 
The purpose of this written work is to discuss the similarities and differences in learning theories proposed by Piaget, Bruner, and Vygotsky. Jean Piaget (1886 - 1980) was the creator of cognitive development theory and his work has had an impact on education. His theory pointed out that knowledge is gained by active studies. Lev Vygotsky (1896 - 1934) and Jerome Bruner (1915 – 2016) work had also impacted at today’s education. This piece of work will compare and contrast the theories of gentlemen mention earlier. Bruner and Piaget are perceived as the leaders’ theorists at the cognitive constructivism, while Vygotsky can be named as the most well-known theorist when talking about social constructivism. It is worth to explain that Constructivism is one of the theories in education and can be seen in Piaget’s or Vygotsky’s work and is related to teaching and learning. Simply saying, students learn when they are able to add a piece of new information to what they currently know (Olusegun, S. 2015), they are learning by doing not observing.  
Jean Piaget created a theory of childhood cognitive development (Flavel, 1963). He was one of the firsts who studies childhood psychology and explored how children learned and think (Aubrey and Riley, 2019). Piaget has seen learning as a very dynamic process during which learners actively gain knowledge from the surrounding environment. Piaget’s theory is significant when trying to evaluate the curriculum. He suggested that educators should try to understand each child’s development and assessing the child's progress could vary. His research outlines that children should have time to understand the difference between the school and the home world (Simatwa, 2010). The implication of Piaget's theory to education is that the instruction given to the learner should be adequate to his or her developmental level.  It is vital that the instruction must be consistent and possible to understand for example, depending on student age instructions should be short, and the actions or demonstrations should be used as well as words (Funderstanding, 2011). Next theorist, Bruner believed that children can learn more if they have been provided with adequate guidance. He called that kind of support ‘’instructional scaffolding—literally meaning a temporary framework like the ones used to construct buildings, and that allows a much stronger structure to be built within it ‘’(Aubrey and  Riley, 2019, p. 117-122).  He also thought that learners are using different types of processes to resolve the problems and that social interaction is vital in good learning (Gray and Macblain, 2015). Bruner’s learning theory has implications on today’s teaching practices, for example ‘’students should be involved in using their prior experiences and structures to learn new knowledge and experience success and failure not as reward and punishment, but as information” (Bruner, 1961, p. 26). Russian psychologist Lev Vygotsky is another specialist who had a theory related to constructivism. He thought that development comes after interactions (UCD Dublin, no date). Vygotsky suggested that the child interacts with others to gain knowledge (Vygotsky, 1978). His thesis stated ‘’that learning is limited to a time span which he called, zone of proximal development (ZPD) and that full development during the ZDP had to be done in a social setting’’ (Gray and Macblain, 2015, p.99-103). Vygotsky believed that parents and educators play vital role in a children cognitive development enable them to feel comfortable and confident in their abilities. In addition, implementing Vygotsky theories in the classroom is helpful for learners at any age or backgrounds. Many schools created their curriculum in relation to his principles, as children can access adequate and supportive learning environment and they are able to develop their strengths (Zeske, no date). Vygotsky’s theories connected with Piaget and Bruner’s thesis.
Piaget vs Vygotsky. Their theories are often used in contrast to one another. This could be because their theses have got a lot of differences, but they still influence the understanding of the cognitive development of learners. In comparison, Piaget believed ‘’that cognitive development was a product of the mind achieved through observation and experimentation’’ (Rummel, 2008, p. 80), whereas from Vygotsky perspective this is a process, ''achieved through interaction with more knowledgeable members of the culture'' (Blake and Pope, 2008, p.60). Piaget is known as a “cognitive” constructivism theorist (Chambliss, 1996) where Vygotsky is known as “social” constructivism theorist. Yet again, Piaget has believed children learn when they are ready when Vygotsky thought children can learn at any time if provided with the ZPD scaffolded and shaped (Lumen, Educational Psychology, and no date). There are also some key similarities between their theories. Both theorists were reflecting on how children learn, but Vygotsky has put more attention in the social context of learning. Moreover, in Piaget’s approach, the teacher’s role was limited, whereas in Vygotsky’s concept the teacher played a vital role (Aubrey and Riley, 2019).  That might do not look like a lot of similarities, but the key point Piaget and Vygotsky’s share is that learning is continuous development which occurs in stages before progress to the next step will be possible. Neither theories of Piaget nor Vygotsky are actively correct but are influential to early education learners. Bruner vs Piaget. Piaget and Bruner created cognitive development theories and acknowledge that this development occurs in stages. However, their assumptions are contrasting. According to Aubrey and Riley (2019), Piaget believed ‘’that children progress through four stages: sensorimotor, preoperational, concrete operational and formal operational’’. He also suggested ‘’that child’s knowledge is composed of schemas; categories of knowledge from experience that help us to interpret and understand new experiences’’ (Aubrey and Riley, 2019, p. 43-45). Bruner’s social constructional theory fell into three general claims. Firstly, culture has an impact on mental functioning in the individual. Secondly, language and family as cultural tools shaped social and psychological processes and finally, ‘’the developmental method Zone of Proximal Development (ZPD)’’ (Gray and Macblain, 2015, p.135). Alike, Piaget Bruner acknowledges that children develop through interaction. However, different from Piaget, Bruner believed that factors such as language were essential for cognitive improvement (Unknown author, 2013). Bruner also pointed out that the child and adult interaction are vital and his ideas applied directly to education. He also implies that at different ages a different way of thinking was crucial. His ideas have contrasted with Paget’s who suggested ‘’that children developed sequentially through different stages of development'' (Gray and Macblan, 2015, p. 67-76). Bruner vs Vygotsky. Bruner’s study is linked to Vygotsky through their suggestion ‘’that there is no separation between the mental and the social aspects of growth’’ (Dastous, M.R., 2004, p.5). The connection is visible as Bruner believed that learning is an active process.  Children should evolve their own ideas by ‘’using their current or previous knowledge as a catalyst'' (Aubrey and Riley, 2019, p.122). There is a difference between Bruner and Vygotsky. The first gentleman believes that children learn better if they gain the information themselves by interactions, “scaffolded” with the support given by the teacher at the right time. In comparison, Vygotsky says that students should not gain information or knowledge independently. He believed that the teacher is a guide who boosts or stimulate children to question and develop their own ideas. 
Piage, Bruner, and Vygotsky are the theoretician’s representative of cognition theories of social development. Piaget proposed four stages of child development, Vygotsky developed the notion of ZPD ‘’which is characterized by the distance between what a child can learn on his/her own and what a child can learn with help’’ and Bruner divided child development into three stages: enactive, iconic and symbolic’’ (Kalat, 2017). All of them noticed that a child's learning is influenced by others, by society and culture. However, as has been stated earlier on all that dependents on the child's individual development and things such as social surroundings, disabilities, peers, adults or mentors must be taken to consideration. Piaget, Vygotsky, and Bruner have created theories that influence the way children are raised these days. Moreover, they might have contradictory ideas, but there are visible similarities in their work. Their theories have influenced the foundation for curriculum design. In addition, it is worth to mention that child development is a complex process that can be characterized through a holistic understanding of development, where individual learning and experience connect with forms of social learning. Finally, the teacher should focus on helping students, should provide adequate educational resources. Definitely, in today's diverse classroom, the teacher or supporting staff has to try to keep in mind the student's cultural background and language. 
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