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Summary
Academically resilient students are those students who are 
academically successful, despite coming from the socioeconomically 
disadvantaged backgrounds that have typically predicted poorer 
educational outcomes. These students are an important group to 
study because if policymakers can understand what factors may 
have contributed to their succeeding against the odds, then they 
may be better able to support similar students in improving their 
academic performance. Raising the performance of socioeconomically 
disadvantaged students benefits both those individual students and 
the equity of the system overall.   

This brief uses 2011 eighth-grade data from the Trends in International 
Mathematics and Science Study (TIMSS) to explore (1) how prevalent 
academically resilient students are across education systems and 
(2) what factors are associated with academic resilience within those 
systems.  
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Policy implications
Environments of high academic achievement appear to support academic resilience among disadvantaged 
students. The proportion of academically resilient students was related both to the proportion of 
disadvantaged students and overall mean performance in mathematics. That is, there were generally 
higher percentages of academically resilient students in education systems with lower percentages of 
disadvantaged students and in education systems that were high performing overall. Education systems 
that are exceptions to these patterns, such as Hong Kong SAR, Kazakhstan, Turkey, and Thailand, may be 
worthy of further study. 	

Students’ high educational aspirations appear to be the strongest and most consistent predictor of 
academic resilience; other student factors appear to be predictive in multiple education systems, as well. 
The other factors were students’ valuing of mathematics and experiencing less bullying behaviors. Policies 
targeting these student factors might be worthy of exploration in supporting disadvantaged students.  

Although not as consistent in predicting academic resilience as the student factors, school factors are 
also associated with academic resilience. Three school factors were positively associated with students’ 
academic resilience in multiple education systems: (1) teachers’ confidence in students doing well with 
difficult material in mathematics, as reported by the student; (2) school’s emphasis on academic success, 
as reported by the principal (and indicated by teachers’ high expectations for student achievement, 
effective teachers, students that desire to do well, and parental support); and (3) schools having a lower 
percentage of economically disadvantaged students, as reported by the principal.
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Introduction
Policymakers across education systems are 
interested in ensuring a quality education for all 
students; however, years of research have shown 
that students from socioeconomically disadvantaged 
backgrounds have poorer educational outcomes 
than their more affluent peers (Coleman et al., 1966; 
Crane, 1996; Sirin, 2005; Sutton & Soderstrom, 
1999). These students lack the benefits afforded by 
the greater educational resources or higher family 
income, education, and occupational status of some 
of their peers, and thus may face an uphill battle to 
achieve. This association between socioeconomic 
disadvantage and academic performance holds true 
around the world, in all core subjects (i.e., reading, 
mathematics, and science), and across grades from 
primary to upper secondary education (Martin et al., 
2012; Mullis et al., 2012; OECD, 2011; Sandoval-
Hernandez & Cortes, 2012). 

Over the last 20 years, however, there has been 
an increasing focus on students who succeed 
educationally against the odds (Borman & Overman, 
2004; Finn & Rock, 1997; Martin & Marsh, 2006). 
Such students are considered “academically resilient,” 
and related studies typically have focused on 
identifying and examining the factors that set these 
students apart from their disadvantaged peers who 
are less successful, or not resilient. In other words, 
these studies have asked: “What appears to make 

a difference for academically resilient students?” In 
doing so, they have explored the role that students’ 
attitudes and behaviors—as well as family, school, 
and/or community factors—may play in fostering 
academic achievement (Borman & Overman, 2004; 
OECD, 2011; Sandoval-Hernandez & Cortes, 2012; 
Waxman & Huang, 1996). The results from these types 
of studies have the potential to assist policymakers in 
developing, testing, and implementing interventions 
targeted to disadvantaged students and supporting 
them in improving their academic performance.

This brief has two purposes. The first is to explore 
the prevalence of academic resilience, identifying 
examples of education systems in which high 
percentages of disadvantaged students succeed 
academically. The second is to explore what factors 
are associated with academic resilience within and 
across education systems—again, what may make 
a difference for these students. This analysis can 
help policymakers understand the factors that may 
contribute to disadvantaged students—regardless 
of how prevalent they are in an education system—
being able to overcome the obstacles associated with 
their backgrounds. For each of the diverse education 
systems in the study, this brief can be suggestive of 
policy development and provide the basis for further 
research, particularly at the national level.

This policy brief uses eighth-grade mathematics 
data from the 2011 cycle of the IEA’s Trends in 
International Mathematics and Science Study 
(TIMSS). Administered every four years since 1995, 
TIMSS is a large-scale, cross-national assessment 
of fourth- and eighth-grade students’ mathematics 
and science achievement. It also collects extensive 
background information on the participating 
students and their schools and teachers. 

We use student achievement data as well as 
data from the student and school questionnaires 

both to identify the subgroup of academically 
resilient students in each education system and to 
analyze factors that may contribute to academic 
resilience. Of the 47 education systems whose 
data are available in the TIMSS 2011 International 
Database at the eighth grade level, we include the 
28 education systems for which there were sufficient 
numbers of academically resilient students for 
analysis. These 28 education systems represent 
a variety of geographical regions and levels of 
economic development.

Data

	

Policy implications (contd.)

Policies to increase academic resilience should take into account education system contexts. The results 
showed that the factors examined did not have the same associations in all education systems, and all 
education systems had different sets of factors that were associated with students’ academic resilience. 
Policymakers will need to examine which factors are predictive in their individual systems and what policies 
or approaches for addressing these factors might be appropriate for their contexts. Moreover, even though 
the data we used are highly reliable and our study uses sound statistical analyses, policymakers should be 
aware that these results describe associations rather than causal relationships.
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1	 The description of the TIMSS 2011 Intermediate International Benchmark in mathematics (475) is provided on page 125 of the TIMSS 2011 Mathematics 
Report (Mullis et al., 2012).

2	 In six education systems (Chinese Taipei, Hong Kong SAR, Japan, the Republic of Korea, the Russian Federation, and Singapore), the mean mathematics 
score for disadvantaged students was higher than the Intermediate International Benchmark (475). In these six cases, we used the mean score for 
disadvantaged students (instead of the Intermediate International Benchmark) to identify the academically resilient students in order to better reflect the 
concept that resilience implies better-than-average performance. 

Academically resilient students are those who are 
academically successful despite their disadvantaged 
circumstances. For this analysis, we define students 
who are academically successful as those who 
score at or above the TIMSS 2011 Intermediate 
International Benchmark in mathematics (475). 
We chose this international measure of success—
rather than a nationally-relative one—because it 
is standardized across education systems and 
allows us to reference a benchmark that is definable 
in terms of specific skills and abilities1. We also 
chose an international definition for “disadvantaged 
students,” whom we define as those classified in the 
“few resources” category of the Home Educational 
Resources (HER) index, which is a composite 
measure in the TIMSS 2011 International Database. 
These students, on average, reported that they had 
25 or fewer books in the home, they had neither of 
two home study supports (their own room nor an 
internet connection), and neither parent had gone 
beyond upper-secondary education. Academically 
resilient students are thus disadvantaged students 
who are successful in mathematics; they are a 
subset of disadvantaged students as a whole.2 

Exhibit 1 shows, for each of the 28 education 
systems, the percentages of eighth-grade students 
who fall under our definition of disadvantaged 
students and, among them, the percentages who 
are academically resilient. The exhibit also shows 
the mean mathematics score for all eighth-grade 
students in each education system. As the exhibit 
shows, education systems vary widely in the 
percentages of both disadvantaged students and 
academically resilient students. The percentage of 
disadvantaged students ranges from 4 percent in the 

How prevalent are academically resilient students?

Republic of Korea to 62 percent in Ghana, and the 
percentage of academically resilient students ranges 
from 4 percent in Ghana to 55 percent in Japan. 
Generally, education systems with lower percentages 
of disadvantaged students had larger percentages 
of academically resilient students and vice versa. 
There are some exceptions, however. For example, 
both Hong Kong SAR and Romania have 19 percent 
of students who are disadvantaged, but in Hong 
Kong SAR 54 percent of them are academically 
resilient compared to 16 percent in Romania. At the 
same time, Turkey has a fairly high percentage of 
disadvantaged students (54 percent), but a relatively 
higher percentage of them are academically resilient 
(27 percent). 

Another pattern shown in Exhibit 1 is that the 
education systems with the largest percentages of 
academically resilient students tend to be those with 
higher mean scores overall, although again there 
are exceptions. Despite not being among the top 
performing education systems, Kazakhstan has one 
of the largest percentages of academically resilient 
students (45 percent) among the disadvantaged 
students. Turkey and Thailand also have relatively 
larger percentages of academically resilient students 
(27 and 20 percent, respectively) despite more than 
half of the student population being disadvantaged 
(54 and 52 percent, respectively) and not being 
among top performing education systems. Thus, 
while having a larger percentage of disadvantaged 
students in general appears to be a challenge to the 
performance of those students and for the education 
system overall, there are cases where this challenge 
is overcome. The next section explores those factors 
that may contribute to academic resilience.  
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     Education System	 TIMSS 2011 	 Percent of 	 Percent of ARS					   
	 Mathematics Average 	 Disadvantaged	 among Disadvantaged					   
	 Score at Grade 8	 Students 	 Students

Japan	 570 	 (2.6)	 5 	 (0.5)	 55	 (5.2)	 †

Hong Kong SAR	 586	  (3.8)	 19 	 (0.8)	 54	 (3.5)	 †

Singapore	 611	  (3.8)	 12 	 (0.6)	 52 	 (3.7)	 †

Chinese Taipei	 609	  (3.2)	 12 	 (0.7)	 51 	 (2.6)	 †

Korea, Republic of	 613 	 (2.9)	 4 	 (0.3)	 50 	 (3.9)	 †

Russian Federation	 539	  (3.6)	 6 	 (0.6)	 49 	 (5.4)	 †

Kazakhstan	 487 	 (4.0)	 15 	 (1.2)	 45 	 (4.7)

United States	 509	  (2.6)	 8 	 (0.4)	 42 	 (2.6)

Italy	 498	  (2.4)	 12 	 (0.8)	 41 	 (3.4)

Lithuania	 502	  (2.5)	 8 	 (0.6)	 29 	 (3.3)

Armenia	 467	  (2.7)	 8 	 (0.5)	 27 	 (4.0)

Dubai-UAE	 478	  (2.1)	 9 	 (0.4)	 27 	 (2.8)

Turkey	 452	  (3.9)	 54 	 (1.7)	 27 	 (1.4)

United Arab Emirates	 456	  (2.1)	 12 	 (0.5)	 24 	 (1.6)

Lebanon	 449	  (3.7)	 30	  (1.6)	 21 	 (1.8)

Thailand	 427	  (4.3)	 52 	 (1.5)	 20 	 (1.9)

Malaysia	 440 	 (5.4)	 35 	 (1.5)	 19 	 (1.9)

Romania	 458	  (4.0)	 19 	 (1.2)	 16 	 (2.6)

Palestinian Nat’l Auth.	 404	  (3.5)	 33	  (1.2)	 15 	 (1.4)

Jordan	 406	  (3.7)	 27 	 (1.0)	 14 	 (1.3)

Tunisia	 425	  (2.8)	 38 	 (1.4)	 14 	 (1.2)

Saudi Arabia	 394	  (4.6)	 32 	 (1.6)	 13 	 (1.9)

Syria, Arab Republic of	 380 	 (4.5)	 45 	 (1.5)	 13 	 (1.5)

Iran, Islamic Republic of	 415 	 (4.3)	 49 	 (1.8)	 12 	 (1.3)

Indonesia	 386 	 (4.3)	 54	  (2.0)	 11 	 (1.1)

Oman	 366	  (2.8)	 38 	 (1.0)	 8 	 (0.7)

Morocco	 371	  (2.0)	 59 	 (1.1)	 6 	 (0.6)

Ghana	 331	  (4.3)	 62 	 (1.8)	 4 	 (0.7)

Exhibit 1. Percentages of disadvantaged students1 and academically resilient students (ARS)2, by education system: 
TIMSS 2011  

	 0	 10	 20	 30	 40	 50	 60	 70

Source: International Association for the Evaluation of Educational Achievement (IEA), TIMSS 2011.

Note: Education systems are ordered by the percentage of academically resilient students (ARS). Standard errors appear in parentheses.

1 	 Disadvantaged students are those in the “few resources” category of the Home Educational Resources (HER) index, which is a composite measure in the 
TIMSS 2011 International Database. These students reported that they had 25 or fewer books in the home, they had neither of two home study supports 
(their own room and an internet connection), and neither parent had gone beyond upper-secondary education, on average.

2 	 Academically resilient students (ARS) are defined as disadvantaged students who performed at or above the TIMSS 2011 Intermediate International 
Mathematics Benchmark (475). In six education systems, denoted by a single dagger (†), the mean mathematics score for disadvantaged students was 
higher than this benchmark. In these cases, the mean score for disadvantaged students (instead of the benchmark) was used to identify the ARS.

 	Percent of Disadvantaged Students

 	Percent of ARS among 		
Disadvantaged Students
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Based on our review of academic literature and of 
the TIMSS 2011 questionnaires, we identified eight 
factors to explore as possible predictors of academic 
resilience and four factors to use as controls.3 Exhibit 
2 presents these factors. 

Exhibit 2. Variables included in the statistical analyses of 
academic resilience: TIMSS 2011 

   Possible Predictors of Academic Resilience

Student factors

1.     Educational aspirations†

2.     Valuing of mathematics‡

3.     Experiences with bullying‡

School factors

4.     Teachers’ beliefs that students can do well in mathematics†

5.     School’s percentage of economically disadvantaged students†

6.     School’s emphasis on academic success†‡

7.     School’s safety and discipline‡

8.     Effects of shortages in educational resources on instruction†‡

   Controls

a.     Student’s gender 

b.     Parents’ highest education level†

c.     How often student speaks language of the test at home †

d.     Population size of community in which school is located †

Source:  IEA, TIMSS 2011.

†	 Variable was recoded to have two or three categories for the purposes of 
this study.     

‡ 	Variable is a composite measure, or index, with three categories. For 
details about the construction of these indices, see http://timss.bc.edu/
methods/t-context-q-scales.html. 

We conducted logistic regression analyses for each 
of the 28 education systems, which allowed us 
to compute odds ratios that describe the odds of 
disadvantaged students being academically resilient 
based on each selected factor (controlling for all other 
variables in the analysis). In our analysis, an odds ratio 
greater than 1 indicates that a student with that factor 
(e.g., valuing mathematics) has greater odds of being 
academically resilient than a student without that 
factor (e.g., not valuing mathematics); an odds ratio of 
1 indicates equal odds and less than 1 indicates lesser 
odds.4 

What factors are associated with academic resilience?

Exhibits 3 and 4 show the odds ratios for each of 
the student factors and school factors, respectively, 
for which the association between that factor and 
being academically resilient was statistically significant 
in the expected direction in at least two education 
systems.5 In these two exhibits, odds ratios for which 
the relationship of the factor and academic resilience 
is statistically significant are shaded in dark blue. This 
brief focuses on those results. 

As shown in Exhibit 3, across education systems 
(and all the factors examined), the strongest and 
most consistent predictor of academic resilience 
appeared to be students’ educational aspirations. 
In 20 education systems, the odds of being 
academically resilient were at least 78 percent higher 
for disadvantaged students who aspired to obtain a 
master’s degree or Ph.D. than for those who aspired 
to complete less than college.6 Students’ educational 
aspirations appeared to be an especially strong 
predictor in Chinese Taipei and Turkey, where the odds 
of being academically resilient were over seven or 
eight times higher for disadvantaged students aspiring 
to a master’s degree or Ph.D. than for those aspiring 
to complete less than college.  

Two other student factors examined also emerged 
as predictors in multiple education systems. In six 
education systems, the odds of being academically 
resilient were at least 56 percent higher for 
disadvantaged students who reported valuing 
mathematics (i.e., they agreed with statements about 
the importance and usefulness of the subject) than for 
those who reported not valuing mathematics and, at 
the upper end, the odds were more than three times 
as high in Malaysia and Saudi Arabia. In six education 
systems, the odds of being academically resilient were 
at least 38 percent higher for disadvantaged students 
who reported almost never being bullied than for those 
who reported being bullied about weekly; the odds of 
being academically resilient were more than four times 
higher in Romania.

3	 We identified these variables using a two-stage process. First, through a review of the literature, we narrowed the list of predictors to consider from about 
100 variables in the TIMSS 2011 database to 27. Second, we conducted exploratory analyses with these 27 variables to narrow the list to the 8 predictor 
variables and 4 control variables used in the statistical analyses. These final 12 variables, from the student and school questionnaires, were those that best 
fit the set of education systems included in the analyses, rather than being customized for each education system.

4	 More specifically, for the interpretation of Exhibits 3 and 4 where we present the results, an odds ratio of between 1 and 2 indicates that the odds are 
between 0 and 100 percent greater (e.g., an odds ratio of 1.5 would indicate that odds are 50 percent greater). Odds ratios of 2 or more indicate that 
odds are two or more times greater, respectively. 

5	 Six of the eight factors listed in Exhibit 2 had statistically significant relationships with academic resilience in the expected direction in at least two 
education systems. The two factors that did not were “school’s safety and discipline” and “effects of shortages in educational resources on instruction”; 
these are not reported in the text nor shown in Exhibits 3 and 4. We also do not report on the significance of the relationships of the controls and 
academic resilience. 

6	 For the factors of educational aspirations, students’ valuing of mathematics, experiences with bullying, school’s percentage of economically disadvantaged 
students, and school’s discipline and safety, the brief compares students in the extreme categories of these three-category variables (i.e., the “base” and 
“upper” categories). Comparisons between the base and the middle category were not reported due to space constraints and because the findings were 
generally redundant with (and somewhat weaker than) those reported.

http://timss.bc.edu/methods/t-context-q-scales.html
http://timss.bc.edu/methods/t-context-q-scales.html


6  POLICY BRIEF Number 5 March 2015

Source: IEA, TIMSS 2011.

Note: Education systems are ordered alphabetically. For the three-category factors, the exhibit shows only the comparisons between students in the extreme 
categories (i.e., the “base” and “upper” categories, indicated by italics and bold text, respectively). Comparisons between the base and the middle category 
are not shown due to space constraints and because the findings are generally redundant with (and somewhat weaker than) those shown. Odds ratios that 
are shaded in dark blue indicate that there is a statistically significant (p < .05) positive relationship between the factor and the outcome variable (i.e., being 
ARS or not). 

n.a.: Variable not included in the model because its effects on the outcome variable could not be computed reliably.			 
	

   Education System	 Student Aspires	 Student Values	 Student Almost Never
	 to Master’s or PhD 	  Mathematics	  Experiences Bullying at School 
	 vs. Less than College	 vs. Does not Value	 vs. About Weekly

Armenia	

Chinese Taipei	

Dubai-UAE	

Ghana		  n.a.	

Hong Kong SAR	

Indonesia	

Iran	

Italy	

Japan	 n.a.		  n.a.

Jordan	

Kazakhstan	

Korea, Republic of		  n.a.	

Lebanon	

Lithuania	

Malaysia	

Morocco	

Oman	

Palestinian Nat’l Auth.	

Romania	

Russian Federation	 n.a.	

Saudi Arabia	

Singapore	

Syria	

Thailand	

Tunisia	

Turkey	

United Arab Emirates	

United States	

Exhibit 3. Student factors associated with academic resilience (odds ratios), by education system: TIMSS 2011

	 0	 5	 10	
Odds ratio

	 0	 5	 10	
Odds ratio

	 0	 5	 10	
Odds ratio

  Statistically significant (p < .05) positive relationship          Relationship not statistically significant
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Source: IEA, TIMSS 2011.

Note: Education systems are ordered alphabetically. For the three-category factors, the exhibit shows only the comparisons between students in the extreme 
categories (i.e., the “base” and “upper” categories, indicated by italics and bold text, respectively). Comparisons between the base and the middle category 
are not shown due to space constraints and because the findings are generally redundant with (and somewhat weaker than) those shown. Odds ratios that 
are shaded in dark blue indicate that there is a statistically significant (p < .05) positive relationship between the factor and the outcome variable (i.e., being 
ARS or not). 

n.a.: Variable not included in the model because its effects on the outcome variable could not be computed reliably.			 
	

Exhibit 4: School factors associated with academic resilience (odds ratios), by education system: TIMSS 2011

   Education System	 Student Agrees Teacher 	 Schools with 0 to 25% Economically	 Schools with High or Very High	
	 Thinks They Can Do Well  	 Disadvantaged Students	 Emphasis on Academic Success
	 vs. Student Disagrees	 vs. More than 50%	 vs. Moderate Emphasis

Armenia	

Chinese Taipei	

Dubai-UAE	

Ghana			 

Hong Kong SAR	

Indonesia	

Iran	

Italy	

Japan			 

Jordan	

Kazakhstan		  n.a.	

Korea, Republic of			 

Lebanon	

Lithuania	

Malaysia	

Morocco	

Oman	

Palestinian Nat’l Auth.	

Romania	

Russian Federation		

Saudi Arabia	

Singapore	

Syria	

Thailand	

Tunisia	

Turkey	

United Arab Emirates	

United States	

	 0	 5	 10	
Odds ratio

	 0	 5	 10	
Odds ratio

	 0	 5	 10	
Odds ratio

  Statistically significant (p < .05) positive relationship          Relationship not statistically significant
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who attended schools with 25 percent or fewer 
economically disadvantaged students than for 
those who attended schools with more than 50 
percent economically disadvantaged students. This 
association appeared to be particularly strong in 
Dubai, where the odds of academic resilience were 
over four times higher for disadvantaged students 
in schools with a smaller proportion of economically 
disadvantaged students compared to those in 
schools with a higher proportion of economically 
disadvantaged students. In four education systems, 
disadvantaged students whose principals thought the 
school put a high or very high emphasis on academic 
success (as indicated by teachers’ high expectations 
for student achievement, effective teachers, students 
that desire to do well, and parental support) had at 
least 72 percent higher odds of being academically 
resilient than those whose principals thought there 
was only a moderate emphasis on academic success.

As shown in Exhibit 4, the school factor that appeared 
to be the most consistent predictor of academic 
resilience was students’ beliefs about their teachers’ 
confidence in their abilities. In nine education systems, 
the odds of being academically resilient were at least 
75 percent higher for disadvantaged students who 
agreed that their teacher thought they could do well 
in mathematics with difficult material than for those 
who disagreed. Students’ beliefs about their teachers’ 
confidence in them appeared to be an especially 
strong predictor in Oman, where disadvantaged 
students who agreed that their teacher thought they 
could do well had over five times the odds of being 
academically resilient as those who disagreed. 

Two of the four other school factors examined also 
appeared to predict academic resilience in multiple 
education systems. In five education systems, the 
odds of being academically resilient were at least 
59 percent higher for disadvantaged students 

....................................................................................................................................................
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Conclusions
1.	Environments of high academic 

achievement appear to support academic 
resilience among disadvantaged students. 

	 The proportion of academically resilient 
students was related both to the proportion 
of disadvantaged students and overall mean 
performance in mathematics. In general, 
education systems with lower percentages of 
disadvantaged students tended to produce 
larger percentages of academically resilient 
students among them and vice versa. However, 
there were exceptions, such as Romania and 
Hong Kong SAR, which both had 19 percent 
disadvantaged students, but the former had 
just 16 percent academically resilient students 
compared to the latter’s 54 percent. The 
largest proportions of academically resilient 
students tended also to come from the highest 
performing education systems. Kazakhstan 
was an exception, having 45 percent 
academically resilient students despite not 
being a top-performing education system. This 
general finding suggests that disadvantaged 
students may benefit greatly from environments 
that support high overall achievement. 
Exceptions to the general pattern of findings, 
including Hong Kong SAR, Kazakhstan, Turkey, 
and Thailand, may be worthy of further study.

2.	Students’ high educational aspirations 
appear to be the strongest and most 
consistent predictor of academic resilience; 
other student factors appeared to be 
predictive in multiple education systems, as 
well. 

	 In 20 education systems, the odds of being 
academically resilient were at least 78 percent 
higher for disadvantaged students who aspired 
to obtain a master’s degree or Ph.D. than 
for those who aspired to complete less than 
college; at the upper end, the odds were more 
than 7 or 8 times higher. The other student 
factors that had positive relationships with 
academic resilience in multiple education 
systems were students’ valuing of mathematics 
and experiencing less frequent bullying. 
Policies could be targeted at helping students 
recognize the importance and usefulness of 
mathematics and higher education as well 
as improving both accessibility to higher 
education and students’ perceptions about the 
accessibility of it. Recent research on “grit,” or 
individuals’ tendency to maintain interest and 
focused effort on long-term goals, and “growth 
mindset,” or individuals’ beliefs that intelligence 
and success can be developed through effort, 
may provide insights about related interventions 
(Blackwell et al., 2007; Duckworth & Gross, 
2014; Dweck, 2010; Eskreis-Winkler et al., 
2014). Interventions to reduce bullying in 
schools could be considered as well.  
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3.	While not as consistent in predicting 

academic resilience as the student factors, 
school factors are also associated with 
academic resilience in multiple education 
systems. 

	 Three of the five school factors we examined—
teachers’ confidence in students doing well 
with difficult material in mathematics, as 
reported by the student; schools’ emphasis 
on academic success as reported by the 
principal (and indicated by teachers’ high 
expectations for student achievement, effective 
teachers, students that desire to do well, and 
parental support), and schools having a lower 
percentage of economically disadvantaged 
students, as reported by the principal—were 
positively associated with students’ academic 
resilience in 9, 4, and 5 education systems, 
respectively. These results suggest that 
policymakers could explore interventions aimed 
at encouraging teachers to maintain positive 
attitudes about students’ learning abilities, 
supporting principals to increase emphasis 
on academic success, and developing 
mechanisms with the potential to help alleviate 
the economically disadvantaged profile of 
schools’ populations.           

4.	Policies to increase academic resilience 
should account for education system 
contexts. 

	 Our results showed that the factors examined 
did not have the same associations in all 
education systems and that all education 
systems had different sets of factors that were 
associated with students’ academic resilience. 
While this in part reflects the design of the 
study—that is, the group of factors selected 
for analysis and the recoding decisions 
were those that best fit the set of education 
systems, rather than being customized for 
each education system—it does not take away 
from the broader point that there is not a one-
size-fits-all solution. Policymakers in individual 
education systems will need to examine which 
factors are relevant in their individual systems 
and what policies or approaches for addressing 
these factors might be appropriate for their 
unique contexts. Moreover, even though the 
TIMSS data are highly reliable and our study 
uses sound statistical analyses, it should be 
noted that TIMSS is an observational study 
(which describes associations) and not a 
randomized experiment (which allows causal 
inferences to be drawn). Nevertheless, the 
findings are consistent with other findings in 
the literature reporting associations between 
disadvantaged students’ achievement and 
factors related to the student and school 
contexts.



 Socioeconomically Disadvantaged Students Who Are Academically Successful  March 2015  11

References
Blackwell, L., Trzesniewski, K., & Dweck, C. S. (2007). Implicit 
theories of intelligence predict achievement across an adolescent 
transition: A longitudinal study and intervention. Child Development, 
78, 246-263.

Borman, G. D., & Overman, L. T. (2004). Academic resilience in 
mathematics among poor and minority students. The Elementary 
School Journal, 104(3), 177-195. 

Coleman, J. S., Campbell, E. Q., Hobson, C. J., McPartland, 
J., Mood, A. M., Weinfeld, F. D., & York, R. L. (1966). Equality of 
educational opportunity. Washington, DC: US Department of Health, 
Education & Welfare. Office of Education (OE-38001 and supp.) 

Crane, J. (1996). Effects of home background, SES, and maternal 
test scores on mathematics achievement. Journal of Educational 
Research, 89(5), 305-314.

Duckworth, A. L., & Gross, J.J. (2014). Self-control and grit: Related 
but separable determinants of success. Current Directions in 
Psychological Science, 23(5), 319-325. 

Dweck, C. S. (2010). Mind-sets and equitable education. Principal 
Leadership, 10(5), 26-29.

Eskreis-Winkler, L., Duckworth, A. L., Shulman, E., & Beale, S. 
(2014). The grit effect: Predicting retention in the military, the 
workplace, school and marriage. Frontiers in Personality Science and 
Individual Differences, 5(36), 1-12. 

Finn, J. D., & Rock, D. A. (1997). Academic success among students 
at risk for school failure. Journal of Applied Psychology, 82, 221-234.

Martin, A. J., & Marsh, H. W. (2006). Academic resilience and 
its psychological and educational correlates: A construct validity 
approach. Psychology in the Schools, 43(3), 267-281. 

Martin, M.O., Mullis, I.V.S., Foy, P., & Stanco, G.M. (2012). TIMSS 
2011 international results in science. Chestnut Hill, MA: TIMSS & 
PIRLS International Study Center, Boston College.

Mullis, I.V.S., Martin, M.O., Foy, P., & Arora, A. (2012). TIMSS 2011 
international results in mathematics. Chestnut Hill, MA: TIMSS & 
PIRLS International Study Center, Boston College.

OECD. (2011). Against the odds: Disadvantaged students 
who succeed in school. Retrieved from http://dx.doi.
org/10.1787/9789264090873-en.

Sandoval-Hernandez, A., & Cortes, D. (2012). Factors and conditions 
that promote academic resilience: A cross-country perspective. 
Paper presented at the annual meeting of the 56th Annual 
Conference of the Comparative and International Education Society, 
Caribe Hilton, San Juan, Puerto Rico.

Sirin, S. R. (2005). Socioeconomic status and academic 
achievement: A meta-analytic review of research. Review of 
Educational Research, 75(3), 417-453.

Sutton, A., & Soderstrom, I. (1999). Predicting elementary and 
secondary school achievement with school-related and demographic 
factors. Journal of Educational Research, 92(6), 330-338.

Waxman, H. C., & Huang, S. L. (1996). Motivation and learning 
environment differences between resilient and nonresilient inner-city 
middle school students. Journal of Educational Research, 90, 93-
102.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/9789264090873-en
http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/9789264090873-en


12  POLICY BRIEF Number 5 March 2015

Copyright © 2015 International Association for the Evaluation of 
Educational Achievement (IEA)

All rights reserved. No part of this publication may be reproduced, 
stored in a retrieval system or transmitted in any form or by any 
means, electronic, electrostatic, magnetic tape, mechanical, 
photocopying, recording or otherwise without permission in writing 
from the copyright holder.

ISSN: 2215-0196

Design and production by Becky Bliss Design and Production, 
Wellington, New Zealand

Copies of this publication can be obtained from:

The Secretariat 
International Association for 
the Evaluation of Educational Achievement 
Herengracht 487 
1017 BT Amsterdam
The Netherlands	

IEA Data Processing and Research Center
Mexikoring 37
22297 Hamburg
Germany

By email:
department@iea.nl 
mail@iea-dpc.de 

Website:
www.iea.nl 
www.iea-dpc.de 

This policy brief was produced with 		
the collaboration of:

American Institutes for Research

Ebru Erberber
Maria Stephens
Saida Mamedova
Sharlyn Ferguson
Teresa Kroeger

The authors would like to thank 	
Andrés Sandoval-Hernández and 	
Piotr Tomasz Bialowolski from the 	
IEA DPC for replicating our analysis.

About the IEA

The International Association for the Evaluation of Educational 
Achievement, known as IEA, is an independent, international 
consortium of national research institutions and governmental agencies, 
with headquarters in Amsterdam. Its primary purpose is to conduct 
large-scale comparative studies of educational achievement with the 
aim of gaining more in-depth understanding of the effects of policies 
and practices within and across systems of education.

Anne-Berit Kavli		  IEA Chair

Dirk Hastedt		  IEA Executive Director

Editors of the policy brief

Tom Loveless	 Chair of the Publications and Editorial 
Committee

David Rutkowski	 Member of the Publications and 
Editorial Committee
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