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One generally encouraging message to emerge from analysis of PISA data is that within many OECD 
countries the number of students per computer in the schools in which the weakest students6 are 
located is generally no lower than the number of students per computer in other schools. And there 
are some countries – Denmark, Germany, Italy, Japan, Korea, the Netherlands and Portugal – in 
which the schools where the lowest achievers are concentrated are the ones that have the greatest 
number of computers. These are important findings. There are some exceptions however. In the 
Czech Republic, France, Mexico and Poland, low achieving students tend to be located in schools 
with the highest number of students per computer.7 In Mexico, for example, the number of students 
per computer is around six times as high in the schools where the weakest students are found as 
it is in the schools containing the most able students (129 compared to 21). And in France the 
number of students per computer is around 50% greater in schools where the lowest achievers are 
located than in the schools where the highest achievers are located (15 compared to 10). 

Another encouraging message is that in all OECD countries, low achieving 15-year-olds seem to 
be just as interested in using computers as other students. No statistically significant differences 
emerge on a scale of interest in ICT between the scores of the lowest literacy achievers and other 
students. 

6. Defined as those scoring at Level 1 or below on the PISA combined reading literacy scale. The study defined high 
achievers as those scoring at Levels 4 and 5 on the combined reading literacy scale.

7. In the case of France the explanation is likely to be that weaker 15-year-old students are more likely to be in a collège and 
the better students in a lycée.

Source: PISA database.

Data for Figure 2.5, p. 73.

 Figure 2.5 Mean number of computers in the homes of the lowest and highest achievers, 2000
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 Index of interest Index of comfort and ability
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 Mean number of computers in the homes of 15-year-old students who  
on the PISA combined literacy scale scored at: 

Level 1 and below Levels 4 and 5
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Data for Figure 2.5

Mean number of computers in the homes of the lowest and highest achievers, 2000

Data for Figure 2.6

Low achievers’ interest in, comfort with and perceived ability to use computers, 2000




