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Figure 1.1 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Arab States 

International Average
Jordan
Qatar
Tunisia



-6 -5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4
Index of Socioeconomic Status

150

250

350

450

550

650

R
ea

di
ng

 L
ite

ra
cy

Figure 1.2 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Central and Eastern Europe (I)

International Average
Bulgaria
Croatia
Czech Republic
Estonia
Hungary
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Figure 1.3 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Central and Eastern Europe (II)

International Average
Latvia
Lithuania
Montenegro
Poland
Romania
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Figure 1.4 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Central and Eastern Europe (III)

International Average
Russian Federation
Serbia
Slovak Republic
Slovenia
Turkey
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Figure 1.5 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Central Asia

International Average
Azerbaijan
Kyrgyzstan
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Figure 1.6 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of East Asia and the Pacific (I)

International Average
Australia
Hong Kong, China
Indonesia
Japan
Korea
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Figure 1.7 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of East Asia and the Pacific (II)

International Average
Macao, China
New Zealand
Taiwan, China
Thailand
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Figure 1.8 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Latin America and the Caribbean

International Average
Argentina
Brazil
Chile
Colombia
Mexico
Uruguay
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Figure 1.9 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of North America and Western Europe (I)

International Average
Austria
Belgium
Canada
Denmark
Finland
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Figure 1.10 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of North America and Western Europe (II)

International Average
France
Germany
Greece
Iceland
Ireland
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Figure 1.11 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of North America and Western Europe (III)

International Average
Israel
Italy
Liechtenstein
Luxembourg
Netherlands
Norway
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Figure 1.12 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of North America and Western Europe (IV)

International Average
Portugal
Spain
Sweden
Switzerland
United Kingdom
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Figure 2.1 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Arab States 

International Average
Jordan
Qatar
Tunisia
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Figure 2.2 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Central and Eastern Europe (I)

International Average
Bulgaria
Croatia
Czech Republic
Estonia
Hungary
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Figure 2.3 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Central and Eastern Europe (II)

International Average
Latvia
Lithuania
Montenegro
Poland
Romania
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Figure 2.4 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Central and Eastern Europe (III)

International Average
Russian Federation
Serbia
Slovak Republic
Slovenia
Turkey
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Figure 2.5 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Central Asia

International Average
Azerbaijan
Kyrgyzstan
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Figure 2.6 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of East Asia and the Pacific (I)

International Average
Australia
Hong Kong, China
Indonesia
Japan
Korea
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Figure 2.7 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of East Asia and the Pacific (II)

International Average
Macao, China
New Zealand
Taiwan, China
Thailand
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Figure 2.8 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Latin America and the Caribbean

International Average
Argentina
Brazil
Chile
Colombia
Mexico
Uruguay
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Figure 2.9 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of North America and Western Europe (I)

International Average
Austria
Belgium
Canada
Denmark
Finland



-6 -5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4
Index of Socioeconomic Status

175

275

375

475

575

675

M
at

he
m

at
ic

s 
Li

te
ra

cy
Figure 2.10 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of North America and Western Europe (II)

International Average
France
Germany
Greece
Iceland
Ireland
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Figure 2.11 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of North America and Western Europe (III)

International Average
Israel
Italy
Liechtenstein
Luxembourg
Netherlands
Norway
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Figure 2.12 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of North America and Western Europe (IV)

International Average
Portugal
Spain
Sweden
Switzerland
United Kingdom
United States
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Figure 3.1 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Arab States 

International Average
Jordan
Qatar
Tunisia
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Figure 3.2 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Central and Eastern Europe (I)

International Average
Bulgaria
Croatia
Czech Republic
Estonia
Hungary
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Figure 3.3 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Central and Eastern Europe (II)

International Average
Latvia
Lithuania
Montenegro
Poland
Romania
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Figure 3.4 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Central and Eastern Europe (III)

International Average
Russian Federation
Serbia
Slovak Republic
Slovenia
Turkey
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Figure 3.5 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Central Asia

International Average
Azerbaijan
Kyrgyzstan
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Figure 3.6 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of East Asia and the Pacific (I)

International Average
Australia
Hong Kong, China
Indonesia
Japan
Korea
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Figure 3.7 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of East Asia and the Pacific (II)

International Average
Macao, China
New Zealand
Taiwan, China
Thailand
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Figure 3.8 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of Latin America and the Caribbean

International Average
Argentina
Brazil
Chile
Colombia
Mexico
Uruguay
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Figure 3.9 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of North America and Western Europe (I)

International Average
Austria
Belgium
Canada
Denmark
Finland
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Figure 3.10 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of North America and Western Europe (II)

International Average
France
Germany
Greece
Iceland
Ireland
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Figure 3.11 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of North America and Western Europe (III)

International Average
Israel
Italy
Liechtenstein
Luxembourg
Netherlands
Norway
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Figure 3.12 Socioeconomic Gradients of Participating Countries in PISA 2006:
The Case of North America and Western Europe (IV)

International Average
Portugal
Spain
Sweden
Switzerland
United Kingdom
United States


