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Chart Bl.5a. Cumulative expenditure on educational institutions per student over the
theoretical duration of primary and secondary studies (2003)

Annual expenditure on educational institutions per student multiplied by the theoretical duration of studies,
in equivalent US dollars converted using PPPs
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1. Public institutions only,

Countries are ranked in .-_{L’..sccndr'n‘_u_' order g’,‘r{he total expenditure on educational institutions per student over the theoretical
duration -g_fpn'mm}' and secondary studies.

Source; OECD, Table B1.3a. See Annex 3 for notes (www.oecd.org /edu/ eag2006),
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Chart B4.1. Total public expenditure on education as a percentage

of total public expenditure (1995, 2003)

The chart shows direct public expenditure on educational institutions plus public subsidies to
households (which include subsidies ﬂ:ur living costs) and other private entities, as a percentage
of total public expenditure, by level of education and vear. This must be interpreted
in the context o)‘ public sectors that drﬁ"er in the size and breadth ofrfspons:b:bg

from country to country.
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On average, OECD countries devate 13.3% of total public expenditure ta educational institutions,
but the values lor individual countries range [rom below 102 in the Czech Republic_. Germany,
Greece and Italy to more than 20% in Mexico and New Zealand,
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Countries are ranked in descending order -gftomf public expenditure on education at all levels ufeduran’an as
a percentage czf:o:ai public expenditure in 2003,
Source; OECD, Table B4, 1, See Annex 3 for notes (www.cecd. org/ edu /eag2008).
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Chart Bl.3. Annual expenditure on educational institutions per student relative
to GO per capita, by service category and level of education (2003)
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Cavntrics are neaked in descending arder of expenditure per stadent for all servizes
Source: OECD, Tables Bl loand B1.4, SeeAnnex 3 For notes {pww oecd, crg/edud eag 2006 )
Please refer to the Reader’s Guide for the fist of caimtry codes wred in this chare,

i b s gy 1L FTET AT IR 4252



0. - 2 32 - 2 4"

©*
— —
N~
1
~

7 ) ; @ /

Chart Bé.3. Distribution of current and capital ex penditure
on educational institutions {2003)

By resource category and level of education
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1. Public mstitations only,

2. Pc-at-:econdary non-tertary included in both upper seconda.l'_\r and tertiary education.

Countries ore smbed in decending order of the share of curreat expeaditere oo primary: secondary and post-secoadary nan-tertiory
educatica.

Source; OECD, Table BS, 2, See Annex 3 for notes {wma oecd.arg/ edu eag 20045)
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Chart A4.1. Distribution of student performance on
the OECD PISA mathematics scale (2003)
The chart summarises the overall Parﬁvmancc ._fl' S-J'Lwr-;dri students in d'.z_'farcnt coumtries
on the DECD PISA 2003 mathematics scale The width qurhe symbols indicates the satistical
uncertainty with which the mean Parjvmancc was estimated.

B #5% confidence interval around the mean score
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Three OECD countries (Finland, Korea and the Metherlands) achieve statistically similar average
scores that are ]:n'.é:.er than the average scores in all cther OECD countries, Students’ average
soores in these countries — ranging from 538 points in the Netherlands to 544 points in Finland
— are mrm-]:a]fapmuﬁd.mq ].mrd]ng]:.cr than the average. Eleven other countries E.ﬂ.umnlu,
Belginm, Canada, Czech Republic, Denmark, France, leeland, Japan, Mew Zealand, Sweden,
and S‘mterland:l have mean scores that are abowve the OECD mean. Four countries fﬁum:na,
Germary, Ireland and the Slovalk Republic) perform similarly to the OECD mean, and the
Tremaining 11 countries P-:rfom below it,
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Sowrce; OECD PISA 2003 database, Table A4.3,
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