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The indices indicate innovation intensity from small (below 20) to large (over 40). When displayed, positive and negative values show how much of the index 
corresponds to a expansion and contraction of the covered practices between 2006 and 2016. Authors’ calculations based on the PIRLS, PISA and TIMSS databases.
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Practices that changed the most
Primary
45 more students in 100 had teachers 
putting major emphasis on national or 
regional tests in reading, reaching a 
76% coverage
38 more students in 100 frequently 
explained the style and structure of 
read text in reading lessons, reaching an 
82% coverage
28 more students in 100 frequently 
discussed read text with peers, reaching 
a 97% coverage

Secondary
46 more students in 100 in science and 
35 more in maths systematically 
discussed homework in class, reaching a 
67% and 58% coverage respectively
38 more students in 100 went to 
schools which tracked achievement 
data over time by an administrative 
authority, reaching a 93% coverage
28 more students in 100 frequently
studied natural phenomena through 
simulations on computers in science 
lessons, reaching a 32% coverage

Between 2006 and 2015, Indonesia has 
experienced a high level of innovation in education, 
exceeding the level of change in the average OECD 
system. Innovation in secondary education was 
slightly lower than at the overall system level, while 
still being above the OECD average, showing that, 
while a primary education innovation index could 
not be computed because of data gaps, existing data 
point to greater changes at that level. At the 
disciplinary level, only a reading education 
innovation index could be computed for the 
2006-2011 period: Indonesia experienced significant 
innovation, much larger than in the average OECD 
system. Students experienced large changes in 
assessment practices and in how schools relate to 
their stakeholders. The use of practices to foster 
students’ higher order skills has also spread 
considerably.

Indonesia



From:
Measuring Innovation in Education 2019
What Has Changed in the Classroom?

Access the complete publication at:
https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264311671-en

Please cite this chapter as:

Vincent-Lancrin, Stéphan, et al. (2019), “Indonesia”, in Stéphan Vincent-Lancrin, et al., Measuring Innovation
in Education 2019: What Has Changed in the Classroom?, OECD Publishing, Paris.

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1787/a588d3ad-en

This work is published under the responsibility of the Secretary-General of the OECD. The opinions expressed and arguments
employed herein do not necessarily reflect the official views of OECD member countries.

This document and any map included herein are without prejudice to the status of or sovereignty over any territory, to the
delimitation of international frontiers and boundaries and to the name of any territory, city or area.

You can copy, download or print OECD content for your own use, and you can include excerpts from OECD publications,
databases and multimedia products in your own documents, presentations, blogs, websites and teaching materials, provided
that suitable acknowledgment of OECD as source and copyright owner is given. All requests for public or commercial use and
translation rights should be submitted to rights@oecd.org. Requests for permission to photocopy portions of this material for
public or commercial use shall be addressed directly to the Copyright Clearance Center (CCC) at info@copyright.com or the
Centre français d’exploitation du droit de copie (CFC) at contact@cfcopies.com.

https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264311671-en
https://doi.org/10.1787/a588d3ad-en

	Indonesia



