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| Main conclusions

Review of the regional and higher education expenditure assesses annual
expenditure at 3% GDP.

At a total of 4% GDP spent on education, Slovakia’s spending is 1% lower than that
of the EU average but continues to rise and is expected to reach the EU average by
2017-20109.

The share of public and private funding of education is similar to that of the OECD
average.

Additional funds will be primarily allocated to the areas identified in the National
Reform Program and the Final Review of Expenditure report.

PISA testing results of 15-year old Slovak students are below the EU average and
have been worsening since 2009. Student’s socioeconomic status is a strong
determinant of test results.

Although, the quality of University education is difficult to measure, proxy
measures indicate under-average quality.

The share of population with tertiary education is below the EU average, but
continues to increase.

Compared with the university graduates in the OECD, Slovakia has a large number
of master’s or equivalent graduates and a small number of bachelor’s graduates. II/
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In comparison with the OECD average, Slovak
education is underfunded

= Total public expenditure on = Total annual student expenditure as % of OECD
education as % of GDP student expenditure (USD at PPP, 2013)
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the share of finances as
compared to the OECD
average.
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Education Expenditure — Sources and

Distribution

= Education expenditure according to the funding source (in % or mil. euro)

2014S 2015S 2016S 2017N 2018N 2019N Spolu

SR 82,7% 74,7% 96,9% 92,2% 89,1% 89,2% 86,9% 14 981,0
EU 14,5% 21, 7% 2,3% 5,8% 8,8% 8,6% 10,8% 1870,0
Spolufinancovanie 2.4% 3,2% 0,4% 1,9% 2,1% 2,1% 2.1% 3953,9
Iné 0,3% 0,3% 0,4% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,2% 38,8
Spolu 24119 217884 22732 24606 25246 25210 100% 17 2436
Zdroj: RIS

= State budget education expense distribution (mil. euro)
2013 S* 2014 S 2015 S 2016 S 2017 N* 2018 N 2019 N
Spolu 22007 23228 24802 26855 26225 2 685,8 2676,7
% HDP 3,0% 3,1% 3,2% 2.8% 3,1% 3.0% 2,8%
Regionalne $kolstvo® 14138 14795 15534 15959 17223 17215 17142
Vysoke Ekoly 536,5 510,6 5422 531,5 604,5 650,3 647,6
VS vzdelavanie 2447 244 4 240,3 271,0 266,7 266,7 266,7
VS veda a technika 1453 1440 1485 163,0 154,4 154,4 154,4
Socialna podpora studentov VS 58,3 54,6 55,2 51,8 53,5 53,5 53,5
Iné 12,3 10,1 11,4 12,9 14,7 14,6 14,6
Rezortné VS 24,0 24.8 40,2 27,2 254 26,3 27,3
Zdroje z fondov EU 51,9 32,7 46,6 5,6 89,8 134,8 131,1
Podporné programys 250,4 3327 3846 157.,8 2957 3140 3149
Urad MSVVaS 126,1 154.6 1747 95,0 248 4 267,3 267,5
PRO 1243 178,1 209,9 62,8 473 46,7 47,5
* S — skutoénost, N — navrh Zdrof-RIS
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| Result and Output Indicators

Type of indicator 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 Ob;:‘z’g"e
Regional Education
Result PISA SR 488 472 463 505
(average score) OECD 497 497 492 —
High School Graduates SR 93 93 93 91 91 91
Output
(% of those aged 20-24 years) EU 79 80 8 8 82 83
Early school leaving SR 49 47 51 53 64 67 69 6
Output
P (% of those aged 18-24 years) EU 142 139 134 127 119 112 1 10
Higher education and science
PIAAC score SR 278,5
Result
The average score (25-34) OECD 276,5
Number of citations SR 35 34 35 45 47 44 B0 70
Result
% (EU average = 100) EU - = = = = = = —
Result University success |r'1.attract|ng foreign SR 6 62 61 5 59 57 65
research grants (EUR million)
Tertiary Education Graduates SR 176 221 232 23,7 269 27 284 40
Output
(% of those aged 30-34 years) EU 323 338 348 36 371 379 387 40
Source: THE MINISTRY OF FINANCE SR, OECD, MESRS
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University Education and Research
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| Main conclusions

= Funding distribution mechanisms incentivize Universities to compete for funds by
increasing operations and do not provide sufficient incentives for universities to
develop their strengths.

= The accreditation and assessment of academic research do not meet international
standards.

= The problem is the institutional set-up of the Accreditation Committee and a
guestionable guarantee of the independence and transparency of the assessment
processes. The research evaluation process is not based on an informed peer
review in accordance with the best practice.

= The main problems of the science funding infrastructure is a weak link between
research quality and reward, due to poorly set-up research evaluation and
deficiency of competitive research grants with rigorous evaluation




| Academic Research Funding Breakdown

200
180

G10C MOJ “[ex
A aysnys [sugepszip od 1pueiopop JuIBjUl

Gl0¢
B $1.0Z A YoojuelB yoAul A jsousadsn

glozeylog
A yoojuelb yoAugiuelyez A jsousadsn

G1L0Z e 102 A Aneuds
oA *[qns po wnxsAA eu azejuad suexsiz

alelpane
[aupajsod ejpod nwinysfa aiusjoupoy

BQIOA) BY08[8WN

Jsouur
©)08[8WN 08| BULNYSAA ‘BY08PSA

Jsouur
BY03]3WN B BY08PaA (NGINAA BU 810E10p

wownysAA e nopan
s euafods SAN 110BIOP JSe eAouoyfA

Anjpieiox erosiids

VO3A

YOI

A\dY

160
140
120
100
80
60
40

6.2.2018



