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ABSTRACT  This study aimed to explore the effects of previous instruction on technical, tactical and
external workload performances in football small-sided games. Two 7-a-side balanced competitive teams
received instructions regarding the rules of the small-sided games proposed. Additionally, one team received
instructions from the coach regarding the collective tactical behaviour required for each exercise condition:
(a) Without strategic instruction (WSI); (b) Defensive strategy (DS); (c) Offensive strategy (OS) to play against
the team that only received the rules of the small-sided games. The comparisons among game scenarios were
assessed via standardised mean differences. The comparison between WSI and DS revealed higher number of
defensive actions, less space covered, and more distance covered in jogging for DS in comparison with WSI.
The comparison between WSI and OS revealed more passes per ball possession, larger team length, larger
space covered, lower distance covered walking, and more distance covered in jogging for OS in comparison
with WSI. The results reinforce that coaches’ previous instruction constrains the technical, tactical, and
physical demands of small-sided games in football. The use of previous instruction regarding strategical and
tactical behaviour allows highlighting the players’ behaviour and ensures functional team performance.
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Introduction

The ability of team sports’ coaches to manage task constraints in training practices is paramount to develop
players and teams’ performance (Potrac, Brewer, Jones, Armour, & Hoff, 2000). Under this scope, some inter-
vention models have been proposed in the literature in an attempt to identify the key knowledge and compe-
tences of successful sport coaches (Cushion, Armour, & Jones, 2006). Among the different skills that a coach
uses, the ability to communicate with players and to focus their attention on tasks is a key issue (Potrac et al.,
2000) For instance, the correct design of practice tasks or the correct use of verbal instruction are fundamen-
tal skills for the development of physical, technical, and tactical skills (Aguiar, Botelho, Gongalves, & Sampaio,
2013; Travassos, Duarte, Vilar, Davids, & Araujo, 2012; Williams & Hodges, 2005).

Taking into consideration the constraint-lead approach, the coaches’ ability to manipulate and intervene in
training contexts according to specific competitions scenarios increases players’ attentional focus and pro-
motes the transference of behaviours between training and competition (Renshaw, Davids, Shuttleworth, &
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Chow, 2009). Over the years, studies have been focused on the manipulation of rules in order to investigate its
effects on technical, tactical and physical performance (Aguiar et al., 2013; Hill-Haas, Dawson, Impellizzeri,
& Coutts, 2011; Olthof, Frencken, & Lemmink, 2017; Vilar et al., 2014). Such strategies, commonly used in
small-sided games (SSG) contexts (i.e., manipulation of space, number of players, number of goals, corri-
dors...) aims to trigger the emergence of individual behaviours that lead to functional team behaviours (Coté
& Gilbert, 2009; Davids, Araujo, Correia, & Vilar, 2013).

Additionally, over the last years, some studies have analysed the effect of changes on instruction in the learn-
ing process of players and physical education students (Cordovil, Araujo, Davids, & Gouveia, 2009; Garcia,
Sabido, Barbado, & Moreno, 2013; Praxedes, Moreno, Sevil, Garcia-Gonzalez, & Del Villar, 2016). Cordovil
et al. (2009) showed that the manipulation of initial instruction in basketball (neutral, risk or conservative)
promoted changes in interpersonal relationships among players and affected the way players explored space
during 1x1 basketball tasks. Garcia et al. (2013) studied the effects of instruction on the velocity and preci-
sion of handball shots in players of different levels and showed that instruction was most effective for less
experienced players than for experienced ones. Also, Praxedes et al. (2016) recently suggested that the use of
questioning in the practice of SSG allow the improvement of individual actions of players, such as the pass
and the dribble.

In practice, the initial instruction is frequently used to manipulate training tasks according to the task goals
and the expected offensive and defensive behaviour of teams (Cushion et al., 2006). In fact, initial instruction
is one of the constraints most used by coaches when describing and defining the exercise aim and reinforcing
the main possibilities of play. For that, task manipulation and initial instruction should be aligned with the
strategic ideas of the coach to promote the transfer of team behaviours from training tasks to the competitive
game environment (Renshaw et al., 2009). However, most of the time, coaches’ perceptions did not match
the obtained effects, and scientific knowledge is scarce regarding its effects on practice (Millar, Oldham, &
Donovan, 2011). To the best of our knowledge, no studies have been developed in football with the goal
of understanding the effect of the initial instruction on the technical, tactical, and physical performance of
players and teams.

Thus, the aim of this study was to assess the effects of coaches’ strategic instruction on defensive and offensive
performance in football small-sided games. Changes in technical actions, tactical behaviour, and external
workload between teams that did not receive any strategic instruction, or received strategic instructions relat-
ed to defensive or offensive behaviours were expected.

Methods

Participants

Sixteen semi-professional football players participated in the study (age: 23.9+5.4 years old, body mass:
72.4%6 kg, height: 1.79+0.6 m and playing experience: 11.2+5.3 years). All players were part of the same
club. The participants and coaching staff agreed with the protocol description and were notified that they
could withdraw from the study at any time. Written informed consent was obtained from all participants.
The investigation was approved by the local Institutional Research Ethics Committee and conformed to the
recommendations of the 1964 Declaration of Helsinki.

Procedures

A cross-sectional field study was used to identify the effects of instructions in the technical, tactical, and
physical behaviour of players and teams in small-sided games. Before the experimental session, there was
a 15-min standardised warm-up based on running, ball possession, and dynamic stretching exercises. The
outfield players were divided into two 7-a-side balanced competitive teams. Both teams received instructions
regarding the rules of the small-sided games proposed.

Additionally, one team received instructions from the coach regarding the individual and collective tactical
behaviour required for each exercise condition: (a) without strategic instruction (WSI); (b) Defensive strategy
(DS); (c) Offensive strategy (OS). In the first exercise (WSI), both teams only received instructions regarding
the rules of the small-sided game. In the second exercise (DS), one team was instructed to maintain the team
compactness in the inner zones of the field in order to regain ball possession and explore counter-attacks to
win the game. In the third exercise (OS), the instructed team was required to maintain ball possession and
to only attack when a clear advantage was created. During the instruction, the coach highlighted the partial
goals of the team and the distribution of players on the space that the team should promote to ensure the
achievement of the proposed goals.

Each team played against the opponent twice in a randomised sequence in two different days (day 1: OS, WSI,
DS and day 2: WSI, DS, OS), and data from outfield players were analysed comparing the performance of each
team in each exercise. The two goalkeepers (GK) also participated in the protocol but were excluded from
the data analysis. The 7-a-side games for testing the effects of instructions lasted for five minutes interspersed
with three minutes of passive recovery and were played on a 62 x 50 metres in natural grass pitch, respecting
the official football rules.
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Data collection

The technical actions of the players during the small-sided games that characterise defensive or attacking
purposes were registered using a notational analysis system. The games were recorded using a video camera
(CANON Legria HF G40) and the number of passes per ball possession (PBP) and the number of ball recov-
eries in inner zones (BR) were registered.

The dynamic players’ positioning was gathered using a non-differential 5Hz GPS system and used to compute
both tactical and external workload variables. Tactical behaviour was analysed based on teams’ length, teams’
width, and teams’ effective playing space (EPS) (computed using convex hull). The external workload was as-
sessed through total distance covered by players and distance covered at different movement speed categories
(Folgado, Duarte, Fernandes, & Sampaio, 2014): 0.0-3.5 km/h (walking); 3.6-14.3 km/h (jogging); 14.4-19.7
km/h (running); and >19.8 km/h (sprinting). All the variables were computed using dedicated routines in
Matlab® software (MathWorks, Inc., Massachusetts, USA).

Statistical Analysis

Magnitude-based inferences and the precision of estimation were used to avoid the shortcomings of research
approaches supported by the null-hypothesis significance testing (Batterham & Hopkins, 2006). Prior to the
game comparisons, all processed variables were log-transformed to reduce the non-uniformity of error. A
descriptive analysis was performed using mean and standard deviations for each variable. The comparisons
among game scenarios were assessed via standardised mean differences, computed with pooled variance
and respective 90% confidence intervals (Cumming, 2012; Hopkins, Marshall, Batterham, & Hanin, 2009).
Thresholds for effect sizes statistics were 0.2, trivial; 0.6, small; 1.2, moderate; 2.0, large; and >2.0, very large
(Hopkins et al., 2009). Differences in means for both pairs of scenarios were also expressed and graphically
represented in percentage units with 90% confidence limits (CL). The effect was reported as unclear if the CL
overlapped the thresholds for the smallest worthwhile changes, which were computed from the standardised
units multiplied by 0.2. Magnitudes of clear effects were described probabilistically according to the following
scale: 25-75%, possible; 75-95%, likely; 95-99%, very likely; >99%, most likely (Hopkins et al., 2009).

Results
As expected, the comparison between free game scenarios in competition revealed unclear effects on techni-
cal, tactical behaviour, and external workload.

The analysis of technical actions revealed the most likely large higher ball recoveries in inner zones for DS
in comparison with WSI. Furthermore, likely moderate higher PBP for OS in comparison with WSI was ob-
served. The other technical actions revealed unclear effects for the comparison between all the game scenarios
(see Table 1 and Figure 1).

TABLE 1 Descriptive results from the comparisons among considered game scenarios for technical
variables

Game (meanzSD)

Technical actions

WSI vs WSI WSl vs DS WSl vs OS
Ball recoveries in inner zones 2.3+2.1vs3.3£1.9 2.0+0.8 vs 6.3+3.1 1.3£0.4 vs 2.0+0.8
Ne passes per ball possession 3.9+1.8vs5.1+3.17 3.9+2.2vs3.3+1.2 3.6+1.8vs6.1+2.2

Note. WSI - without strategic instruction; DS - defensive strategy; OS - offensive strategy.

Technical actions

FIGURE 1 Standardized (Cohen) differences
in technical variables according to the game
scenarios’ comparisons. Error bars indicate
uncertainty in the true mean changes with
90% confidence intervals. Asterisks indicate
the likelihood for the magnitude of the
true differences in mean as follows: *likely;
***most likely
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The analysis of tactical actions revealed likely moderate lower EPS for DS in comparison with WSIL.
Furthermore, very likely large higher team length and likely moderate higher EPS for OS in comparison with
WSI were observed. The other tactical actions revealed unclear effects for the comparison between all the

game scenarios (see Table 2 and Figure 2).

TABLE 2 Descriptive results from the comparisons among considered game scenarios for tactical
variables
Game (meanzSD)

WSI vs WSI WSl vs DS WSl vs OS
Team Length (m) 20.2+4.1 vs 20.7£2.1 17.2+£1.1vs 16.8+1.2 18.2+2.4vs 21.2+1.7
Team Width (m) 32.6+4.7 vs 33.8+2.4 31.6+3.3 vs 30.6+4.8 29.6+2.4vs31.3£3.4
Effective playing space (m?)  398.1£79.3vs 403.2+46.2  344.6+24.7 vs 304.6+47.1  318.4+55.6 vs 382.9+57.7

Tactical behaviour

Tactical behaviour

Team Length (m) + =
sk
Team Width (m) + 8
EPS (m2) + * g
*
VL L M S T S M L VL
2 a2 0602%206 12 2

Standardized (Cohen) differences

O WSIvs WSI A WSIvsOS 0O WSIvsDS

FIGURE 2 Standardized (Cohen) differences in tactical variables according to the game scenarios’ comparisons. Error
bars indicate uncertainty in the true mean changes with 90% confidence intervals. EPS = effective playing space.
Asterisks indicate the likelihood for the magnitude of the true differences in mean as follows: *likely; **very likely

The analysis of external workload revealed likely moderate higher distance covered in jogging for DS in com-
parison with WSI. Furthermore, likely moderate higher total distance covered, likely moderate lower distance
covered walking, and most likely large higher distance covered jogging for OS in comparison with WSI were
revealed. The other external load variables revealed unclear effects for the comparison between all the game
scenarios (see Table 3 and Figure 3).

TABLE 3 Descriptive results from the comparisons among considered game scenarios for external load
variables
Game (mean*SD)

External workload
WSI vs WSI WSI vs DS WSl vs OS

Total d'Sta(”mc)e covered (36 44403 vs607.1437.9  567.9442.2vs591.1460.9  558.3%75.1 vs 630.1460.4

Dist covered Walking
(0-3.5km/h)

Dist covered Jogging
(3.6 - 14.3 km/h)

Dist covered Running
(14.4-19.7 km/h)

Dist covered Sprinting
(>19.8 km/h)

33.5£5.9vs 34.4£5.8 48.5+£9.4 vs 37.4%13.2 49.3+x14.3 vs 34.8£11.6

487.3+31.4vs470.1£36.1  412.4+34.8vs467.3+59.5  404.5+61.7 vs 489.4+46.5

96.3+20.7 vs 75.4+38.7 83.5+£32.9 vs 69.6+9.7 78.6+21.4 vs 82.6+37.4

19.6£16.5vs 18.1£15.8 23.4£10.8 vs 16.6+14.1 26.1£24.7 vs 23.6+£14.9
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External workload
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FIGURE 3 Standardized (Cohen) differences in external workload variables according to the game scenarios’
comparisons. Error bars indicate uncertainty in the true mean changes with 90% confidence intervals. Asterisks
indicate the likelihood for the magnitude of the true differences in mean as follows: *likely; ***most likely

Discussion
This study aimed to investigate the effects of changes on coaches’ strategic instruction in technical actions,
tactical behaviour, and external workload during football small-sided games.

Overall, the results showed that teams in which only WSI was used for both teams, the training tasks did
not change technical, tactical and external load performances. The results confirmed that the use of coaches’
strategic defensive and offensive instructions (i.e., DS and OS) constrains the technical, tactical, and physical
performance of players and teams (Cushion et al., 2006; Millar et al., 2011). Regarding the team that received
DS instructions, it was observed that they recovered more ball possessions in final pitch areas, decreased the
space occupied, and increased the distance covered in jogging. Finally, the team that received OS instructions
increased the number of passes and increased the space occupied in the pitch compared to the team that did
not receive instruction. Surprisingly, this team increased the distance covered in jogging in comparison to
the team WSI. These results highlight that the team that did not receive initial instruction explored individ-
ual and collective possibilities for action only based on situational information and without considering the
strategic collective behaviour of the team (Renshaw et al., 2009). The definition of the strategic defensive or
offensive behaviour allows that teams to direct the attention to taskwork with implicit coordination related
with the goals previously defined in comparison with the team that did not receive such information (Eccles
& Tenenbaum, 2004).

Defensively, results suggest that after receiving DS instruction, teams perform more compactly throughout
the game. The use of strategic instruction (e.g., maintain the team compactness in the inner zones of the
pitch, in order to recover ball possession and explore counter-attacks) constraint the way that players perceive
their own and teammates actions in order to potentiate their collective defensive behaviour (Silva, Garganta,
Araujo, Davids, & Aguiar, 2013). In defensive terms, the DS instruction also constrains the team only to try
to recover ball possession in more favourable zones. Interestingly, results show that individual adjustments
performed to achieve an optimal collective defensive behaviour have an impact on the external load, par-
ticularly on the jogging distance. These results are in line with previous investigations that show that when
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defensive behaviours are emphasised, players tend to compact the game space making their positioning more
regular among teammates (Travassos, Gongalves, Marcelino, Monteiro, & Sampaio, 2014; Vilar et al., 2014).
Thus, the initial verbal instruction focused on DS behaviours of the team can promote changes in the external
load indexes of the exercises. Similar results were found through the handling of information about game and
exercise time with impact on pacing (Ferraz et al., 2018) and on spatial-temporal relations between teams
(Gongalves et al., 2017).

With respect to instruction focused on OS, the results promote the use of a greater EPS, greater depth, as well
as a greater number of passes per ball possession in comparison to the team without prior information. When
defining that the OS of the team was to maintain ball possession and to attack the goal only when there was an
advantage to creating a successful finalisation scenario, coach promoted a more supported game in a greater
playing space. Inclusively, the greater depth of the team may be linked to more space between defensive lines
and consequently the existence of more evident passing lines to progress in the field (Sgro, Aiello, Casella, &
Lipoma, 2016).

As previously mentioned, highlighting the collective possibilities of play may promote the emergence of in-
dividual adaptations to collective demands. This emergent behaviour arises through the existence of shared
affordances supported by existing contextual information and based on the intentionality of individual play-
ers to exploit the collective goal (Silva et al., 2013). The capacity of coaches to focus the attention of players
on the spatial-temporal relations that support successful actions is key for this process (Cushion et al., 2006;
Millar et al., 2011; Silva et al., 2013). In this case, it is possible to consider that the information provided by the
coaches’ previous instruction clearly constrain the exploration of the players’ collective behaviour. However,
this may not be valid for players and/or teams with different levels of skill or playing experience (Pritchard,
Hawkins, Wiegand, & Metzler, 2008).

As previously noted the external load of the team with previous instruction focused on OS was lower in
walking but increased in jogging. To keep ball possession, the attackers are required to perform constant
supportive movements to the ball carrier, which enhances collectively external load in jogging. Thus, it means
that external load is strongly linked to the team’s tactical aims and this should be considered when selecting
instructions and task constraints (Hill-Haas et al., 2011; Owen et al., 2016; Sampaio, Lago, Gongalves, Magas,
& Leite, 2013). These results reinforce the idea that the game pace of the team is determined by the collec-
tive goals of the team, with players adjusting the speed and precision of the collective actions to manage the
playing space and to identify functional possibilities for action (Folgado, Duarte, Marques, & Sampaio, 2015).

In summary, the coaches’ instruction should be focused on the objective of the actions in order to promote
individual and collective adaptations (Williams & Hodges, 2005). The definition and manipulation of the
defensive and offensive objectives linked to the initial instruction have a huge effect on the players and teams’
performance and on the transfer of such behaviours to the competitive environment.

Nevertheless, it should be noted that the experimental design of this study presents some limitations that do
not allow its generalisation to all contexts. It is not possible to measure the players’ level of knowledge and the
level of detail that each team needs to promote functional adaptations in their behaviour (Garcia et al., 2013).
The outcomes of this work must be considered and interpreted by each coach at the time of the definition of
the previous instruction. Future investigations should consider larger samples, including more teams from
different levels.

Conclusion

In conclusion, the present study revealed that coaches’ instruction at the beginning of the practice tasks,
constrains the technical, tactical, and physical demands of small-sided games in football. The use of stra-
tegic instruction allows highlighting the shared affordances that support the collective behaviour of teams
to perform functionally. Thus, the use of appropriate coaches’ instruction at the beginning of practice tasks
could be paramount to focusing players on the key informational constraints that will support their indi-
vidual and, consequently, collective solutions throughout the game. More than the definition of the moves
required, coaches should highlight the goals that should be explored over the practice sessions to help players
to discover and explore more functional technical and tactical solutions. The expected external load of each
practice task should be aligned with the practice task manipulations and instructions to promote the right
preparedness of players.

REFERENCES

Aguiar, M., Botelho, G., Gongalves, B., & Sampaio, J. (2013). Physiological responses and activity profiles of
football small-sided games. Journal of Strength and Conditioning Research, 27(5), 1287-1294. doi:10.1519/
JSC.0b013e318267a35¢

Batterham, A. M., & Hopkins, W. G. (2006). Making Meaningful Inferences About Magnitudes. International
Journal of Sports Physiology and Performance, 1(1), 50-57.

Cordovil, R., Araujo, D., Davids, K., & Gouveia, L. (2009). The influence of instructions and body-scaling as
constraints on decision-making processes in team sports. European journal of sport science, 9(3), 169-179.

34

DOI 10.26773/mjssm.190305



DOI 10.26773/mjssm.190305

COACHES'INSTRUCTION IN FOOTBALL SMALL-SIDED GAMES | J. BATISTA ET AL.

doi:10.1080/17461390902763417

Coté, J., & Gilbert, W. (2009). An integrative definition of coaching effectiveness and expertise. International
journal of sports science & coaching, 4(3), 307-323.

Cumming, G. (2012). Understanding the New Statistics: Effect Sizes, Confidence Intervals, and Meta-Analysis.
New York: Routledge, Taylor & Francis Group.

Cushion, C.J., Armour, K. M., & Jones, R. L. (2006). Locating the coaching process in practice: models ‘for’and
‘of coaching. Physical education and sport pedagogy, 11(01), 83-99.

Davids, K., Araujo, D., Correia, V., & Vilar, L. (2013). How small-sided and conditioned games enhance
acquisition of movement and decision-making skills. Exercise and sport sciences reviews, 41(3), 154-161.

Eccles, D., & Tenenbaum, G. (2004). Why an expert team is more than a team of experts: a social-cognitive
conceptualization of team coordination and communication in sport. Journal of sport & exercise psychol-
0gy, 26(4), 542-560.

Ferraz, R., Gongalves, B., Coutinho, D., Marinho, D. A., Sampaio, J., & Marques, M. C. (2018). Pacing be-
haviour of players in team sports: Influence of match status manipulation and task duration knowledge.
PLoS ONE, 13(2), €0192399. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0192399

Folgado, H., Duarte, R., Fernandes, O., & Sampaio, J. (2014). Competing with Lower Level Opponents
Decreases Intra-Team Movement Synchronization and Time-Motion Demands during Pre-Season
Soccer Matches. PLoS ONE, 9(5), €97145. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0097145

Folgado, H., Duarte, R., Marques, P, & Sampaio, J. (2015). The effects of congested fixtures period on tactical
and physical performance in elite football. Journal of Sports Sciences, 33(12), 1238-1247. doi:10.1080/026
40414.2015.1022576

Garcia, J. A., Sabido, R., Barbado, D., & Moreno, E. J. (2013). Analysis of the relation between throwing speed
and throwing accuracy in team-handball according to instruction. European journal of sport science,
13(2), 149-154.

Gongalves, B., Esteves, P.,, Folgado, H., Ric, A., Torrents, C., & Sampaio, J. (2017). Effects of Pitch Area-
Restrictions on Tactical Behavior, Physical, and Physiological Performances in Soccer Large-Sided Games.
Journal of Strength and Conditioning Research, 31(9), 2398-2408. doi:10.1519/JSC.0000000000001700

Hill-Haas, S., Dawson, B., Impellizzeri, M., & Coutts, J. (2011). Physiology of Small-Sided Games Training in
Football: A Systematic Review. Sports Medicine, 41(3), 199-220. doi:0112-1642/11/0003-0199

Hopkins, W. G., Marshall, S. W, Batterham, A. M., & Hanin, J. (2009). Progressive Statistics for Studies in
Sports Medicine and Exercise Science. Medicine and Science in Sports and Exercise, 41(1), 3-12. doi:Doi
10.1249/Mss.0b013e31818cb278

Millar, S.-K., Oldham, A. R. H., & Donovan, M. (2011). Coaches” Self-Awareness of Timing, Nature and
Intent of Verbal Instructions to Athletes. International journal of sports science & coaching, 6(4), 503-513.
doi:10.1260/1747-9541.6.4.503

Olthof, S. B., Frencken, W. G., & Lemmink, K. A. (2017). Match-derived relative pitch area changes the phys-
ical and team tactical performance of elite soccer players in small-sided soccer games. Journal of Sports
Sciences, 1-7.

Owen, A. L., Dunlop, G., Rouissi, M., Haddad, M., Mendes, B., & Chamari, K. (2016). Analysis of positional
training loads (ratings of perceived exertion) during various-sided games in European professional soccer
players. International journal of sports science & coaching, 11(3), 374-381.

Potrac, P, Brewer, C., Jones, R., Armour, K., & Hoff, J. (2000). Toward an Holistic Understanding of the
Coaching Process. Quest, 52(2), 186-199. doi:10.1080/00336297.2000.10491709

Praxedes, A., Moreno, A., Sevil, J., Garcia-Gonzalez, L., & Del Villar, F. (2016). A preliminary study of the
effects of a comprehensive teaching program, based on questioning, to improve tactical actions in young
footballers. Perceptual and Motor Skills, 122(3), 742-756.

Pritchard, T., Hawkins, A., Wiegand, R., & Metzler, J. N. (2008). Effects of Two Instructional Approaches on
Skill Development, Knowledge, and Game Performance. Measurement in Physical Education and Exercise
Science, 12(4), 219-236. doi:10.1080/10913670802349774

Renshaw, I, Davids, K., Shuttleworth, R., & Chow, J. Y. (2009). Insights from ecological psychology and dy-
namical systems theory can underpin a philosophy of coaching. International Journal of Sport Pshychology,
40, 580-602.

Sampaio, J., Lago, C., Gongalves, B., Mag¢as, V., & Leite, N. (2013). Effects of pacing, status and unbalance
in time motion variables, heart rate and tactical behaviour when playing 5-a-side football small-sided
games. Journal of Science and Medicine in Sport, 17(2), 229-233.

Sgro, E, Aiello, E, Casella, A., & Lipoma, M. (2016). Offensive strategies in the European Football
Championship 2012. Perceptual and motor skills, 123(3), 792-809.

Silva, P, Garganta, J., Araujo, D., Davids, K., & Aguiar, P. (2013). Shared knowledge or shared affordances?
Insights from an ecological dynamics approach to team coordination in sports. Sports Medicine, 43(9),
765-772. d0i:10.1007/s40279-013-0070-9

Travassos, B., Duarte, R., Vilar, L., Davids, K., & Aradjo, D. (2012). Practice task design in team sports:
Representativeness enhanced by increasing opportunities for action. Journal of Sports Sciences, 30(13),
1447-1454. doi:10.1080/02640414.2012.712716

Travassos, B., Gongalves, B., Marcelino, R., Monteiro, R., & Sampaio, J. (2014). How perceiving additional
targets modifies teams’ tactical behavior during football small-sided games. Human movement science,

35



COACHES'INSTRUCTION IN FOOTBALL SMALL-SIDED GAMES | J. BATISTA ET AL.

38, 241-250.

Vilar, L., Esteves, P., Travassos, B., Passos, P., Lago-Pefias, C., & Davids, K. (2014). Varying Numbers of Players
in Small-Sided Soccer Games Modifies Action Opportunities During Training. International Journal of
Sports Science and Coaching, 9(5), 1007-1018.

Williams, A. M., & Hodges, N. J. (2005). Practice, instruction and skill acquisition in soccer: Challenging
tradition. Journal of Sports Sciences, 23(6), 637 - 650. doi:10.1080/02640410400021328

36

DOI 10.26773/mjssm.190305




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


