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Figure 25	 Percentage of 15-year-old students at each literacy level on 
the reading scale, PISA 2006

Countries are ranked in alphabetical order within country groupings.

Source: OECD 2006, Vol. II, Table 6.1a
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Figure 26	 Percentage of 15-year-old students at each literacy level on 
the mathematics scale, PISA 2006

Countries are ranked in alphabetical order within country groupings.

Source: OECD 2006 vol.II, Table 6.2a
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Figure 27	 Percentage of 15-year-old students at each literacy level on 
the science scale, PISA 2006

Countries are ranked in alphabetical order within country groupings.

Source: OECD 2006, Vol. II, Table 2.1a
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Figure 28	 Multiple comparisons of difference between 95th and 5th 
percentile, PISA 2006
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95th – 5th 380 363 347 339 328 312 305 305 303 300 298 297 293 291 287 279 229

S.E. (13.8) (11.1) (7.6) (10.2) (6.1) (5.8) (10.0) (8.6) (9.5) (6.7) (8.7) (8.0) (5.1) (7.2) (4.8) (8.0) (7.2)

Bulgaria 380 (13.8)               

Czech 
Republic

363 (11.1)             

Slovakia 347 (7.6)             

Kyrgyz 
Republic

339 (10.2)             

Poland 328 (6.1)             

Lithuania 312 (5.8)         

Hungary 305 (10.0)       

Russian 
Federation

305 (8.6)       

Turkey 303 (9.5)      

Serbia 300 (6.7)       

Romania 298 (8.7)      

Latvia 297 (8.0)      

Montenegro 293 (5.1)       

Croatia 291 (7.2)       

Slovenia 287 (4.8)       

Estonia 279 (8.0)          

Azerbaijan 229 (7.2)                


Difference (95th-5th percentile) statistically significantly higher than 
in comparison country. 

No statistically significant difference from comparison country.


Difference (95th-5th percentile) statistically significantly lower than 
in comparison country. 

Source: OECD 2006, Tables 6.1c
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Figure 28	 Multiple comparisons of difference between 95th and 5th 
percentile, PISA 2006 (cont.)
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337 (7.7)             

Bulgaria 332 (13.4)           

Turkey 308 (16.6)   

Slovakia 308 (8.2)       

Serbia 302 (7.5)     

Hungary 299 (7.9)     

Russian 
Federation

294 (7.5)     

Lithuania 294 (6.5)     

Slovenia 292 (4.6)     

Kyrgyz 
Republic

291 (8.9)   

Poland 285 (4.7)    

Montenegro 282 (4.8)    

Romania 279 (9.8)   

Croatia 273 (5.6)         

Latvia 272 (6.8)         

Estonia 264 (7.0)            


Difference (95th-5th percentile) statistically significantly higher than 
in comparison country. 

No statistically significant difference from comparison country.


Difference (95th-5th percentile) statistically significantly lower than 
in comparison country. 

Source: OECD 2006, Tables 6.2c
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Figure 28	 Multiple comparisons of difference between 95th and 5th 
percentile, PISA 2006 (cont.)
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Czech 
Republic

322 (7.5)             

Slovenia 322 (4.7)               

Slovakia 305 (6.6)           

Russian 
Federation

295 (6.8)       

Poland 293 (4.9)        

Lithuania 293 (6.5)       

Hungary 288 (6.0)      

Croatia 280 (5.6)      

Latvia 279 (5.9)      

Serbia 279 (6.2)      

Kyrgyz 
Republic

276 (8.1)     

Estonia 276 (5.8)        

Turkey 274 (10.0)     

Romania 266 (9.1)         

Montenegro 263 (4.5)            

Azerbaijan 185 (7.8)                


Difference (95th-5th percentile) statistically significantly higher than 
in comparison country. 

No statistically significant difference from comparison country.


Difference (95th-5th percentile) statistically significantly lower than 
in comparison country. 

Source: OECD 2006, Tables 2.1c



LEARNING ACHIEVEMENT IN THE CEE/CIS REGION

114

A COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF THE RESULTS FROM THE 2006 PROGRAMME  
FOR INTERNATIONAL STUDENT ASSESSMENT (PISA)

P
u

b
li

c 
ex

p
en

d
it

u
re

 o
n

 e
d

u
ca

ti
o

n
 a

s 
p

er
 c

en
t 

o
f 

G
D

P

GDP per capita (in US$ converted using PPPs)

300 5300 10300 15300 20300 25300 30300
2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

4.5

5.0

5.5

6.0

6.5

Azerbaijan

Kyrgyz Republic

Croatia

Serbia

Romania

Bulgaria

Russian Federation

Turkey
Slovakia

Czech Republic

Slovenia

Estonia

Latvia

Poland

Hungary

Lithuania

Figure 29	 GDP per capita (in US$ converted using Purchasing Power 
Parities) vs. public expenditure on education as percentage  
of GDP, 2006

Expenditure data refers to 2006, except for Slovakia, Romania, and the Russian Federation, which refers to 2005, and Croatia, 
Slovenia, Estonia, which refers to 2004.
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Figure 30	 Mean average performance in PISA science, reading and 
mathematics vs. public expenditure on education per capita  
(in US$ converted using Purchasing Power Parities), 2006

Expenditure data refers to 2006, except for Slovakia, Romania, and the Russian Federation, which refers to 2005, and Croatia, 
Slovenia, Estonia, which refers to 2004.

No adjustment has been made for differing school-age populations in different countries.

Source: OECD 2006, Tables 2.1c, 6.1c, 6.2c; UNICEF Transmonee database 2008; International Monetary Fund, World Economic 
Outlook Database Aprile 2008 - http://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/weo/2008/01/weodata/index.aspx; UNESCO Institute for 
Statistics Data Centre (Turkey - http://stats.uis.unesco.org/unesco/tableviewer/document.aspx?ReportId=143).
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