Table 1. Descriptive statistics of the stimuli in Experiment 1
	[bookmark: _Hlk209388401]Stimulus
type
	Visual Field
	Example
	Translation
	Sub NOM
	Sub ROM
	WF
	1st STY
	1st STK
	NOST
	PC

	Homonymous word
	CVF
	정의
[Jeongui]
	(1) Justice
(2) Definition
	2.05
(0.02)
	1.55
(0.04)
	355
(55)
	12,399
(662)
	96,030
(7,226)
	10.42
(0.22)
	25.73
(0.34)

	Unambiguous word
	
	전투
[jeontu]
	(1) Combat
	1.03
(0.01)
	-
	337
(55)
	10,968
(700)
	95,160
(8,292)
	11.02
(0.24)
	26.33
(0.35)

	Pseudoword
	
	생바
[saengba]
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	10.67
(0.12)
	25.72
(0.20)


Note. Standard errors are presented in parentheses. Sub NOM = subjective number of meanings; Sub ROM = subjective relatedness of meanings; WF = word frequency; 1st STY = first syllable type frequency; 1st STK = first syllable token frequency; NOST = number of strokes; PC = perimetric complexity; CVF = central visual field.









Table 2. RTs and ACC for words and pseudowords in the CVF
	Lexicality
	Ambiguity
	Measurement
	CVF
	Ambiguity
advantage

	word
	Homonymous word
	RTs
	497 (6)
	13*** (2)

	
	
	ACC
	.95 (.00)
	.04*** (.00)

	
	Unambiguous word
	RTs
	511 (6)
	-

	
	
	ACC
	.91 (.00)
	-

	pseudoword
	-
	RTs
	555 (7)
	-

	
	
	ACC
	.92 (.01)
	-


Note. Standard errors are presented in parentheses. Asterisks (*) indicate indices significantly different from zero as determined by one-sample t-tests. CVF = central visual field; RTs = response times; ACC = accuracy (* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001.).








Table 3. Descriptive statistics of the stimuli in Experiment 2
	Stimulus
type
	Visual Field
	Example
	Translation
	Sub NOM
	Sub ROM
	WF
	1st
STY
	1st
STK
	NOST
	PC

	Homonymous word
	LVF
	사고
[sago]
	(1) Accident
(2) Thought
	2.04
(0.04)
	1.55
(0.07)
	369
(107)
	11303
(1127)
	82287
(10827)
	10.30
(0.37)
	25.89
(0.58)

	
	RVF
	정의
[Jeongui]
	(1) Justice
(2) Definition
	2.03
(0.03)
	1.53
(0.06)
	356
(96)
	13664
(1043)
	102090
(10954)
	10.50
(0.38)
	25.11
(0.57)

	
	BVF
	검정
[geomjeong]
	(1) Black
(2) Verification
	2.06
(0.03)
	1.55
(0.07)
	339
(83)
	12231
(1258)
	103713
(15288)
	10.47
(0.41)
	26.18
(0.62)

	Unambiguous word
	LVF
	가짜
[gajja]
	(1) Fake
	1.04
(0.01)
	-
	343
(107)
	10841
(1287)
	90915
(15262)
	10.60
(0.35)
	26.09
(0.57)

	
	RVF
	전투
[jeontu]
	(1) Combat
	1.02
(0.03)
	-
	341
(96)
	11045
(1138)
	97603
(11914)
	11.37
(0.39)
	26.45
(0.65)

	
	BVF
	초청
[chocheong]
	(1) Invitation
	1.03
(0.00)
	-
	328
(81)
	11017
(1250)
	96962
(16039)
	11.10
(0.50)
	26.43
(0.64)

	Pseudoword
	LVF
	요갑
[yogap]
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	10.73
(0.20)
	25.41
(0.33)

	
	RVF
	생바
[saengba]
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	10.60
(0.23)
	25.98
(0.37)

	
	BVF
	아증
[ajeung]
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	10.67
(0.21)
	25.76
(0.34)


Note. Standard errors are presented in parentheses. Sub NOM = subjective number of meanings; Sub ROM = subjective relatedness of meanings; WF = word frequency; 1st STY = first syllable type frequency; 1st STK = first syllable token frequency; NOST = number of strokes; PC = perimetric complexity; LVF = left visual field; RVF = right visual field; BVF = bilateral visual field.





Table 4. RTs and ACC for words and pseudowords in LVF, RVF, BVF, RVFA, and BRG
	Lexicality
	Ambiguity
	Measurement
	LVF
	RVF
	BVF
	RVFA
	BRG

	word
	Homonymous word
	RTs
	665
(12)
	637
(11)
	582
(9)
	28***
(7)
	55***
(6)

	
	
	ACC
	.88
(.01)
	.92
(.01)
	.97
(.00)
	.04***
(.01)
	.05***
(.01)

	
	Unambiguous word
	RTs
	671
(12)
	637
(10)
	609
(10)
	34***
(8)
	28***
(6)

	
	
	ACC
	.80
(.01)
	.87
(.01)
	.91
(.01)
	.07***
(.01)
	.04***
(.01)

	pseudoword
	-
	RTs
	711
(11)
	694
(11)
	695
(11)
	17**
(5)
	-1
(6)

	
	
	ACC
	.84
(.01)
	.88
(.01)
	.84
(.01)
	.04***
(.01)
	-.04***
(.01)


Note. Standard errors are presented in parentheses. For RTs, the right visual field advantage (RVFA) and bilateral redundancy gain (BRG) were calculated as LVF – RVF and RVF – BVF, respectively. For ACC, the subtraction directions were reversed (i.e., RVF – LVF and BVF – RVF). Asterisks (*) indicate indices significantly different from zero as determined by one-sample t-tests (* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001).





Table 5. RTs and ACC for ambiguity advantage in LVF, RVF, and BVF
	Measurement
	LVF
	RVF
	BVF

	Ambiguity Advantage
(RTs)
	6 
(7)
	0
(6)
	27***
(5)

	Ambiguity Advantage (ACC)
	.08***
(.01)
	.05***
(.01)
	.06***
(.01)


Note. Standard errors are presented in parentheses. For RTs, the ambiguity advantage was calculated as unambiguous – homonymous measurements. For ACC, the subtraction directions were reversed (i.e., homonymous – unambiguous). Asterisks (*) indicate indices significantly different from zero as determined by one-sample t-tests (* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001).










	Variable
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12
	13
	14
	15
	16

	1. CVF RTs AA
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2. CVF ACC AA
	-.22
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3. LVF RTs AA
	.01
	.08
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4. RVF RTs AA
	-.14
	-.04
	.16
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5. BVF RTs AA
	-.19
	.02
	.21
	.22
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6. LVF ACC AA
	-.12
	.18
	-.04
	-.15
	.21
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7. RVF ACC AA
	.13
	.15
	.05
	.25*
	-.04
	-.01
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8. BVF ACC AA
	.14
	.19
	-.05
	-.06
	.14
	.18
	.18
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9. RTs RVFA
(Homonymous)
	-.03
	-.28*
	-.30*
	.29*
	.05
	.02
	-.07
	-.03
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	10. RTs BRG
(Homonymous)
	.08
	.06
	-.03
	-.41***
	.31*
	.08
	-.26*
	-.11
	-.36**
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	

	11. RTs RVFA
(Unambiguous)
	.08
	-.16
	.44***
	-.30*
	.07
	.09
	-.20
	-.02
	.46***
	-.07
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	12. RTs BRG
(Unambiguous)
	.12
	.00
	-.07
	.33**
	-.41***
	-.25*
	.01
	-.30*
	-.13
	.32*
	-.41***
	1
	
	
	
	

	13. ACC RVFA
(Homonymous)
	-.08
	-.07
	-.07
	.10
	.19
	-.29*
	.41***
	-.09
	.13
	-.14
	-.00
	-.22
	1
	
	
	

	14. ACC BRG
(Homonymous)
	.14
	-.08
	.04
	-.14
	-.03
	.06
	-.51***
	.31
	-.11
	.16
	.03
	.05
	-.71***
	1
	
	

	15. ACC RVFA
(Unambiguous)
	-.26*
	.01
	-.12
	-.21
	.36**
	.65***
	-.30*
	-.03
	.17
	.12
	.20
	-.41***
	.01*
	-.21
	1
	

	16. ACC BRG
(Unambiguous)
	.15
	-.12
	.13
	.17
	-.20
	-.12
	.31*
	-.44***
	-.15
	.01
	-.15
	.35**
	-.25*
	.25*
	-.50***
	1


Table 6. The results of correlation analysis for RVFA, BRG, ambiguity advantage in CVF, LVF, RVF, and BVF.
Note. CV = central visual field; LVF = left visual field; RVF = right visual field; BVF = bilateral visual field; AA = ambiguity advantage; RVFA = right visual field; BRG = bilateral redundancy gain (* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001).

