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Source: OECD, PISA 2018 Database, Tables I. B1.10, I. B1.11 and I. B1.12.



2015 541 36 below

TIMSS 4th grade

1995 475 2 below
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But… what happened next ?



vague competences again…
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Sometimes, people think there is a 
dichotomy between quality and fairness.

So, let’s have a closer look

Fraction of High- and Low-Performers TIMSS 4th Grade Math - Portugal

2011 2015 2019

High Performers = Level 4 8 12 9

Low Performers = Level 1 or below 20 18 26



Change in the share of top and low performers 
between 2006 and 2015

PISA 2015 Report: Fig. I.2.26 
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Only countries/economies 
where at least one of the 

changes is statistically 
significant are shown

PISA 2006-2015 

Portugal significantly increased the share of top-performers 
and decreased the share of low-performers 
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Dropout rates

2000 43.6%

2011 25.0%

2015 13.7%



LOW PERFORMERS 2009 2012 2015 2018

OECD

Science 18.8 18.7 22.1 22.0
Math (36) 23.5 24.4 24.6 24.1
Reading 19.4 18.9 20.9 22.6
All domains 13.4

PORTUGAL

Science 16.5 19.0 17.4 20.2
Math 23.7 24.9 23.8 23.3
Reading 17.6 18.8 17.2 19.6

All domains 12.6

EU

Science 16.6 20.6 21.6
Math 22.1 22.2 22.4
Reading 17.8 19.7 21.7

All domains 12.7*



So… let’s see what PISA studies reveal







Ambitious curricula, 
aligned assessment, and 

focus on all students 
can improve education

Thank you!


