Appendices
	Appendix A: Bayesian Anova results that correspond to the analysis in Table 2 for Picture naming

	
	BF10
	Interpretation
	Outliers removed1

	1 Frequency effect (Summed set vs Individual Frequency Match controls set)

	A. Item (summed, individual set)
	8.04e+03
	Decisive H1
	9.82e03

	B. Item * speaker 
	0.06
	Strong H0
	0.07

	C. Item * Spelling-condition
	2.90
	Anecdotal H1
	3.23

	        C.i. Heterographs: summed*individual set 
	7.19e54
	Decisive H1
	1.52e53

	        C.ii. Homographs: summed*individual set 
	1.56e06
	Decisive H1
	4.90e05

	D. Item * speaker * Spelling-condition
	0.07
	Strong H0
	0.06

	E. Speaker
	319.59
	Decisive H1
	328.11

	F. Spelling-condition
	0.20
	Moderate H0
	0.23

	G. Speaker * Spelling-condition
	0.05
	Strong H0
	0.05

	2 Homophone vs Individual Frequency Match controls set

	A. Item (homophone, individual set)
	0.17
	Moderate H0
	0.16

	B. Item * speaker 
	0.09
	Strong H0
	0.10

	C. Item * Spelling condition
	0.21
	moderate H0
	0.23

	        C.i. Heterographs * individual set
	8.6
	Moderate H1
	5.07

	        C.ii. Homographs * individual set
	0.05
	Strong H0
	0.05

	D. Item * Speaker * Spelling-condition
	0.07
	Strong H0
	0.09

	E. Speaker
	481.31
	Decisive H1
	714.53

	F. Spelling-condition
	1.55
	Anecdotal H1
	1.56

	G. Speaker * Spelling-condition
	0.05
	Strong H0
	0.05

	3 Homophone vs Summed Frequency Match controls set

	A. Item (summed set, homophones)
	38.30
	Very strong H1
	60.24

	B. Item * Speaker
	0.32
	Moderate H0
	0.54

	C. Item* Spelling condition
	0.65
	Anecdotal H0
	0.58

	          C.i. Heterographs * summed set
	6.37e30
	Decisive H1
	9.63e29

	          C.ii. Homographs * summed set
	1.55e05
	Decisive H1
	1.84e06

	D. Item * Speaker * Spelling-condition
	0.03
	Strong H0
	0.08

	E. Speaker
	107.9e01
	Decisive H1
	1.05e03

	F. Spelling-condition
	0.16
	Moderate H0
	0.16

	G. Speaker * Spelling-condition
	0.04
	Strong H0
	0.04

	Item = Item type (varies across analysis).
Speaker = monolingual, bilingual
Homophone = heterographs, homographs 
Spelling condition (or Spelling) = the spelling of the homophone (i.e., heterograph vs homograph)
Lexical effect: When this immediate RT analysis was significant, a tick in this column indicates that there was a significant interaction between the delayed and immediate RTs, and therefore the effect could be attributed to a lexical attribute not articulatory or post-lexical effects 
Summed set= items matched to the summed heterograph/homograph frequency 
Individual set = items matched to the individual heterograph/homograph frequency
1On the advice of a reviewer regarding outliers (RTs >/< than the mean plus 3 sd replaced with the mean plus/minus 3 sd), we re-ran the analysis with these outliers removed and there was no change in the results.
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	Appendix B. The results of contrasts for the delayed and immediate by delayed interaction (Imm*delayed) for Experiment 1 (picture naming)

	Contrast
	Delayed 
	Delayed by Immediate 
	Lexical effect?

	1 Frequency effect (Summed set vs Individual set)

	A. Item (sum. & indiv. set)
	β=5.53 e-04, SE =7.08 e-04, Z =0.78, p =.44
	β=4.02 e-03, SE =5.54 e-04, Z =-7.25, p <.001*
	✓

	B. Item*speaker 
	β= -2.15 e-04, SE = 3.80 e-04, Z =-0.57, p =.57
	β= -1.95 e-04, SE = 5.40 e-04, Z =-0.36, p =.72
	n/a

	C. Item*spelling condition
	β= -7.68 e-04, SE = 6.53 e-04, Z =-1.18, p= .24+
	β= -3.04 e-03, SE = 5.40 e-04, Z =-5.63, p <.001*
	✓

	D. Item*speaker*spelling
	β= -4.34 e-04, SE = 3.79 e-04, Z =-1.14, p =.25
	β= -2.94 e-04, SE = 5.39 e-04, Z =-0.54, p =.59
	✓

	2 Homophone vs Individual set

	A. Item (homophone, indiv. set)
	β= -1.19e-03, SE = 6.66 e-04, Z =-2.83, p =.005+
	β= -2.13e-03, SE =5.64 e-04, Z =3.78, p<.001*
	n/a

	B. Item*speaker 
	β= 2.08e-04, SE = 3.95 e-04, Z =0.53, p =.60
	β= 6.61e-04, SE = 5.63 e-04, Z =1.17, p =.24
	n/a

	C. Item*spelling condition
	β= -1.19e-03, SE = 6.72 e-04, Z =-1.73, p =.08
	β= -2.04e-03, SE = 5.66 e-04, Z =-3.01, p<.001*
	n/a

	D. Item*speaker*spelling 
	β= -2.14 e-04, SE = 3.96 e-04, Z =-0.54, p =.59
	β= -8.20 e-05, SE = 5.63 e-04, Z =-0.15, p =.88
	n/a

	3 Homophone vs Summed set
	

	A. Item (sum. set, homophone)
	β=2.46e-03, SE = 7.03 e-04, Z =3.49, p <.001*
	β=-1.883e-03, SE = 5.61 e-04, Z =-3.54, p <.001*
	✓

	B. Item*speaker 
	β=-4.23-04, SE = 3.92 e-04, Z =-1.08, p =.28
	β=-8.56e-04, SE = 5.53 e-04, Z =-1.55, p =.12
	n/a

	C. Item*spelling condition
	β=4.23-04, SE = 6.72 e-04, Z =0.63, p =.53
	β=-1.85e-03, SE = 7.76 e-04, Z =-2.38, p =.02+
	n/a

	D. Item*speaker*spelling
	β= -2.21e-05, SE = 3.92 e-04, Z =-0.56, p =.58
	β= -2.12e-04, SE =5.53 e-04, Z =-0.38, p =.70
	n/a

	4 2 vs 3: (Homophone vs Summed set) vs (Homophone vs Individual set)

	A. Item (hom*sum.)* (hom*indiv.) 
	β= 4.36-03, SE = 1.17e-04, Z= 3.72, <.001*
	β= -4.02-03, SE =5.54e-04, Z =-7.25, p<.001*
	n/a

	B. Item*speaker
	β= 6.32e-04, SE = 6.90e-04, Z =0.91, p =.36
	β= 1.52e-03, SE = 9.78e-04, Z =1.55, p =.12
	n/a

	C. Item*spelling condition
	β= -1.61e-03, SE = 1.17e-04, Z=-1.37, p =.17
	β= -1.8e-04, SE = 1.04e-04, Z=-179, p =.86
	n/a

	D. Item*speaker*spelling 
	β= -6.67 e-04, SE = 6.90 e-04, Z =0.01, p =.99
	β= 1.30 e-04, SE = 9.78 e-04, Z =0.13, p =.89
	n/a

	
	*Significance value withstood correction 
+Significance did not withstand correction (Holm-Bonferroni correction for 36 corrections)
Control 1= items matched to the summed heterograph/homograph frequency 
Control 2= items matched to the individual heterograph/homograph frequency 
Lexical effect: A tick in this column indicates that either the immediate analysis was significant and not the delayed, or if the immediate and delayed was significant so was the interaction
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	Appendix C: Bayesian Anova results that correspond to the analysis in Table 3 for Translation

	
	BF10
	Interpretation
	Outliers replaced? (change in interpretation)

	1 Frequency effect (Summed set vs Individual Frequency Match controls set)

	A. Item (summed vs individual set)
	43.43
	Very strong H1
	49.76

	B. Spelling-condition 
	4.74
	Moderate H1
	7.96

	C. Item * Spelling-condition
	0.25
	Moderate H0
	0.16

	         C.i. Heterographs: summed*individual set
	1.85e06
	Decisive H1
	778.24e03

	         C.ii. Homographs: summed*individual set
	2.89e07
	Decisive H1
	110.61e04

	2 Homophone vs Individual Frequency Match controls set

	A. Item (homophone vs individual set)
	0.94
	Anecdotal H0
	1.03

	B. Spelling-condition 
	13.17
	Strong H1
	9.87
(Moderate H1)

	C. Item * Spelling-condition
	0.28
	Moderate H0
	0.23

	          C.i. Heterographs * individual set
	9.15
	Moderate H1
	11.67
(Strong H1)

	           C.ii. Homographs * individual set
	3.61
	Moderate H1
	59.17
(Very strong H1)

	3 Homophone vs Summed Frequency Match controls set

	A. Item (homophone vs summed set)
	0.65
	Anecdotal H0
	0.92

	B. Spelling-condition 
	105.04
	Decisive H1
	93.97

	C. Item * Spelling-condition
	0.18
	Moderate H0
	0.21

	          C.i. Heterographs * summed set
	5.24
	Moderate H1
	490.96 
(Decisive H1)

	          C.ii. Homographs * summed set
	171.15
	Decisive H1
	274.12

	Item = Item type (varies across analysis).
Homophone = heterographs, homographs 
Spelling condition (or Spelling) = the spelling of the homophone (i.e., heterograph vs homograph)
Lexical effect: When this immediate RT analysis was significant, a tick in this column indicates that there was a significant interaction between the delayed and immediate RTs, and therefore the effect could be attributed to a lexical attribute not articulatory or post-lexical effects 
Summed set= items matched to the summed heterograph/homograph frequency 
Individual set = items matched to the individual heterograph/homograph frequency
1On the advice of a reviewer regarding replacement of outliers (RTs greater or less than the mean plus 3 standard deviations replaced with the mean plus/minus 3 standard deviations), we re-ran the analysis with these outliers removed and there was no change in the results.






	Appendix D: Bayesian Anova results that compare the difference scores between homophones and individual frequency matched control sets across tasks

	1 Homophones combined: main effect of task
	BF10
	Interpretation

	A. Task (picture naming vs translation)
	306.02
	Decisive H1

	B. Spelling (heterograph vs homograph)
	0.21
	Moderate H0

	C. Task * Spelling
	0.32
	Anecdotal H0



