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Chart A3.1. Tfrtiar}'—t}']:m A grnduntiﬂu rates in 2008 [ﬁrst—tim-: grnduntiﬂn]

The chart shows the estimated percentage of a 2008 age cohort that will complete,
for the first time, tertiary-type A education (based on current patterns of graduation);
it also indicates how many young adults complete tertiary-type A education outside

of the typical age of graduation.

Based on current patterns of graduation, on average 38% of an age cohort in 2008 is estimated
to complete tertiary-type A education in the 26 OECD countries with comparable data, The
proportion of students who complete tertiary-type A education outside the typical age of
graduation is high in Finland, Iceland, New Zealand, Sweden and the partner country Israel,
where graduation rates for students aged over 30 account for one-quarter or more of the total

graduation rate.
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Nidurstodur PISA 2009

NidurstoOur gefnar ut af OECD 1 sex bindum:

e . bindi: What Students Know and Can Do: Student Performance
in Reading, Mathematics and Science

e I1. bindi: Overcoming Social Background: Equity in Learning
Opportunities and Outcomes

e III. bindi: Learning to I.earn: Student Engagement, Strategics and
Practices

o I'V. bindi: What Makes a School Successful? Resources, Policies
and Practices

V. bindi: Learning Trends: Changes in Student Performance Since
2000

* VI bindi: Digital Readers: Performance in reading digital texts
(Kemur vt i juni 2011)
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® Flgure 11,25 =

Reading performance difference between students from single-parent families
and those from other types of familles

Diifferances In pariammance bafore and afier soccunting for socio-sconamic beckground

O W Differenca In parkormancs beiwaan sisdane Trom ngle-parent famila:
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= Flgure 1126 =
Reading performance, by school location
Adean soores afver acoowneng for socto-eoonomic backgrowndg
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e (Canada, Finland and Korea, together with the partner economy
Hong Kong-China, Japan and Shanghai-China display high
student performance in reading and, at the same time, a below-
average impact of economic, social and cultural status on
student performance.

e With mean performance closer to the OECD average, Estonia
and Iceland also appear among the countries with relatively
gentle and weak relationships between socio-economic
background and performance.

e These school systems can be considered worthwhile cases for
analysis inasmuch as they succeed in having both high levels
of equity and high levels of performance.

e Volume IV, What Makes a School Successful?, delves into the
organisational characteristics of these successful school
systems.

1) -
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Figure I1.3.5 shows the average scores before and after accounting for countries’

socio-economic profile. This hypothetical adjustment assumes that all countries

have the same average PISA index of economic, socio-economic and cultural

status, equal to that of the OECD average.

The difference between the observed performance and the adjusted performance
reflects the extent to which performance differences are driven by the average

socio-economic background of the student population.
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e With such an adjustment, Spain and Italy would move from
a below-average unadjusted score to an adjusted score
around the OECD average. Turkey, Portugal and Macao-
China would move from below the OECD average to above.

e The adjustment also improves scores for Mexico by 30
score points and reduces Iceland’s mean performance from
500 to 483 score points.

 Among the partner countries and economies, the adjustment
raises the performance score by more than 25 score points
in Thailand, Kyrgyzstan, Uruguay, Indonesia and
Argentina; more than 30 score points in Brazil, Colombia,
Panama and Albania; and more than 50 score points in Peru.
The score for Dubai (UAE) decreases by 21 score points
and that of Qatar by 12 score points.

1) -



e For countries whose average socio-economic background is
relatively disadvantaged, and which have a large dispersion of
socio-economic characteristics, it 1s particularly difficult to meet
the needs of disadvantaged students: Not only are there many
disadvantaged students, but many disadvantaged students show
very low levels of socioeconomic background.

— For example, in Mexico, Turkey and the partner countries Brazil and
Colombia, more than 50% of all students come from a socio-economic
background below that of the least-advantaged 15% of students in the
OECD countries and in Indonesia, Peru and Thailand, more than 60% of
students do so.

— In contrast, in Norway, Australia, Iceland, Canada and Finland, less than
5% of students have a socio-economic background below that of the least
advantaged 15% of students in the OECD countries.
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= Figure 11.4.1 =
Percentage of students with an immigrant background
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Stada adfluttra nemenda og nemenda sem eiga
adflutta foreldra mioaod vid innfaedda nemendur a
Islandi samkvaemt PISA 2009

PISA stig

Lesskilningur 400 450 500 550 600

2 % Nemandi og foreldrar faeddust i 6dru landi (N=63)

Nemandi og annad foreldri faeddust i 6dru landi (N=41)

Eingdngu maédir faeddist i 6ru landi (N=129)

Eingdngu fadir faeddist i 6dru landi (N=94)

Nemandi en ekki foreldrar faeddisti 6dru landi (N=110)

Nemandi og foreldrar faeddust 4 islandi (N=3105)
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® Figure[1.4.3 =

Performance difference between students with and without an immigrant background,
by percentage of students with an immigrant background
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* Hve vel tekst menntakerfum a0 veita adfluttum
bornum pa pjonustu sem pau purfa til ad eiga
tekifer: til grunnmenntunar 4 vi0 innfedda 1 pvi
land1 sem pau bua?

— Pad er einmitt vegna pess ad mikill munur er 4
lesskilningi adfluttra og innfeddra nemenda hér & landi
sem leggja parf aherslu & ad hlua sérstaklega a0 pessum
hopi.

— Hann er famennur en stada hans er 6venjulega slam
midad vid adra nemendur, samanborid vid stoduna i
O00rum londum.
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= Figure ll.4.4 =

teading performance, by immigrant status
< Students without an immigrant background

@ Second-generation students
A First-generation students

= All students
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11

e On average across OECD countries, students with
an immigrant background tend to have a socio-
economic background that 1s 0.4 of a standard
deviation lower than that of their non-immigrant
peers.

e This relationship 1s particularly strong in
Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Iceland, Denmark,
Austria, Germany and the United States.




= Figure [l.4.5 =

t status, before and after account

for socio-economic background

immigran

Reading performance by

[1 B Before accounting for socio-economic background
O [ After accounting for socio-economic background
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e Across countries, it 1S common for students with
an immigrant background not to speak the
language of assessment at home.

e Students with an immigrant background are more
likely to speak a language different than that of the
assessment at home 1n the United States, Sweden,
Austria, Norway, Denmark, Australia, New
Zealand, Germany and Iceland.

* Foreign language at home 1n Iceland:

— Natives: 1%
— Second generation immigrants: 53%

— First generation immigrants: 82%

1) -
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e Differences in the quality of resources for education
between schools attended by students with and without an

immigrant background tend to be small, on average across
the OECD area (Figure 11.4.13).

e In Mexico, Belgium, Germany, Iceland, Luxembourg and
Switzerland, however, students with an immigrant
background attend schools 1n which principals more
frequently report that the low quality of educational
resources hinders learning.

e In most countries, schools attended by students with and
without an immigrant background tend to be comparable 1in
terms of human resources. However, among OECD
countries, in Iceland, the United Kingdom, Israel,
Portugal, Spain, the Netherlands, Denmark, Austria and
Ireland 1s the student-teacher ratio higher in schools
attended by students without an immigrant background.

1) -
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e In Belgium, for example, where the overall variance 1s
20% above the OECD average, the proportion of the total
variance that 1s attributed to between-school differences 1s
higher than the OECD average, but the within-school
variance 1s lower than the OECD average.

e The same holds for Germany, Italy, Austria, Greece and
Japan, among OECD countries with higher variance

between schools, but lower within school variance than the
OECD average.

 In contrast, in Sweden, New Zealand, Iceland, Australia,
Ireland, the United Kingdom and Switzerland, the above-
average total variation 1s driven by large performance
differences within schools.

1) -




e Every OECD country with academic and social
inclusion above the OECD average, except Spain, has a
mean performance at or above the OECD average
(Tables I1.5.1 and 11.5.2).

— These countries include Australia, Canada, Denmark, Estonia,
Finland, Iceland, Ireland, New Zealand, Norway, Sweden,
Switzerland and the United Kingdom.

e Schools in the OECD countries Chile, Hungary, Mexico,
Turkey, Greece, Austria, Belgium and Italy show below-
average levels of both academic and social inclusion.

— This signals a school system in which students of similar socio-
economic background and academic performance generally attend
the same schools.

1) -



Percentiles

—

25th 75th

N/

Middle 50 %

* Range of students’
SOC10-economic
background

= Flgura I1.5.2 =
Rarnge of students’ sodo-econemic background
Srodene varlabithy in the disadbution of the PISA Index of ecopomic, sooial and cwltural seetus

Farcerd sa

Cubai (LAE)
ch Republi
Morwwy
lervake Rapubdi
Aunirin
lapan
Mww Iul||:|d
Auyiralis
Claiar

United Kirgeh
Poland
Chirsss Taipsi

Singapare
Ewadan
Finland
Mo -Chine
Kors
Cansds
Crostis
larwal

Iraland
Triridad srd Tokugs
. bitonis

Muthorlirds
D renark

Fgasion Faderati
*::dimn

Hur‘:w
Sarbis
Hovania
L'l-:h: III!Iirl

Labvi

B s
m"::-!-:."

Horg Kong LThins
liaky

Abanis
Arerbsijan
Cresce

lardan
Lithanis
ShanghaiChins
Indonasis
%:irl

du
Poriugal
riins
e Faru
Turkey
Braml

U rnuguwy
Thaiand
Colombis
Fadco
Turnisis
Panams

18 1.5 )
P55 index of somconils,
uxial and cubonl sz

25 A0 15 e 85 L=}




11

Percentiles

—

25th 75th

N/

Middle 50 %

e Range of schools’

SOC10-eCOnomic
background

“Icelandic students are
seriously well off™

— Even more so than in
Dubai, Qatar, Canada

= Flgura [1.5.5 =

Range of schools’ sodo-economic background
Schoal variabiliy in the distrntbueion of she studenes” avarage FISA lndex of sconomic, soclal and cultural seatws

asihk

75t




e Across OECD countries, differences in the socio-economic
backgrounds of students account for 57% of the
performance differences between schools.

 However, this proportion varies considerably across
countries.

— In Finland, Iceland and Norway, differences in the socio-
economic background of schools account for less than 30% of the
already-small performance differences between schools.
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e Within-school differences in socio-economic background across
students display a gentler relationship with performance than the
between-school differences.

e Consider the case of two students in the same country living with
families whose different economic, social and cultural status gives
them scores on the index that are V4 standard deviation above, and Y4
below the mean.

e If these students attend the same school, with an average socio-
economic profile, the predicted performance gap is smaller: on average
across OECD countries it stands at 9 score points.

e Itis between 10 and 18 score points in New Zealand, Sweden, Poland,
Australia, Finland, Norway, Denmark, Ireland, the United Kingdom,
Iceland, the United States, Canada, Spain, Luxembourg and
Switzerland, and in the partner countries Singapore, Chinese Taipei
and the Russian Federation

e (grey bar in Figure I1.5.5).
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Pre-primary education

e On average across OECD countries, 72% of the
15-year-old students assessed by PISA reported
that they had attended more than one year of pre-
primary education when they were children.

e According to students’ responses, more than one
year of pre-primary education is practically
universal in Japan, the Netherlands, Hungary,
Belgium, Iceland and France, where over 90% of
15-year-olds reported that they had attended pre-
primary education for more than one year.
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