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Abstract

In order to more intuitively understand the research results between the PISA test and the litera-
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ture, provide reference for the future PISA mathematical evaluation research, this paper selected
nearly 22 years, 137 literature, to draw phase difference matrix analysis and generate hot know-
ledge map. The results show that the research of PISA Mathematics Evaluation in China mainly fo-
cuses on four aspects. The core mathematics literacy and international student evaluation project
are the hot spots and priorities of its research, the influencing factors affecting the quality of com-
pulsory education are the research core, the PISA related fields are also active, and some of the
detailed research directions are scattered.
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1. 518

PISA 4=4 Program for International Student Assessment, % [E Pr2=E{FNIH, 1997 FIERXES), H
OECD HA K EAF UMLK, & =FHut 5it, T 2000 FHEH KRR EAGEDH, 2t -
PN A R D Bl PR AR 2 STV I E 2 —[1]. BT, EWNAMNFZ EZXT PISA MIVEIIAT L #E
AN, JHEER T 240K, 1F 2021 4F SO PISA MIIPEA £ H BEoE:, ERL “BORzE” N
FA AR AR SRS, BRI E XS PISA e vERIRT7E[2]. FiBE AT SR Sy, HEgkk
FE 55 #0F fe B i b 58 IORAE BUF o0, B bR i, BRECER O RTR, BEREIFNER,
WSLRE A F AT, R ERNRRE . RRSCRH — U R A Sk —— B i AR B 5 b
%, R E PISA s VT R S kR B .

2. BRRIBESMRAE
2.1 ERWESERE

T4, WCER SCHR B RLEE N A RN R, R R R “PISA BUE VY B FTA SCHR, I AV FE
JE N “2000-01-01” % “2021-12-317 , MRAERR & S5 A 24T SCBRIG M A 28, R R BISCHRIL 142 F . ik,
IR IR TR EERT R I BRI T LS, BIBRAFTEERN 5, LARRHERCOR 137 F. &5, WA
SCHRISRIRE . FH2E. 4. fE#E. RS R UL HEAE AT FHRAE, FEORA7 I 10 SR S
i B 50 ANSI R RIEAT A A7

22. fFRIRE
A SR =M st T H, 43514 Bicomb 38 20 #ré ik . SPSS26 4t #f5 Excel.
2.3. fiRTIE

F— R NISCR 3N ZE Bicomb BAF, X OB IREGIEAT Geit, W s A, THE
RBE, it mPoctin JF S 2 Excel, [N, ARGRARAER, SHE txto 557, MmO K
IEMEFERE SRR 5=, TR POCRIA R, R MERE R 3 SPSS26 . fEIFEASE
X, AR R RE RE BN, SERKERENDRLR, 2 SPSS26 XL MLMEAERE T
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YeRUESIHT, e G A FT L AR P AT A TR LRI
3. MRERS 7
3.1 gt XBIAREGF S HEMARIATR

B A ASCA S AN E Bicomb, 75 137 j& SCik e O IR 526 /N, HBLASTIKIEE & 1~57, 18
I SEHTTH LA UM, = 0.749 ) THE AR BIE A 3, Rk, S HHH AR T 8056 T 3 B E 1R 7] %
wmr# 1.

Table 1. High frequency keyword list frequency greater than or equal to 3
F 1. HEBUAKXFHEFT 3 Esnxiiniagsk

P KA HBUAIK 5 ] HBUSIK
1 HES AN+ 57 17 Her 4
2 PISA 55 18 2% 4
3 TIMSS 14 19 PISA 2 4
4 I PPHESE 14 20 WA 4
5 PISA Jll ¥ 10 21 TIMSS 2= 0F 4
6 My 10 22 Bt fRR 3
7 AN S 9 23 AP 3
8 E 8 24 M HE 3
9 PISA2021 6 25 B 3
10 IR 6 26 I Bl 1 3
1 i) R 5 27 E/C il 3
12 PISA2012 5 28 s 3
13 HEne 5 29 PISA2015 3
14 BRI 5 30 P 3
15 NAEP 5 31 br2EAE VAL I E 3

16 wr A 4 & 268

M LATRLE 1, SRR T BT 3 B9 31 AN OCHkIA], (5 OCER IR A1) 5.89%, & EINAIK A 268
W, i35 8.65 ¥k, kR H BRI (526) /) 50.95%. LL bR R N, & 2000~2021 4E
(PISA EZMPEY BB TE R . IR /0 A0 P AT G e, CPISA HUMIVEY ¥ K IFTHT 10 A OCH:
T PRI K T ST 6, RICNBUER 0 EF5(57). PISA (55). TIMSS (14). MIFFHELZ(14). PISA il
PE(10). HUEMIPE(L0). D ERIFEO). ITEB). PISA2021 (6). /NEHU#(6), Higy 21 Doefia kb kK
F 5T 3. ML LGS 8, TATAMEE L, PISA HUA L B2 % /N A BUEE R O R 57

NRE—5 T AR 31 AN EOCEE ] IR R BCR, RN, RIEHEBIRE SR SEZER, X
i SPSS26 ARk AT 4 #r 5 B % .

3.2. {ELEMXRIANILIVE R 5187 ER
HIFH SPSS26 #4itk i 31 A e < H ] (KT AMELRE B S A SR AR B, BLIRN T A SR B ia] IR PR IR 22 0 25—
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¥ Bicomb B fF AL BUH IR R AR P N ZE SPSS26. H T, AR ROCHREA R MBI RS . LA 3 1] R R R
NEAEIR, 7 SPSS26 HHEATAI R T, WeFE —IUAERET Y “ V& A /Ochiai” %, HiEH — 1 31x31 1)
IEALMEFE RS o S ADMERE B b I B A5 R BB R on o 18] AR A, S SUEEE 1, TR BlE
AR ez, HUEBEEE 0, WIZIRER BB AR AUE R N o S5 =, AR OGBREIA] A R . J
AR AR =1 - JTOVERERE, MG R SRR A RAERE P SAS BB R R S SR A 18] (R 5
Pk, FRUEBREELT 1, TR S HR (] 1P B MO AR B ez, BEEEIT 0, DI B B i A
MR, W 2.

Table 2. High-frequency keyword phase difference matrix (part)
2. SR RIAERIEREERS)

HER ORI PISA TIMSS MVFHESE  PISAWITE LT LR
B O RTRE 0.000 0.568 0.964 0.750 0.831 0.822 0.911
PISA 0.568 0.000 0.604 0.784 1.000 0.865 0.955
TIMSS 0.964 0.604 0.000 0.857 1.000 0.911 1.000
DPPHESE 0.750 0.784 0.857 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
PISA VT 0.831 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 0.895 0.789
HeE M or 0.822 0.865 0.911 1.000 0.895 0.000 1.000
NS+ 0.911 0.955 1.000 1.000 0.789 1.000 0.000

M 2 FIE Y, HoEmoc s 5 (PISA Ml ve ) ALY B K2/ NT 43 3 B O R TR
PISA. JTFHEZL, F2=WTFE. PISA JUPE. %00 FKFE. TIMSS. WU EERATE W, E#RE IR, W
HEREHRBHECE D E TR PISAL MIVFHESL, HUFMVES (PISA Hr2AMivE) MBS E—RiE TR
FRITE, MEADMS PISA MPE. #ZOHRFE. TIMSS Bgbiikitit., it FikEdEg: Rigotr, vi5
FH: 2000~2021 FORERIRT (PISA HFMPEY Bk, &% DO RFAEERTAE,
IR, SevEHIE I PISAL JUTEHESE K UM SR &

3.3. EIMRRIARASH

A HT @ W — 2o bR, KA A SRR N LA 43, T) — 28 500 R W 5% A 2 R A AR A v
B, RZARFE =GR 2 181 AE 57 B2 v A i 3] BRI EAT SR LR AE Mg &
A 58] 3] (14 SCHR I G H 1) 4L ) R AR ABM PR AR S PR 20 A, SR e e AT L R R, IR R B 32 ] 1
JE IR EBCE WA BT RO RS B 4]

AR L RO B R AT R S IR R, KR AERE N SPSS26 HEAT R T, R 1.

M B L R IE (7 HY M 2000 4EF) 2021 4E (PISA 2 iiE) midioesdia mr 4y AU, HEAR S A
O 3.

M 3 Rl . 2000-2021 4 (PISA reAllve) PUSRHEFL /35N : A2 1 Wiz o K7k S Ebr
ST E PRI, BLE 15 AN OB R 2 R S HUE TR IR DR R R AT, A 2 AR
T2 3 2 PISA JIIVF I BE A& 5 0 2 A 1D R IR N AR A 55 F M 7L, 8 11 AN JCH A B2 4 4 PISA
5 TIMSS SHCERE FITE, A8 2 A Sk .
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Figure 1. Genealogy diagram of high-frequency keyword cluster in PISA mathematical
evaluation

1. PISA B Z TS X AR KL R E

Table 3. Results of the high-frequency keyword cluster analysis
3. EXBIARESIER

S KA i

TIMSS. NAEP. ###Z.0 &7 PISA. MPFHESE, Bl2EFE. 8. PISA2015.
BEENZE . BOEE R, PISA2012. BUAAERE. UMW, EPRAWMATE . EERPE

k2 MR, USHERE
PISA2021, HUHEFE, @R, NFRE . BUEEREIIIVE. S A, BLER.

Pk 1

R RER . H0E. PISA JVE. 4
Fhk 4 PISA 2%, TIMSS HU£MITF

3.4. BIMXBIASHERE ST
KL MEFERE T ANE SPSS26 1, WA R AT IESIRE L . 255 AT A AR il R,
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Figure 2. Visualization knowledge Atlas of PISA Mathematical Assessment
2. (PISA BIZFMTE) WAL EIREIE

SEA RIS ARAR I o A SR, AN 2 CPISA U=IVEY T ARAL RN R B R vT n, 50 4 ANH.
FKH 1. WO RFS ERFAENVEIE R, BT S SUKIAER, FESMER —. HRE,
A ILEIAE PISA 2= PRI 7z O 53 . B T2 VU SR PISA2015. PISA2012. 515 s AL
N AR I SCHR B D HBCRA G, A7 TR STy, AR PISA I VF Atk i) = Uik 72 7
o KH 2. X UESEERBERWEZEWTAR, ATHE—RR, o] A2 PISA AP kO,
[ B A 98 A BN B R . 28 H] 3. PISA VB S 5 R E A i O X IR AR B E R I,
BT USRI AR R, FEAMER . =M, o WA MEBONER, AT RIRAECE. 8
fil s RO R IRE R BN 8L, AR s i — P R R 6], AT e R RS,
R =R RREC R BUFRE 1. PISA MIVFEIXRZY], @H WM. M 4. PISA 5 TIMSS XJ4
SRHE WP, HARLES =R, n N REY], 8H A, EATHE A L. X PISA 5
TIMSS BEATHCAIVE A 5T, A B T 58 38 3R E Bl 0a W PP AR & 1 2R, 724 J5 Wm0 e 77 [ R 7

4. EREEN
4.1 &g

ARG X B L 22 4 PISA Bl it 78 A i) g o Rl 2t AT S 0 dr s SRR T AL %
UE RN, R AT AL R I, b A IR PISA B I 3= 2L S DU KU TT, 5 HH 46
Wh: H—, BAEPRAENVEDE B R AT LR, B 2 AT H R T 55 W 15 [ A I PR 2
B XTI EZ 51T 1 PISA MIVES REATHE AN 04T . 26—, REEREE —EATHRILSE,
Prge T BRI A, IR R S R i B e, HEE RN S R A HR K
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& BE WL R EERAS[S]. BB=, JEREX PISA MRS 5 R IE =X O R IFRRI B, 1M
RS H A EE B A P —— UMK 5GUE , BUMRE PISA TR A% 0 3R IR BLR S is I B /1 B4R
ARPHIR R TREE B SLAL . B, ENRZHEVFE Nk E EE SR ER BN E , e o i
T TIMSS #1 PISA PN H AR PFOU L4 5 559, 9B EHC AP RS2 123 % [6].-

4.2. W

EEX DA RAF BIRIZE 0, X ARKRIRIETE PISA HUEMIVERIW 78 77 148 4 S 1 35—, Insmdk Exf i 4E
PISA B PE4E BIIR 7T 5118 . JHERR E 2 51 PISA BU# M PR4E T 78 2 A B /b, Fe E=2 7E 2009
Fl AR E — kSN, HAE PISA MK h &2 T 58— 1S, HES LR R E, W
GRS B B —, FLINPP BT R S R E A A FUH AR T R SRS, RIBCH PISA #
A P4 ) B ST AT T [ 55, R IR ENT PISA Bt v AOmE 78 AT . oF B0 RIS 1 142 5 PISA
HEMPPAE OGO, S5 EPR b EAT AR E AR O A T RORZEE . WEPRIAE BE, REX
PISA WIVE AR ST AR ELME, B 5T A BARTER TR T, (BB IR SN IR A KRB, Fril, EX
IR BT 72 7 T (3 4 S KR, DAY KIRE K PISA B BT 78 AT, 5838 0 B 55808 ik
o B, MR EECE BN LB REAR T RIE S 118 . FRE TR LI T PISA Hooa o7 i) STk
FVET, TLURBUNE X N EAE R IT . SR AE I HEERRE 7 I R R 8 RN B B RE IR 2 = 2
Jithl, (REHEHFE T, BUTRE] 7 OCRATIEM, ARENEFZNEA TR, 1R
B ORISR AL, Bk, X B BN 00 Tk G R I R AR s b . BP0, 38t &
br BRI BOE BRI LRI T . 7R CGRIISCIk T, TE HEEX R E S S 0 E PR RN, shob
TXTEBR EREE T BRI, A2 R T — e R RG] 2 B R EARE B E MR K
FifE PISA MIVERIF- &, ki CER M E WS bl 27/ 7 PISA BUAVFRIZ O &G, M
ot B PR R ZCE BRI EL R AT, B AN

Zx b, fB) Bicomb. SPSS26 5 Excel =Fh&Giit-#fl, XIRIENT 22 4 PISA H I v AH G I (1) 5L
Wk AEREAT DB S BB A0 AT, AT PR A2 0 B X PISA B PPRIF 78 04 i ARG B 1], B EA T
IR T B Ja B ek M B 245 08, RN, JLAF 78 134 S 38T LS A DG U ) 2 2 R ARt 2 v
2% 5 #W.

E ST H
FremdEE /R 56 X s R R B AR E 1 H (XIEDU20201018) .
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