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Assuring a quality education for all:

How the Finnish education system responds 
to the challenge of equity.



Mean scores in PISA 2000 and 2003
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Variation in performances in 2000 and 2003
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Mean scores on the subscales in mathematics
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Boys and girls on differen levels of the mathematics scale
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Country percentiles compared to OECD percentiles 
on mathematics scale in PISA 2000 and 200
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Change of the percentiles in mathematics from 2000 to 2003
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Country percentiles of the reading literacy scale compared 
to the OECD percentiles in PISA 2000 and 2003
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Country percentiles of the science scale  compared to the 
OECD percentiles in PISA 2000 and 2003
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Interest and enjoyment in mathematics
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Interest, enjoyment and achievement in mathematics 
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Self-concept in mathematics
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Self concept and achivement in mathematics

460

500

540

580

620

Bottom Quarter Second quarter Third quarter Top quarter

Self-concept

Japan Finland OECD



Self-efficacy in mathematics
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Self-efficacy and achievement in mathematics

420

460

500

540

580

620

Bottom Quarter Second quarter Third quarter Top quarter

Self-efficacy

Japan Finland OECD



Anxiety in mathematics
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Anxiety and achievement in mathematics

440

480

520

560

600

Bottom Quarter Second quarter Third quarter Top quarter

Anxiety in mathematics

Japan Finland OECD



Students' learning attitudes and socio-economic background 
(SES) explaining the achievement in mathematics
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Between school and within school variation 
on the mathematics scale

Between-school variation          Within-school variation 
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Mean scores of the schools on the mathematic scale
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School level factors explaining achivement 
in mathematics
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Schools have responsibility
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Schools have responsibility
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Principal has responsibility
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Teachers have responsibility
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School board has responsibility
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Parental groups have direct influence on
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Students groups have direct influence on
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Student performance and spending per student
Performance in 
mathematics

Source: OECD PISA 2003 database, Table 2.6.
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Student performance and national income

GDP per capita (US$ converted using PPPs)

Performance in 
mathematics
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