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Abstract

Brain science is developing fast in recent decades, and having broader application in education
field. This article introduces and evaluates theoretical foundation, application rules and empirical
researches of brain-based learning, brain gym, and Herrmann whole brain learning, which are
three most widely accepted methods of brain learning. Furthermore, we propose the forecast to
future research and development on brain learning in pedagogy field.
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Figure 1. Duman’s Brain-based model
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Figure 2. Herrmann’s whole brain model
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