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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. There is no coherent evidence for a bilingual advantage in executive processing, specifically inhibitory control and monitoring.
2. The measures and tasks typically used to test for differences between bilinguals and monolinguals in inhibitory control are not tapping into the same general ability.
3. Differences in monitoring between bilinguals and monolinguals have been inferred from two different measures, but a control condition of no-conflict trials is not always included in the experimental design.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article "There is no coherent evidence for a bilingual advantage in executive processing" provides a critical analysis of the claim that bilingualism leads to enhanced cognitive control. The authors argue that while some studies have reported a bilingual advantage in tasks requiring executive processing, there is little convergent validity across different measures and tasks. 

The article highlights the importance of grounding investigations of bilingual advantages in a specific conceptual framework that elucidates the nature of executive processes and guides operational definitions for manipulating and measuring them. However, the authors note that many studies have focused on only two of three components studied by Miyake and Friedman (switching and inhibition) and frequently employ tasks not tested by Miyake and Friedman, resulting in less convergent validity.

The article also critiques the use of inhibitory control as a marker for cognitive control, noting that the three most-frequently used nonlinguistic interference tasks (Simon, Stroop, and flanker) do not correlate with one another. The authors suggest that individual differences in interference tasks are usually low and seem sensitive to task variations.

Furthermore, the article questions the claim that bilingualism enhances monitoring abilities, arguing that differences in monitoring between bilinguals and monolinguals have been inferred from two different measures with questionable validity.

Overall, the article provides a critical perspective on claims about bilingual advantages in executive processing. It highlights potential biases in previous research, including limited convergent validity across measures and tasks, questionable markers for cognitive control, and unsupported claims about monitoring abilities.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Bilingualism and cognitive control: a meta-analysis

· Executive processing and language proficiency in bilinguals

· The role of inhibitory control in bilingual advantages

· Monitoring abilities in bilingual and monolingual individuals

· The impact of bilingualism on cognitive flexibility

· The relationship between bilingualism and working memory capacity
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