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Abstract

During language production in bilinguals, both languages are simultaneously activated, causing
competition and interference with the target language, thereby leading to cross-language conflict.
To achieve accurate language production, bilinguals rely on effective language control mechanisms.
This study systematically reviews the theoretical evolution and neural basis of bilingual language
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control, revealing that the research focus has shifted from the early debate on whether inhibition is
necessary to a more nuanced understanding of multi-level mechanisms such as global and local con-
trol. Neuroimaging studies further indicate that bilingual control relies on a distributed brain net-
work centered on the right inferior frontal gyrus (rIFG). Moreover, neuromodulation studies, em-
ploying causal intervention approaches, have confirmed the critical role of the rIFG in both global
and local control, thereby advancing the evidence to a causal level. Based on these findings and in
line with the Adaptive Control Hypothesis, this study concludes that bilingual control can be re-
garded as a dynamic and adaptive system, where control strategies flexibly adjust according to lan-
guage context, task demands, and individual experience.
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1. 518

TEEBRE R, WELZEIGH %W . XOEH BRI S e mAE S A i, X—F
BRI AT NS TG, HRRIRE — R RN R G 8 i T R0EE PSS 7R RS UL R 22 [
IO, W RIS S R SE S, DASSOLERS . R BARE S 2 X5 H 7 XGE A i —
MR ——XUEE FEHINLE . KIALR, U B S W E S5 H ARl 5 i B 72 i 4z
(inhibitory control) & 75 X — (i @ IF, FHIm 1“3 5 R BRO ST A . 0
A (inhibitory control model, ICM; Green, 1998) K 3 &8 (4 AR AN AS X Bk 14 (asymmetric switching costs)iiE
W, BRI R SR T A UAESL, H L ) PR TR P 00 R S R E R BTG 2 B T A
(Costa & Santesteban, 2004).

AR RSB XGEE SR B S S kY, BEIT . MERBEIMARESS
TITHAEYE , 387~ 1% FR S AL 212078 RAEAR B R R, R ARSI 7 .

2. BbFUER: MHEE_RLEH?

REFAE R RIHLET R AR O BRI, KIHESE B bris 5 ki id fE b 2 S 02X —
o] BRI o FH T XUHE B PR S 5 AR 1R A U A% 2 R EGE (Kroll & Stewart, 1994), WAl figtkiG 5 4]
(56 DASEIRTEERf . VI BARTE S 7, RO BRI R . xhitl, AR FEERR T “HH)” 5
CHEFMER] PO LB o

I U6 AR A A A A (Green, 1998), ZARALIN, XEH 285 £ 3 s AL f ki
IE HARE 5 BBIEK T, TR TES o 1X — Bl RS SR I8 T8 5 D)4y 20 I8 20 1) D) A RN Axd
Pk BRSP4 008 # G 185 5 (second language, L2) V)36 [B1 4 34 (1) 2 — 1 5 (first language, L1)B, FAJ)
AR (switching costs;  FH U H JTE R ) S RL IR ARG BAR TR F 19 i) B2 35 K T AN L1 Y033 L2 (Meuter &
Allport, 1999) . ZIL RHEARRE R : 2 L1 AENAE H AR 1E S I, A B S /K P 5 24 it 0 58 55 i 1
TR KT ZE OBl L1 I, ARRRIX Mo 4 i sl 75 A4 B AN BRI 8], AT B K 1A
(lvanova et al., 2022; Ma et al., 2016). [k, GIHACHT AN XS FRMEAFAR A A0 428 1 47 A2 (K OS84T Fahn . 28
M, —SH 7RI, VIR AR IR — MR EAEN IR, I T AEE T2 EE A ok
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(Costa & Santesteban, 2004), fEJELL P XNUE R ot R oM L 2 (Christoffels etal., 2007), 22 I %
(de Bruin & Xu, 2022). 3 EEAN— S5 R Hs o) Fo i 5 150 1) 357 00 BEPE B Y T i 5E (Bobb & Wodniecka, 2013).

AEAMHEVE AN, BRI TE TR B I A DR T4 . — OB S UG & (18 5 77 A4 B RE S
B B R e /E BARE S RENE, JEAMIES MIAVCRAEAR TR EAS 5554, #om e 7 i
(Costa et al., 1999; Roelofs, 1998). 73— Ul s WUl 3 T HE B, IAAIE S 724 RG0SR I FE S A0S
IR s v FRIRYE, eI R R R TE I A R R E SR AT, JERR Ak 4 AL A A (Blanco-Elorrieta & Cara-
mazza, 2021).

B W SR EE— 2B IR N, 5% T IR 75 00 75 BOAZ 0 403, (AR 508 TIAS TR A2 T A7 B — e X o7
MR R B A RHEHI 28T
3. EIRRURM: M “B—iE” B “RIRIEH”

BEAE S AR R, EE A TRET R IR B, K RUE T P RS < 5 AR =0T
Grinid TS, MEUURRE S 0L SR o BV HEAA I EE A pH L2 ) o 4 WL A AR 3047 K 44 3 A«
4 JA il (global control)5 J& % il (local control). PHFPEHIAILEA4EE . —RIHIR S A TH
PIHAA 5 IR A A (mixing costs); & il B BER A T 0935 5 4155 B X Bt (language task schema stage)
{7 7% B B (lemma selection stage) .

FEREHI R b, A RS A e B0 3 AR E IRIAESE . BIFFE3E R, RUEE AT 20 Bk
(ORI 55 e Al BB S S, 38 75 0 BB S ARSI B AT AT M s . R — X R3] T “IRERM” 5

CUIHRARANY 7 PRI SAR TG KR S 3 (Christoffels et al., 2007). JREAU I8 WUEIR &5 55 T 10 S 2wk ke
BB E N RO N S HRER T, E R TN IV S PR TSI . KRR A RAE
il o XMHERIBNVEH TRANAEHIRE S RS, &P B IESN, HAXFRIE(LL KRS AU E R K
T LRI AIE S ERGHEE P23 75 S A #H (de Bruin & Xu, 2022; Maet al., 2016). 52 4H
X, U ARAN AT 1 B TRk Al R R 4%, B R SBaail o X Rl il i SEPE R, BT B2 4 i iR
S IR B ARTE S, DA R BRI L £ R (Wu & Thierry, 2018).

TEFHI B b, B E - R B a, A7 I s 5 it AR 0 e ST B . Green
(1998) MBI 5 A1 T ax — WK, Il e RATEE 55 BB B, W BARYEAT S B ARiE 8 B bs
B E RN AR HARE S I AR B S A R CIE R B, MR E AR S N AR B AR EARIE S I
BRI SHIERFFUNIX — 0 B R AL THIEHE . flln, Verhoef 25(2010) K IN, 7ELRZR IS k&Y
BL(%) 200~350 ms)gt 515 5 UIHAR S IR LR 7y, R B L 78 R 55 B B B R 2 R 3
M 53 — LS AF FE A ER B, 5 3a) Y 3% A 52 B RS2 (U n — 2 S5 AR) HE BILAE 38 2 B A AT B B (2 250
ms LUS), St s H T 5 B Joik £ B (Guo et al., 2013). &4 #EdRdE— 2 K], ]
FH I N2 553 vl g -S54 55 B QR B AR OC, T A5 M B 300 FR) 66 30 1E B 43 (LPC) MU B 22 3 5 4] e ik 4%
B BR P 3o 9 iR e A 2 (Jackson et al., 2001; Liuetal., 2016). & 54T 55 B BE H A IE B ARE 5 R4,
B4 Jmdsil s 19 e ik £EM BOUDRE B2 Rz i), BIOo BRI R4 )

Zi ERTIR, BRI AE AR XGEE 5 h] R S A A ) 2 A B AR AR AR AT I A
PAK “HRHHATAL” o X PR —HLHI B2 2 k. 2B RS, THRe A NE LT BRI E R, I
R REANFIE S Je FoAp 2 b B i T B AR A I B AE S

4. MAIERERBESHK: RSN, BgERM4
ZRPEAEE B3N, W FR XA SR T S E B AOYLA (L SO L i
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06 SR ST T A 22 1 — S SRR S B B 20 AT ORI R 2, DT AE SR 28 )2 T R 1 100 1 2 o 308
T, IXEEYE 2R TR O, TR S ISR X 1 PR SR FE T T kAR

KEW G TR, BUEFHEPATIE S GRS, 2B ZB0E — M Earaint &2 R =4
BRI BT BT NS sl X . RS (W RIRAZ) X 2 4 (5 A 55, 2018;
Abutalebi & Green, 2016; Branzi et al., 2016), X6 [X 5 — B AN mds sl Frisis i X s EES, TH
FEATIER R 5] 5 30 T RE 25 VA < (Aron et al., 2004, 2014). 40, de Bruin 25(2014) K3, 7EXGENE T
i BRI, A NAR T BRI 4 BhiE ) X P REeE R SRR A5 5 R I B3 U1 AR A AR
RPFEATTREFR 25 T R4 sl ist] . 2, Zhu %5(2020) I FLAETE & UIHAT &5 P s 2 4
M [ 7E 200~230 ms B8] B 1P S0S A2 B 3G 50 o IX 6 R Ll & S s b 7 sl AR 2 ) A M, R
RUTE: 7 H1) A0 - — 5 308 FH 0 1) ) 4% 7 P& 5 PR P 2 ) 4% (Green & Albutalebi, 2013).

SR, AR 5 A [ A7 ) R D AR I e A o ol 0 52 380 1 i DX B0 T e 02 FEBE I 4, T 7= A2 4%
HAT AR AL (Siddigi et al., 2022)0 33X — Bk AE T 22 {8 FH 20 Pt 1 R 5056 b 22 48 R R IR 9 5 R
AEAFIC IR o R HT A K A 4 B2 3 X AE AR AT T RS OE AR X 2 T AU A A - B
B4 Bia 2 X 2 R4 7T, 3R AR S 25 BURAT N2 TH I U1 A BUR & AA 4 (Pestalozzi et al., 2020;
Vaughn et al., 2021; Zhu & Sowman, 2020). XSEH L5 R KM, XX BIRS 55, HATREH IR
BNE S P A0 R AL, B FL TR Tl A i XA RS, AT B8 1 AN AR DG I A b L b
PEZ 4

TX — DRI SR Ao 56 PR B 30 SR WU 5 (2025) A TR ST o 1200 70 BELEEET R 428 sl A AZ o i X - A )
BN B - B 7 AN R AL 22 R G A ADNE FEA1), SO P T e XUE 0 F V)
1T RMEEN . S5 5R I, SARITFPFIAREL, 0 e 500 T4 (040 T 3] 2250 7 58 R D1 AR P
(P27 J s s i) 32 400) A S /SRR A AR (B & R A5 2 40) o IX — 5 SRR, A IUAT T 5] ) D i 56 B 1t ot
WOERS | B OCHE L, TGS 2[R 457 55 B A a0 I e B 1 4 o) () s 4 i) R 0 B 4408 5 10 2
SRR ] (4 R %A RO A M [B] 75 00 T8 = 12 i) b 1 DR SR F SR T BLBEESE , KK
SRR 425 1] m i T i 2145 21 0 0 1 4 o) R S [ DR ER At T — 2

SN, Wu S5 (2025) R Fi e s 1R AR SE R Atk . XA R A T A AR RS B
A2 GE fR B A SR A, X S A R A TG SR SO AR, SR D AN X AT BEAS A2 LASR R 1%
06 DX BT 6 I (RN KN Th RE o A, BRERME TR B, 15 5 TP e 22 0 UL 35 52 28 P il o A P ) o 3%
MR A ZE AR A P N P R TR A o IR R UL, BIAERf e T OCERIN X, LR A bR aE
R “TFER” KR, MRMRANE —NEIEN. 2 PR T .

g5 PR, sk ds 230t A S A I R T o i AR TE SRR T OB 4 il i X1 9 28 AL RRALE
TR 428 1] 58 A7 T A AT [ S O BT s o AR RSB 7T, 5 )2 Wu 25 (2025) AR A VAR 1= )
FAERIRAE TVIGESE . 2810, WIESUR MR BRI, ARMATLS S EERAR, EM%KF L
FERE A0 b AT A5 80T [0 5 JF A i X7 230 5 52 T ] R SRt S 4% RV B SR AT A

HARFEM S, BEREAI0E KNGS U ok 5 8005 & 1358 S #HFLH (e.g., Ivanova et al,
2022; Ma et al., 2016; Meuter & Allport, 1999) ZJE B A NITE FIEHIER 1 T HRKFTE R, LT B
A S T AGEE 5 (e.g., Abutalebi & Green, 2016; Li et al., 2015), XA T WGEE W W HEA Pk
31 5% (Green & Abutalebi, 2013). #ATfii, & F Vo vl e FERA 7B S 6], BUEE £ H & EE )
AN 4 P an A I TE 5 V) . ARG 78 @ R R 51 7 H B E RS S VTS5 ok R 3RA 1 2410

45t
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5. AASARKAME: NESHIFIRISEEN RS

T, RUEE S EHT RS IR 2N R HE AT IIRT N EEn . Jasm “ i)
MU, B i BB R BN — Fh B HE N RS, X m W, EHEREFEE e AL, 1
FEBEE MEINE S &Y. SEINAESS 7 3K LR A 1E 53 R % 4 1¥) (Green & Abutalebi, 2013).

X W A A 0 B S B 3 I k4% 1B (adaptive control hypothesis). iZ BB IN A, XUEH s
AR B 5 1 1 O S T R A st g . i, AR BB S MR, AMA T R Y
FE AR, @ TR B AR R A AT 5 R s I AE AR Al R SR IR R, U AT BR R 2 AR
REPEFEH], 7ETFH B A 347 i U (Abutalebi & Green, 2016) . X g B PEAATIEAT AR, tx
WRTE KIS SR AL . AFFERIA, R0 01/ 0 5 Bhis 3 X S5 2 S X P35 5 o i e S 5 A i X o
ReiEdE, =MEES PR35 (Wu et al., 2019; Wu et al., 2020).

A, MPARERENMAEF SHATEEERIEX -8 RGP NEEEH. E5485%, WHE
B IGER . BERE. HESUEE RS, WL s REms 15 35 0 4 1] I 25 1) 3R 5 25 44 (Tao et al.,
2021). B, B R R A R DA AR R B BN R DA A AR B AT A ) i D 2 T B, X SR
K I B9 U 2256 R LA S A () Th g 14 A0 &5 #4014 B2 28 (Gullifer & Titone, 2020; Wu et al., 2022) . Wu %5(2025)
(AR T — 0 R, 8 & P PR 2 I XUE B R U A N B DR3240 oA BUK, XA FE & 1 S A
RAEME BERAMCORURRE B A7 AE 22 it 17 LR 2 i B B iE S

BT LR, ARSI LA . Bk, EARMERIET R IR . R Wu 55(2025)
TESE T A A ] PR SR T, AR DXL B AR IR 5 7 (o i o AR R el AR A, S o A
TR 2 P AT s (A B SRR | /N B DR S EL B, A0 75 45 & 2 M S R AR 5 W& g HR
BEATIRTC . HIR, 18YIFRZERTIII MRS R . AR N R 5250 = o i B A A A Ly i 4455, 4R
RAE B RN B ARS8 55 SN I B ST 5 I soh R RIS . B, TSRO ORI
PO NG 3 5 AT R G 1 T H . @i iy A T 20 X 2 B A 2% ST R THERR, n] DLEAE
AN )2 i) SR g (Lo« S R TR 1) B DTk, AT N B R AT SEAS MR A 58 . RS, KR UV LR
REZAERZAEE B REE . 2R RGO TN Qe B S R i R S s ) R A sk
Frdd F, ARG S 20 2 G0 5 R RE R I R

B2, RGBS S IR AT QB — A shaA . S EANE MRS . AR IR R AN TR
B AN B WO, TRBUI TR — A2 Z R R G AT AR P EIRES RSN EER 14T 5k
B R B o X — AR AN SR TR A 0 RE DA N A o PR B A, AR A4 7 0 5 K (1 3 M AN ol AR T s

B oW

FLOE R R AL EUE S R AR Q4R T, B ER SRR SO AR i B
E&mE

LR ZCE TRV 0TI H % B K 0 H 20 5 (SQ2024273)

SE

RARA, KWK, i, FOMEHE(2018). V8 F AN — MR AN KN ] I LR A A B AR R,
48(3), 332-340.
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