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dominant language (L.2) (Guo et al., 2011; Misra et al., 2012). = 1750- pictures in Spanish (block 2) that named different pictures in Spanish, so they
It 1s not known whether this inhibition operates over the whole lexicon (global they had named in English. should not have word-specific interference.
inhibition) or for specific words 1n the lexicon (local inhibition).

When people name pictures repeatedly, they get increasingly faster, which is called the 1500 - No repetition advantage was found e However, group B did not show a repetition
“repetition advantage” or repetition priming. This advantage disappears when i Group for either group A or B when naming advantage and instead mirrored group A.
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| P 4 1000- of response times across the first 3 When bilinguals speak in one language, they
prior naming. L2 blocks Dy 7
Spanish ' inhibit the other language to avoid interference.
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. Block mixing cost, which 1s slower naming 1n the
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Q R 2 . mixed-language context than the single-
Do bilinguals inhibit the whole language (global inhibition) Q ' language context
or specific lexical items (local inhibition)? Response Time by Condition and Language o Overall, naming in the mixed e Also in line with previous studies, the dominant
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e Ifthe L1 is inhibited globally, we expect the same patterns for both groups to occur. £ 1500- \ same pictures in L1 and L2 1n = = ' g' ,

e If specific items are suppressed, naming in the second L1 block should be faster for E revious blocks. Spanish was actuall pm only the group WhO. n.amed different pictures
those who named novel pictures in the L2. 5 Language b , 5 P , Y in Spanish showed a mixing cost.
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Method . - - - - . Spanish in mixed naming benefitted pictures in Spanish in single-language and
etnoas from previous naming (repetition mixed blocks showed a repetition advantage and
 Blocked picture-naming design advantage), but English did not. no mixing cost.
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- cognitive mechanisms underlying native-
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