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Abstract

Language switch cost is an important field in bilingual research. Language switching is a process in
which bilinguals transfer languages. This study summarizes and reviews the studies of language
switch cost at home and abroad from the following aspects: its theoretical modules, research ob-
jectives and modes, and empirical studies. This article also discusses future development of the
research. The findings obtained from previous studies reviewed in this paper research provide
useful insights for second language acquisition and teaching.
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1. 5|

M TP H Y, 52D INE S RXOEE 8T S MM MG 5 Z BT . X
AR ERENIERG I . WA AT IDHE DX — AREIF A S T E . FIR[14E 1, Gamperz %
RS U E SO I ANFAIEIR R G BN EE RS T S iR =R FE— 5 R E”; 1 Cook AN “ ik
R D) 2 i 2 31 L (R P R 8 5 0 2 1 XU EAS I o — Rl 5 e oy 5 — Ml S LR
Lightbown MK FL A Dy 358 1 2 7E 2 il R o R Ge A B 3 PRI E & BUE SR o BRI id /%
HHOE 2 B DIRARHY, BDXGE Rl 5 U908 5 —FhiE S I, B A DI (DU — Fiif =) 5 0,
AEAE 2 A6 2 A A S BL IS [R) I FL IS 22 RO R o RIS A A B A 8 S (1 5 2 B ) AT 58 vy ) R
AR VIIAA - BLAh,  ZUOH A LA Fr P B RS 5 AT s A — S, B A B DA
WK/ 2 BT 7 eI . BRI, MOUEEEE 5 /K Pl — B RE 5 2 M, —
fiezs R ARPE R UIHACHT s AE1E S ACT RURAS— SO RS 5 2 (8 ), 38 % 2 A R D)
HeAHr o BT TIAN BRI FC 1 ER RUE AL TERD DI 12 oot HARIE 5 B0 Ie B AL, XGE#
IV & RAETF 40 TR R IR . AT CNKI A AT 9 4 SCACHE 2 LA RS 3 B8 4 B3] SC ik A oA
R R, WEETIHAU T REAT 4504

2. TRIpIERY

WAMIF R EAISE T Y20 OB DI AR OB A7, 48 (5 B4 [2]4%5(2009)F5 Hi,  H AL A 52
W) P 2 1 5 4 7 ME % 1) (Language  Specific Selection Hypothesis). 15 & 35:4% & 11 16 45 1t (Language
Unspecific Selection Hypothesis). i35 #1457 (Inhibitory Control Model)H1XUiE Az H. 0 A % (Bilingual
Interactive Activation Model).

Costa 1 Mikel [3] (2004)$¢ 1 1 ifF 5 #7 7€ 112 #% i (Language Specific Selection Hypothesis), A& i
WRTETE YIRS, HARE S AR HARE 5 S RN BE0E, JEH - FH AT, BpEE NAEE
B S VB HARE SN, EARESASTIREMES MBS, B, SUEE U2 HARE 5 B
A TIHARAN B ORINFI ) 6 28 H ARSI A2 DDA B /AR, SR 3 H AR (R R

Green [4] (1998)#2 H T 18 7 k4 2 M sk B8 )i (Language Unspecific Selection Hypothesis), iZ{E AN
BT SRS, HARE S MR B ARE S R S RN B 0E, (H2 2 A0 B 50 4 X8 b R0
FEAETFH M TACHFBARIIE &, /KPR IG5 BA T 18 5 Bod i #E 4 (activation baseline level).
G, KT8 (1 5 AR TR T U1 72 o B AKCSPBUIR IS & SRR S sas,  [FIR, PR s 5 XK
SRS 5 FBOE B AR T K 200G & AE /KT s IR 5 KBRS 5 (AT e i,
AT 2 A BRI AR, B 22K P Ra iR 5 U1 N T 004 2K BURIE 5 1Y)
Pt . 15 5 A0 E Mk 1% (Language Unspecific Selection Hypothesis) 3= 5 4 B FH T it 5 1B 340
5 B R AN R A

Green [4] (1998)iA 4% H! 1 474142 1 £ %4 (Inhibitory Control Model), %A% %4 3 Bl B FH Tkt = 18 77
HH AT R R D) A AN R s o AR 4 1142 il 4 7 (Inhibitory Control Model), JF HARE & ATH bRIE S
FEVERG U e id R b o A LA . 24 X0E & MK EUm 15 5 VI AP BIRIE S I, B TP
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FRIAE 35 I B8 /0 A 35 0% FE HEZL (activation baseline level) H.H: 4 0 BT 75 (O A) BB 46, BRI, 7KF 4
RMTE SN T IRERR RIS, B KPR T & AT SR 2L A o i 4 X005 MK PEL
TR S V1 AT RS S S I, 75 BERE 9% 50 I I TR) R A B 2 T /KT AR RS 3 0 7K S v (R 1
S . FRE, B TRKTE S 8 5 0 25 2R (activation baseline level)# {1 H. H 4l 0 BT i 19
B, KPR BVE & KRR TR 5 B3 H) 1 2 58/ o R0E#E PRSP 115 5 U1 2K
BRI IE 5N, 7 ZERE 2l 5 I 1) SR AR ok 2 A1 KP4 v 3 5 5 AP B 8 5 M . Rk, R
T U1 2 KPR B8 5 DT/ T U036 27K OF 32 i A5 5 IR, D3R 280 A%
FRYEFIRE R

Dijkstra 11 Van Heuven [5] (1998)#i¢ th 1 XUiEAZ H.i#uH #5244 (Bilingual Interactive Activation Model), %
R = BRI TR 5 8 SR U B RS D) AR BRE R AR R RIS A AR B S
i (language nodes), FETVERLUIHFAERES, EHARE S IACRALZ MG S A N _EESeE HAE =4,
S, HARE S S A EEE SMH B ARE 515 S A S, A E R R ] E RS R
MRS FIRE, BT mKE S 108 5 S 2R 4 TRKCE 5 B 5 oS i LR, Rk, K¢
B & AR VI R O KBRS & 2= AR B B TR S 0E & K Ek
AN—FIPFIE F Z B URE, 82 I FRE DI, B U1 2K PR m 1S & YRR
NT U I KA AT & 1A

3. xR

H A Ak, SR Y4 iR 2 B0 78 AT X8 TR — Rl R (EIEKE R)ME S 44, REIEFHEKR
ZRTHE T, WySBEMVEE . PUPEER 2205 W 2B MRS PR SRR R RN
CEISCT, AR BARE S AERRRE .. PR S E BRSSO . R S R
ENRRAE 2R 15 5 B XGE & RS )k A R R, WER AR BLRGE 2 I8 5 AP S HERD ) it
FE b= A (Y A e 2 2 e B AR - 9140, Pedro [6]45(2012) A2 44 PHEE A - SEXEH TN 4.,
FRFEAATT 38 (B B AP R G, 2 B TUIE A - JEXUE S FIAE BRI E T - SERUE & - 45 SRR W,
PAERPEIEF - JeXUEH V1A RIS FRIEAVRE i, ARG P - JeXUEE F 1AM 2L
AKIFRPERIFF £{. Evelyn £ Elma [7] (2018) LA BT == - fif 2= XUEFH NI R &, 3R 5T HaE S )it 72
HHAE S B AR I R R BT SIS & KT A 2, AT )BT S IR X
FRIERRE A DUEE T ENRRGE RIIE S HE MM RSB EBABONFES, HEEARENE RINES HE 1K
L ToRZ. 15 E R WEZE T I — N EHEZE R FE . Thomas F1 Allport [8] (2000)75 Hi [F]
—iB ARG S BA RS IS SO, 35S A UEANE 5 IE 7% B ANE U IERA <. HXGEHE
BONARAI P FNE 5 2 (B3 AT DI, 15 5 AU 2 B DI A A X0 PRI G 5 I R AR e 7 A
PRAU o

4. SREMAMSIETE PIFE TR MBI SEER S

HAT, E RSN Z 8RIT S 1R th U A XUE# AR D U1 72 o 5015 5 s hIALE], e x
R BRI B XEE B DI AR BT S A IR SIEZT[O]5F(2014) 5 Y, BB MRAN SRR
PRI XU 1 5 N LR o B B AR TR R A & BN T e, 035 3 2R A
B SRAICERE, —E IEMYIOLRE R A B E R PTAUE IR ZRA T s
eyl AN, RS RS, v A AR R A e T =R e AN T R
PRI, 100 Je A R e 9 2 T BN 0 5 5 1 A AT
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4.1 SEEBHRHSSIERR

[ 9 AR 22 01 9T 3 8 I IR N AR TG 8 1E 5 1 SRR A 1R A5 ) ot A8 b (15 S P AL, Sk A
RS I & AT HAE R U AN s B2 . BUARSR TG, URUEE (LT & AT SR — SO P RPE
T YR, AR AR TI AT, HAU KPR S 15 & A 2 T U1 2K
SRS 5 M PIHARY . T XUEHE EE S /K E K — SRS 5 Z s, DI S0
S FRPE R A E T K. SRR [10]%5(2010)1EHL T 56 I - JEXUEH N AN %, HIEEE AL SIE
PR B RS DAL o 2 FTAE AR, A S DD KT 076 & (DUB) TS 0L, U 22K
BURIITE 5 () I 2248 9 ST SR (8] 9 72 A2 B0 2 (R iR o AR U, I —SeXUEH P)# 2 S AR
MR T VB DAE AN 0T FEE R SCRRE & JERr € ik #24% (Language Unspecific Selection Hypo-
thesis) FIXUIEAZ H.i0m 5 # (Bilingual Interactive Activation Model), {IFSZ 1 /KP4 = (A5 5 fEiE RS Y] it
FE o 2 X KPR BAE 5 BSR4 . ENE[11]45(2013) 0 LAV - JEXUE H N HR, #F 70 7
T 5 TS AR BB D DD 3 AR (0 A A FEARAIE B T RUE & D)9 2K A 5 (BUTE) 1A
M BN T U4 B KPR HIE 5 (GEE) I TIHAR . SRARIAE (4 [12] (2008)i&HL T 32 440K - I - 3¢
VR RAR JUHAE BB GBUE ) A =15 (JE08) 2 (8 Fe 46 B RS D) 3 AR RF o SZali) BRE GBUR ) A =15 (J51E)
H B TP 507 HBOE R AR FE B i T I8 1) SR 2B 7L 45 AR D) 2 /KPR RS 5 () 1 1)
B 2 /N TV B ACTEARTE & (F08) R V1A, T — JGIESE 118 57K T2 fo 0 5 15 B AR o KE
P TIHAAN

B3 5 [13]45 (2007)WF 72 1718 5 /K TAH 24 10 48 - PUBUE #5765 15 B P E RS )3 Ll . 10T 74k
R IPERS D) AT RIS RRVE R i, SCRRE S ARREE ik # (5 1d (Language Unspecific Selection
Hypothesis) A XLiE 28 H #0515 (Bilingual Interactive Activation Model), 1F 52325 B AH 24 1 W5 FhiE = 72 D)
P 12 RS O B G AR L, BB AR 1) IE B T AR BOH A5 o SR SR A2 15 34 [12] (2008) LA 32 44
- I - FEEAEH N, WEAC T A BHE (BAE) A A8 (BUE) Z [AE RS DT B (8 55 SR BEE (i
B B (DUE) 8 T A — 15 R (DUBUE &) HAIE 5 AR A 2 2070 R I — X e A EAE Y]
PR, SCHRE S0 E Mk P (Language Specific Selection Hypothesis), BRI FlE & (E 1S L) #eid 75
HEATH. MeAh, BT PRNE S EEC A AR A Y, ENE R U R v 28 B s, DRI 2k
I HARM 22 kN L AR 2K

4.2. B1EBFERRISEERR

WEFCE AT AJIAR T IR 5 BB 4R S0 3, AEZERIE 5 105 10 28 A 5 (R BIL H BUEE 2 H
PRE SRR B B BRI, F R R SR TERS Ui 552 B E AT S 09T, F i A
H B SEUERIE T R AR AR R 5 /KT X HAR R T fe i B . BAROR UL, S XUEEAETE S KT
FARA —EPIANE 5 2 (B D)3, 3 2 AR ARIE R V1A . 5 5 1B AR DI AR A
), OE AR 5 T8 2E T D)0 2 7KOP BUR T8 5 DA 2N T U T B 8 = D)4
o W02 XEH AL 5 KT AR B RE S 2 PR, 55 EEE T RS DA AL, Dl
AR [FIRE 2 S AR R A i AL [14] 5520174 5 38 77 AE AR Rl 7 RS Ak IR F kR &
HAE BUFEPYAPr B T XOEEAERIEW 5 i &l B B ML HARTE 5 AR B siE S
i BRSPS g, Ik, R A RS D) RENE T8 0 AR DIUUGE B X H ARE B IR AR B
. Prior A1 Gollan [15] (2011)UA N, & 187" A=t R RS U1 e S5 A XU 2 0 kb 8 35 AR 55 SRG 2
D0 . 35 1R A b B DD ARAN A2 H T WA 35500 SN PR AT 9% SREME T T XA 8 SR 7 A M 22 S g v 7
A TERK[16]58(2015) R AT 1 - & - H =15# 18 5 16 A A2 P DI as i pL b, 2tk
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2R 4 2 /KPR B 5 I B L L) 40 28 P v (0 5 R 2l B R T e S B[] St B0 /b gl i
(DIARIN BE/IN), 1245 5 S et 5 18 R AR B A D) 36 ORI 70159 H IO S50 MR WA AR, SRRl 42 ) B Y
(Inhibitory Control Model). Green [4] (1998)# th 4l 2 il A AL I 5 4 th s O T ORIEAKFBUIR IS 5 RETEH
PRI, VG & T KSR RS 5 g AT S B, F [ B AP 4 e R 1 5 AR B 0 1) BT 95 FRD IR 1) 2
K, TS TR 2 U R AN RN KRR S & AT SR B TR A o TR R R B ) 25 A B S i
S AP IE = 3], DRI KPR 0 1E 5 2 EeAKC P s BAE 5 P AR /NI D) 30 . Michela 1
Kees [17] (2017)RFE 1 far 2= - JeXUEH A 5 W= A R BRERG DI L], 25 SRR 1AM 30 H AR
PR, B2 U040 2 /K P BAR I01E 5 (FEE) I L U4 22 /K P 5 i B8 55 (107 22 V8 ) RE 9% T 6 110 S 2 I (1)
I A T AR (VAR TEZN),  SCRFA 2§57 (Inhibitory Control Model).

5 S E R BRI AR AL, NGE FE 5 1E A AR R RE 2 ST H S PR PR AR A
EHR[18]5(2014)1LHL 28 HiE 5 AP - JeXUEH N2, KB Adr sk, Ot F X0EE
1 5 VB2 A AR RS U3 L i, F 7028 BH A2 AR D) 36 28 REE (DUTE) P2 A DDA R 5 e )4 22— (983 7=
A D) AR I H X ARV IR o I 9 4 R SRR R e I #R R 1 (Language  Specific Selection
Hypothesis), P FEFIGHEAEFEI )t 2t AT, UESE 73R BARTE S BBUE A 20 BARE 5 MBS
FEE T
5. RE

HAT, XUEE IRV AT A BTG 7€ EERE, XEEWTIT SR A FER0E# 8 5 1%
HIHLEIFE 1B PR TTALE , R ORGE 5 1R F IR R TR K. AR, AT E A xHE S D)
FACHI 0 FC 0 BELERT S A A — SRR, V52 RENE T — DRI . RRAT RIERS DI HACHT (R T AT
CAABLR JULAN T T J

5.1. ZBEREDYR

FE] N AR I A H B S TR AT) 45 A AN I 95K 22 BOR I B 2 21 3 AP 5 Uil i S 52, 1 BA
S PR L B UOEE AR RS ET T AR BTSRRI, ARk A S
SEE T RO ZMES, MATEXGETT A IBE PN ZIES . SREREE - MESSEZMEST A
Hale %, ZiBHEAFEESHAPRIEL YA OGEE KAME. ZEENES IEVHENE R, 5
ERWIFNE T RAGEZ ML, Z21EEREE TN 222 E 2 HREm, s misES4a &80
Feml, fEZMES G, RG2S EAEN? X8R EE A L. @il R 21EE iE
DA R SR 78 218 2 1015 5 B HIALHIXS T 2185 2 008 5 1 IR Al 2k K E K
5.2. REXFEHE L FZEREBYI#R

DL TERS D)4 R R 78 32 BER A T HF SO (IS, iR 0), W3R S S (W ) IR FLE AR b
PR ST MIR RO PAREIR 2 25 o P08 07— RO F 7 BER i) 5 1], B A 2 M S5 R R0 8 6k SR
RELTFR—MHSGAEERERF 5 I0%EG BN H R, ANEHERRMES, BAREN NN . HTPf
B O R BT Z AAFAE R IR 2200, A FAS [R5 5 Ui G 5N 05 XA SRS 2 pr 22
o ltk, PHE NSRBI B ZE 0 & 15 2 5 M 3 5 S DT A B A — AN R ? XA )
WA R
5.3. A B ZEIRIERYHR

77 EAE NG F R AR St AR, R ARRIERG TR A B T — DN EERBL O . PGEIEN
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HF B F BN R IRIE S 22—, ATBUSON AR R T &5 Z IERS DA R E R R — BN,
ERCE | WIS NI S SN TN S o DA =T | /P S D = R R S S N = e 2 = 17
A ) 22 BN B . AFTT & Z 18 TEAS DI AR A 75 th 22 32 B 7 5 AAGRKCT ROREIRIE ? 51
HAETT B RGP AR B AR5 5 2Z 8 DI i A2 i D) A 2 23 B IS R O AR IR I R AN
PRE)? IS It 7 EEARRAIT 52 AT TRALE S

5.4. (iRiE A MENRERES ZEHIED Y%

R, ORI 22 (0 [ A B 2 Aok o [ R A o ST DT, IS B 2 AR R R A 8 K2 Al s 1 BV &% .
PUB K =B 2 B A MR 2 -0E . 16 5 RS M UE & IR G R P DA . 45
DR 28 AT BN RRTE 2R 22 18 AR 35 ORIR TR RS DI A A X ] 3% e i B 22 R R DUE =R #U ok B
HEEE R o DUBE RATENRRIE 15 5 Z MG IO 2 5B 2 52 20E 5 G2 7 X
JET A AT EDIRRTE R Z R TE 5 ZZ R R, VIR PR S A HAF M 7 IR L it e 1 iy TR Ftil
AR A DA Qo R S AT 2

5.5. IBEREHEAIERYHR

[l A 41 AL TE RS D) S AR B T8 22 R R R i, AR JE 6] 7 ANBOE R I, T LA e B AR S
BRI TR B = o (HIRR U HA N BT TR I B2 T8 5 AR RO e b L], X i W, WF AT el
AR PR FTARNCJR M, SEERAPR T B & AR TR R R I A VIR = . MILERND 2 1, 2Tl 2
VIR E AR A SEE EE R )Z H AT VIR, AR E () B Y0 — R R BN BRI,
T ERE S E SO B miE 5. Bk, ARG YA 0T 703 75 245 F DR S S0 ARk ik
THEIT.

AR E NI IHAM AR L B A RAE AL A G SER S AT R . TR DA
P =3 SIS IR U 5 AR A E bl S AR AL A A S SR 1, S KTy T I O BA T i
PR E R P
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