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. Reading as a major domain (PISA 2000)
| Reading as a minor domain (PISA 2003 and 2006)

Percentage of tasks by text
Percentage of tasks by text (format and type, based on the
Text format and type format and type (%) whole test (%)

Continuous

Narrative
Expository
Descriptive
Argumentative and persuasive
Injunctive
Total'
Non-continuous
Charts and graphs
Tables
Diagrams
Maps
Forms

Advertisements

Total!
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Readin g literacv

Use information primarily from within the text Draw upon outside knowledge
| |
I I I I
Focus on Focus on Focus on Focus on
independent specific parts within the text content structure
parts of the text | I |
Independent Understanding
pieces of of
information relationships
Retrieve Form a Ihrr:-ad De!.'elﬂp an Feflect on and evaluate Reflect on and evaluate
information understanding mterpretation content of text form of text

Reading as a major domain (PISA 2000)

F) I S A I}E‘[%—J‘[ %lg El £ J Reading as a minor domain (PI5A 2003 and 2006)

iﬁ_[—}y:—‘a‘z{ -l_.j E [ [_*‘,7] Reading process (aspect)

Percenta ge of tasks

Retrieving information
Interpreting texts
Reflection and evaluation
Total®

29
43
22
100

29
50
21
100
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553 — 625

5

4

3 481 — 552

2 408 — 480

1 335 -407
(O 1 Below 335
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Reflection and

Retrieving information Interpreting texts evaluation

Continuous texts: Negotate texts whose discourse siructure i not obvious or clearly marked, in order to discern the
relationship of specific parts of the text to its implicst theme or inteatica.

Nen-continuous texts: [dentily patterns among many pieces of information presented in a display whick may be loag aad decailed,
sometimes by referring to information external ©o the display. The reader may need to realise independenty that 2 full underscand-
ing of the section of text requires reference to 2 separate part of the fame docurcent, such 2: 2 foomote.

Continuous texes: Follow Imgristie or thematic linls over several paragraphs, often in the sbzencs of clear discourse markers, m
order to locate, interpree or evaluate embedded miormation or to infer prychological or physical i

Nen-continuous texes: Scan a long, detailed texe in order to find relevant information, often with little or no assistance from organ-
isers such 2z libels or special formatting, and to locate several pizeces of information to be comepared or combined.

Continuous texes: Use convendons of text organiration, where present, and fallow maplicit or explicit logical link: such 2: cause
and effect relationships across sentences or paragraphs in arder to locate, interpret or evaluare information.

Non-continuous texts: Consider one display in the light of a second, separate docament or display, possibly in 2 different format,
or combine several pieces of spatial, verbal snd mumeric information in a praph or map to draw conclusions sbout the infermation

represented.

Lacate one or move pieces of information,  Identify the mam idea in a text, understand Make 2 comparizon or connections
E each of which may be required to meet relationships, form or apply simple catepories, between the text and cutside lnowl-
g multiple criteria. Deal with competing or construe meaning within 1 limited part af  edge, or explain a feature of the texe

Centinuous texts: Follow logical and linguistic connections within a paragraph in order to locate or interpret miormation; ar syn-

thesize information acyoss texts or parts of 2 text in order to mfer the author’s purpase.

Non-continuous texts: Demenstrate 2 grasp of the underlying structure of 2 visnal display such 25 a simple tree diagram or table, or

combine two pizcss of information from 2 graph or table.

- lmt:nmmmmﬂq)nﬂnl]nmﬂ Recogmize the main theme or author's purpose  Make 2 simple connection between
] of explicitly stated infi iypacally in a text about 2 fmiliar topic, when the information in the text and common,
mczlinga.\i.gleu:ilrrim:,wihliﬂl::rnn required informarion i the text is prominent.  everyday Inowledge.

-~ competing information in the text.

text, or to locate miormation stated explicitly withia a hort section of text

Nen-continuous texts: Focus on discrete pisces of information, usually within a single display such as 2 ssmple map, 2 Ime graph
or 2 bar graph that preseats only 2 small smount of miormaticn I 2 swraightforward way, and in which most of the verbal text is
Limited to 2 small mamber of words or phrases.

Continuous texes: Use redundaney, paragraph headings or print Sems to form an irepresdion of the main ides of the




Korea
Finland

Hong Kong-China

Canada

New Zealand
Ireland
Australia
Liechtenstein
Poland
Sweden
Netherlands
Belgium
Estonia
Switzerland
Japan

Chinese Taipei
United Kingdom
Germany

Denmark

Mean SE

556 (3.8)
547 (2.1)
536 (2.4)
527 (2.4)
521 (3.0
517 (3.5)
513 (2.1)
510 (3.9)
508 (2.8)
507 (3.4)
507 (2.9)
501 (3.0)
501 (2.9)
499 (3.1)
498 (3.6)
496 (3.4)
495 (2.3)
495 (4.4)
494 (3.2)

4444444444444444!??%’.

Slovenia

Macao-China
OECD average

Austria

France

Iceland

Norway

Czech Republic

Hungary

Latvia

Luxembourg

Croatia

Portugal

Lithuania

Italy

Slovak Republic

Spain

Greece

Turkey

Chile

494
492
492
490
488
484
484
483
482
479
479
477
472
470
469
466
461
460
447
442

(1.0)
(1.1)
(0.6)
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PISA 2006  PISA 2003 PISA+ . el
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FZ):)%Q Zg‘g@ PISA+  2006- 2006-
2003 PISA+
Level 5 12.8% 5.7% 95%  7.1%*  3.3%*
Level 4 32.0% 27.1%  31.3%  4.9%* 0.7%
Level 3 31.5% 35.1%  33.1% -3.6%*  -1.6%
Level 2 16.5% 20.0%  17.1%  -35%*  -0.6%
Level 1 5.9% 8.6% 6.5%  -2.7%*  -0.6%
(TH Level 1 1.3% 3.4% 26%  -2.2%*  -1.3%*
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fw OECD =B

ik T 1555 i - OECD)
Level 5 12.8% 8.6% 4.3% *
Level 4 32.0% 20.7% 11.2% *
Level 3 31.5% 27.8% 3.7% *
Level 2 16.5% 22.7% -6.2% *
Level 1 5.9% 12.7% -6.9% *
[TH* Level 1 1.3% 7.4% -6.1% *
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Comparison of Student Performance on the Combined Reading Literacy Scale
Between Hong Kong and OECD Average PISA+
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Comparison of Student Performance on the Combined Reading Literacy Scale
Between Hong Kong and OECD Average in PISA 2003
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Comparison of Student Performance on the Combined Reading Literacy Scale
Between Hong Kong and OECD Average in PISA 2006
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F%%Flﬁj$ (%)

PISA 2006 PISA 2003 PISA+

(e
OECD OECD OECD
Af a3y R agn AR 2y
BT 65 53 61 53 68 64
P i 77 65 69 66 67 63
=kl 64 54 61 56 58 52
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BHFT (%)

E
I

PISA 2006 PISA 2003 PISA+

HET T

gl 4 70 63 /1 64 62
PP 66 59 62 60 63 63
R 12 53 68 55 63 60
T 68 60 64 61 66 61
ZEHEIY S

%Uf? 80 63 80 68 69 62
el a7 42 42 43 75 735
“ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ 72 65 69 67 69 68
e 57 45 56 46 57 51
elET 66 o6 64 S¥4 64 61
AW T = R PISA BRI FISTRIY 9 p0 stk



IEA —EIJJ} (%)

B ﬁ i?[i PISA 2006 PISA 2003 PISA+
fif Zwn R 3wy AR 3k
=2di 65 56 59 57 68 64
£ E 76 62 74 63 69 58
(e 67 61 63 62 65 60
SR 63 56 61 57 63 61
S E = it PISA T fFIJE%J%‘[?‘LF?LE“ j“j‘fUJ}r‘




PISA 2006

Pl EdEs

% S.E. % S.E.
Level 5 8.8 (1.1) 168 (1.4)
Level 4 286 (15) 352 (1.6)
Level 3 328 (1.5 30.2 (1.9
Level 2 19.7 (1.2) 135 (1.2
Level 1 8.0 (1.0) 3.8 (0.5)
[SFTLevel 1 2.1 (0.5) 0.5 (0.2)
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HET 5T

PISA 2006 PISA 2003 PISA+

e

Bl & EREI(SE) El ¢ =B (SE) B} ¢ %‘g

BEOvEYEl 65 65 0(26) 60 61 1(1.8) 68 69 1(0.8)
i 69 73 4(0.8)* 67 70 3(13)* 66 68 2(0.5)*
&R 50 69 10(16)* 53 63 10(15)* 56 62 6(1.0)*
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PISA 2006 PISA 2003 PISA+

2 E4 72N A 4

HES D
i -- - - - 86 T2
5 . - - -~ 8l 64
o 68 79 62 74 62 67
S 64 69 61 67 67 69
i 69 75 66 71 62 64
T 65 72 61 67 64 68
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PISA 2006  PISA 2003 PISA+

bl R 72 B ) £

IEHE [ f
i -- - - - 15 24
1 -- - - - 63 62
EX 78 8 76 80 67 71
%qaﬁr 53 41 46 37 76 75
AT 71 73 69 68 70 69
gl 56 58 55 56 57 57
VT 65 66 64 65 64 64
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Percent Correct

» PISA 2006 PISA 2003 PISA+
IR
Pl ¥ ZEI(GSE) §} ¥  ZE(SE) §I ¥+ ZE (SE)
7 63 66 4(28 58 61 3(228) 67 69 3(0.9)*
5 ¢ 73 78 5(19* 72 77 5(0* 66 71 5(0.9)*
it 63 71 8(16)* 60 66 6(29) 63 67 4(0.9)*
oo 63 63 1(15 60 63 4(15* 63 63 1(0.7)
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