015 SO E VI 2= AR T i i fges, X MR I SR 02 T A R g
PRI H4b, TRV R SHIERE T SE T 1% P AN 98 3 MU 5 XUEL A 2 (R A 3 0
Bt Bk, i8S AXGERA TP — AR, &S RIam 3 1Rk S AT A 4
BT, I RO, 2 4EEERTTTE S ARAMEXT BF 5o I ERRE I, SR TH0T FOREAS IR [R] 5
I A& B SRR AR — PRS2 W B BARPE AL @ 1 #E S AU 5 XUE R 35 2 R 1Y
KR, AMUBEHE RN HELMR B RAIHLE], EAEN TIBHE . 18 S BORME ST PRI (it 5 Rl 2 B
W RS AR .

EEWH

R B YR A DN SRR E 55 B30 H %5 202410065026).
SO

AHFAF UGR) 56 %, BT &7 3CHF  FO R AR A RIN/E LR S @R b 1 &8 5,
TR ZIT SN T B8 1 R SCHEAl; B 5 8 T AR A2 SCHR 70 AT SRR T B B, A 77348
BINRGEE: FE, RS AR A A O IR AL T 2400, Bk TR s R,
Ab, BE VP O SCRRIRIE B AR 1 R B @, BRI TR AL M . i e BT DR B DA

B

S CHk

B 5 5 07 TAER 143(2022). SEIH /R BLRE & S0l SO R R o, b N RSIE AN E 208 SRR 17 W il
https://www.moe.gov.cn/jyb_xwfb/gzdt gzdt/202209/t20220928 663837.html

FYLW(2023). XK 2855 71 & A PE R i & (E S TEXTE e D) GE AT #Em. it 0ieT, SERH: StMImE Ry,

R HEQ001). Ky FHEE B SCH AL

TR, Bl RS, Fhi(2024). 1 5 RN FRIE L TR Sh LR AR UE SN —— T — BRI 2k FE A AT
A FRE 2RI R, 64(2), 150-169, 239.
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