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Abstract

The present study adopts the switching paradigm and the naming task to explore the influence of
L2 vocabulary familiarity in the speech production process on the code-switching cost of Chi-
nese-English bilinguals when switching between Chinese and English. The results showed that
when the switching cost (passive control) was used as the index of conversion cost, regardless of
the familiarity of the second language vocabulary, no asymmetry in the code-switching was ob-
served. When the mixed cost (active control) is used as an indicator of code switching, the symme-
try of the code switching cost is presented in the case of a high degree of vocabulary familiarity,
which is in line with the dual language activation model; conversely, when the vocabulary fami-
liarity is low, the asymmetry of the code-switching cost has emerged; the results are in line with
expectations and are matched with the suppression control model. This shows that whether or not
second language vocabulary familiarity influences the code-switching cost in bilingual speech pro-
duction and provides a basis for further integration of the two theoretical models, enriching the
existing research results.
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1. 51§
1.1. EBBRYIRAMN

EEEANSEIYRKIIA], = NRA ARS8 AR 2 AR H SR R A AT el
SRIPER o DL B XUEE AT T3 7 EARE S SOR G £ — A e 1G5 LI XA R38R B A
U I AT R AN 5 R R[], RGBSR, OEE EPTRE S [0 B b, XA
—AhE S R S AE S AT, Kolers B AR Z NTERSUIH[2].

FOEP AN BN IR T R SRR DI, BT R A DA AR 0 2 R R
HISCFART], a3 TP B DR SR X0E 5 BAEPUANE 5 e s At ok, MxtmE, SiErE
SEREPRILH XUEF X RIS 5 RS0 A EvEEE, BOYARES AR OEBSAL. fETk. K
HAMMLFEPIANIRAE[3], FESERRIAE . XUEE AT CAREIN it 5 b 71 5 U0 F 3 sh il Py Al 5
ARG, (HRAZMITER ST, POl EARIE F e BUE I B S IR M ST dr 4 [4], R
2P 7 MHPEEF R AE MR =APR, BREERES AT, (HRTR AT CAAILXGE & Xt
RS E L A BRI T, DO Fr fn AR S5 A5 BRI T B BROT 2 N T E T AR
Fo e YL, BEIUE ZORPARX RIS BB AR R, SO el i S 2B AR SR S 20, 4
REW, REMETFREN A E2[2]. 25, SCAERRE RMAIE T A5, ESE T a4
FERHE(L2) B Fr U i 4 BHE(LL) BRI A E 2 (it RI[4]. BEE 2ERIL. SLBr LRt Re H as bk,
KB MR B2 PRI B 2B, B, R IOBEE WA BEAT 15 Ah 2 8] 03800 T AT
GFREE SIS AR S RAEEE L. —BOkU, Z2HWHTE LAY B E VIR VI P R 25, AR
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X OB & AE PR AT T BSOS AN ], K 2 B 4518 R s W 2 8 N — il 35 e e 3 5 — Rl 5
IRV, BRI FRILR, BT E FRIHONIERS DI [5] (6]

12. SEFEPRIEBTHRAM

TP AE B RS D) AR AN R I R 1S B — B 45 IR, 250 3Lt 51 LR P AT XGE & b i,
WEBRGE M L2 e 28 L1 iEAS U) 300 B2 KT L1 U1 & L2 AR, TF e B R IX S oG
T 3 AR IS FRPE[ 7], 0 59— 3B 0 B 7038 7F DL EASR WU 35 T 52 [R] S 56 B I R R B H B A FE AR A
MIAKIFRIES] [9]; BLAMA W ITE AE LA - il T4t ar AT S A - BT 2 AES T, KL TR —5
PEAZ BN [8] -

DA B RS e R FE RTINS, S AR AR BIRGE FH R A AGE S RIER S, HHI
BB T A 32 B OTE T XOEH I AIE S R RG2S BRIEE R ILZRAE, FUNIE S0 A WIR
N> BEFCEATR BURGE# I FPE 5 RAE R R RAEAETE SUZ A2 EAARER, BIXGES
FEWC R IR P & ARSI T RAE, s USRS 5 AR —MS . 25 AR —2E T,
BB S FIAAGTE S S NGE S NS RAE = A 5w, YRR XGEE T, LS BB IR RAE
A RN SR AR T IS Z AT B, BIRF AT AL [10]; Rz, TP RS P RE E i
CE AN S T B EEIL, RN AR [11].

R TEE & =Bl R, BEHFEE ABIEES KPS 20, PFE S I = s X aTE
ANFIFE R B & BRI E . i, REXGES R R EH MRS RS, (A58 75 i
W B R . R INL, EISTAEE T, WOEH M, BUE R IEFATIRGES, ] DL
2t PR A 5 AR EE e R SR BRI, R R S IR H bR E S R RIR T, (BT AN RIA T T
JUFAZ R —BF T B, SUETEATEG T U XOEE B K IIE S 2 2 R, &
SR — s HLE B . SRR T X Pz fil s BN B BARTE R, B4 T B $R IEiE
WA T B EAR A

Fodp, JEFREIE S RIOIR R, XUEE NS E 2 5 15 A R, 3w L[R2
FHHAIC)E, B ARGEF EABALES — I8 5 WA A8 5 W AT i Sk e, MAdEEES
(PRI A AN P G 206 H ARIE & e RIS i — e AR BT PE[12] 3 AR R AR Y 1C BLRY  Green
T 1999 AR H, A TR AU E B R VIR BRI TN AR g b s s ], BAR T B
14k 5 ARE 5 BEE K E T AR UE X H AR S RIRIBREL . Z s LRI 3 —1E S B30 AR B 2 2 21
B WK AT, RARR BN AR A m I S s A, X A R B R A . DR RUE
B RERAZIE S, (7 Z R ARSI E R EE AP IR X ERE XGEH EY)
He BB ST R EE 2 0 R MNE, B IXPE RAEDE, 2R AR G R RS D)3 AR e A R
AR 13]

M1 53— Se Bt F0 38 A ] T4 15 5 1R BOW, MR RGE E AR S e, EHARE S MEARES
BIREARBIOE, (HRHAAMATIERIN AL BV E S HAS 5 1Zd 8, BRAMIEEFES ks kT
P, BAEELFRAE R EARES, WXGEHEANEE 4 RIERAL, B S HA HAA s Sis
25, FANFNFEH R G5 1%0E 5 105 S AR B A % T 78 75 ZE0 B H ARIRIC[14] [15].

1.3. ACEEE

I SC W 4 18 5 PAGRRE B SN 00 5 TN DA B BRI R o P 00 2 PR ARV AT LA Bk
—REEES, AR ROE AR A AR, R B BRE R A R — 2P BIA AR BRI
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TR FE a2 A R M AR A I R R 3R 2 G AT AR S, iR RN AR BN MR 1 & R g P S
SRR Z AR SR A A, X T GE R e i i, RME R AR XUES, KT 53R
TR TR B AT CASEBUAN BB SR B IEAE o 10X RGBSR iR 1A, R Ae2e i B a5 1M 8]
B AR ARAIC[L6] . eAh, B RAE N R HES 1 5 R R Ay 25 A AT O0E A T BRI AR H AR
T WAE USRI GE R I, B FUA RERN], AR S 1R 5 IR BRI R rh AT i A e
FERIE RS, PGB R A BN REHOE 21 S RSP SR, 6k AR AR A A Y
F, ERFRE R EKT, RZHAEEFRE S 1GR3 15 5 RN 2 AE SOZ 37T DS 2 R0E
[17] & 1B AE AN 5 15 BT 5 S AR AR It OBUE #0018 5 10 B PR, n] DL E SRR b2
HRBINFIERE . WAL F EBARI E HARE 5 IBGENLE 2 S FEEH 5 FiE AR I #Hig
W57 SO = T ) 45 A6 XU 78 35 17 A I AR H AR I 35 W0 B N FELERREAT SR, SR 45 SRR WX
EPEXCEB TS, AR R ™ ) — I RENS BN 55 — i 5 RS KO BTl HAEH
PRI E N8R, XUEE RIS A BEX 55— & AT T-FEXGEETT S, Ak 4
BHEIEAEARRRE, A 5 — 18 &5 RS/ L E AT # i 42 HI[18] .

A2 Z A AGE R TS 20 F P E A DI A R A R e 7 6T DL ERIE, Z AT
9% AR T IR AGR AR R I e e IO IO AE T, BRITASHIE Fe sl N Bese: 1) XTGBT
BURM —iE A, RS AT AR 2 ik BRIk, DRI XOE & R R BHE T 5 4061 B e 9 A a4
TR ERARBF A 5 A0 P R], TG A5 B et AN AR, A7 S 4RSS 1 5 RO 2) Rz,
X T AGE LR RN, R VISR IR SR VRS iR T, Pialais UK AR K- 25 7]
BiEEE, FMHELHWHZS S, X HREE S ERE R F 9 arb by, Rl A2 s D6
RO BIAKIRRNE, AT AR E TR 5 RBO BB R . 2T R e, A FOR R DI s B A
YAESS, TRV E IR AR 8 AR R S BN XUE 1R R V) HAR T R

2. SR ¥k

2.1, ik

34 ZAESTIELLRA(L5 B, 17 &), it 20~24 %, BRERINDGE, 5T IBEETHN
12%.
22. M8

IEASLIG A DA block, K ik B 5K 75 M4 .75 PR g MY B R P, Bk IET R B8000 82— A o 3] Al —
ANFESCE (T, dog—H0). IRAEEIEF O — 8. RE B #ATIEH, R RE a4 — Bk
mT 80%, RR—FMEET 3, RIS B NS SO B AT P, e IRIE A T 240 Sk Y
;Y. MEBAR . 15 45 IERSIRBAIETE KT 2 AR AE XX 240 SRR R 58 SR 3
MACEREBAT 7 S RMVE (- A GE, 7-H B3, RIEFTEPE B 0 v S AR s 41 .
23. KW

ASRYGRI 2 (EE M DUE. J&il) x 2 (DR Pl BUIHR) x 2 WIEAGE (R AEA. IR
POBH) = RPN SR BT

24. SEWIE
IESEEF, Bk BRGNS — R B E B ES R GE S eSS . B ihswh
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FES5 o v SCar A Mg din 4, A 40 DMK, IREEE B S MR AE L s kmdl, &4 80
K. BEAN, EREGIES RS, I RIS R SRR, D1l D) et )
Pk UG AT B R S a0 ik B LA RS S dn 44, BV UGR9R 2481 B F (i 5 T — 5k B DA ]
wEw4. B MRS block &% 40 MIHLEAA 40 NTETIHBEA,  PIRIIKBEENL BB

K IR A 8 Y BLAE RN B e b g, 2t AN St [ Pl HH BILAE I BT 3 EOKAE A @ A iE S s, 4L
SN e e R SNl S

i) DMDX 27 0L E F, AR 60 Hz. [ ROLTE B s b Je,  wial R 2 A
iK% 60 JEK, B i 44 5% 8 LA i 44 )OS B34 DMDX ek SRBR By ar#4vaal,  IEaQsRieTT
GRHT, BRREHORE TR, EORPGASCIOOE RO B R 34T A 44, RIS TR SRS M A R Y
Bio IEXSERITIR S, BRI G ED 300 ms VEML A, BBE 200 ms B 5E, ZJEdn A4 RN (4%
152 Fel) LA B [y [T S B 2500 ms, [ B SR R Al i 441 5 3o KA 44 B Fr s TEJFE 1000 ms Je 3L
Tl BRI 30 b,

3. LR

TR0 U TR IS M) S 2B A AR SR AT 4007, B 2eMR 7 4R m T 40% it i 80E, I
2.5 AKRAEZ DU MR ERHEAT IR % 1. 22 2 oh RELA IR A8 & A S AT 55 T 10T 45 R i RTA R
3.1 $IREERIE EREN=EARESENESEDW

Table 1. Mean error rate M(SD)
% 1. FIHEIZE M(SD)

S0 A AT ZES pRIE

AR L1 0.15(0.12) 0.17(0.16)
L2 0.23(0.14) 0.23(0.12)

%3 L1 0.20(0.11) 0.20(0.09)
L2 0.40(0.12) 0.29(0.10)

Table 2. Mean reaction time M(SD) (Unit: ms)
2. PR BE M(SD) (B4L: ms)

S S A WHES kS To Pl

AR L1 1352(143) 1302(157)
L2 1271(166) 1314(166)

IR B L1 1416(134) 1340(157)
L2 1456(136) 1391(136)

XF A BRTE SN 56 10 S BB S iR 2 AT — R 3R A& Z 0 #T -

DU N RFEEGNES Za R, 5K FEHNEE, Fi(1,25) =24.23, p<0.01; J#kE
BFEMPNEE, Fi(1,25) =4.88, p<0.05; VLK FEMNEZE, Fi(1,25)=27.74, p<0.05; iF5FHKA
S HAE S, Fi(1,25) = 6.74, p<0.05, MMM SN, EFHS IESm4
W E, DI RS R ZE R S T O VI, p < 0.01; 18 5 R 51ACAGE B AR B3, Fi(1,25) = 14.91,
p<0.01, F—LHATRIEEMN T H, EAHAERRERAT AR, iR R i R R
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FART AR ERACIEN, p<0.01; Pl 50 AR EAZ BAEH 2%, Fi(1,25) = 8.84, p<0.01,
BE— AT R RN AR, BRI OL R AR, AR AR AR S iR e 1) B3
T IR AR A S IO, p < 0.01; TEFRAL, PSRRI AR E = L HAERA R,
F1(1,25) =3.56, p > 0.05;

PLUR AR NI B 7 Z T aE R, 185 I, DD SR B RA Y AR = R R A28 AR A 2
. ZANBALEHMEEL EEHBARE.

3.2. YIRRMFRS RN 547

FEAWE TS AU TR AR A DIHARH AR AN WA, AT B TR IR 18 5 dr AR5, Ul
RO STV R BN ERZESR: EHEBERGES GAES T, TR SR ESmd RS
FEJ I Bz VIR AR & AU 3 s

Table 3. Switching cost and mixing cost M(SD) (Unit: ms)
= 3. IR R A KN M(SD) (BBL: ms)

BRF SIS WREE Ik TV
MARE L1 50(18) 161(135)
L2 58(21) 113(126)
AR L1 76(19) 170(114)
L2 64(23) 42(122)

IR L1 U L2, L2 Y)HkE L1 2RI ARAN ZEAN [R) 1)V B2 R B R AT O A
55, SRERTERCAREIKHAKET, KRN Z [T ZER, t=-0.34, p>0.05; t=0.47, p>0.05.
F AN —TB Ve 2 ARV A T N B DI 2 — 15, oAl R m RS 1 R D)3
B W DB R AR BRI R, 45 RS 18 S PO .

ZJEHE—n L1 Ul E L2, L2 V)3 E L1 SR U)3ARMN FEAS R 1RV B R B N AT X FEA ¢
By, 4R SR MREE KR, t=1.70, p>0.05, 7EIAICEAREER N, R e PRI IR
HRMIFLREER, FEFFCIESIRIW; EiiCAREMKTE R, t=4.17, p<0.01, FRUITEHXTH
BIEBARPIAICHS, BUBETEMN L2 P E L1 MBS B KT L1 U142 L2 RSN, 4515
A A B S SR EOW .

4. W1ig

AR R B i AT, BRI T RS LA X AR REE SR A G
T DI AR T 5 S AR TN . S DAY AN AR TR RRI, AR m AR AL SRR AR, - 28X
EE AR HIUEL VRN AR, BFEREE SR, k2, LURERINMEANSRIE R,
PPEREZ AR R IO, R B IUE R A FRbE, FIRERA R G = R BO0, i7E
AR ERARLART, WEXGEF I B I A B, FFE AR e G 5 1R IO 8 . 45
FR, BRI A R RUE T R A B DI ARN O SRR R 2, TR AR R
BUR, LT ERS YIRS RRE, TRV AR BRSO, I T B RG )4 AE RR A

AR, W08 X B G BRI B R 77 26 () SR A WK (1 e, ER 6 T2 4 AL
G HIEEA F R G — A E . FAURTEI 2014 FE5280rh, $RIUA 415 5 Pem -5 RIIRI BE 0 0UE 4 15
PIARN HI R, R BTE A RIS B T B A DI AR IO AS S BRI G, KB ) B B R U)o R B DAL
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HI AT 7T 2 E T B 18] 1000 ms, (1R I TAI R, DRI /R S 2 R BEAR BT Fe 4t R, {EAE LA
RERM Jvtarrnt, IS TUIMAIER, MR E A SRR fir 44 PR S 5 I A 18] 22 572

AHFCKRHFE LSRN a2, SRERERGES AT, VIHRER S TR
PO RR B I (A [ S S DA E N FE AR, oI il A B Ik, 45 RIS R BTN 1
AXSFRYE,  FIBUHECRA B A DU R iR, H—RYE R e 8 S RO A, T AR A
OB SR AR LR R XA, DRI 32 10 AETE RS DI R IR R AR B bRl & BEAT 406, RS
FAERNC LRI RE I RS RIRGE, ERRAEFARE SN, ERARE S IFRA B ARE 5 &R T,
M2 I 1 5 AR ZERIE I H ARiA o H U AU X — SR AR AURE Rz H XL e sh i), Hestfz
FAAEZNACHIIN TR, w7 LA A 3 HARE MR ORI % R GUR LT, TER MR 2 FA R BEIs
DRI AE I [ [ B B A TS L T, lsh izl S PUE S 5 ER,  FRRAE B ARE 5 M3 ACr, 2l e
HCAGE AR AR OL N, d T i RVC AR BRI, BRI H — 15 R i R P S KA REHE R R B — 15
WE, BRI L2 Fedfe e L1 A AN L1 B3 L2 I, #5250 2N (AR AT L1 BsPRES, 25 S8
AFEFRAEDIHAC T 17 Az o B BT AT ST R T AT S sk g (8] (] B& I [R) 9 1000 ms, X ] REAE B ARE
FE ERvRn] EaniEhl S S, Rl ol RS sl 78 2 AR BT, DA H ARiE 5 AT 8N EaE
o B AR B AR S DMt BARATCAOSRE, R, RIME R AR AR BERMIRNS,  d T X0EH £3h
EHN S, FEHRE S AT RSN ULEAR B ARE S R s E R, D S5 25 RAE $ B B e I
KPR AR BUE R DA AR BRI 24 DUR & AN TR AT T Z2 i, e 2 A8 1]
IERGE R RN, REIURS A AR, AR AE BRI RS AR FRdE, B2
RETEM L2~L1 AHX T L1~L2, fFH THEZHRERM.

AWFRARTY], KW DUE SR DI b AR B G R 3R, XGE AR B L
FIRNETT . PRRE S RS H0TE SR AN R w4 ] BERGEIk,  RIMAE VIHORES T 3T R B, FF
HFR R CvE 90 HARR SR, o /o b AT 4], Rl phik EERaARYE H FRTE 5 BO1E 5 799 R8T, SEAT
R E TR S IRIBOW . AR DN 2 i R AR AR RN, ARRHEIRC K R ggid i RHERIL 2
T IREIEIE,  BER, FEUIIORAS T REATIRVCIR BN, A L2 Fedfe s L1, i T aloulre B — Mo 4 49
TiRE A, EELEEEAEM SRS iR E, KRR 4 8E0 — 53T H], B 7E
(350 G A & 553 Il (1D i = =R B 1 OF 1K A i T B A UL £ N 1 e P B UG 512519
I, XE S DR & AR E 1R 5 1R BOW T i i A

&E 3k
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