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Abstract: This study aims to explore the reliability, construct validity, and content validity of the Child
Learning and Developmental Playful Assessment Battery (Bateria de Evaluacion Liidica del Aprendizaje y
Desarrollo Infantil; BELADI), a quantitative instrument based on the authentic assessment and playful
learning principles, the purpose of which is to assess infant learning and development through motor
and competitive games as well as storytelling. The sample was composed of 113 children from
Albacete (Spain) between 58 and 72 months of chronological age (M = 64.72; SD = 3.671). To explore
the content validity, an expert judgement was carried out and the Content Validity Coefficient (CVC)
was calculated. The reliability was analysed using the Cronbach’s alpha and McDonald’s (), and
an exploratory factor analysis (EFA) was conducted. The results revealed high reliability indexes in
each of the developmental domains, and the EFA included 11 items distributed in two factors for
the psychomotor domain, 27 items grouped in three factors for the cognitive domain, and 20 items
divided into four factors for the socioemotional domain. In conclusion, the study verifies the validity
and reliability of the BELADI for the assessment of the infant learning and development through
play, which may be used in research, education, and psychopedagogy.

Keywords: play; authentic assessment; learning; development; early childhood education; ex-
ploratory factor analysis; psychometric properties

1. Introduction

Play has become a controversial element in the various fields related to education [1].
On the one hand, theoretical approaches such as playful learning places play as a key
component for children’s development and learning in the early childhood stage [2]. On
the other hand, the reality in the early childhood education classrooms reveals a lack of
pedagogical intentionality from the teacher when it comes to planning the spaces and
moments for play [3]. Furthermore, there is a decreasing amount of time devoted to play
due to the curricular requirements and the increasing emphasis on child development and
learning assessment processes [3].

Play and assessment in early childhood education seem to be historically antagonistic
elements, as enemies whose destiny is to prevail one against the other [4]. However, beyond
traditional understandings, authentic assessment holds up as an approach capable of
unifying both concepts, emerging as the play-based assessment: an alternative assessment
approach which entails a concrete expression of the authentic assessment, based on the
systematic observation of children’s behaviour and skills in a flexible environment during a
period of play [5-8]. Likewise, it could be referred to as playful assessment when the games
implemented during the assessment fulfil the principles of playful learning [9], which state
that the experience must be lived from enjoyment and social interaction, helping children
to find meaning in what they are learning, involving an iterative thought process that is
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actively engaging and requires concentration [10]. Therefore, the reasoning behind this
approach is that, while play is one of the best means for learning and development, it may
also be one of the best means for assessment [11].

Moreover, the central role of play in the assessment process makes play-based assess-
ment directly connected to the developmentally appropriate practices (DAP) principles, a
method which uses an approach based on strengths and play as components to promote
optimal development and learning [8,12]. In the same way, play-based assessment is linked
to the early childhood learning trajectories (ECLT), which explain how children develop
and state that play constitutes a key factor in the observation of children’s learning and
development [13].

Although a growing volume of research has shown interest in the role of play as a basis
for assessment in early childhood education during the last decade [14,15], there is still
a lack of updated research on this topic [16]. Authors such as Barcenilla and Levratto [4]
highlight the difficulty for play-based assessment instruments to achieve adequate levels
of validity and reliability. In contrast, research such as that conducted by Duncan and
colleagues [14], who developed the Early Language in Play Settings (eLIPS) for the assessment
of expressive and receptive language in early childhood education, reported high reliability
and good validity—as did the study by Kaugars and Russ [17], who developed Affect in Play
Scale-Preschool (APS-P) for the assessment of aspects related to children’s socioemotional
and cognitive development, with high validity and reliability indices.

On this matter, a previous study based on a systematic review of 55 studies and 41 de-
velopmental assessment instruments revealed few instruments that assess specific aspects
of learning and development—understood as psychomotor, cognitive and socioemotional—
through play, with there being no evidence that play-based assessment tools are capable
of comprehensively and efficiently assessing child learning and development [18]. In fact,
only one instrument was found for this purpose, namely the Transdisciplinary Play-Based
Assessment 2 (TPBA-2) [19], which had several limitations pointed out by Bolton [20], such
as a small sample size, lack of information about validity and reliability, as well as the
requirement to have several people trained to administer and interpret the test, which may
require information about the deviations of the evaluators over time. It should be noted
that the results of this study were consistent with those of previous research, such as that of
Barcenilla and Levratto [4].

Furthermore, in this previous study, the systematic review of the 41 instruments en-
abled the identification of the dimensions that showed the greatest coincidence in order to
comprehensively assess children’s learning and development when aged 2-7 years [18].
These dimensions were categorised on the basis of the definitions and theoretical ap-
proaches that the authors used to describe each dimension in their instruments, making it
possible to classify them on the basis of frequency of agreement between these definitions.
Therefore, of the total number of instruments assessing the psychomotor domain, 62.5%
agreed in assessing the gross motor skills of locomotion, 43.75% in gross motor skills of object
control, and 18.75% in fine motor skills. As for the instruments assessing the cognitive domain,
96.43% coincided in assessing emergent literacy skills, while 60.71% coincided in assessing
both logical-mathematical skills and executive functions. Finally, in the socioemotional domain,
50% of the instruments agreed in assessing social skills, 21.43% did the same for aggres-
sion, disconnection, and emotional recognition; and 14.23% coincided in assessing anxiety and
external influences on emotions [18].

Thus, the definitions of the dimensions identified in that previous study, which con-
stitute the key and starting point of this research, will be evinced and expanded upon
below. It should be noted that, although development has been widely defined in the
scientific literature on the basis of three distinct domains —cognitive, socioemotional, and
psychomotor— [21,22] these should not be understood as the isolated parts of the same
construct, but as interrelated and interdependent elements [22,23].

Taking all the above-mentioned into account, the psychomotor domain includes the
fine motor skills, the gross motor skills of locomotion, and the gross motor skills of object control.
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Some authors [24,25] define the constructs of the mentioned dimensions, with fine motor
skills being those that use small body segments and that are associated to manual dexterity
activities. The gross motor skills of locomotion are based on moving, jumping, turning, and
balance, whereas the gross motor skills of object control refer to throwing, catching, and
hitting [26].

In the cognitive domain, there are the emergent literacy skills, the logical-mathematical
skills, and the executive functions. On the one hand, the emergent literacy skills are defined as
an ensemble of knowledges and skills that precede reading and writing development [27],
in which there are phonological awareness, alphabet knowledge, the understanding of texts
structure, expressive language, and receptive language [28,29]. Breaking down each of these
skills, phonological awareness is defined as the metalinguistic ability that allows one to acquire
a conscious sensitivity about the spoken language structure and its phonological segments,
as it includes processes of identification, segmentation, or intentional combination of sub-
lexical unities of words [30-32]. Moreover, the alphabet knowledge means the understanding
of letters, its forms, and the sounds attributed to them [33]—while the understanding of texts
structure is the capability of identifying the characters, places, events, and parts (beginning,
development, and ending) in a story [34]. In order to conclude with the emergent literacy
skills, expressive language refers to the capability to use verbal and nonverbal language to
express and relate using semantic, morphological, and syntactic skills; while receptive
language is the capability of understanding, processing, and responding to verbal and
nonverbal language through semantic, morphological, and syntactic skills [35,36].

On the other hand, the logical-mathematical skills include the geometry and patterns as
well as the number and arithmetic subdimensions. The geometry and patterns subdimension is
defined as the recognition of forms and spatial images and their characteristics, as well as
the copy, extension, and interpolation of patterns [37]. The number subdimension refers to
counting and number sequences, the understanding of the importance of number 10, subiti-
sation, cardinality understanding, and comparing numerical magnitude [37,38]. Regarding
arithmetic, it assesses the ability to add and subtract with different assumptions [39].

The last dimension in the cognitive domain refers to the executive functions, which are
an ensemble of complex cognitive skills that are fundamental for the individual to adapt
the behaviours and direct them towards the achievement of an objective [40]. Among these
skills is the working memory, defined as the ability through which the brain temporarily
stores a limited amount of information and manipulates it, remembering or ignoring what
is relevant for the resolution of a problem [41,42]. Inhibitory control is the capability of
confronting an inner predisposition or external impulse, automatically inhibiting and con-
trolling the attention, behaviour, thoughts and/or emotions that are happening, favouring
selective and sustained attention [42]. Ending with this dimension, cognitive flexibility
involves processes related with working memory and inhibitory control and is the ability
to shift between task or responses with fluency, being able to adapt to the changes or needs
of the environment, to think differently, to change perspective, to recognise mistakes and to
learn from them [42,43].

Lastly, in the socioemotional domain, the dimensions can be separated into emotion
recognition, external influences on emotions, social skills, aggressiveness, disconnection, and anxi-
ety. Emotion recognition is the ability to identify and label emotions associated with facial
expressions [44]. The dimension external influences on emotions is defined as the under-
standing about how certain situations can influence the emotional state [45]. Regarding
social skills, they can be defined as the learning and socially accepted behaviours that al-
low us to have a positive interaction with others, appropriate to the social expectations
and rules [46]. Quite the opposite, the dimension aggressiveness makes reference to those
antisocial behaviours that involve provocation and/or participation in fighting games
—understood as games that use feigned forms of physical and/or verbal violence, which can
lead either to unintentional aggression at the aim of the play or to an actual fight, as well
as to verbal and/or physical aggression to others [47,48]. In the same way, disconnection is
the state of solitude and isolation in which the child shows unwillingness to participate
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in play [49]. Finally, the dimension anxiety indicates behaviours wherein the child feels
distressed, depressed, preoccupied, and insecure [50].

Therefore, taking into consideration the previously defined dimensions, the Child
Learning and Developmental Playful Assessment Battery (Bateria de Evaluacion Ludica del Apren-
dizaje y Desarrollo Infantil; BELADI) was created, whose design is based on the playful
learning principles, the DAP, and the ECLT [8,10,12,13], as it fosters the ecological validity
of the battery [51,52]. This instrument is meant to be a tool for the observation and initial
assessment of children’s learning and development for any professional working in early
childhood education contexts, especially for teachers, as they are key agents in the detection
of learning and developmental disorders in children [53-55]. In short, the present research
aims to explore the reliability, the construct validity, and the content validity of the BELADIL

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Sample

A total of 113 children (n = 65, 57.5% boys, n = 48, 42.5% girls) aged between 58
and 72 months of chronological age (M = 64.72; SD = 3.671) from the city of Albacete
(Spain) participated in the study. Non-probabilistic sampling by convenience was used,
under the criterion of including children in the 5-year-old early childhood education
classrooms, with the autonomy to carry out the activities in the test battery. Students
with special educational needs who require significant support—such as motor disorders,
autism spectrum disorder, etc.—and who find it difficult to carry out the proposed activities
independently were excluded.

2.2. Instrument

The instrument designed is titled Child Learning and Developmental Playful Assessment
Battery (Bateria de Evaluacion Ludica del Aprendizaje y Desarrollo Infantil; BELADI). Its aim
is to assess the child learning and development process through four sessions of playful
strategies based on motor and competitive games and storytelling. The test battery is
applied using various groupings in four different moments, the time of application being
flexible and versatile according to the characteristics and necessities of the group to be
evaluated. It is designed so that it can be applied by anyone with training as a teacher, in
psychology, in psychopedagogy, as an occupational therapist, or by educational researchers.
The construction of its dimensional structure was based on a systematic review of 41 child
learning and developmental assessment instruments [18]. In addition, for the constitution
of items suitable for children aged between 4 and 6 years, the structure, procedures, and
correction criteria of 21 instruments (see Appendix A) and five additional scientific articles
were reviewed [30,41-43,56]. It should be noted that this process of item construction
is aligned with research procedures such as the OECD [57] in the design of the Survey
on Social and Emotional Skills (SSES). Thus, the battery is divided into three domains
as follows:

The psychomotor domain contains three dimensions: fine motor skills (8 items), the
gross motor skills of locomotion (11 items), and the gross motor skills of object control (5 items).
Some examples of these items can be seen in Table 1.

The cognitive domain is made up of three dimensions: emergent literacy skills, en-
compassing phonological awareness (7 items), alphabet knowledge (2 items), understanding of
texts structure (2 items), expressive language (6 items), and receptive language (5 items); the
logical-mathematical skills, encompassing geometry and patterns (13 items), number (6 items),
and arithmetic (2 items); and the executive functions (8 items), encompassing working memory
(3 items), inhibitory control (2 items), and cognitive flexibility (3 items). Some examples of
these items can be seen in Table 2.
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Table 1. Examples of psychomotor domain items.

Code Item
FMS2 Draws an asterisk
FMS3 Draws a circle
FMS6 Buttons
GMSL2 Moves laterally with fluidity
GMSL5 Jumps with feet together over a rope 15 cm above the ground
GMSL6 Jumps on one foot with the left foot at least three times in a row
GMSOC1 Throws ball in direction of target with dominant hand
GMSOC4 Kicks a static ball in the direction of a target

Table 2. Examples of cognitive domain items.

Code Item
PA1 Constructs meaningful sentences from one word
PA2 Recognises the number of words in a sentence
EL1 Can make simple nouns
EL6 Expresses adverbs appropriately
RL5 Recognises sets of words
WM1 Remembers specific instructions and puts them into practice
IC2 Names the opposite element
CF3 Handles two instructions at the same time
GP2 Identifies the shape and characteristics of a square
GP6 Identifies the shape and characteristics of a rhombus
GP12 Identifies the missing pattern of a series
N2 Counts between two numbers and writes them
N3 Identifies which numbers are larger or smaller than others

The socioemotional domain includes six dimensions: emotion recognition (5 items), exter-
nal influences on emotions (3 items), social skills (9 items), agqressiveness (6 items), disconnection
(4 items), and anxiety (4 items). Examples of these items can be seen in Table 3.

Table 3. Examples of socioemotional domain items.

Code Item
ER2 Identifies who is happy
ER5 Identifies who is surprised
EI2 Recognises situations likely to provoke sadness or anger
SS1 Cooperates with peers
SS3 Listens to others when it is his/her turn
5S8 Respects turns without needing to be told
AG6 Physically assaults others during play
D3 Places him/herself as a spectator of the game

In the cognitive and psychomotor domains, and in the dimensions emotion recognition
and external influence on emotions in the socioemotional domain, each item is assessed by a
rating scale of 0 (not achieved) or 1 (achieved). In specific cases, items can reach 2 points
depending on the student’s level of achievement. The items of the remaining dimensions
in the socioemotional domain are rated by a 5-points Likert scale, comprising 1 (never) and
5 (always). It should be noted that two items in the dimension executive functions (cognitive
domain) have a response range between 0 and 10 points, depending on the number of
correct actions performed. The result of each dimension is extracted adding the points
obtained on each of its items, and a score of each domain can be calculated totalling the
points of each dimension. In addition, an overall development score can be obtained by
adding the scores of the three domains.
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2.3. Procedure

Authorisation was obtained from the institution’s Social Studies Ethics Committee,
and informed consent was sought from all participants. The instruments validation was
conducted in two stages. Firstly, an expert judgement was carried out in September
and October 2023 composed of three experts: a graduate in psychopedagogy and early
childhood and primary education teacher, a school counsellor, and a researcher in the area of
specific didactics and research methods. The experts rated each of the scale items according
to the criteria: (1) relevance of the item to the dimension content; (2) appropriateness of
the item to the dimension content; (3) clarity of item wording; and (4) appropriateness of
the correction criteria for each item. Since the experts were informed that the instrument
was intended to be applied on a sample of children aged 4-6 years, the assessment of
the relevance of the items for this age group was in the evaluated criteria. The criteria
were rated quantitatively using a 4-point Likert scale between 1 (none) and 4 (excellent).
Compiling the expert’s opinions, modifications were made to the wording and correction
criteria in nine items, without restructuring the established dimensions. After this process,
a content validity analysis was conducted using the Content Validity Coefficient (CVC) [58].

Concurrently, a pilot-test was conducted in October in order to verify that the instruc-
tions and activities were understandable for the children. Likewise, the applicability of
the instrument was tested in terms of duration, groupings and feasibility. This procedure
was performed in a school of Albacete, with a classroom of 13 children that were 5 years
old. Feedback from the pilot-test showed the need to distribute the items and actions more
evenly across the sessions.

After that, the data collection period began. The application of the battery was based
on four play sessions of motor and competitive games as well as storytelling. In all of
them, the evaluator was a facilitator of the implemented games, being part of the play
experience together with the children. The data were therefore collected through the direct
and systematic observation of the children’s behaviour and responses. The first play session
was a motor story based on the Disney movie Tarzan. The children had to complete different
motor challenges that occurred throughout the activity, executing diverse skills of moving,
jumping, balancing, throwing, catching, and hitting objects to overcome the obstacles they
encountered. These challenges were set in the development of the story and involved
the assessment of fine and gross motor skills, as well as others related to executive functions,
expressive language, and geometry and patterns. It should be noted that this play session was
videotaped by means of two cameras that allowed us to observe a complete view of the
room, in order to be able to watch a posteriori the motor skills that each of the children
were executing in order to evaluate them, given the complexity of observing these skills
simultaneously in situ in the children in the participating group.

The second play session was based on a storytelling of the Disney movie Lilo and Stitch.
This involved different activities such as handicrafts, riddle games, counting, and arithmetic
dynamics for problem solving, etc., in which the characters in the story needed the help of
the participating children to solve the situations that arose and to be able to move forward
until they reached the outcome of the story. In this play session, logical-mathematical skills,
executive functions, emotion recognition, and external influences on emotions were evaluated.

The third and fourth play sessions were related and were based on a gymkhana
entitled The Word Contest. The children were divided into teams of a maximum of five
participants, who had to compete individually in each session over five bases using a format
similar to a television quiz show, in which the children had to solve riddles, offer quick
answers to situations or problems posed, inhibit behaviours according to the instructions
given, use elements of verbal expression to be able to pass a challenge, etc. The aim of the
contest was to achieve the highest possible “score” for the team. Emergent literacy skills and
executive functions were assessed in these play sessions.

The number of children included in the groupings for the play sessions was flexible,
depending on the size of the group to be evaluated. In the first and second play sessions,
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the group was divided into 2 halves of maximum 13 participants each, while in the third
and fourth play sessions, the children were divided into groups of a maximum of 5.

The measures were recorded in situ by a single researcher, except for those relating
to motor skills which, as mentioned above, were recorded a posteriori once the videotape
had been viewed. It should be noted that the assessment of the dimensions of social skills,
aggressiveness, disconnection, and anxiety were carried out by the person responsible for the
group being assessed, given the deeper and more significant knowledge they had of the
children’s behaviours, which are difficult to appreciate by direct observation at a certain
moment in time [59,60].

After data collection, the second phase of the study was carried out, in which a
reliability and construct validity analysis through an exploratory factor analysis (EFA)
was conducted.

2.4. Data Analysis

The data processing performed using Microsoft Excel and the statistical software
Jamovi 2.5.1. To calculate the content validity, the content validity coefficient (CVC) [58] was
used, which is appropriate for use with a minimum of three experts [61]. The CVC is first
calculated for each item, represented by j, according to the formula C VC; =%; / Viax, where
X is the experts” average score for each item, and V5, the maximum score that each item
can reach. This method takes into account the possibility of bias by experts, with it being
calculated that Pe; = (1/ k)k, where k is the number of experts. Finally, CVC = CVC; — Pe;.
Furthermore, the total CVC was calculated for each developmental domain by averaging
the coefficients of each of its items.

Regarding the analysis of the reliability and the construct validity, previously, negative
formulated items were recoded, as well as those items for which the rating scales were not
dichotomous. Items that were scored on a scale of 0 (not achieved), 1 (in progress), and
2 (achieved) were recoded, with 0 and 1 being scored as 0 (since an item in progress is an
item not achieved at the time it is assessed), while the score of 2 was scored as 1. Typed
scores (or z-scores) were taken into consideration to dichotomise items whose scale was
based on a range of achieved responses between 0 and 10, as well as those based on a
5-point Likert scale. Scores equal to or below 0 were scored as 0, while all scores above 0
were scored as 1. The decision to use z-scores to dichotomise items is motivated by their
proven potential to form dimensionless units that do not depend on the unit system of
the variables, favouring the comparability of scores, as well as constituting part of the
linear transformation process that allows the equating of scores with different response
ranges [61].

Afterwards, an analysis of the reliability of each of the battery domains was carried out.
Before the calculation, the Homogeneity’s Index Corrected (IHc) was extracted in order to
remove those items that could diminish the reliability of the scale. Then, internal consistency
was calculated through Cronbach’s Alpha and McDonald’s () reliability coefficients.

Finally, an EFA considering the Bartlett’s sphericity test and the Kaiser-Meyer—Olkin
test was conducted. The EFA was performed using the extraction method of minimum
residual or unweighted least squares, due to the fact it is a highly recommended method when
there are small samples and an elevated number of variables, as it prevents the occur-
rence of cases with saturations greater than the unity and negative error variances [62,63].
Likewise, an oblique rotation (promax) was used, specially recommended as it supposes
a realistic approach to factoring a solution in the social sciences that assume correlations
between factors [64]. The advantages of promax can be explained by the fact it allows such
correlations between factors, it is simpler to calculate, and it is more useful in large data
sets [65,66].



Educ. Sci. 2024, 14, 1240

8 of 20

3. Results
3.1. Content Validity

In order to verify content validity, CVC was calculated for each of the three develop-
mental domains—psychomotor, cognitive, and socioemotional—that compose the battery
(see Table 4). Results showed high coefficients of validity and concordance, which are
good in the psychomotor and developmental domains (0.88-0.89) and excellent in the
socioemotional domain (0.92) [58].

Table 4. Content validity coefficient for each domain.

Domain * CvC
PSY 0.89
COG 0.88
SE 0.92

* Note: PSY—Psychomotor; COG—Cognitive; SE—Socioemotional.

3.2. Reliability

Subsequently, a reliability analysis was conducted for each of the three domains that
constitute the battery. Based on the IHc and considering 0.15 as the criterial value for item
exclusion [67], 18 items were removed. Five of these items belonged to the psychomotor
domain, of which three referred to fine motor skills (manual dexterity), one to gross motor skills
of locomotion (movement), and one to gross motor skills of object control (kicking); seven items
in the cognitive domain, of which two pertained to executive functions (working memory), one
to logical-mathematical skills (number), and four to emergent literacy skills (one to understanding
of texts structure, two to receptive language, and one to expressive language); as well as six
items in the socioemotional domain, three pertaining to emotion recognition and three to
external influences on emotions.

Following the deletion of the above-mentioned items, a reliability calculation was
made using Cronbach’s alpha and McDonald’s ) (see Table 5), obtaining an acceptable
internal consistency (above 0.70) in the psychomotor domain and excellent internal consis-
tency (0.88-0.90) in the cognitive and socioemotional domains.

Table 5. Reliability indexes.

Domain * Cronbach’s Alpha McDonald’s )
PSY 0.73 0.78
COG 0.88 0.89
SE 0.89 0.90

* Note: PSY—Psychomotor; COG—Cognitive; SE—Socioemotional

3.3. Construct Validity

Finally, an EFA was conducted to verify the construct validity. The results of Bartlett’s
sphericity test (PSY: x? = 300; p > 0.001/COG: x? = 918; p > 0.001/SE: x> = 1548; p > 0.001)
and the Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin test (PSY: KMO = 0.772/COG: KMO = 0.729/SE: KMO = 0.840)
allowed us to rule out that the correlations between items constituted an identity matrix.
Four items were removed from the cognitive domain based on the KMO test, with values
below 0.50 [68], two of which belonged to the executive functions dimension (working memory
and cognitive flexibility), one to emergent literacy skills (understanding of texts structure), and
one to logical-mathematical skills (number). Analysing the structure extracted from the EFA,
there were 26 items removed with factor loadings that were negative or below 0.30 [69].

Of the items removed, eight belonged to the psychomotor domain, counting three
relating to fine motor skills (manual dexterity), three relating to gross motor skills of locomotion
(movement and balance), and two relating to gross motor skills of object control (catching
and kicking). Likewise, in the cognitive domain, thirteen items were removed, with six
relating to logical-mathematical skills (five of geometry and patterns and one of number), four
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from the dimension of emergent literacy skills (two of phonological awareness and two of
expressive language), and three referring to executive functions (two of inhibitory control, and
one of cognitive flexibility). Finally, in the socioemotional domain, five items were removed,
comprising three relating to social skills and two from the emotion recognition dimension.

Allin all, in the psychomotor domain, a two-factor solution was obtained (see Table 6).
Factor 1 grouped two items related to manual dexterity abilities, with four items related
to jumping abilities (two of which combine balance), and one item is related to balance.
Factor 2 grouped two items related to throwing abilities and two items associated with
moving skills.

Table 6. EFA results in the psychomotor domain.

o1 Factor
Dimension Ability Item I )

. . . PS_HMF6 0.597
Fine motor skills Manual dexterity PS_HMEF7 0.356
Jumping PS_HMGL4 0.639
. Jumping PS_HMGL5 0.399
Grosls motor .SkIHS of Jumping and balance PS_HMGL6 0.383
ocomotion Jumping and balance PS_HMGL?7 0.863
Balance PS_HMGLI11 0.457

Gross motor skills of Throwin PS_HMGCO1 0.762

object control & PS_HMGCO2 0.411

Gross motor skills of Moving PS_HMGL1 0.644

locomotion Moving PS_HMGL3 0.512

Regarding the cognitive domain, a three-factor solution was obtained (see Table 7).
Factor 1 grouped seven items of emergent literacy skills (four of phonological awareness, two of
alphabet knowledge and one of expressive language), three items of logical-mathematical skills
(two of geometry and patterns, and one of arithmetic), and one item of executive functions
(cognitive flexibility). Factor 2 grouped five items of logical-mathematical skills (two of number,
two of geometry and patterns, and one of arithmetic), and one of emergent literacy skills
(expressive language). Factor 3 was composed of five items of logical-mathematical skills (four
of geometry and patterns, and one of number) and five items of emergent literacy skills (three of
receptive language, one of expressive language, and one of phonological awareness).

Table 7. EFA results in the cognitive domain.

F
Dimension  Subdimension Items actor
1 2 3
Isolate phonemes COG_CF3 0328
Phonological Omission of syllables COG_CF4 0.613
awareness Counting syllables COG_CF5 0.309
litli girgsel?i’ils Words construction COG_CF6 0.816
y Alphabet Letter dictation COG_ABC1 0.759
knowledge Letter writing COG_ABC2 0471
Expressive Adverbs COG_LE6  0.358
language
Logical- Geometry Oval COG_GP5  0.551
mathematical —and patterns Rhombus COG_GP6  0.375
skills Arithmetic Subtraction COG_AR2 0.358
Executive Cognitive Mistake recognition COG_FC1 0484

functions flexibility
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Table 7. Cont.
F
Dimension  Subdimension Items actor
1 2 3
Counting COG_N1 0.507
Number Comparing numerical
Logical- > COG_N3 0.628
h tical magnitudes
mat Elﬂa Geometry Seriati COG_GP11 0.697
skills and patterns eriation COG_GP13 0.946
Arithmetic Adding COG_ARI1 0.315
_Emergent Expressive Utility of objects COG_LE4 0.685
literacy skills language
Triangle COG_GP1 0.439
Logical- Geometry Square COG_GP2 0.503
mathematical —and patterns Circle COG_GP3 0.473
skills Interpolation COG_GP12 0.384
Number Separation by halves COG_N5 0.503
Recentive Chronological events COG_LR1 0.526
NN Prepositions COG_LR3 0.373
guag Sets COG_LR5 0.589
Emergent Expressive
literacy skills p Verbs COG_LE3 0.580
language
Phonological Construction of sentences ~COG_CF1 0.582
awareness

Finally, in the socioemotional domain, a four-factor solution was obtained (see Table 8).
The groupings of the items were consistent with the previously established dimensions of
social skills (factor 1), aggressiveness (factor 2), disconnection (factor 3), and anxiety (factor 4).
It should be noted that the EFA removed the dimensions of emotion recognition and external
influences on emotions.

Table 8. EFA results in the socioemotional domain.

Dimension Item Factor
1 2 3 4
Cooperate HS1  0.783
Share HS2 0.875
. . Help HS4  0.867
Social skills Integrate HS5 0914
Participate in group play HS6 0.646
Complies with rules HS9 0.672
Gets involved in fighting games ~ AG1 0.816
Starts fighting games AG2 0.923
Ageressiveness Discuss AG3 0.612
88 Teases AG4 0.774
Verbally assaults AG5 0.747
Physically assaults AG6 0.829
Isolation D1 0.752
Di H Wandering D2 0.895
1sconnection Play spectator D3 0.726
Without interest D4 0.737
Worried ANS1 0.761
Anxiet Frightened ANS2 0.764
y Cries easily ANS3 0.793
Seeks approval ANS4 0.494
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After the EFA, a new reliability analysis was carried out to verify the extent to which
each of the factor solutions affected its internal consistency. An increase in reliability
was obtained in the psychomotor domain with respect to the pre-AFE analysis, and a
decrease in the cognitive and socioemotional domains (Table 9). This did not noticeably
affect the reliability of the instrument, as the differences were barely between one and
three hundredths of a point, while the indices continue to show a high rate of internal
consistency.

Table 9. Reliability indexes post EFA.

Domain * Cronbach’s Alpha McDonald’s
PSY 0.76 0.80
COG 0.85 0.86

SE 0.89 0.89

* Note: PSY—Psychomotor; COG—Cognitive; SE—Socioemotional.

4. Discussion

Based on the above-mentioned results, it is possible to evince the achievement of the
proposed objective, making it possible to address the main gap in the field of research,
namely the lack of instruments for comprehensively and efficiently assessing children’s
learning and development through play [4,18]. The BELADI aims to overcome the limita-
tions outlined by Bolton [20] about one of the precursor instruments using the play-based
assessment approach, the TPBA 2 [19], creating an efficient instrument for multiple contexts
and professionals, which does not require more than one evaluator to apply. In addition, the
sample size is sufficient to be able to carry out this EFA [61,70], as will be explained in detail
in the limitations section. Likewise, authors have pointed out the lack of the empirically
demonstrable reliability and validity of play-based assessment instruments [4]. In this
sense, the BELADI solves this limitation by obtaining high content validity coefficients
and internal consistency indexes by means of the CVC, the Cronbach’s alpha, and McDon-
ald’s (). In summary, the BELADI offers a significant contribution to the field of study,
demonstrating that an assessment of learning and development in early childhood educa-
tion, conducted in a natural play context, is possible by means of a practical and efficient
approach which does not detract from the guarantee of adequate psychometric properties.

Likewise, the exploration of the factors has allowed us to delimit the composition of
each BELADI domain. Based on the factorial solution extracted from the EFA, it can be
seen how the dimensions in the psychomotor and cognitive domains differ from those
previously constituted on the basis of the systematic review carried out in a previous
study [18], whereas in the socioemotional domain, groupings are maintained, except for
the elimination of the dimensions of emotion recognition and external influences on emotions.

4.1. Psychomotor Domain

In the psychomotor domain, 11 items of the 24 proposed remained. As authors such as
Carvajal and colleagues [71] point out, the validation of an instrument is a continuous and
dynamic process, so that changes in the configuration of the items are part of the natural
process of validation [72]. In this case, the elimination of the items in this domain was
coherent, given that they repeatedly assessed the same skills as those items that remained
in the factorial solution, showing an excess of indicators referring to the same constructs.
Proof of this is that there were eight items that assessed fine motor skills through manual
dexterity. Of these, only two items remained (PS_HMGL6 and PS_HMGLY?) that already
assumed a functional assessment of this construct, as the rest of the measures did not
provide an assessment of aspects that could be complementary. The same was the case
for balance within the gross motor skills of locomotion. A total of six items were proposed
to assess this skill, of which three items remained as they were more complex to perform
correctly by the children.
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Taking into account the above, the EFA shows two clearly differentiated factors. On
the one hand, both factors have tended to group items on the basis of the particular skills
with which they are associated. On the other hand, although it is a clear differentiation
between the motor skills, the first factor groups the fine motor skills (manual dexterity) with
the gross motor skills of locomotion, specifically with jumping and balancing. However, this
grouping is aligned with the findings of several studies [73,74] that highlights the existence
of an interdependent functional relationship between the postural stability (inherent to the
abilities of jumping and balancing) and manual dexterity. Therefore, this factor could be
referred to as the jumping, balancing, and manual dexterity skills dimension.

Regarding the second factor, it unites the gross motor skills of locomotion with the
gross motor skills of object control. Likewise, it is coherent due to these skills that can be
categorised according to a broader construct, that is, the gross motor skills [26]. Thus,
given its composition, this factor would constitute the dimension entitled locomotion and
throwing skills.

4.2. Cognitive Domain

In the cognitive domain, the EFA offers three factors which group the items of the
dimensions: emergent literacy skills, logical-mathematical skills, and executive functions. Of
the latter dimension, only one of the items remains, referred to as cognitive flexibility. The
factorial solution of this domain shows groupings no longer based on the type of ability
but based on the acquisition of processes in accordance with the child’s development. Thus,
factor 2 groups the most elementary abilities, followed by factor 3, whereas in factor 1, the
most complex abilities converge.

In this way, early numeracy skills are those basic logical-mathematical concepts, such
as number knowledge (counting, comparison, etc.), geometry (triangle, circle, and square)
and patterns, among others [75-77].

In accordance with that, factor 2 groups the most elemental cognitive processes related
to the seriation skills (geometry and patterns items), which serve as a fundamental basis
for the development of other early numeracy skills [78]. It also includes two items about
number knowledge (counting and comparing numerical magnitudes). Precisely, comparing
numerical magnitudes has been related to arithmetic [79,80], also present in this factor
with an item which refers to addition. Following Martinez and Sanchez [81], it is a simple
process that starts with counting, quickly processed by the brain, since it solves the problem
moving forward along the numerical line through different strategies. Lastly, the factor also
includes one item about expressive language (emergent literacy skills), related to the expression
of the utility of objects. Gjicali and colleagues [82] affirm that expressive knowledge
serves as a proper indicator of number knowledge, and therefore, of the representation
of children’s mathematical thinking. Therefore, this dimension can be referred to as basic
cognitive skills.

Factor 3 groups the rest of the early numeracy skills. A geometry and patterns item
appears related to the identification of a missing pattern (interpolating), which is identified
with an increasing level of difficulty with regard to factor 2, since interpolating is a more
complex skill than copying a series, which is acquired after the age of 4 years [83]. Basic
geometry items include the recognition of triangle, circle, and square shapes and their
characteristics. Traditionally, there are four basic geometric figures, adding the rectangle to
those mentioned, which, in the present analysis, have been excluded, possibly because the
differentiation between square and rectangle shapes occurs around the age of 5 years [84].

One item from the subdimension number is also incorporated into this factor, referring
to splitting up 10 objects in two halves, which represents a task of greater complexity for
the children due to it being based not only on counting abilities, but also the cardinality,
classification, abstraction and generalisation, that promote children’s reasoning about the
numerical relationships between sets [85].

The items related to emergent literacy skills included in factor 3 involve all items mea-
suring receptive language, one item of expressive language (verbal expression), and one item
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of phonological awareness (sentence construction). Language has been broadly linked to the
development of the logical-mathematical skills [86,87], with it even being possible to build
a specific linguistic construct of these skills, commonly named mathematical language, for
which empirical evidence is connected with the acquisition of numerical skills at the early
age [88].

Recent research places receptive language as an important predictor of early numeracy
skills [89], which are present in this factor through geometry and patterns, and number
knowledge. Likewise, the construction of sentences (phonological awareness) is closely related
to language through the syntaxis, that is, the use and understanding of word order and
word combinations to create meaningful phrases or sentences, and which is more sensitively
and accurately related to mathematics performance [86]. Furthermore, for any sentence
construction, the existence of a verb is essential [90], which is why it seems logical that this
factor groups the expressive language item referring to verbal expression. Taking all of the
above-mentioned into account, the dimension represented by factor 3 could be referred to
as cognitive skills in progression.

Regarding factor 1, it groups the most complex abilities and processes in comparison
with the rest of factors. The logical-mathematical skills include more complex geometric
figures, like the thombus, a figure that starts from the square and that is considered
as unique, owing to it having a wide variety of qualities that allow children to better
understand the characteristics of other figures [91,92]; and the oval, whose complexity in
defining makes it difficult for children under 6 years of age to differentiate it from the
circle [93,94]. This factor also includes subtraction, identified as a more complex process that
depends on the acquisition of the addition skills. In early childhood education, “counting
forwards is not the same as counting backwards, nor is calculating the transformation of a
number when adding to it as when subtracting from it” [81] (p. 237).

The phonological awareness and the alphabet knowledge, both present in factor 1, are pro-
cesses that significantly influence the emergent literacy skills, a dimension that predominate
in this factor [95]. Because of the way in which one of the items related to alphabet knowledge
is assessed in this battery, it can be assimilated into rapid automatised naming (RAN),
defined as a complex process that puts into practice different cognitive capacities referring
to the ability of naming letters, numbers, colours, etc., as quick as possible [96]. Despite
the lack of strict time control, the stimuli are presented in a fluid manner, encouraging
a quick response from the child. Although phonological awareness is related to logical
thinking and solving mathematical problems [97], RAN shows a higher correlation with
arithmetic, being a predictor, among others, of the subtraction skills, especially in those in
single digits [98,99].

Finally, factor 1 includes one item of cognitive flexibility (executive functions). This
ability has been related to alphabet knowledge and phonological awareness development
through the linguistic skills of spelling and decoding letters and words [100]. It highlights
its predictive capacity about learning to read [101] and its influence on mathematical
performance in early childhood education, since it allows for the ability to switch between
different strategies that promote an understanding of a concept or problem solving, which
is the reason why it is directly linked to arithmetic [102,103].

Lastly, as in all other factors in this domain, one item appears, referred to as expressive
language regarding the use of adverbs. In this sense, the bibliography centred in the
acquisition of the Spanish language mentioned the increasing difficulty that the use of
adverbs requires with respect to other grammatical categories, such as verbs [104]. Its
justification resides in the adverb function itself, which is based in modifying verbs [105].
Given the theoretical argumentation presented, the dimension represented in this factor 1
could be labelled as complex cognitive skills.

4.3. Socioemotional Domain

In the socioemotional domain, the factor solution differentiates four factors that group
the items based on the previously established dimensions: social skills, aggressiveness, dis-
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connection, and anxiety. Different studies pointed out the relationship between social
development and the behaviours related to aggressiveness [106], anxiety [107], and social
skills [108,109]. The extracted factors required an ensemble of inner and external processes
that starts with emotion recognition, and that allows emotions to be efficiently managed
in order to respond to a stimulus, which corresponds to the process of emotional regula-
tion [110]. In the same way, evidence has been found for the relationship between emotional
regulation and the behaviours explored in the aforementioned dimensions, not only in
childhood but also continuing into adulthood [111].

On the other hand, the EFA has deleted the dimensions of emotion recognition and
external influence on emotions, which could be justified due to their pertinence to a broader
construct, the emotional understanding, and fundamental for the socioemotional develop-
ment in the early childhood stage [44,112]. Cavioni and colleagues [113] concluded that,
from the age of 4 years, most children are capable of recognising basic emotions, being
that, from the age of 5 years, most children can identify the external causes that influence
emotions. Thus, if these processes are already assumed to be acquired at the ages explored,
perhaps the assessment of emotional aspects should focus on more complex processes that
begin to be present at these ages, such as emotional regulation [114].

All that, in addition to evidence from previous research exploring the relevance of
assessing these aspects at the infant stage [18], demonstrates the consistency with which
the EFA categorises the factors in this area.

4.4. Limitations

As possible limitations of the present study, it should be noted that both the conve-
nience sampling method and the exclusion of children with special educational needs,
which would make it difficult for them to carry out the proposed activities autonomously,
could limit the generalisability of the study. Likewise, another possible limitation is related
to the item recoding process. The transformation of the scores could affect the sensitivity
of the construct being measured, since by using a dichotomous scale, part of the richness
provided by having greater variability in the data could be lost.

Another possible limitation could be the sample size. Certainly, there are different
positions on what the ideal sample size is for conducting factor analyses. As Pearson and
Mundfrom [115] state, some authors defend a position in which a minimum of between 3
and 10 subjects per item is required [116-118]; while other authors defend a minimum sam-
ple size of subjects regardless of the number of items contained in the instrument [119-121].
In this sense, for the development of the present factor analysis, on the one hand, we are in
a position of agreement with this second group of authors, including the premises of Hair
and colleagues [70] and Tourén and colleagues [61], who state that a sample size of more
than 100 subjects can be considered adequate in view of the characteristics of the study in
question. On the other hand, we take into consideration evidence from authors such as
de Winter and colleagues [122], who claim that conducting an EFA should not be rejected
solely because of a small sample size, as it can reveal reliable factor solutions and valuable
latent patterns, even under restrictive conditions.

Even so, it should be noted that this study is part of broader research. As a prospective
work, it would be relevant to implement a confirmatory factor analysis of the battery with
a significantly larger sample than the one presented in this study in order to verify the fit of
the correlation matrix.

5. Conclusions

In conclusion, the BELADI materialises the definition of playful assessment through
the constitution of a versatile and efficient instrument for the observation and initial
assessment of children’s learning and development in the educational environment for
multiple purposes—teaching, psychopedagogical, and research—which overcomes the
limitations referred to by Barcenilla and Levratto [4] in terms of psychometric properties,
guided under the framework of playful learning, DAP, and ECLT, which confers ecological
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validity [8,10,12,13,51,52]. In this way, the factor structure of the BELADI supports a
multidimensional understanding of children’s learning and development, whose approach
aligns with a globalised conception of these constructs, allowing for an appreciation of skills
that transcend the boundaries of the theoretical categorisations of the initially conceived
domains and dimensions [123]. This holistic approach coincides with the way in which the
teaching—learning process is conceived in early childhood education to favour development
and learning [124], guaranteeing the relevance of BELADI for the different purposes of any
professional work at this stage.

The creation of the instrument and the first results of its reliability and validity suggest
that a paradigm change is possible, where assessment ceases to be a tedious process for both
the child and the teacher; where play is no longer a residual element but has a pedagogical
purpose; where both assessment and play share their relevance and spaces that corresponds
to them in current early childhood education; and, above all, where assessment and play
are no longer antagonistic concepts, but friendly elements that were always destined to
understand each other.
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Appendix A

Table A1l. References of instruments reviewed for the item construction.

Instruments

Test of Gross Motor Development version 2 (TGMD-2) [125]

Movement Assessment Battery for Children (MABC-2) [126]

Escalas McCarthy de aptitudes y psicomotricidad para nifios (McCarthy) [127,128]
Test de Desarrollo Psicomotor 2-5 afios (TEPSI) [128]

Merril-Palmer-R [129]

Prueba para la Evaluacién del Conocimiento Fonolégico (PECO) [130]

Prueba de Lenguaje Oral Navarra (PLON-R) [131]

FACILITO [132]

Dynamic Indicators of Basic Early Literacy Skills (DIBELS) [133]

Phonological Awareness Literacy Screening for Preschoolers (PALS pre-K) [134]
Bateria Neuropsicolégica de Funciones Ejecutivas y Lobulos Frontales (BANFE-2) [135]
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Table Al. Cont.

Instruments

12.  Evaluacién neuropsicoldgica de las funciones ejecutivas en nifios (ENFEN) [136]

13.  Dimensional Change Card Sort (DCCS) [137]

14. Test de Memoria y Aprendizaje (TOMAL) [138]

15. Research-Based Early Maths Assessment Short Form (REMA-SF) [139]

16.  Early Mathematics Assessment System (EMAS) [37]

17.  Test para el diagndstico de las competencias basicas en Matematicas (TEDI-MATH) [140]
18.  Emotion Matching Task (EMT) [141]

19.  Preschool Play Behaviour Scale (PPBS) [142]

20. Child Behaviour Scale (CBS) [143]

21.  Child Behaviour Rating Scale (CBRS) [144]

References

1. Allee-Herndon, K.A ; Dillman Taylor, D.; Roberts, S.K. Putting play in its place: Presenting a continuum to decrease mental health
referrals and increase purposeful play in classrooms. Int. J. Play 2019, 8, 186-203. [CrossRef]

2. Grieshaber, S.; Krieg, S.; McArdle, F,; Sumsion, J. Intentional teaching in early childhood education: A scoping review. Rev. Educ.
2021, 9, €3309. [CrossRef]

3. Bassok, D.; Latham, S.; Rorem, A. Is Kindergarten the New First Grade? AERA Open 2016, 2, 1-31. [CrossRef]

4. Barcenilla, M.; Levratto, V. Evaluacién psicopedagégica basada en el juego en educacion infantil: Un analisis comparativo entre
instrumentos. Educ. E Pesqui. 2019, 45, e203634. [CrossRef]

5. Dennis, L.R.; Rueter, J.A.; Simpson, C.G. Authentic Assessment: Establishing a Clear Foundation for Instructional Practices. Prev.
Sch. Fail. Altern. Educ. Child. Youth 2013, 57, 189-195. [CrossRef]

6. Dykeman, B.F. Play-Based Neuropsychological Assessment of Toddlers. . Instr. Psychol. 2008, 35, 405-408.

7. Kelly-Vance, L.; Ryalls, B.O. A systematic, reliable approach to play assessment in preschoolers. Sch. Psychol. Int. 2005, 26,
398-412. [CrossRef]

8. Bagnato, S.J.; Macy, M.; Dionne, C.; Smith, N.; Brock, J.R.; Larson, TK.; Londono, M.; Fevola, A.; Bruder, M.B.; Cranmer, J.
Authentic Assessment for Early Childhood Intervention: In-Vivo & Virtual Practices for Interdisciplinary Professionals. Perspect.
Early Child. Psychol. Educ. 2023, 8, 41-73.

9. Kim, YJ.; Rosenheck, L. Reimagining Assessment Through Play: A Case Study of MetaRubric. In Re-Imagining University
Assessment in a Digital World; Bearman, M., Dawson, P., Ajjawi, R., Tai, J., Boud, D., Eds.; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany,
2020; pp. 263-276. [CrossRef]

10. Mardell, B.; Lynneth Solis, S.; Bray, O. The state of play in school: Defining and promoting playful learning in formal education
settings. Int. |. Play 2019, 8, 232-236. [CrossRef]

11. DeLuca, C; Pyle, A.; Valiquette, A.; LaPointe-McEwan, D. New Directions for Kindergarten Education. Elem. Sch. J. 2020, 120,
455-479. [CrossRef]

12.  National Association for the Education of Young Children [NAEYC]. Prdcticas Apropiadas al Desarrollo; NAEYC: Washington, DC,
USA, 2020.

13.  Jackson, J.; Kovacs, O.; Razak, A.; Willenberg, I.; Johnston, K.; De Gioia, K. Early Childhood Learning Trajectories: The Evidence Base;
AERO: Melbourne, Australia, 2023.

14. Duncan, L.G; Gollek, C.; Potter, D.D. eLIPS: Development and Validation of an Observational Tool for Examining Early Language
in Play Settings. Front. Psychol. 2020, 11, 1813. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Keséldinen, ].; Suhonen, E.; Alijoki, A.; Sajaniemi, N. Children’s play behaviour, cognitive skills and vocabulary in integrated
early childhood special education groups. Int. J. Incl. Educ. 2022, 26, 284-300. [CrossRef]

16. Pyle, A.; DeLuca, C.; Danniels, E.; Wickstrom, H. A Model for Assessment in Play-Based Kindergarten Education. Am. Educ. Res.
J. 2020, 57, 2251-2292. [CrossRef]

17.  Kaugars, A.S.; Russ, S.W. Assessing preschool children’s pretend play: Preliminary validation of the affect in play scale-preschool
version. Early Educ. Dev. 2009, 20, 733-755. [CrossRef]

18.  Montoya-Fernandez, C.; Losada-Puente, L.; Gémez-Barreto, I.M.; Gil-Madrona, P. Developmental play-based assessment in early
childhood education: A systematic review. Eur. Early Child. Educ. Res. ]. 2024, 32, 788-813. [CrossRef]

19. Linder, T. (Ed.) Transdisciplinary Play-Based Assessment, 2nd ed.; Paul H. Brookes Publishing: Baltimore, MD, USA, 2008.

20. Bolton, C.C. An Examination of Play-Based Assessment to Determine Social-Emotional Functioning in Early Childhood; University of
California: Santa Barbara, CA, USA, 2015.

21. Moreno, M.A. Ambitos y contextos de desarrollo de la nifiez. Una vision interdisciplinar. Cienc. Y Soc. 2004, 29, 380—404. [CrossRef]

22. Papalia, D.E.; Martorell, G. Desarrollo Humano, 13th ed.; McGraw Hill Education: New York, NY, USA, 2017.

23. Diamond, A. Interrelated and interdependent. Dev. Sci. 2007, 10, 152-158. [CrossRef]


https://doi.org/10.1080/21594937.2019.1643993
https://doi.org/10.1002/rev3.3309
https://doi.org/10.1177/2332858415616358
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1678-4634201945203634
https://doi.org/10.1080/1045988X.2012.681715
https://doi.org/10.1177/0143034305059017
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-41956-1_18
https://doi.org/10.1080/21594937.2019.1684157
https://doi.org/10.1086/707008
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.01813
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32849070
https://doi.org/10.1080/13603116.2019.1651410
https://doi.org/10.3102/0002831220908800
https://doi.org/10.1080/10409280802545388
https://doi.org/10.1080/1350293X.2024.2311100
https://doi.org/10.22206/cys.2004.v29i3.pp380-404
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-7687.2007.00578.x

Educ. Sci. 2024, 14, 1240 17 of 20

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.
47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

Phytanza, D.T.P,; Burhaein, E.; Pavlovic, R. Gross motor skills levels in children with autism spectrum disorder during the
COVID-19 pandemic. Int. ]. Hum. Mov. Sports Sci. 2021, 9, 738-745. [CrossRef]

Martins, C.; Ribeiro-Bandeira, P.E; Filho, A.S.; Bezerra, T.; Clark, C.; Webster, E.K.; Mota, J.; Duncan, M. The combination of three
movement behaviours is associated with object control skills, but not locomotor skills, in preschoolers. Eur. J. Pediatr. 2021, 180,
1505-1512. [CrossRef]

Escolano-Pérez, E.; Herrero-Nivela, M.L.; Losada, J.L. Association Between Preschoolers’ Specific Fine (But Not Gross) Motor
Skills and Later Academic Competencies: Educational Implications. Front. Psychol. 2020, 11, 1044. [CrossRef]

Weadman, T.; Serry, T.; Snow, P.C. The development and psychometric properties of a shared book reading observational tool: The
Emergent Literacy and Language Early Childhood Checklist for Teachers (ELLECCT). First Lang. 2022, 42, 552-578. [CrossRef]
Maureen, 1.Y.; van der Meij, H.; de Jong, T. Enhancing Storytelling Activities to Support Early (Digital) Literacy Development in
Early Childhood Education. Int. J. Early Child. 2020, 52, 55-76. [CrossRef]

Castro, D.A.S.; Barrera, S.D. The contribution of emergent literacy skills for early reading and writing achievement. Trends Psychol.
2019, 27, 509-522. [CrossRef]

Jiménez, J.E.; Ortiz, M. del R. Conciencia Fonoldgica y Aprendizaje de Lectura: Teoria, Evaluacion e Intervencion; Sintesis: Madrid, Spain, 2007.
Coch, D. Alfabetizaciéon emergente: Sentar las bases para aprender a leer. J. Neuroeduc. (JONED) 2022, 2, 13-27. [CrossRef]
Gutiérrez, R.; Diez, A. Conciencia fonoldgica y desarrollo evolutivo de la escritura en las primeras edades. Educacion 2018, 21,
395-416. [CrossRef]

Piasta, S.B.; Wagner, R.K. Developing Early Literacy Skills: A Meta-Analysis of Alphabet Learning and Instruction. Read. Res. Q.
2010, 45, 8-38. [CrossRef]

Kim, Y.S.G.; Zagata, E. Enhancing Reading and Writing Skills through Systematically Integrated Instruction. Read. Teach. 2024, 77,
787-799. [CrossRef]

Linas, K.E. Concurrent Validity of the Transdisciplinary Play Based Assessment-2. Ph.D. Dissertation, Morgridge College of
Education, Denver, CO, USA, August 2009.

Nadig, A. Test of Early Language Development (TELD). In Encyclopedia of Autism Spectrum Disorders; Volkmar, ER., Ed.; Springer:
Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2013; pp. 3083-3086. [CrossRef]

Ginsburg, H.P,; Pappas, S. Invitation to the birthday party: Rationale and description. ZDM—Math. Educ. 2016, 48, 947-960.
[CrossRef]

Peng, P.; Namkung, J.; Barnes, M.; Sun, C. A meta-analysis of mathematics and working memory: Moderating effects of working
memory domain, type of mathematics skill, and sample characteristics. J. Educ. Psychol. 2016, 108, 455-473. [CrossRef]

Banse, H.W.; Clements, D.H.; Day-Hess, C.; Sarama, J.; Simoni, M.; Ratchford, J. Teaching moves and preschoolers” arithmetical
accuracy. J. Educ. Res. 2020, 113, 418-430. [CrossRef]

Cook, CJ.; Howard, S.J.; Scerif, G.; Twine, R.; Kahn, K.; Norris, S.A.; Draper, C.E. Associations of physical activity and gross
motor skills with executive function in preschool children from low-income South African settings. Dev. Sci. 2019, 22, e12820.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Gomez, C.M.; Barriga-Paulino, C.I.; Rodriguez-Martinez, E.I.; Rojas-Benjumea, M.A.; Arjona, A.; Gémez-Gonzélez, J. The
neurophysiology of working memory development: From childhood to adolescence and young adulthood. Rev. Neurosci. 2018,
29,261-282. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Diamond, A. Executive functions. Annu. Rev. Psychol. 2013, 64, 135-168. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Buttelmann, F.; Karbach, J. Development and plasticity of cognitive flexibility in early and middle childhood. Front. Psychol. 2017,
8, 1040. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Castro, V.L.; Cheng, Y.; Halberstadt, A.G.; Grithn, D. EUReKA! A Conceptual Model of Emotion Understanding. Emot. Rev. 2016,
8,258-268. [CrossRef]

Pons, F.; Harris, PL. Longitudinal change and longitudinal stability of individual differences in children’s emotion understanding.
Cogn. Emot. 2005, 19, 1158-1174. [CrossRef]

Gresham, FEM. Social skills assessment and intervention for children and youth. Camb. |. Educ. 2016, 46, 319-332. [CrossRef]
Baker, E.R.; Jensen, C.J.; Tisak, M.S. A closer examination of aggressive subtypes in early childhood: Contributions of executive
function and single-parent status. Early Child Dev. Care 2019, 189, 733-746. [CrossRef]

Evans, S.C.; Frazer, A.L.; Blossom, ].B.; Fite, P.J. Forms and Functions of Aggression in Early Childhood. J. Clin. Child Adolesc.
Psychol. 2019, 48, 790-798. [CrossRef]

LaForett, D.R.; Mendez, ].L. Children’s engagement in play at home: A parent’s role in supporting play opportunities during
early childhood. Early Child Dev. Care 2017, 187, 910-923. [CrossRef]

Dacey, ].S.; Mack, M.D.; Fiore, L.B. Your Anxious Child: How Parents and Teachers Can Relieve Anxiety in Children, 2nd ed.; Wiley
Blackwell: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2016.

McGrath, M.C.; Thurman, S.K; Raisch, M.M.; Lucey, E.M. Considering Individual Differences and Environmental Influences in
the Assessment of Temperament, Self-regulation, and Social Skill Development in Young Children: A Framework for Practitioners.
In Early Childhood Assessment in School and Clinical Child Psychology; Garro, A., Ed.; Springer: New York, NY, USA, 2016; pp.
183-202. [CrossRef]


https://doi.org/10.13189/saj.2021.090418
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00431-020-03921-z
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.01044
https://doi.org/10.1177/01427237211056735
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13158-020-00263-7
https://doi.org/10.9788/TP2019.2-15
https://doi.org/10.1344/joned.v2i2.38776
https://doi.org/10.5944/educxx1.20212
https://doi.org/10.1598/RRQ.45.1.2
https://doi.org/10.1002/trtr.2307
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4419-1698-3_370
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11858-016-0818-4
https://doi.org/10.1037/edu0000079
https://doi.org/10.1080/00220671.2020.1846484
https://doi.org/10.1111/desc.12820
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30801916
https://doi.org/10.1515/revneuro-2017-0073
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29176031
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-psych-113011-143750
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23020641
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2017.01040
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28676784
https://doi.org/10.1177/1754073915580601
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699930500282108
https://doi.org/10.1080/0305764X.2016.1195788
https://doi.org/10.1080/03004430.2017.1342079
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2018.1485104
https://doi.org/10.1080/03004430.2016.1223061
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-6349-2_9

Educ. Sci. 2024, 14, 1240 18 of 20

52.

53.

54.
55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.
68.

69.

70.
71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

Rahn, N.L.; La Croix, L.; Shin, D.L.; Gravil, M.; Chen, C.I.; Hix-Small, H.; Arora, S.; Grisham, J.; Rutland, J.H.; Chai, Z.; et al.
Using an Online Assessment Tool to Teach Authentic Assessment to Early Childhood Teacher Candidates. Rural Spec. Educ. Q.
2024, 43, 87568705241249472. [CrossRef]

Cueto, S,; Prieto, J.A.; Nistal, P.; Abelairas-Gomez, C.; Barcala-Furelos, R.; Lopez, S. Teachers” Perceptions of Preschool Children’s
Psychomotor Development in Spain. Percept. Mot. Ski. 2017, 124, 725-739. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Douglass, A.L. Leadership for Quality Early Childhood Education and Care (211); OECD Publishing: Paris, France, 2019.

Heikka, J.; Hirvonen, R.; Kahila, S.; Pitkdniemi, H.; Yada, T.; Hujala, E. Links between teachers’ planning, assessment and
development time and implementation of curriculum in early childhood education. Early Years 2022, 43, 1102-1117. [CrossRef]
Nieto, M.; Ros, L.; Medina, G.; Ricarte, ].J.; Latorre, ]. M. Assessing Executive Functions in Preschoolers Using Shape School Task.
Front. Psychol. 2016, 7, 1489. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

OECD. Survey on Social and Emotional Skills. Technical Report. 2021. Available online: http:/ /www.oecd.org/termsandconditions
(accessed on 31 October 2024).

Herndndez-Nieto, R. Contributions to Statistical Analysis: The Coefficients of Proportional Variance, Content Validity and Kappa;
BookSurge Publishing: Charleston, SC, USA, 2002.

Halle, T.G.; Darling-Churchill, K.E. Review of measures of social and emotional development. |. Appl. Dev. Psychol. 2016, 45, 8-18.
[CrossRef]

Campbell, S.B.; Denham, S.A.; Howarth, G.Z.; Jones, S.M.; Whittaker, J.V.; Williford, A.P; Willoughby, M.T.; Yudron, M.; Darling-
Churchill, K. Commentary on the review of measures of early childhood social and emotional development: Conceptualization,
critique, and recommendations. J. Appl. Dev. Psychol. 2016, 45, 19—-41. [CrossRef]

Tourdn, J.; Lizasoain, L.; Navarro, E.; Lopez-Gonzalez, E. Andlisis de Datos y Medida en Educacion; Tourdn, J., Ed.; Universidad
Internacional de La Rioja: Logrofio, Spain, 2023; Volume 1.

Jung, S. Exploratory factor analysis with small sample sizes: A comparison of three approaches. Behav. Process. 2013, 97, 90-95.
[CrossRef]

Lloret-Segura, S.; Ferreres-Traver, A.; Herndndez-Baeza, A.; Tomas-Marco, . El analisis factorial exploratorio de los items: Una
guia practica, revisada y actualizada. An. De Psicol. 2014, 30, 1151-1169. [CrossRef]

Lopez-Aguado, M.; Gutiérrez-Provecho, L. Cémo realizar e interpretar un analisis factorial exploratorio utilizando SPSS. REIRE
Rev. D’innovaci I Recer. En Educ. 2019, 12, 1-14. [CrossRef]

Hefetz, A.; Liberman, G. The factor analysis procedure for exploration: A short guide with examples. Cult. Y Educ. 2017, 29,
526-562. [CrossRef]

Lopez-Roldan, P.; Fachelli, S. Metodologia de la Investigacion Social Cuantitativa, 1st ed.; Universitat Autonoma de Barcelona:
Barcelona, Spain, 2015.

Mateo, J.; Martinez, F. Medicion y Evaluacion Educativa, 1st ed.; La Muralla: Madrid, Spain, 2008.

Pizarro, K.; Martinez, O. Analisis factorial exploratorio mediante el uso de las medidas de adecuacién muestral kmo y esfericidad
de bartlett para determinar factores principales. . Sci. Res. 2020, 5, 903-924. [CrossRef]

Bandalos, D.L.; Finney, S.J. Factor Analysis: Exploratory and Confirmatory. In The Reviewer’s Guide to Quantitative Methods in the
Social Sciences, 2nd ed.; Hancock, G.R., Stapleton, L.M., Mueller, R.O., Eds.; Routledge: London; UK, 2019; pp. 98-122.

Hair, J.E; Anderson, R.E.; Tatham, R.L.; Black, W.C. Multivariate Data Analysis, 4th ed.; Prentice-Hall Inc.: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 1995.
Carvajal, A.; Centeno, C.; Watson, R.; Martinez, M.; Sanz-Rubiales, A. :Coémo validar un instrumento de medida de la salud? An.
Del Sist. Sanit. De Navar. 2011, 34, 63-72. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Martinez-Corona, J.I; Palacios-Almon, G.E.; Juarez-Hernandez, L.G. Analysis of construct validity of the instrument: ‘Managerial
approach in the management for the results in the knowledge society’. Refos 2020, 10, 143-154. [CrossRef]

Flatters, I.; Mushtaq, F.; Hill, L.].B.; Holt, R.].; Wilkie, R M.; Mon-Williams, M. The relationship between a child’s postural stability
and manual dexterity. Exp. Brain Res. 2014, 232, 2907-2917. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Mnejja, K.; Garcia-Soidan, J.L.; Romo-Perez, V.; Sahli, S. Postural balance under sensory manipulation predicted fine and gross
motor skills in children from 5 to 6 years of age. Acta Paediatr. Int. ]. Paediatr. 2023, 112, 1524-1529. [CrossRef]

Braeuning, D.; Ribner, A.; Moeller, K.; Blair, C. The Multifactorial Nature of Early Numeracy and Its Stability. Front. Psychol. 2020,
11, 518981. [CrossRef]

Harris, B.; Petersen, D. Developing Math Skills in Early Childhood; Mathematica Policy Research, Inc.: Princeton, NJ, USA, 2017.
Sarama, J.; Clements, D.H. Early Childhood Mathematics Education Research; Routledge: London; UK, 2009.

Mulligan, J.; Oslington, G.; English, L. Supporting early mathematical development through a “pattern and structure” intervention
program. ZDM—Math. Educ. 2020, 52, 663-676. [CrossRef]

Chan, J.Y.C.; Scalise, N.R. Numeracy skills mediate the relation between executive function and mathematics achievement in
early childhood. Cogn. Dev. 2022, 62, 1-17. [CrossRef]

Schneider, M.; Beeres, K.; Coban, L.; Merz, S.; Susan Schmidyt, S.; Stricker, J.; De Smedt, B. Associations of non-symbolic and
symbolic numerical magnitude processing with mathematical competence: A meta-analysis. Dev. Sci. 2017, 20, €12372. [CrossRef]
Martinez, J.; Sanchez, C. Desarrollo y Mejora de la Inteligencia Matemdtica en Educacion Infantil, 3rd ed.; Cuadernos de Pedagogia (La
Ley): Madrid, Spain, 2023.

Gjicali, K.; Astuto, J.; Lipnevich, A.A. Relations among language comprehension, oral counting, and numeral knowledge of ethnic
and racial minority young children from low-income communities. Early Child. Res. Q. 2019, 46, 5-19. [CrossRef]


https://doi.org/10.1177/87568705241249472
https://doi.org/10.1177/0031512517705534
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28569091
https://doi.org/10.1080/09575146.2022.2059067
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2016.01489
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27729896
http://www.oecd.org/termsandconditions
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appdev.2016.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appdev.2016.01.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.beproc.2012.11.016
https://doi.org/10.6018/analesps.30.3.199361
https://doi.org/10.1344/reire2019.12.227057
https://doi.org/10.1080/11356405.2017.1365425
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4453224
https://doi.org/10.4321/S1137-66272011000100007
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21532647
https://doi.org/10.17163/ret.n19.2020.09
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-014-3947-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24825824
https://doi.org/10.1111/apa.16776
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.518981
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11858-020-01147-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cogdev.2022.101154
https://doi.org/10.1111/desc.12372
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecresq.2018.07.007

Educ. Sci. 2024, 14, 1240 19 of 20

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.
91.

92.

93.

94.
95.

96.

97.

98.

99.

100.

101.

102.

103.

104.

105.
106.

107.

108.

109.

110.

111.

112.

Wijns, N.; Torbeyns, J.; De Smedst, B.; Verschaffel, L. Young Children’s Patterning Competencies and Mathematical Development:
A Review. In Mathematical Learning and Cognition in Early Childhood; Robinson, K.M., Osana, H.P., Kotsopoulos, D., Eds.; Springer
International Publishing: Cham, Switzerland, 2019; pp. 139-161. [CrossRef]

Clements, D.H.; Sarama, J.; Swaminathan, S.; Weber, D.; Trawick-Smith, J. Teaching and learning Geometry: Early foundations.
Quadrante 2018, 27, 8-31. [CrossRef]

Bjorklund, C. Learning about “Half”: Critical Aspects and Pedagogical Strategies in Designed Preschool Activities. Scand. ]. Educ.
Res. 2018, 62, 245-263. [CrossRef]

Chow, J.C.; Ekholm, E. Language domains differentially predict mathematics performance in young children. Early Child. Res. Q.
2019, 46, 179-186. [CrossRef]

Peng, P,; Lin, X.; Unal, ZE.; Lee, K,; Namkung, J.; Chow, ].; Sales, A. Examining the Mutual Relations Between Language and
Mathematics: A Meta-Analysis. Psychol. Bull. 2020, 146, 595-634. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

King, Y.A.; Purpura, D.J. Direct numeracy activities and early math skills: Math language as a mediator. Early Child. Res. Q. 2021,
54, 252-259. [CrossRef]

Harvey, H.A.; Miller, G.E. Executive Function Skills, Early Mathematics, and Vocabulary in Head Start Preschool Children. Early
Educ. Dev. 2017, 28, 290-307. [CrossRef]

Rakhlin, N.; Progovac, L. Hierarchical clause structure as a tool for cognitive advances in early childhood. Lang. Sci. 2021, 83, 101316. [CrossRef]
Hwang, W.Y.; Hoang, A.; Tu, Y.H. Exploring Authentic Contexts with Ubiquitous Geometry to Facilitate Elementary School
Students” Geometry Learning. Asia-Pac. Educ. Res. 2020, 29, 269-283. [CrossRef]

Cuida, A,; Sanz, A.M.; Nieto, T. El papel de los dedos en el desarrollo de las habilidades l6gico-matematicas en Educacién Infantil.
Edma 0-6: Educ. Mat. En La Infanc. 2019, 8, 77-91. [CrossRef]

Korkmaz, H.I; Sahin, O. Preservice Preschool Teachers’ Pedagogical Content Knowledge on Geometric Shapes in Terms of
Children’s Mistakes. J. Res. Child. Educ. 2020, 34, 385-405. [CrossRef]

Clements, D.H.; Sarama, J. Young children’s ideas about geometric shapes. Teach. Child. Math. 2000, 6, 482—488. [CrossRef]
Rachmani, R. The effects of a phonological awareness and alphabet knowledge intervention on four-year-old children in an early
childhood setting. Australas. |. Early Child. 2020, 45, 254-265. [CrossRef]

Yang, X.; Yan, M,; Ruan, Y.; Ku, S.Y.Y; Lo, ].C.M.; Peng, P.; McBride, C. Relations Among Phonological Processing Skills and
Mathematics in Children: A Meta-Analysis. J. Educ. Psychol. 2022, 114, 289-307. [CrossRef]

Espinoza Pastén, L.; Marco Taverner, R.; Ygual Fernandez, A. Conciencia fonoldgica y resolucion de problemas matematicos en
educacion infantil. Rev. De Logop. Foniatr. Y Audiol. 2018, 38, 61-68. [CrossRef]

Cui, J.; Georgiou, G.K.; Zhang, Y; Li, Y.; Shu, H.; Zhou, X. Examining the relationship between rapid automatized naming and
arithmetic fluency in Chinese kindergarten children. J. Exp. Child Psychol. 2017, 154, 146-163. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Koponen, T.; Georgiou, G.; Salmi, P.; Leskinen, M.; Aro, M. A Meta-Analysis of the Relation between RAN and Mathematics. J.
Educ. Psychol. 2017, 109, 977-992. [CrossRef]

Vadasy, PF,; Sanders, E.A.; Cartwright, K.B. Cognitive flexibility in beginning decoding and encoding. J. Educ. Stud. Placed Risk
2023, 28, 412-438. [CrossRef]

Morgan, PL.; Farkas, G.; Hillemeier, M.M.; Pun, W.H.; Maczuga, S. Kindergarten Children’s Executive Functions Predict Their
Second-Grade Academic Achievement and Behavior. Child Dev. 2019, 90, 1802-1816. [CrossRef]

Santana, A.N.; de, Roazzi, A.; Nobre, A.PM.C. The relationship between cognitive flexibility and mathematical performance in
children: A meta-analysis. Trends Neurosci. Educ. 2022, 28, 100179. [CrossRef]

Nguyen, T.; Duncan, R.J.; Bailey, D.H. Theoretical and methodological implications of associations between executive function
and mathematics in early childhood. Contemp. Educ. Psychol. 2019, 58, 276-287. [CrossRef]

Antinucci, F; Parisi, D. Los comienzos del desarrollo semantico en el lenguaje del nifio. In Fundamentos del Desarrollo del Lenguaje;
Lenneberg, E.H., Lenneberg, E., Eds.; Alianza Universidad Textos: Madrid, Spain, 1982; pp. 183-196.

Owens, R.E. Desarrollo del Lenguaje, 5th ed.; Pearson Education: London, UK, 2003.

Acland, E.L.; Peplak, J.; Suri, A.; Malti, T. Emotion recognition links to reactive and proactive aggression across childhood: A
multi-study design. Dev. Psychopathol. 2023, 36, 1122-1133. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Bender, PK.; Pons, F.; Harris, P.L.; Esbjorn, B.H.; Reinholdt-Dunne, M.L. Emotion understanding in clinically anxious children: A
preliminary investigation. Front. Psychol. 2015, 6, 1916. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Tang, Y.; Harris, P.L.; Zou, H.; Wang, J.; Zhang, Z. The relationship between emotion understanding and social skills in
preschoolers: The mediating role of verbal ability and the moderating role of working memory. Eur. J. Dev. Psychol. 2021, 18,
593-609. [CrossRef]

Viana, KM.P,; Zambrana, .M.; Karevold, E.B.; Pons, F. Emotions in motion: Impact of emotion understanding on children’s peer
action coordination. Cogn. Emot. 2020, 34, 831-838. [CrossRef]

Harrington, E.M.; Trevino, S.D.; Lopez, S.; Giuliani, N.R. Emotion Regulation in Early Childhood: Implications for Socioemotional
and Academic Components of School Readiness. Emotion 2020, 20, 48-53. [CrossRef]

Robson, D.; Allen, M.S.; Howard, S.J. Self-regulation in childhood as a predictor of future outcomes: A meta-Self-regulation in
childhood as a predictor of future outcomes: A meta-analytic review analytic review. Psychol. Bull. 2020, 146, 324-354. [CrossRef]
Pons, F.; Harris, PL.; de Rosnay, M. Emotion comprehension between 3 and 11 years: Developmental periods and hierarchical
organization. Eur. J. Dev. Psychol. 2004, 1, 127-152. [CrossRef]


https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-12895-1_9
https://doi.org/10.48489/quadrante.22970
https://doi.org/10.1080/00313831.2016.1212264
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecresq.2018.02.011
https://doi.org/10.1037/bul0000231
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32297751
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecresq.2020.09.012
https://doi.org/10.1080/10409289.2016.1218728
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.langsci.2020.101316
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40299-019-00476-y
https://doi.org/10.24197/edmain.2.2019.77-91
https://doi.org/10.1080/02568543.2019.1701150
https://doi.org/10.5951/TCM.6.8.0482
https://doi.org/10.1177/1836939120944634
https://doi.org/10.1037/edu0000710
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rlfa.2017.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jecp.2016.10.008
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27883911
https://doi.org/10.1037/edu0000182
https://doi.org/10.1080/10824669.2022.2098132
https://doi.org/10.1111/cdev.13095
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tine.2022.100179
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cedpsych.2019.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0954579423000342
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37039136
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2015.01916
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26733909
https://doi.org/10.1080/17405629.2020.1854217
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699931.2019.1669535
https://doi.org/10.1037/emo0000667
https://doi.org/10.1037/bul0000227
https://doi.org/10.1080/17405620344000022

Educ. Sci. 2024, 14, 1240 20 of 20

113.

114.

115.

116.
117.

118.
119.
120.
121.
122.
123.
124.

125.
126.

127.
128.

129.

130.

131.

132.

133.

134.

135.

136.

137.

138.
139.

140.

141.

142.

143.

144.

Cavioni, V.; Grazzani, I.; Ornaghi, V,; Pepe, A.; Pons, F. Assessing the Factor Structure and Measurement Invariance of the Test of
Emotion Comprehension (TEC): A Large Cross-Sectional Study with Children Aged 3-10 Years. J. Cogn. Dev. 2020, 21, 406—424.
[CrossRef]

Bjork, R.F; Bolstad, E.; Pons, F.; Havighurst, S.S. Testing TIK (Tuning in to Kids) with TEC (Test of Emotion Comprehension):
Does enhanced emotion socialization improve child emotion understanding? J. Appl. Dev. Psychol. 2022, 78, 101368. [CrossRef]
Pearson, R.H.; Mundfrom, D.]. Recommended sample size for conducting exploratory factor analysis on dichotomous data. J.
Mod. Appl. Stat. Methods 2010, 9, 359-368. [CrossRef]

Cattell, R. The Scientific Use of Factor Analysis; Plenum: New York, NY, USA, 1978.

Everitt, B.S. Multivariate Analysis: The Need for Data, and other Problems. Br. . Psychiatry 1975, 126, 237-240. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Nunnally, J. Psychometric Theory, 2nd ed.; McGraw-Hill: New York, NY, USA, 1978.

Comrey, A.; Lee, H. A First Course in Factor Analysis; Erlbaum, Mahwah, NJ, USA, 1992.

Gorsuch, R.L. Factor Analysis; Erlbaum: Mahwah, NJ, USA, 1983.

Kline, P. An Easy Guide To Factor Analysis; Routledge: London; UK, 1994.

de Winter, ].C.E,; Dodou, D.; Wieringa, P.A. Exploratory factor analysis with small sample sizes. Multivar. Behav. Res. 2009, 44,
147-181. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Golinkoff, R.M.; Hirsh-Pasek, K. Becoming Brilliant. What Science Tells Us About Raising Successful Children; American Psychological
Association: Washington, DC, USA, 2016.

Molina-Soria, M.; Lépez-Pastor, V.M. Educacion fisica y aprendizaje globalizado en educacién infantil: Evaluacion de una
experiencia. Didacticae 2017, 2, 89-104. [CrossRef]

Ulrich, D.A. Test of Gross Motor Development Second Edition. Examiner’s Manual; PRO-ED: Austin, TX, USA, 2000.

Henderson, S.E.; Sudgen, D.A.; Barnett, A.L. Movement Assessment Battery for Children-2 Examiner’s Manual; Harcourt Assessment:
New York, NY, USA, 2007.

McCarthy, D. Escalas McCarthy de Aptitudes y Psicomotricidad para Nifios; PsychCorp.: Austin, TX, USA, 2011.

Haeussler, .M.; Marchant, T. Test de Desarrollo Psicomotor 2-5 afios TEPSI, 10th ed.; Ediciones Universidad Catdlica de Chile:
Santiago, Chile, 1985.

Roid, G.H.; Sampers, J.L. Merril-Palmer-R. Escalas de Desarrollo. TEA Ediciones; Madrid, Spain, 2011.

Ramons, J.L.; Cuadrado, I. PECO. Prueba para la Evaluacion del Conocimiento Fonoldgico; EOS: Suzhou, Chiana, 2006.

Aguinaga, G.; Armentia, M.L,; Fraile, A.; Olangua, P.; Uriz, N. PLON-R. Prueba de Lenguaje Oral Navarra—Revisada; TEA Ediciones:
Madrid, Spain, 2004.

Fuentes, T. FACILITO. Evaluacion de Precurrentes Instrumentales para la Adquisicion de la Lectoescritura, 2nd ed.; E1 Manual Moderno:
Meéxico City, Mexico, 2002.

Kaminski, R.A.; Good, R.H. Toward a Technology for Assessing Basic Early Literacy Skills. Sch. Psychol. Rev. 1996, 25, 215-227.
[CrossRef]

Invernizzi, M.; Meier, J.; Swank, L. Phonological Awareness Literacy Screening for Preschoolers (PALS-PreK); APA PsycTests: Washing-
ton, DC, USA, 2004.

Flores, ].C.; Ostrosky, F; Lozano, A. BANFE-2. Bateria Neuropsicologica de Funciones Ejecutivas y Lobulos Frontales, 2nd ed.; El
Manual Modeno: México City, Mexico, 2014.

Portellano, J.A.; Martinez, R.; Zumarraga, L. Manual ENFEN. Evaluacion Neuropsicoldgica de las Funciones Ejecutivas en Nifios; TEA
Ediciones: Madrid, Spain, 2009.

Zelazo, P.D. The Dimensional Change Card Sort (DCCS): A method of assessing executive function in children. Nat. Protoc. 2006,
1,297-301. [CrossRef]

Reynolds, C.R.; Bigler, E.D. TOMAL. Test de Memoria y Aprendizaje; TEA Edicione: Madrid, Spain, 2001.

Weiland, C.; Wolfe, C.B.; Hurwitz, M.D.; Clements, D.H.; Sarama, J.H.; Yoshikawa, H. Early mathematics assessment: Validation
of the short form of a prekindergarten and kindergarten mathematics measure. Educ. Psychol. 2012, 32, 311-333. [CrossRef]
Grégoire, J.; Noél, M.P,; Van Nieuwenhoven, C. TEDI-MATH. Test para el Diagndstico de las Competencias Bdsicas en Matemdticas,
Manual; TEA Ediciones: Madrid, Spain, 2005.

Izard, C.E.; Haskins, EW.; Schultz, D.; Trentacista, C.J.; King, K.A. Emotion Matching Task; University of Delaware: Newark, DE,
USA, 2003.

Coplan, R.J.; Rubin, K.H. Exploring and Assessing Nonsocial Play in the Preschool: The Development and Validation of the
Preschool Play Behavior Scale. Soc. Dev. 1998, 7, 72-91. [CrossRef]

Ladd, G.W.; Profilet, S.M. The Child Behavior Scale: A Teacher-Report Measure of Young Children’s Aggressive, Withdrawn, and
Prosocial Behaviors. Dev. Psychol. 1996, 32, 1008-1024. [CrossRef]

Bronson, M.B.; Goodson, B.D.; Layzer, J.I.; Love, ].M. Child Behavior Rating Scale; Abt Associates: Rockville, MD, USA, 1990.

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.1080/15248372.2020.1741365
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appdev.2021.101368
https://doi.org/10.22237/jmasm/1288584240
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.126.3.237
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1125504
https://doi.org/10.1080/00273170902794206
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26754265
https://doi.org/10.1344/did.2017.2.89-104
https://doi.org/10.1080/02796015.1996.12085812
https://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2006.46
https://doi.org/10.1080/01443410.2011.654190
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9507.00052
https://doi.org/10.1037/0012-1649.32.6.1008

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Sample 
	Instrument 
	Procedure 
	Data Analysis 

	Results 
	Content Validity 
	Reliability 
	Construct Validity 

	Discussion 
	Psychomotor Domain 
	Cognitive Domain 
	Socioemotional Domain 
	Limitations 

	Conclusions 
	Appendix A
	References

