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Abstract
Neuroeducation is a discipline that studies the teaching and learning processes from a neural perspective, in order to contribute 
to the educational field through interventions that seek to promote changes in the subjects of knowledge. On the other hand, 
neurodidactics is an emerging discipline with a recent theoretical development, whose implementation could contribute to the 
development of interventions, given its eminently practical nature in the field of teaching. That is why, in the present work, a 
journey through some of the conceptualizations of neurodidactics is exposed, trying to provide its differentiation of what is 
understood by neuroeducation; as well as an ecological vision of neurodidactics is proposed, as an approach that considers the 
classroom as a natural environment from which and for which pedagogical intervention strategies are developed in the light of 
neuroscientific findings, and positions the teacher as a mediator of this process, who plans their interventions to optimize the 
teaching and learning process.
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Introduction
Currently, neurosciences have gained prominence in different 
fields of knowledge, based on explanations about how neurons 
act to generate behaviors, and about how they are influenced by 
the environment and the behavior of other people [1]. Among 
the fields favored by the integration of the knowledge provided 
by the neurosciences is the educational one, in which the contri-
butions make it possible to understand the learning process from 
a new perspective, considering the brain and its functions as the 
substrate of said process to strengthen the quality of formal edu-
cation through specific interventions [2, 3].

At this point, it is important to understand the role of educators 
as mediators in the learning process; therefore, their own train-
ing should involve understanding how the brain learns and, at 
the same time, how it is possible to implement this knowledge 
in the design and application of pedagogical practices (hereinaf-
ter PP) that favor learning. In this sense, it is possible to under-
stand that neurosciences are complementary and not exclusive 
of theoretical pedagogical approaches. In fact, the incorporation 
of knowledge about the functioning of the brain and how infor-
mation can be used in educational institutions could be benefi-
cial to take advantage of knowledge resources and how students 
assimilate learning [1, 4].

The multiple contributions that neurosciences make to the ed-
ucational field are included under neuroeducation, a discipline 
that specifically investigates how the teaching-learning process 

can be improved based on neuroscientific foundations [2].

From neuroeducation derives neurodidactics, and the object of 
this work is to explore its conceptualization, due to the fact that 
in the current bibliography it is common to observe an indistinct 
treatment of the terms neuroeducation and neurodidactics, being 
generally used as synonyms; when in fact they present specific 
characteristics that distinguish them from each other. For this 
reason, a tour of some of the conceptualizations of neurodidac-
tics is presented, trying to provide its differentiation from what is 
understood by neuroeducation; as well as an ecological vision of 
neurodidactics is proposed as a strategy to think about practices 
in the classroom.

Neuroeducation/Neurodidactics
Neuroeducation is a science that unites pedagogy, cognitive psy-
chology and neuroscience, and aims to establish improvements 
in the learning process taking into account brain mechanisms 
[1]. It so happens that this discipline is currently gaining increas-
ing importance as a potentially innovative force in pedagogical 
thought from which neurodidactics emerges as a subfield; which 
involves, on the one hand, developing learning methods that 
consider brain neurobiology, and on the other hand, the subject's 
own disposition to learn [5, 6].

The concept of neurodidactics appears for the first time in 1988; 
when Friedrich and Preiss propose this new field as the one that 
seeks the most effective way to implement neuroscientific con-
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tributions in the educational area, trying to "configure the learn-
ing that best fits in the development of the brain" [6, 7].

Years later, in 1990, the mathematics didactics expert Preiss pro-
posed the concept of neurodidactics, emphasizing the learning 
potential of man, emphasizing the finding of situations for max-
imum progress [8].

In the words of Preiss “this discipline starts from the learning 
capacity of the human species and tries to find the conditions 
for its optimal development. The key idea is the conviction of 
the existence of an intimate relationship between brain plastici-
ty and learning capacity. The results of neuroscientific studies 
allow us to investigate this relationship. The mission of neuro-
didactics would be to guide neurobiological knowledge towards 
didactics and apply them to the process of education and human 
formation” [9].

Neurodidactics as an emerging field of recent theoretical devel-
opment presents some difficulty in its definition when it comes 
to distinguishing it from neuroeducation. Forés Miravalles and 
Ligioiz Vázquez base their definition by focusing on brain plas-
ticity as a means of access to teaching and learning, which in 
turn are favored, since neurodidactics consists of the application 
of knowledge about how the brain works. brain and how neuro-
biological processes are involved in learning [10]. Consistently, 
Nieto Gil conceives neurodidactics as part of the psychodidac-
tic sciences that results from the application of advances and 
discoveries in neuroscience to learning and teaching processes 
[11]. For his part Paniagua refers that neurodidactics is a branch 
of pedagogy based on neurosciences that gives a new orienta-
tion to education, defines it as the union of cognitive sciences 
and neurosciences with education, whose objective is to design 
more efficient teaching and methodological strategies that not 
only ensure a theoretical and philosophical framework, but also 
promote greater brain development (greater learning) in terms 
that educators can interpret [12]. For his part, Fernández Pala-
cio states that this new subfield explains brain functioning, its 
needs and potentialities, providing theories that make it possible 
to speed up learning, making it more efficient [7].

Mendoza-Vargas et al. refers that the conceptualizations in gen-
eral, are directed towards the central idea of neurodidactics as 
the discipline that seeks the optimization of learning, based on 
the development of the brain and the consideration of neurosci-
entific findings [13].

After reading these authors who have made a valuable contri-
bution to this emerging field, the question immediately arises: 
What is it that distinguishes neurodidactics from neuroeduca-
tion? since they are not synonyms. In this regard, neuroeduca-
tion seeks to establish a connection between neuroscience and 
education, applying the knowledge provided by neuroscience to 
the educational field, while the originality of neurodidactics lies 
in its eminently practical nature in the field of teaching, of carry-
ing out that neuroscientific knowledge into the classroom.

Based on the above, and taking up what was stated in Muchiut et 
al., we can say that neurodidactics is a discipline that draws on 
the contributions of neuroeducation and didactics, whose pur-

pose is to optimize methods, strategies and the tools involved in 
the teaching and learning processes, contributing to the determi-
nation of the most efficient way to make pedagogical knowledge 
accessible in light of advances in the neuroscientific field on how 
the brain learns [14]. Thus, neurodidactics is directly related to 
PP, in the sense that they highlight the possibilities offered by 
this new discipline.

The PP are actions that involve instruments and tactics carried 
out by teachers and aimed at class planning involving the adop-
tion of new teaching measures. Specifically, they can be con-
ceptualized as social practices that are carried out in the educa-
tional context, based on the link between a subject who teaches 
and another who seeks to learn, leading to the materialization of 
training purposes that are manifested in a pedagogical horizon. 
Therefore, it is necessary for PP to emphasize the collective con-
struction of knowledge, orienting itself in favor of the maximum 
development of students, seeking to provide comprehensive 
training [15, 16].

Method
At first, in this work a bibliographic survey was carried out, in 
the first instance to investigate the conceptualizations of the cen-
tral concepts, for which the Google Scholar search engine was 
used, using the following keywords as search engines: neuro-
education, neurodidactics, ecological vision/perspective, educa-
tion, cognitive training. In the second instance, the same strategy 
was used to explore the existence of interventions or experienc-
es in which neurodidactics were considered for the design and 
development of PP, for which the keywords were used: school 
interventions + neurodidactics, pedagogical practices + neuro-
sciences / neurodidactics, teaching practices, neuroeducation, 
stimulation of executive functions.

Subsequently, the pertinent and concurrent investigations were 
selected for the purposes of the study.

In a second moment, three experiences carried out in a second-
ary school in the City of Resistencia (Chaco, Argentina) were 
exposed, in which PP framed from neurodidactics were carried 
out.

Results
Ecological Interventions in Neurodidactics: Beyond the Lab-
oratory 
Talking about ecological interventions in the field of neurodidac-
tics is a novel proposal, since when the antecedents were consid-
ered, they were practically non-existent or evidenced practices 
associated with a clinical vision applied to the classroom that 
sought to promote changes in the subjects of knowledge. To this 
end, it was suggested that an ecological intervention would en-
able a new vision to think about PP in its specific context.

The bibliographic survey exposed the existence of different be-
havioral training programs that were intended to stimulate the 
development of cognitive abilities and the underlying brain 
mechanisms. Precisely, the paradigms involved in these inter-
vention programs consist mainly of implementing laboratory 
tasks of the cognitive constructs of interest, such as training ac-
tivities [17]. At the same time, programs based on neuroreha-
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bilitation principles were found in the literature, in educational 
neuropsychology programs designed to provide action alterna-
tives for neurodiverse students and in meditation practices such 
as mindfulness [7, 18, 19]. In most of the intervention studies, 
the activities consisted of training specific cognitive processes 
through practice with tasks that demand such processes (i.e., 
process-based approach) [17]. Another type of approach with-
in this study framework consisted of teaching strategies for the 
development of metacognitive knowledge about the relevant 
procedures to carry out a task more efficiently [20]. In addition, 
multiple studies conducted during childhood and adolescence 
showed that cognitive skills training is associated with better 
performance on tasks that involve cognitive functions similar to 
those trained (near transfer effect); particularly in skills related 
to executive functions (e.g., working memory, inhibitory con-
trol, cognitive flexibility) and in contexts of typical and atypical 
development [21]. Likewise, other studies have shown impacts 
of cognitive intervention in untrained domains, such as academ-
ic learning, suggesting an effect of training in skills related to 
language and mathematics [22]. Although school success was 
associated with better efficiency in different cognitive process-
es, such as fluid intelligence, working memory, cognitive flex-
ibility, visual attention and spatial thinking; the vast majority 
of cognitive interventions that resulted from the literature were 
not intended from the beginning to be applied in the educational 
field [22, 23]. These works, although very valuable, leave aside 
what is typical of the school, the teaching-learning and teach-
er-student relationships. Indeed, thinking about activities with 
specific cognitive demands based on how learning occurs in the 
academic setting could lead to the design of interventions that 
have greater ecological validity, which could improve academic 
skills efficiently and would have a functional impact. in people's 
daily lives.

Talking about an ecological vision implies observing the vari-
ables of interest in the natural context in which they occur, that 
is, without introducing changes in the environment. Precisely, 
speaking of a natural context in academic learning refers to the 
classroom in precise institutional conditions [24]. At this point, 
it is important to refer to the concept of pedagogical ecology, 
which involves various variables that could influence student 
learning, emphasizing the importance of observing the student 
in the classroom, also considering their living environment and 
taking into account research from traditional cognitive psychol-
ogy (focused on investigating the way in which people learn and 
studying the brain architecture involved). Positioning oneself 
from pedagogical ecology not only implies adding the individu-
ality of students and their environments to each process, but also 
considering that this interaction as a whole could make signifi-
cant differences between the different processes [25].

Then, neurodidactics could be thought of from an ecological 
perspective, as an approach that considers the classroom as a 
natural environment from which and for which pedagogical in-
tervention strategies are developed in the light of neuroscientific 
findings, and positions the teacher as mediator of this process, 
who plans his interventions to optimize the teaching and learn-
ing process.

Our Experience from the Ecological Approach of Neurodidac-
tics In accordance with the proposal that has been presented in 
previous sections, three studies have been carried out in which 
PPs were designed and implemented aimed at enhancing cogni-
tive functioning in secondary school students, the starting point 
being the consideration of contributions from neuroeducation 
and neurodidactics for planning actions and strategies.

In the first place, under the framework of an institutional proj-
ect, PPs were made specifically oriented to the promotion of 
self-regulation of learning, involving the stimulation of execu-
tive functions. The implementation took place in a private sec-
ondary level establishment, the PPs were carried out through 
the execution of activities that varied according to the different 
curricular spaces (Language, Geography, English, Mathematics 
and Music) and were addressed to 1st and 2nd year students. . 
The project was structured as an exploratory study, obtaining 
encouraging results in the executive functions of planning and 
decision making, as well as in the application of new strategies, 
from teacher appreciation. This experience presented as a limita-
tion the absence of a control group and standardized evaluations, 
however it constituted a starting point for future interventions 
[26].

Along the same lines, in a subsequent study in which PPs were 
also directed at secondary school students, evaluation instances 
were incorporated with the aim of describing possible effects 
of the implementation of PPs specifically oriented towards the 
promotion of executive functions, through actions and strategies 
designed by teachers in congruence with training received on 
neuroeducation and neurodidactics; and the role of executive 
functions in the teaching and learning process. Although this 
study presented as limitations the absence of a control group 
and a limited sample; the results showed a better general perfor-
mance in the evaluations carried out after the implementation of 
the PP, indicating evidence consistent with the assumption that 
ecological interventions that seek to enhance cognitive function-
ing (executive functions, in this case) from the contributions of 
the neurosciences could effectively favor student performance 
[27]. Consistently, continuing this line of research, Muchiut et 
al. presented neurodidactics applied to the classroom through 
the use of rubrics such as PP for the assessment of executive 
functioning in high school students [14]. This experience used 
the integration of the contributions of neurodidactics with the 
design of rubrics as a pedagogical strategy that was implement-
ed in the classroom to know and estimate the level of the student 
in terms of executive performance. Prior to the assessment of 
executive functions, the teaching staff of the institution agreed 
and specified descriptions of five levels of achievement of the 
different actions that were proposed for the stimulation of work-
ing memory, planning, organization, decision making and cog-
nitive flexibility [14].

These three experiences can be considered "samples" that the 
ecological educational interventions associated with the con-
tributions of neurodidactics can favor and enrich the PP and, 
simultaneously, the student's personal performance, where 
teachers can think of another way of transmitting the academic 
contents and at the same time enhance the cognitive develop-
ment of students.
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Discussion
A conceptual differentiation was proposed, understanding neu-
roeducation as a science that combines neuroscientific contribu-
tions with cognitive psychology and pedagogy, and neurodidac-
tics as the subfield that takes the contributions of neuroeducation 
and didactics for the optimization of methods, strategies and the 
practices that are implemented in the teaching and learning pro-
cess.

The practical nature of the latter was highlighted, which, as a 
growing discipline, is gaining ground through the applicability 
demonstrated in pedagogical interventions that were designed 
taking the classroom as the starting and ending point. Being 
the classroom considered as one of the natural environments in 
which students not only learn but also form.

In addition, neurodidactics enables teachers to understand the di-
versity of cognitive functioning, and the skills that a student can 
develop and/or improve. In this regard, this discipline demon-
strated its practicality with neurodiverse students, as it gave rise 
to the adaptation of teaching methods by providing pedagogical 
resources in accordance with the specific demands of the stu-
dents, pursuing the optimization of the teaching-learning pro-
cess [7].

The viability of neurodidactics as a paradigm to be considered 
in the classroom is evidenced in the experience documented by 
Muchiut et. al, where the use of a formative assessment peda-
gogical strategy such as rubrics was used to assess executive 
functioning in adolescents [14]. Other similar findings also 
make it possible to appreciate the practical nature of neurodi-
dactics [26, 27].

On the other hand, it is essential to consider that the classroom is 
not a laboratory, much less an office, so thinking of PPs located 
in the natural context in which they occur was an encouraging 
proposal for intervention in the classroom. In this regard, Dan-
iel and Poole pointed out that learning could be affected when 
teaching strategies and learning aids result from converting lab-
oratory findings into classroom intervention suggestions while 
they are not generalized to the student's usual environments [25].

Considering PP from an ecological perspective of neurodidac-
tics means the preparation of strategies and actions designed for 
a group of students who have individual characteristics, whose 
cognitive functioning is diverse. Therefore, PPs necessarily re-
quire consideration of the heterogeneity of the student body to 
achieve greater effectiveness when implemented, taking into 
account the probability that PPs may have an effect differently 
for each student, according to variables such as academic level, 
previous knowledge, interests, time, etc. [25]. In this sense, we 
consider, together with Forés Miravalles and Ligioiz Vázquez, 
that learning will be facilitated if teaching provides the stimuli 
that the brain requires for the maximum development of its po-
tential [10].

In short, we are not talking about the transposition of a program 
for the stimulation and/or rehabilitation of cognitive functions 

devised in a laboratory or made for the clinical/therapeutic field, 
but rather it is about devising, designing, planning and imple-
menting PP from the classroom for the classroom.

Conclusion
We have tried to conceptualize what is understood by neurodi-
dactics as a field that emerges from neuroeducation, at the same 
time that we propose an ecological vision of it, from which to 
position ourselves in the educational field to think about PP and 
promote the cognitive development of children. students at dif-
ferent levels.

Neurodidactics as an alternative for the development of institu-
tional actions constitutes a tempting perspective that could be 
adopted in any educational establishment, since the implemen-
tation of PP based on this subfield of neurosciences can be made 
effective in educational settings in which there is a commitment 
to carry out innovations with a view to improving their educa-
tional quality. With this, we are not referring to the fact that this 
proposal is the best compared to other alternatives, but rather 
we seek to emphasize that it is possible to adopt neurodidactics 
as an additional contribution that comes to contribute directly 
to the teaching process of the teacher, on the one hand , and the 
student's learning process, on the other.

Likewise, we place special emphasis on the importance of teach-
er training under the paradigm of neuroeducation and neurodi-
dactics, simultaneously with collaborative work, in which the 
shared experience can also generate efficient PP, understanding 
that thinking of an institutional project in key of neurodidactics, 
it is not a desire of a few, but of a group of teachers and institu-
tional actors.

References
1.	 Rosell Aiquel, R., Juppet Ewing, M., Ramos Marquez, Y., 

Ramírez Molina R., and Barrientos Oradini, N. (2020). Ap-
plied neuroscience as a new tool for education. Journal of 
Human and Social Sciences, 92, 792-818.

2.	 Araya-Pizarro, S. C., & Espinoza Pastén, L. (2020). Con-
tributions from the Neurosciences for the Understanding of 
Learning Processes in Educational Contexts. Propósitos Y 
Representaciones. Journal of Educational Psychology, 8(1), 
e312.

3.	 Díaz, M. R., & Chung, C. K. K. (2020). Aportes de la Neu-
rociencia a la Educación: Contributions of Neuroscience 
to Education. Revista científica en ciencias sociales-ISSN: 
2708-0412, 2(1), 63-71.

4.	 Carvajal, R. R. (2021). The gradual rise of neuroeducation 
in Latin American universities: research, apply or translate 
neuroscience?. Journal of Neuroeducation, 2(1), 44-63.

5.	 Luque Alcívar, K. and Lucas Zambrano, M. (2020). Neuro-
education in the teaching-learning process. Atlante Maga-
zine: Education and Development Notebooks (June 2020).

6.	 Friedrich, G. and Preiss, G. (2003). Neurodidactics. Mind 
and Brain 4(3), 39-45. 

7.	 Fernández Palacio, A. (2017). Neurodidactics and educa-
tional inclusion. Didactic Publications, 80(1), 262-266.

8.	 Vila Galicio, P. (2019). Neurodidactics and learning of set 
theory in education students at the Universidad Peruana Los 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/342975280_Neurociencia_Aplicada_Como_Nueva_Herramienta_Para_La_Educacion
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/342975280_Neurociencia_Aplicada_Como_Nueva_Herramienta_Para_La_Educacion
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/342975280_Neurociencia_Aplicada_Como_Nueva_Herramienta_Para_La_Educacion
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/342975280_Neurociencia_Aplicada_Como_Nueva_Herramienta_Para_La_Educacion
http://dx.doi.org/10.20511/pyr2020.v8n1.312
http://dx.doi.org/10.20511/pyr2020.v8n1.312
http://dx.doi.org/10.20511/pyr2020.v8n1.312
http://dx.doi.org/10.20511/pyr2020.v8n1.312
http://dx.doi.org/10.20511/pyr2020.v8n1.312
https://doi.org/10.53732/rccsociales/02.01.2020.63
https://doi.org/10.53732/rccsociales/02.01.2020.63
https://doi.org/10.53732/rccsociales/02.01.2020.63
https://doi.org/10.53732/rccsociales/02.01.2020.63
https://doi.org/10.1344/joned.v2i1.34377
https://doi.org/10.1344/joned.v2i1.34377
https://doi.org/10.1344/joned.v2i1.34377
https://www.eumed.net/rev/atlante/2020/06/neuroeducation.html
https://www.eumed.net/rev/atlante/2020/06/neuroeducation.html
https://www.eumed.net/rev/atlante/2020/06/neuroeducation.html
https://escuelaconcerebro.files.wordpress.com/2013/02/friedrich-y-preiss_neurodidc3a1cti-ca.pdf
https://escuelaconcerebro.files.wordpress.com/2013/02/friedrich-y-preiss_neurodidc3a1cti-ca.pdf
https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.net/56222328/nEURODIDACTICA_E_iNCLUSION_EDUCATIVA-with-cover-page-v2.pdf?Expires=1660632305&Signature=WNKkCSZNf5iW26FKbg0q1AzBJsJXgDcrv7ZOZG5FyhEmTm~cBPZyzIyVCiEXvPMHaZ6RCNa2rMrX22JhxYScSjzqhp4OUGNib~KyHlF5g48ZtHQr-~A8I1Toi80CS09w5XVf7oVBfg3JJxRpmAI~ASpRfi1v~lokXhFhC87Xj8Mv15Ep2tRYP5je8oWqW1KywAkmFrSDrXCpFt77IMffGiuOjIY4jyRGYVxBsESq~X9mYuQLlRIA2EAtWEINcP5rbeOA5E56NoJEMdYha~ZHy~dWHLK6pUtP4ZBSJCSs~9z77F9wrvhr7-XfP9GPdg2XB5IM0yuXo~YBJv4e93WDPg__&Key-Pair-Id=APKAJLOHF5GGSLRBV4ZA
https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.net/56222328/nEURODIDACTICA_E_iNCLUSION_EDUCATIVA-with-cover-page-v2.pdf?Expires=1660632305&Signature=WNKkCSZNf5iW26FKbg0q1AzBJsJXgDcrv7ZOZG5FyhEmTm~cBPZyzIyVCiEXvPMHaZ6RCNa2rMrX22JhxYScSjzqhp4OUGNib~KyHlF5g48ZtHQr-~A8I1Toi80CS09w5XVf7oVBfg3JJxRpmAI~ASpRfi1v~lokXhFhC87Xj8Mv15Ep2tRYP5je8oWqW1KywAkmFrSDrXCpFt77IMffGiuOjIY4jyRGYVxBsESq~X9mYuQLlRIA2EAtWEINcP5rbeOA5E56NoJEMdYha~ZHy~dWHLK6pUtP4ZBSJCSs~9z77F9wrvhr7-XfP9GPdg2XB5IM0yuXo~YBJv4e93WDPg__&Key-Pair-Id=APKAJLOHF5GGSLRBV4ZA
https://repositorio.upla.edu.pe/bitstream/handle/20.500.12848/2503/T037_45744562_M.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
https://repositorio.upla.edu.pe/bitstream/handle/20.500.12848/2503/T037_45744562_M.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y


   Volume 4 | Issue 2 | 432J Edu Psyc Res, 2022

Copyright: ©2022 Álvaro Federico Muchiut. This is an open-access 
article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 
License, which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction 
in any medium, provided the original author and source are credited.

https://opastpublishers.com

Andes, Huancayo-2019. 
9.	 Westerhoff, N. (2010). Neurodidactics under Examination. 

Mind and Brain. Research and Science, 44, 34-40.
10.	 Forés Miravalles, A. and Ligioiz Vázquez, M. (2009). Dis-

cover neurodidactics. Learn from, in and for life. Barcelona: 
UOC.

11.	 Nieto Gil, J. (2009). Neurodidactics. Contributions of neu-
roscience to learning and teaching. Madrid: CCS.

12.	 Paniagua, M. (2013). Neurodidactics: A new way of doing 
education. Fides et Ratio. Journal of Cultural and Scientific 
Dissemination of the La Salle University in Bolivia, 6(6), 
72-77.

13.	 Vargas, EYM, Valle, JAB, & Sornoza, AM (2018). Neurodi-
dactics based on project-based learning. Journal of business 
and entrepreneurial studies: JBES , 224-240.

14.	 Muchiut, A.F., Vaccaro, P., Cochatok, S., Roskiewich, R., 
Passamani, A.H., Sosa, S.E., and Vallejos, B.(2022). Evalu-
ation of executive functions through rubrics. An experience 
from neurodidactics with high school students. JONED. 
Journal of Neuroeducation, 3(1), 134-146.

15.	 Duque, P., Rodríguez, J., & Vallejo, S. (2013).  Pedagogical 
Practices and their relationship with academic performance. 
[Thesis. University of Manizales].

16.	 Carrilo, S., Forgiony, J., Rivera, D., Bonilla, N., Montanch-
es, M., & Alarcón, M. (2018). Pedagogical Practices against 
Inclusive Education from the perspective of the Teacher. 
Spaces, 39(17), 15-25. 

17.	 Goldin, A. P., Hermida, M. J., Shalom, D. E., Elias Costa, 
M., Lopez-Rosenfeld, M., Segretin, M. S., ... & Sigman, M. 
(2014). Far transfer to language and math of a short soft-
ware-based gaming intervention. Proceedings of the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences, 111(17), 6443-6448.

18.	 Nahum, M., Lee, H., & Merzenich, M. M. (2013). Prin-
ciples of neuroplasticity-based rehabilitation. Progress in 
brain research, 207, 141-171.

19.	 Verhaeghen, P. (2021). Mindfulness and meditation train-
ing. Cognitive training, 127-136.

20.	 Schaeffner, S., Chevalier, N., Kubota, M., & Karbach, J. 
(2021). Metacognitive training. In Cognitive Training (pp. 
255-270). Springer, Cham.

21.	 Rueda, M. R., Cómbita, L. M., & Pozuelos, J. P. (2021). 
Cognitive training in childhood and adolescence. In Cogni-
tive Training (pp. 127-139). Springer, Cham.

22.	 Johann, V. E., & Karbach, J. (2021). Educational applica-
tion of cognitive training. In Cognitive Training (pp. 333-
350). Springer, Cham.

23.	 Green, C. S., & Newcombe, N. S. (2020). Cognitive train-
ing: How evidence, controversies, and challenges inform 
education policy. Policy Insights from the Behavioral and 
Brain Sciences, 7(1), 80-86.

24.	 Terigi, F.(2016). On school learning and neurosciences. Ed-
ucational Proposal, 46, 50-64.

25.	 Daniel, D. B., & Poole, D. A. (2009). Learning for life: An 
ecological approach to pedagogical research. Perspectives 
on Psychological Science, 4(1), 91-96.

26.	 Federico Muchiut, A., Beatriz Zapata, R., Comba, A., Mari, 
M., Torres, N., Pellizardi, J., & Segovia, A. P. (2018). NEU-
RODYDACTIC AND SELF-REGULATION OF LEARN-
ING, A PATH FROM THEORY TO PRACTICE. Revista 
Iberoamericana De Educación, 78(1), 205-219. 

27.	 Muchiut, Á. F., Vaccaro, P., Pietto, M. L., & Dri, C. A.  
(2021). Pedagogical practices aimed at favoring executive 
functions in adolescents. JONED. Journal of Neuroeduca-
tion, 2(1), 30-43.

https://repositorio.upla.edu.pe/bitstream/handle/20.500.12848/2503/T037_45744562_M.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
https://www.investigacionyciencia.es/revistas/mente-y-cerebro/neurodidctica-512/la-neurodidctica-a-examen-8388
https://www.investigacionyciencia.es/revistas/mente-y-cerebro/neurodidctica-512/la-neurodidctica-a-examen-8388
https://books.google.co.in/books?hl=en&lr=&id=YgjGeeEoMiAC&oi=fnd&pg=PA5&dq=Descubre+la+neurodid%C3%A1ctica&ots=CBvrVbcz50&sig=2NZNC4b4sQjgueFze6bBOhSX_nU&redir_esc=y#v=onepage&q=Descubre%20la%20neurodid%C3%A1ctica&f=false
https://books.google.co.in/books?hl=en&lr=&id=YgjGeeEoMiAC&oi=fnd&pg=PA5&dq=Descubre+la+neurodid%C3%A1ctica&ots=CBvrVbcz50&sig=2NZNC4b4sQjgueFze6bBOhSX_nU&redir_esc=y#v=onepage&q=Descubre%20la%20neurodid%C3%A1ctica&f=false
https://books.google.co.in/books?hl=en&lr=&id=YgjGeeEoMiAC&oi=fnd&pg=PA5&dq=Descubre+la+neurodid%C3%A1ctica&ots=CBvrVbcz50&sig=2NZNC4b4sQjgueFze6bBOhSX_nU&redir_esc=y#v=onepage&q=Descubre%20la%20neurodid%C3%A1ctica&f=false
https://www.casadellibro.com/libro-neurodidactica-aportaciones-de-las-neurociencias-al-aprendizaje-y-la-ensenanza/9788498426557/1832251
https://www.casadellibro.com/libro-neurodidactica-aportaciones-de-las-neurociencias-al-aprendizaje-y-la-ensenanza/9788498426557/1832251
http://www.scielo.org.bo/pdf/rfer/v6n6/v6n6_a09.pdf
http://www.scielo.org.bo/pdf/rfer/v6n6/v6n6_a09.pdf
http://www.scielo.org.bo/pdf/rfer/v6n6/v6n6_a09.pdf
http://www.scielo.org.bo/pdf/rfer/v6n6/v6n6_a09.pdf
https://dialnet.unirioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=7888016
https://dialnet.unirioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=7888016
https://dialnet.unirioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=7888016
https://doi.org/10.1344/joned.v3i1.39564
https://doi.org/10.1344/joned.v3i1.39564
https://doi.org/10.1344/joned.v3i1.39564
https://doi.org/10.1344/joned.v3i1.39564
https://doi.org/10.1344/joned.v3i1.39564
http://biblioteca.clacso.edu.ar/Colombia/alianza-cinde-umz/20140805022434/paulaandreaduque.pdf
http://biblioteca.clacso.edu.ar/Colombia/alianza-cinde-umz/20140805022434/paulaandreaduque.pdf
http://biblioteca.clacso.edu.ar/Colombia/alianza-cinde-umz/20140805022434/paulaandreaduque.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/330260353_Practicas_pedagogicas_frente_a_la_educacion_inclusiva_from_the_perspective_of_the_teacher
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/330260353_Practicas_pedagogicas_frente_a_la_educacion_inclusiva_from_the_perspective_of_the_teacher
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/330260353_Practicas_pedagogicas_frente_a_la_educacion_inclusiva_from_the_perspective_of_the_teacher
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/330260353_Practicas_pedagogicas_frente_a_la_educacion_inclusiva_from_the_perspective_of_the_teacher
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1320217111
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1320217111
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1320217111
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1320217111
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1320217111
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-444-63327-9.00009-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-444-63327-9.00009-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-444-63327-9.00009-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-42662-4_12
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-42662-4_12
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-39292-5_18
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-39292-5_18
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-39292-5_18
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-39292-5_9
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-39292-5_9
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-39292-5_9
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-39292-5_23
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-39292-5_23
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-39292-5_23
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F2372732219870202
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F2372732219870202
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F2372732219870202
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F2372732219870202
https://www.redalyc.org/articulo.oa?id=403049783006
https://www.redalyc.org/articulo.oa?id=403049783006
https://doi.org/10.1111%2Fj.1745-6924.2009.01095.x
https://doi.org/10.1111%2Fj.1745-6924.2009.01095.x
https://doi.org/10.1111%2Fj.1745-6924.2009.01095.x
https://doi.org/10.35362/rie7813193
https://doi.org/10.35362/rie7813193
https://doi.org/10.35362/rie7813193
https://doi.org/10.35362/rie7813193
https://doi.org/10.35362/rie7813193
https://doi.org/10.1344/joned.v2i1.32164
https://doi.org/10.1344/joned.v2i1.32164
https://doi.org/10.1344/joned.v2i1.32164
https://doi.org/10.1344/joned.v2i1.32164

